arXiv:2402.16103v1 [math.AG] 25 Feb 2024

A DEGENERATION FORMULA OF DONALDSON-THOMAS THEORY ON CALABI-YAU 4-FOLDS

YALONG CAO, GUFANG ZHAO, AND ZIJUN ZHOU

Abstract. We prove a degeneration formula for Donaldson-Thomas theory on Calabi-Yau 4-folds, and apply it to compute zero dimensional invariants on C^4 and on any local curve.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. Background/Motivation 2 1.2. Expanded degenerations and family invariants 2 1.3. Expanded pairs and relative invariants 3 1.4. Degeneration formulae 5 1.5. Applications 5 1.6. Related works and some future direction 6 Acknowledgments 6 2. Recollection of expanded pairs and degenerations 6 2.1. Expanded pairs 7 2.2. Expanded degenerations 8 2.3. Topological data 11 2.4. Relative Hilbert stacks 12 3. Shifted symplectic structures 14 3.1. Shifted symplectic structure on HilbpX{A^1 q{C 15 3.2. Lagrangian structure on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDqq{A 17 3.3. Composition with a Lagrangian fibration 19 4. Orientations on moduli stacks 20 4.1. Orientation on pHilbpX{A^1 q Ñ Cq 20 4.2. Orientation on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDqq{A 22 4.3. Orientation on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ W ^ Aq 25 5. Relative invariants and degeneration formulae 28 5.1. Virtual pullback via symmetric obstruction theory 29 5.2. Relative invariants 30 5.3. Family invariants 31 5.4. Degeneration formulae 32 6. Applications to Hilbert schemes of points 39 6.1. Virtual classes of Hilb^npC^4 q 40 6.2. Tautological insertions 40 6.3. Relative and rubber geometry 41 6.4. Zero dimensional DT_4 invariants of C^4 43 6.5. Zero dimensional DT_4 invariants of log CY local curves 46 Appendix A. Rubber moduli stacks 49 A.1. Rubber expanded pairs 49 A.2. Moduli interpretations of R^„ 50 A.3. Decomposition 51 A.4. Invariants of rubber relative Hilbert stacks 52 A.5. A localization result 53

Date: February 27, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 14N35; Secondary 14D23, Key words and phrases. Donaldson-Thomas theory, Calabi-Yau 4-folds, degeneration formula. 1

Appendix B. Basics on shifted symplectic structures 55 Appendix C. Proof of Propositions 5.6 & 5.10 56 Appendix D. Comparison of orientations on Hilb^npC^4 q 60 References 62

1. Introduction

1.1. Background/Motivation. Enumerating curves on compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds has been drawing increasing interest in recent years, driven by studies like [KP, C, CK2, CKM2, CMT1, CMT2, COT1, COT2, CT1, CT2, CT3, CT4]. A key feature distinguishing Calabi-Yau manifolds of dimension 4 and above is that Gromov-Witten invariants vanish for genus greater than one.^1 Inspired by this observation and drawing from heuristic arguments in ideal geometries, researchers have proposed Gromov-Witten/Gopakumar-Vafa/Donaldson-Thomas/Pandharipande-Thomas correspondences for compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds [KP, CMT1, CMT2, CT2, CK2].

However, the picture becomes considerably more complex for non-compact (particularly toric) Calabi-Yau 4-folds. Their invariants, defined via torus localization, can encompass all genera and are rational functions of equivariant parameters, making the aforementioned correspondences highly elusive in this setting. Attempting on a better understanding on non-compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds, we draw inspirations from the realm of enumerative geometry for 3-folds. On 3-folds, the degeneration formula for Donaldson-Thomas and Pandharipande-Thomas theories stands as a formidable tool [LW] (see also [Z] for the case of orbifolds). Its elegance has been instrumental in numerous groundbreaking computations, for example [MNOP2, MOOP, OP2, Oko, PP1, PP2, PP3].

Parallel to the relationship between DT theory of 3-folds and the quantum cohomology of Nakajima quiver varieties [OP1, OP2], curve counting theory on non-compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds is connected to the quantum critical cohomology of quivers with potentials [CZ]. The latter provides representation theoretical, and physical motivations and contexts in studying the degeneration formula, where integrable systems related to cohomological Hall algebras [KS2] and quantum groups [LY, RSYZ, VV] emerge.

This paper extends the framework of degeneration formula to Donaldson-Thomas theory of local Calabi-Yau 4-folds. We then leverage this formula to compute zero-dimensional invariants on C^4 and all local curves. In future work, we hope to explore possible application of this technology in formulation and proof of Gromov-Witten/Donaldson-Thomas correspondences on general Calabi- Yau 4-folds (as in [MNOP1, MNOP2]).

1.2. Expanded degenerations and family invariants. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds (Definition 2.6), whose fiber over 0 P A^1 is a union U_` Y_S U_´ of two smooth 3-folds U_˘ along a common smooth divisor S. Let (1.1) X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1

be the associated Calabi-Yau simple degeneration (Proposition 2.12), where generic fibers are total spaces of canonical bundles of smooth 3-folds and central fiber is a union of log Calabi-Yau 4-folds (Definition 2.4), i.e. the fiber X_c over c P A^1 satisfies

‚ X_c “ Totpω_{Uc} q if c ‰ 0, ‚ X_0 “ Y_` Y_D Y_´, where Y_˘ “ Totpω_{U˘} pSqq and D “ Totpω_S q.

There is an associated stack C of expanded degeneration (Definition 2.9) and a universal family X Ñ C, which is a Calabi-Yau family (Proposition 2.11). Let HilbpX{A^1 q be the Hilbert stack of stable subschemes on the family X Ñ C (Definition 2.21). Fixing compactly supported numerical Ktheory classes P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq for all t P A^1 , we have an open substack (Lemma 2.24):

Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q Ă HilbpX{A^1 q of stable subschemes on the decorated expanded degeneration X^{Pt} Ñ C^{Pt} with class P_t for t P A^1 (see §2.4 for the details).

1On holomorphic symplectic 4-folds, there could have nontrivial genus 2 (reduced) Gromov-Witten invariants

[COT1, COT2].

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.1, Theorem 4.4). Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q has a derived enhancement Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q with a p´2q-shifted symplectic structure over C^{Pt} . Moreover its classical truncation is orientable in the sense of Definition 4.1.

Here the existence of shifted symplectic structures holds for any Calabi-Yau simple degeneration and follows from a family argument of [PTVV, Pre] (where basics of shifted symplectic geometry are recalled in Appendix B). The existence of orientation uses the particular shape of (1.1). Having such a (relative) p´2q-shifted symplectic structure, one can define square root virtual pullback [Park1] after checking the isotropic condition, which is done in Proposition 5.10 by extending the deformation invariance argument of [Park2].

Theorem 1.2 (Family invariants, Proposition 5.10, Theorem 5.12). Fix K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq for all t P A^1 . The map

π : Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q Ñ C^{Pt}

has a canonical symmetric obstruction theory in sense of Definition 5.2, which is isotropic if P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 , i.e. their support has dimension not bigger than one.

In particular, for such K-theory classes, there is a square root virtual pullback

(1.2) ? π^! : A_˚pC^{Pt} q Ñ A_˚pHilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq.

In the presence of a torus T action on the family U Ñ A^1 , the above pullback map lifts to a map between T -equivariant Chow groups.

The above pullback map captures the virtual counting for the family π whose base change to a general element in C recovers the virtual counting of the general fiber of X{A^1 . The base change to the special fiber can be linked with relative invariants which we now introduce.

1.3. Expanded pairs and relative invariants. Let pU, Sq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1) with dim_C U “ 3. Consider the log Calabi-Yau pair (Definition 2.4):

(1.3) Y “ Totpω_U pSqq, D “ Totpω_S q,

and the associated universal expanded pairs pY, D – D ^ Aq over the stack A of expanded pairs, which is a log Calabi-Yau pair (relative to A) (Proposition 2.5). There exists a Hilbert stack HilbpY, Dq parameterizing families of stable subschemes in the universal family Y{A (Definition 2.21) and a restriction map

r_{DÑY} : HilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDq “ HilbpDq ^ A.

Fix P P K^{num}_c pY q with P |_D P K^{num}_c pDq to be the K-theoretic Gysin pullback (2.8) to D. We have open substacks Hilb^P pY, Dq Ă HilbpY, Dq, Hilb^{P |D} pDq Ă HilbpDq,

and a similar restriction map

r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P .

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 3.2, Theorem 4.7). The restriction map r_{DÑY} has a derived enhancement

(1.4) r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P ,

which has a p´1q-shifted Lagrangian structure relative to A^P . Moreover its classical truncation is orientable in the sense of Definition 4.6.

In this theorem, the existence of Lagrangian structures holds for any log Calabi-Yau pair of arbitrary dimension, and the proof follows from a family argument of [Cal1]. The construction of the orientation in this theorem is specific to the case (1.3).

Motivated by the study on quasimaps to quivers with potentials [CZ], we define a version of relative invariants based on the above theorem.

Assumption 1.4. Fix P_D P K^{num}_c pDq. We assume there is an equivalence

(1.5) Hilb^{PD} pDq – Critpϕ : W Ñ C q

of p´1q-shifted symplectic derived scheme, where W is a quasi-projective smooth scheme and ϕ is a regular function, such that the (square root) line bundle K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq} defined in (4.25) satisfies

(1.6) K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq} – det ` T_W |_{HilbpDq} ˘ . Here the square root line bundle K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq} (4.25) is constructed using the fact that D “ Totpω_S q, so a derived moduli stack of compactly supported sheaves on D is the p´1q-shifted cotangent bundle of a derived moduli stack of sheaves on S. Eqn. (1.6) is a compatibility condition between the square root provided using S and the one provided using the ambient space W of the Hilbert scheme. There are many examples where (1.6) is satisfied (Examples 4.13 & 4.14). Examples where Assumption 1.4 is satisfied are discussed in §1.5.

Let P P K^{num}_c pY q and P_D :“ P |_D P K^{num}_c pDq. Denote p : Hilb^{PD} pDq Ñ W to be the inclusion. By an abuse of notation, we also denote its product with id_AP as p. Under Assumption 1.4, the composition map:

p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P has a (relative) p´2q-shifted symplectic structure and its classical truncation is orientable in the sense of Definition 4.1 (Propositions 3.7, 4.11).

As in Theorem 1.2, after checking the isotropic condition (Proposition 5.6), we have a virtual pullback map (by abuse of notation, p and r_{DÑY} also denote their classical truncations):

Theorem 1.5 (Relative invariants, Proposition 5.6, Theorem 5.7). Let P P K^{num}_c pY q. Under Assumption 1.4, the map p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P has a canonical symmetric obstruction theory in sense of Definition 5.2. If P P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY q, the obstruction theory is isotropic after base change to the zero locus Zpϕq ãÑ W of ϕ : W Ñ C .

In particular, there is a square root virtual pullback

(1.7) b pp ˝ r_{DÑY} q^! : A_˚pZpϕq ^ A^P q Ñ A_˚pHilb^P pY, Dqq.

In the presence of a torus T action on the pair pU, Sq and the equivalence (1.5), the above pullback map lifts to a map between T -equivariant Chow groups.

Remark 1.6. Given a p´1q-shifted Lagrangian structure on (1.4), it is conjectured by Joyce [Joy], that there is a map:

(1.8) Q_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq}rvd_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq}s Ñ r^!_{DÑY} φ_{ϕ|W ^AP} ,

with prescribed properties. Here φ_{ϕ|W ^AP} is the vanishing cycle complex of the pullback function ϕ|_{W ^A}P : W ^ A^P Ñ C of ϕ : W Ñ C . There are difficulties in proving this conjecture, partially involving gluing in infinity categories (see also [KK] which addresses other difficulties).

It is expected that our relative invariant (1.7) encodes the effect of (1.8) on algebraic cycles, i.e. we should have the following commutative diagram (see also [CZ, diagram (1.6)]):

(1.9) A_˚pZpϕqq b A_˚pA^P q // can ˝ cl fflffl A_˚pHilb^P pY, Dqq cl fflffl H_˚pW, φ_ϕq b H^{BM}_˚ pA^P q // H^{BM}_˚ pHilb^P pY, Dqq,

where the left vertical map is given by the composition of the cycle map with the canonical map from Borel-Moore homology of Zpϕq to the vanishing cycle cohomology (ref. [CZ, Eqn. (A.8)]).

There is a version of Theorem 1.5 where Chow groups are replaced by Grothendieck groups K_0p´q of coherent sheaves, with similar proof. Moreover, we expect an analogue of diagram (1.9), where the cohomology of vanishing cycle is replaced by the Grothendieck group of the matrix factorization category MF pW, ϕq. In this setting, the canonical map

K_0pZpϕqq Ñ K_0pMF pW, ϕqq is surjective (e.g. [PS, Lem. 1.10], [Sch]). Therefore, the K-theoretic version of (1.7) contains all information about the K-theoretic version of the provisional map (1.8).

1.4. Degeneration formulae. To state the degeneration formula, we need the following ingredients:

‚ Fix P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX{A^1 q for all t P A^1 . The family invariant (Definition 5.13) is a map

Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} :“ ? π^! : A_˚pC^{Pt} q Ñ A_˚pHilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq,

where ? π^! is given by (1.2), ‚ Fix P P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY q. The relative invariant (Definition 5.9) is a map

Φ^P_{Y,D} :“ b pp ˝ r_{DÑY} q^! ˝ b : A_˚pZpϕqq b A_˚pA^P q Ñ A_˚pHilb^P pY, Dqq,

where a pp ˝ r_{DÑY} q^! is given by (1.7) and b is the exterior product for Chow cycles, ‚ Fix P_˘ P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY_˘q. The product version (5.37) of the above relative invariant is

Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} : A_˚pZpϕ ‘ ϕqq b A_˚pA^{P´} ^ A^{P`} q Ñ A_˚ ´ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq ¯ . Definitions of above invariants use orientations, which we choose in a canonical way as in Remarks 4.5 & 4.12.

Theorem 1.7 (Degeneration formula, Theorem 5.21). We have

i^!_r ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ rHilb^{Pr} pX_rqs^{vir}, @ r P A^1 zt0u,

i^!_0 ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ n_˚ ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl}

i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ . Moreover, for each splitting data pP_´, P_`q P Λ^{P0}_{spl} (2.10), we have

i¯_{Δ˚}pσ̄q^˚i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} ´ Δ̄_˚rW s ^ rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s ¯ . Here Gysin pullback i^!_´, anti-diagonal embedding i¯_Δ, involution σ̄ are given in diagram (5.36), Δ̄ is the anti-diagonal embedding (5.18), and n is the normalization map in (5.21). We also use the identification C^{:,pP´,P`q}

0 – A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} (Proposition 2.29).

Moreover, in the presence of a torus action, the above equalities hold in equivariant Chow groups. 1.5. Applications. Next we mention examples where Assumption 1.4 is satisfied and discuss applications. The first one is given by relative Hilbert schemes of one dimensional subschemes on local P^1 (which are total spaces of rank three bundles on P^1) with their restriction maps to Hilbert schemes of points on C^3 (Examples 3.9, 4.13). We expect this will be helpful^2 to understand the structure of Donaldson-Thomas/Pandharipande-Thomas type curve counting invariants on such non-compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds, which will be addressed in a future work.

The other example which satisfies Assumption 1.4 is the main focus of this paper, given by relative Hilbert schemes of points on the total space of log canonical bundle (1.3) with their restriction maps to a point. By using a variant of the theory of expanded pairs, called rubber theory [OP2], we are able to prove the conjectural tautological Donaldson-Thomas formula on C^4 [CK1, Conj. 1.6] by following the magical pole analysis as the 3-fold case [MNOP2].

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 6.8). Let T Ă pC^˚ q^4 be the Calabi-Yau subtorus (6.1) and L P Pic^{pC˚ q4} pC^4 q be an equivariant line bundle on C^4 . With the canonical choice of orientation (in Definition 6.1), we have

(1.10) 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_T pL^{rns}q “ Mp´qq^{şC4 cT1 pLq¨cT3 pC4 q},

where Mpqq :“ ź ně1 1 p1 ´ q^nq^n

2As suggested by the recent work of Pardon [Pard] on curve counting on 3-folds, one might expect that if Gromov-

Witten/Donaldson-Thomas style correspondence on any Calabi-Yau 4-fold exists, the proof can be reduced to the case of 4-folds which are local curves.

is the MacMahon function and ş C^4 denotes equivariant push-forward to a point.

We recall the relevant basics of rubber theory in Appendix A, and prove the above theorem in §6. By using the degeneration formula, we are also able to compute zero dimensional DT_4-invariants for some non-toric Calabi-Yau 4-folds. Consider the following smooth quasi-projective 4-fold

(1.11) X :“ Tot_C pL_1 ‘ L_2 ‘ L_3q,

where C is a smooth connected projective curve of genus g, and L_1, L_2, L_3 are line bundles on C. Let p_1, . . . , p_r P C be r distinct points and D_i :“ tp_iu ^ C^3 Ă X be the fibers over p_i. We impose the (log) CY condition:

L_1 b L_2 b L_3 – ω_C pp_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` p_rq,

which implies that

(1.12) D :“ \^r_{i“1}D_i

is an anti-canonical divisor of X. Let pC^˚ q^3 be the torus which acts on the fibers of the projection X Ñ C and consider the subtorus

T :“ tpt_2, t_3, t_4q | t_2t_3t_4 “ 1u Ă pC^˚ q^3.

As in the C^4 case, one can define the tautological relative invariants and their generating series ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq (ref. Definition 6.12, where orientations are canonically chosen). The following result gives a closed formula for them.

Theorem 1.9 (Theorem 6.16). Let X be a local curve (1.11) and \^r_{i“1}D_i (1.12) be its anti-canonical divisor. Then

ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq “ Mp´qq^{şX cT ^C} ˚ m 1 pL_mq ¨ c^T_3 pT_X r´Dsq,

where T_X r´Ds is the sheaf of tangent vectors with logarithmic zeros along D (Definition 6.13).

1.6. Related works and some future direction. There is a K-theoretic analogue of the formula (1.10), conjectured by Nekrasov [Nek], whose proof will appear in a work of Kool-Rennemo [KR]. While our proof of (1.10) uses degeneration formula and pole analysis as [MNOP2], their proof uses totally different idea and is based on factorizable sequence of sheaves developed by Okounkov [Oko].

We also remark that the study of degeneration formula of DT_4 theory (in its most general form) should be put in the context of logarithmic-geometry (see [MR] for a study in this direction on 3-folds). It is interesting to explore this perspective more in the future.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Tasuki Kinjo, Martijn Kool, Sergej Monavari, Hiraku Nakajima, Andrei Okounkov, Rahul Pandharipande, Hyeonjun Park, Pavel Safronov, Yukinobu Toda for many helpful discussions and communications during the preparation of this work. We particularly thank Martijn Kool for explaining the sign rule and the orientation on Hilbert schemes of points on C^4 used in his upcoming work with Rennemo, and Hyeonjun Park for several very helpful discussions on virtual pullbacks and shifted symplectic structures.

Y. C. is partially supported by RIKEN Interdisciplinary Theoretical and Mathematical Sciences Program (iTHEMS), JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP19K23397 and Royal Society Newton International Fellowships Alumni 2022 and 2023. G. Z. is partially supported by the Australian Research Council via DE190101222 and DP210103081. Z. Z. is supported by the startup grant from Shanghai Jiao Tong University.

2. Recollection of expanded pairs and degenerations

In this section, we review foundations on moduli stacks of expanded pairs and degenerations as developed by Jun Li [Li]. In literature, these moduli spaces are used to establish a degeneration formula for Donaldson-Thomas invariants of 3-folds [LW, Z], and beautifully used in many computations (e.g. [MNOP2, MOOP, OP2, PP1, PP2, PP3]). In the present paper, we are mainly interested in these moduli spaces associated to (log) Calabi-Yau 4-folds. Nevertheless, this section works in arbitrary dimension.

2.1. Expanded pairs.

Definition 2.1. A smooth pair pY, Dq consists of a smooth quasi-projective variety Y over C and a smooth connected^3 divisor D Ă Y . More generally, a locally smooth pair pY^1, D^1q consists of a quasi-projective variety Y^1 and a connected divisor D^1, so that étale locally around D^1 the pair is a smooth pair.

Let pY, Dq be a smooth pair. The associated bubble component is the following P^1-bundle over D

Δ :“ P_DpO_D ‘ N_{D{Y} q.

This P^1-bundle comes with two canonical sections D_0 “ P_DpO_Dq and D_8 “ P_DpN_{D{Y} q. For an integer k ě 0, let Y rks_0 :“ Y Y_D Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ loooooooomoooooooon

k-times , where the divisor D_8 of the i-th Δ is glued to the D_0 of the pi ` 1q-th Δ. The normal bundle of D_0 and that of D_8 in Δ are inverse to each other, making the singularity of Y rks_0 smoothable in the first order.

Let Drks_0 be the D_8 of the last bubble component Δ. Then

pY rks_0, Drks_0q

is a locally smooth pair, which we call the expanded pair of length k.

There is a projective map

(2.1) p : Y rks_0 Ñ Y,

which contracts all bubble components, and maps the divisor Drks_0 isomorphically to D.

In [Li], for each k, a family of expanded pairs is explicitly constructed whose properties are given below. In particular, the generic fiber is Y and the most special fiber is Y rks_0. This family is called the standard family. Standard families for different k’s fit together.

Proposition 2.2. p[Li, LW], [Z, Prop. 2.16]q There is a flat family

π_k : Y rks Ñ A^k ,

together with a smooth connected divisor Drks Ă Y rks, and a projective map p_k : Y rks Ñ Y ^ A^k which satisfy the following properties.

(1) The pair pY rks, Drksq is a smooth pair, with Y rks a smooth quasi-projective variety of dimension dim Y ` k. There is an isomorphism Drks – D ^ A^k under which π_k|_{Drks} coincides with the projection to A^k .

(2) Let t “ pt_1, . . . , t_kq P A^k be a closed point. Let l “ 7ti | t_i “ 0u. The fiber of π_k over t is isomorphic to Y rls_0. The restriction of p_k to this fiber is the contraction map p (2.1).

(3) There is a pC^˚ q^k-action on Y rks, such that π_k and p_k are equivariant, where pC^˚ q^k acts on A^k in the standard way. For a closed point t P A^k as above, the stabilizer group Stab_tpA^k q – pC^˚ q^l acts on the fiber Y rls_0 by scaling l bubble components Δ’s.

There is a smooth equivalence relation „ on both Y pkq and A^k . We refer an interested reader to [Z, §2.5] for the detailed definition. Partially, the equivalence relation is induced by the permutations of the coordinates of A^k off diagonal, which lifts to Y rks; partially, the equivalence relation is induced by the pC^˚ q^k-action above. Moreover, for l ď k, the family Y rls Ñ A^l has standard embeddings into Y rks Ñ A^k . The direct limit of the families, up to the equivalence relations, define stacks of interest.

Definition 2.3. p[Li], [LW, §2.3], [Z, Def. 2.20]q The stack of expanded pairs is defined as A :“ limÝÑ rA^k { „ s, with the universal expanded pair Y :“ limÝÑ rY rks{ „ s, and the universal relative divisor D :“ limÝÑ rDrks{ „ s.

3The assumption that D is connected can be removed, while the theory can be generalized without much effort. It

suffices to work with each connected component of the relative divisor separately. In literature, this observation has been used in multiple instances, explicitly or implicitly, in Donaldson-Thomas invariants. In the present paper, we focus on the connected case in most of the sections. In Section 6, we drop the connectedness assumption using this observation.

By construction, A is a smooth Artin stack of dimension 0, and Y is a smooth Artin stack of dimension dim Y . There is a representable, projective map p : Y Ñ Y ^ A, whose composition with the projection to A gives the family map π : Y Ñ A, which is flat and also representable. The universal relative divisor D satisfies D – D ^ A, such that the restriction of p to which coincides with the base change of D ãÑ Y over A.

In general, for a scheme S, a family of expanded pairs over S is a map S Ñ A. Pulling back the universal family π gives a family π_S : Y_S Ñ S, endowed with a divisor D_S Ă Y_S obtained by pulling back of the universal divisor D. We also refer the pair pY_S , D_S q as family of expanded pairs over S. In particular, any expanded pair pY rks_0, Dq is a family of expanded pairs over point.

Definition 2.4. Let pY, Dq be a locally smooth pair, such that Y is Gorenstein with canonical line bundle ω_Y . Let S be a scheme, and pY_S , D_S q a family of expanded pair over S.

‚ We say pY_S , D_S q is log Calabi–Yau (log CY) over S if ω_{YS {S} pD_S q – O_{YS} . ‚ In particular, if S “ Spec C , where pY_S , D_S q “ pY rks_0, Dq for some k ě 0, we say that pY rks_0, Dq is log CY if it is log CY over Spec C .

In particular, if pY, Dq is log CY, the adjuntion formula implies that D is CY, i.e. ω_D – O_D . Proposition 2.5. If pY, Dq is a smooth log CY pair, then any family Y_S Ñ S of expanded pairs with pullback divisor D_S is log CY over S. In particular, the standard families pY rks, Drksq are log CY over A^k ; the universal pair pY, Dq is log CY over the base A; the expanded pairs pY rks_0, Dq are log CY.

Proof. Since Y_S Ñ S is flat, the log CY property is preserved under arbitrary base change. It suffices to prove the log CY property for the standard families pY rks, Drksq over A^k .

It is straightforward to see ω_{Y rks{A} k – ω_{Y rks}.

Hence it suffices to prove pY rks, Drksq is log CY. We prove this by induction on k. Recall [Li, pp. 521] that Y rks is constructed as Y rks “ Bl_{Drk´1s^t0u}pY rk ´ 1s ^ A^1 q, k ě 1.

When k “ 1, Y r1s “ Bl_{D^t0u}pY ^ A^1 q. The map p : Y r1s Ñ Y ^ A^1 is the blow-up, and Dr1s is the proper transform of D ^ A^1 . Let E be the exceptional divisor. We have ω_{Y r1s} – p^˚ω_{Y ^A} 1 b OpEq – p^˚Op´D ^ A^1 q b OpEq (since pY, Dq is log CY) – Op´Dr1sq b Op´Eq b OpEq – Op´Dr1sq.

Therefore, pY r1s, Dr1sq is log CY and the proposition follows. Inductive process is obtained by replacing Y by Y rk ´ 1s in the k “ 1 case above. □ 2.2. Expanded degenerations.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a smooth quasi-projective variety over C . A map π : X Ñ A^1 is a simple degeneration if it is flat, with fiber X_c “ π^{´1}pcq smooth for c ‰ 0, and central fiber X_0 “ Y_´ Y_D Y_`, where pY_˘, Dq are smooth pairs (Definition 2.1), and Y_˘ intersect transversally at the singular^4 divisor D “ Y_´ X Y_` in the sense that étale locally around 0 P A^1 , the map π is of the form Spec C rx, y, t, ⃗zs{pxy ´ tq Ñ Spec C rts, where Y_˘ are cut out by the equations px “ 0q and py “ 0q respectively.

Note that by definition, we automatically have N_{D{Y`} b N_{D{Y´} – O_D .

For an integer k ě 0, we may consider the following expanded degeneration of length k: Xrks_0 :“ Y_´ Y_D Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ loooooooomoooooooon

k-times

Y_DY_`.

Similarly, these arise as central fibers of standard families. There is a projective map (2.2) p : Xrks_0 Ñ X_0, which contracts all Δ’s.

Define the multiplication map (2.3) m : A^{k`1} Ñ A^1 , pt_0, . . . , t_kq ÞÑ t_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k. Let pC^˚ q^k acts on A^1 trivially and on A^{k`1} such that m is equivariant. Proposition 2.7. p[Li, LW], [Z, Prop. 2.13]q There is a standard family π_k : Xrks Ñ A^{k`1} , which satisfies the following properties.

(1) Xrks is a smooth quasi-projective variety of dimension pdim X ` kq. There is a projective map p_k : Xrks Ñ X ^_A 1 A^{k`1} .

(2) Let t “ pt_0, . . . , t_kq P A^{k`1} be a closed point. If c “ t_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k ‰ 0, then the fiber of π_k over t is isomorphic to X_c, to which the restriction of p_k is the identity map; if t_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k “ 0, and hence l :“ 7ti | t_i “ 0u ě 1, then the fiber of π_k over t is isomorphic to Xrl ´ 1s_0, to which the restriction of p_k is the contraction map p (2.2).

(3) There is a pC^˚ q^k-action on Xrks, such that π_k and p_k are equivariant. For a closed point t P A^{k`1} as above with t_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k “ 0, the stabilizer group Stab_tpA^{k`1} q – pC^˚ q^{l´1} acts on the fiber Xrl ´ 1s_0 by scaling pl ´ 1q bubble components.

Note that an expanded degeneration can be obtained by gluing two expanded pairs: Xrks_0 “ Y_´ris Y_D Y_`rk ´ is, for any 0 ď i ď k. The following proposition is a description of this fact in terms of the standard families.

Proposition 2.8. p[Li, LW], [Z, Prop. 2.18]q The composition pr_i ˝ π_k : Xrks Ñ A^1 is a simple degeneration, with singular divisor D_irks and central fiber Xrks ^_A1 0 “ Xrks^i_´ Y_{Dirks} Xrks^i_`, where^5 D_irks – A^i ^ D ^ A^{k´i} , Xrks^i_´ – Y_´ris ^ A^{k´i} , Xrks^i_` – A^i ^ Y_`rk ´ is^˝.

Similarly, one can define the stack of expanded degenerations by quotienting out the pC^˚ q^k together with the discrete symmetries, and then taking the direct limit.

Definition 2.9. p[Li], [LW, §2.1, 2.2], [Z, Def. 2.22]q The stack of expanded degenerations is defined as C :“ limÝÑ rA^{k`1} { „ s, with the universal expanded degeneration X :“ limÝÑ rXrks{ „ s.

We see that C is a smooth Artin stack of dimension 1, and X is a smooth Artin stack of dimension dim X. They both admit a map to A^1 . There is a representable and projective map p : X Ñ X ^_A 1 C, whose composition with the projection to C is the family map π : X Ñ C, 4Note that this divisor itself is smooth. 5Here the superscript of Y `rk ´ is^˝ means the standard family Y_`rk ´ is with reversed ordering of the coordinates in A^{k´i} .

which is flat and also representable.

In general, let S Ñ A^1 be a scheme over A^1 . Given a A^1 -morphism S Ñ C, the pullback of the universal family π gives a family π_S : X_S Ñ S, which we call a family of expanded degenerations over S. In particular, any expanded degeneration Xrks_0 is a family of expanded degenerations over point.

Definition 2.10. Let π : X Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration and let π_S : X_S Ñ S be a family of expanded degenerations.

‚ π_S : X_S Ñ S is called Calabi-Yau (CY), if the relative canonical bundle is trivial: ω_{XS {S} – O_{XS} . ‚ In particular π : X Ñ A^1 is called Calabi-Yau (CY), if it is CY over A^1 ; any expanded degeneration Xrks_0 is CY if it is CY in the usual sense, i.e. ω_{Xrks0} – O_{Xrks0} .

Proposition 2.11. Let π : X Ñ A^1 be a CY simple degeneration. Then

(1) the smooth pairs pY_˘, Dq in Definition 2.6 are log CY;

(2) any family X_S Ñ S of expanded degenerations is CY. In particular, the standard famililes π_k : Xrks Ñ A^{k`1} are CY; the universal family π : X Ñ C is CY; any expanded degeneration Xrks_0 is CY.

Proof. For (1), it is straightforward to see that ω_X – ω_{X{A} 1 “ O_X , O_X pY_´q b O_X pY_`q – O_X .

On the other hand, according to the definition of simple degeneration, we have O_X pY_´q|_{Y`} – O_{Y`} pDq.

Adjunction formula then implies that ω_{Y`} – ω_X |_{Y`} b O_X pY_`q|_{Y`} – O_X p´Y_´q|_{Y`} – O_{Y`} p´Dq.

The case for Y_´ is similar.

For (2), as in the proof of Proposition 2.5, it suffices to show that the standard family Xrks is CY. Recall [Li] that Xrks is constructed inductively from Xrk ´ 1s. We prove this by induction on k. When k “ 1, Xr1s is constructed in two steps. Firstly, one takes the blow-up Bl_{D^t0u}pX ^_A 1 A^2 q, where the map A^2 Ñ A^1 is the multiplication. The exceptional divisor is Δ ^_D Δ, with normal bundle O_{Δ^D Δ}p´1, ´1q. One then blows down a factor of P^1 and obtain Xr1s. The resulting map p : Xr1s Ñ X ^_A 1 A^2 is a resolution of singularities, with exceptional divisor Δ, whose normal bundle is O_Δp´1q^{‘2}. In particular, it is a crepant resolution, therefore Xr1s is CY. Replacing X by Xrk ´ 1s in the k “ 1 case above gives the inductive process. □ A large class of CY simple degenerations can be constructed as follows.

Proposition 2.12. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds (Definition 2.6) with central fiber U_0 “ U_` Y_S U_´. Consider the total space of relative canonical bundle ω_{U{A} 1 : X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 .

Then X Ñ A^1 is a CY simple degeneration (Definition 2.10), whose fiber X_c over c P A^1 satisfies ‚ X_c “ Totpω_{Uc} q if c ‰ 0, ‚ X_0 “ Y_` Y_D Y_´, where Y_˘ “ Totpω_{U˘} pSqq and D “ Totpω_S q.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.11, by adjunction, we have ω_{U˘} – ω_U |_{U˘} b O_U pU_˘q|_{U˘} – ω_U |_{U˘} b O_{U˘} p´Sq.

Therefore ω_{U{A} 1 |_{U˘} – ω_U |_{U˘} – ω_{U˘} pSq.

Other statements are straightforward to check. □ Remark 2.13. The above construction holds also for families of expanded degenerations and pairs. In particular, any expanded degeneration Xrks_0 can be obtained as Totpω_{Urks0} q, and any expanded pair pY_˘rks_0, Dq as pTotpω_{U˘rks0} pSqq, Totpω_S qq.

Example 2.14. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds such that U_c – TotpO_P1paq ‘ O_P1pbqq, @ c ‰ 0 and U_0 “ U_` Y_S U_´, U_˘ – TotpO_P1pa_˘q ‘ O_P1pb_˘qq, S “ C^2 , such that a_` `a_´ “ a, b_` `b_´ “ b. The construction in Proposition 2.12 gives a simple degeneration of Calabi-Yau 4-folds X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 with X_c – TotpO_P1paq ‘ O_P1pbq ‘ O_P1p´2 ´ a ´ bqq, @ c ‰ 0, and X_0 “ Y_` Y_D Y_´, Y_˘ – TotpO_P1pa_˘q ‘ O_P1pb_˘q ‘ O_P1p´1 ´ a_˘ ´ b_˘qq, D “ C^3 .

Next we describe the central fiber of the universal family X . The multiplication map (2.3) gives a map C Ñ A^1 , whose fiber over 0 is denoted by (2.4) C_0 :“ C ^_A 1 0.

By construction, it is a limit of the standard smooth charts rA^{k`1} ^_A 1 0{ „s “ r

Ť_{k`1} i“1 H_i{ „s, where H_i “ pt_i “ 0q Ă A^{k`1} is the i-th standard hyperplane. Let (2.5) C^:_0 Ñ C_0 be the normalization, which means that C^:_0 :“ limÝÑ r š_{k`1}

i“1 H_i{ „s. Let (2.6) X^:_0 :“ X ^_C C^:_0 be the fiber product, which by definition is limÝÑ r š_{k`1} i“1 Xrks|_{Hi} { „s.

A geometric interpretation of X^:_0 and C^:_0 can be obtained from Proposition 2.8, which implies that C^:_0 classifies expanded degenerations with a marked nodal divisor, and X^:_0 is the universal divisor. This marking then makes it possible to split the expanded degeneration at the marked nodal divisor, resulting in two expanded pairs.

Corollary 2.15. There is a canonical isomorphism C^:_0 – A ^ A, such that^6 X^:_0 – pY_´ ^ Aq Y_{A^D^A} pA ^ Y^˝_`q.

2.3. Topological data. Let B be a scheme, and π : V Ñ B be a quasi-projective scheme over B.

Let K_cpV {Bq be the fiberwise compactly supported K-group, i.e. the Grothendieck group of coherent sheaves F on V , whose supports Supp F are proper over B. In particular, there is a well-defined K-theoretic pushforward map (2.7) π^K_˚ : K_cpV {Bq Ñ K_0pBq to the Grothendieck group K_0pBq of coherent sheaves on B.

Definition 2.16. F_1, F_2 P K_cpV {Bq are called fiberwise numerically equivalent and denoted by F_1 „_{num} F_2, if π^K_˚ pF_1 b Eq “ π^K_˚ pF_2 b Eq P K_0pBq, for any locally free sheaf E on V . Define the fiberwise compactly supported numerical K-theory as K^{num}_c pV {Bq :“ K_cpV {Bq{ „_{num} .

When B “ pt, we simply denote it by K^{num}_c pV q.

Let π : X Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration, with central fiber X_0 “ Y_´ Y_D Y_` and smooth fibers X_t (for any t ‰ 0). Denote the closed embeddings:

ι_{D,˘} : D ãÑ Y_˘, ι_D : D ãÑ X_0, ι_˘ : Y_˘ ãÑ X_0, i_t : X_t ãÑ X, t P A^1 . 6Y˝ ` is the direct limit of rY_`ris^˝{ „s, where Y_`ris^˝ is as in Proposition 2.8.

Lemma 2.17. The K-theoretic Gysin pullback [Ful, Ex. 15.1.8]: i^˚_t : K_cpX{A^1 q Ñ K_cpX_tq, ι^˚_{D,˘} : K_cpY_˘q Ñ K_cpDq descends to the corresponding numerical K-theories (2.8) i^˚_t : K^{num}_c pX{A^1 q Ñ K^{num}_c pX_tq, ι^˚_{D,˘} : K^{num}_c pY_˘q Ñ K^{num}_c pDq. Proof. We prove the case for i^˚_t , the other one is similar. Take rF_is P K_cpX{A^1 q (i “ 1, 2) such that (2.9) π^K_˚ pF_1 b Eq “ π^K_˚ pF_2 b Eq P K_0pBq, for any locally free E on X. Then for any locally free sheaf V on X_t, we have χpX_t, i^˚_t F_i b V q “ χpX, i_{t˚}pi^˚_t F_i b V qq “ χpX, F_i b i_{t˚}V q, i “ 1, 2.

Since X is smooth, i_{t˚}V has a resolution by a perfect complex E^‚ of locally free sheaves. By (2.9) and proper pushward to a point, we know χpX, F_1 b i_{t˚}V q “ χpX, F_2 b i_{t˚}V q. □ Using the above Gysin pullback, we define the following:

Definition 2.18. Given P_0 P K^{num}_c pX_0q, a splitting datum for P_0 is a pair pP_´, P_`q, with P_˘ P K^{num}_c pY_˘q, such that (2.10) P_`|_D “ P_´|_D , ι_{`˚}P_` ` ι_{´˚}P_´ ´ ι_{D˚}pP_`|_Dq “ P_0, where p´q|_D denotes the K-theoretic Gysin pullback from Y_˘ to D (2.8). We denote the set of all splitting data of P_0 by Λ^{P0}_{spl}.

Recall that a K-group has a topological filtration: K_{0,ďi}pV q Ă K_0pV q, which consists of classes rF s whose support has dimension at most i. The filtration restricts to give corresponding compactly supported classes and descends to numerical K-theory classes: (2.11) K_{c,ďi}pV q, K^{num}_{c,ďi} pV q. 2.4. Relative Hilbert stacks.

Definition 2.19. Let W be a quasi-projective scheme, D Ă W be a closed subscheme, and F be a coherent sheaf on W . F is said to be normal to D if Tor^{OW}_1 pF, O_D q “ 0.

Let pY, Dq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1), and π : X Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration (Definition 2.6). Let Z be a properly supported closed subscheme on the expanded pair Y rks_0 or the expanded degeneration Xrks_0. We will treat Z as an object in the Hilbert scheme by considering its corresponding quotient sheaf O_{Y rks0} ↠ O_Z . An automorphism of Z is understood as an automorphism induced by the pC^˚ q^k-action.

Definition 2.20. A properly supported closed subscheme Z in Y rks_0 or Xrks_0 is called stable if:

‚ O_Z is normal to every singular divisor D in Y rks_0 or Xrks_0, as well as the relative divisor Drks_0 (in the case of Y rks_0);

‚ the automorphism group AutpO_{Y rks0} ↠ O_Z q or AutpO_{Xrks0} ↠ O_Z q is finite. The same definition can be made for families of expanded pairs and expanded degenerations, where we require the stable condition on geometric fibers, and the flatness of Z over the base. In particular, one can consider stable subschemes on the universal families Y Ñ A and X Ñ C. Definition 2.21. Denote by HilbpY, Dq the stack parameterizing families of stable subschemes Z in the universal family Y{A. Similarly, denote by HilbpX{A^1 q the corresponding stack for X {C.

(1) Given a numerical K-theory class P P K^{num}_c pY q, let Hilb^P pY, Dq be the substack parameterizing stable subschemes Z such that p^K_˚ rO_Z s “ P . Here p^K_˚ is the K-theoretic proper pushforward (2.7) of the contraction map p : Y rks_0 Ñ Y .

(2) Suppose that we are given numerical K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq for all t P A^1 . Recall that the standard families Xrks Ñ A^{k`1} has fibers either of the form Xrks_0 (k ě 0), or isomorphic to X_t with t ‰ 0. Let Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q be the substack parameterizing stable subschemes Z such that

‚ if Z is a subscheme in a fiber of the form Xrks_0 (k ě 0), then p^K_˚ rO_Z s “ P_0. Here p^K_˚ is the K-theoretic proper pushforward (2.7) of the contraction map p : Xrks_0 Ñ X_0.

‚ if Z is a subscheme in a fiber isomorphic to X_t with t P A^1 zt0u, then rO_Z s “ P_t.

Remark 2.22. To have nonempty moduli stack Hilb^P pX{A^1 q, there is necessarily a P_η P K^{num}_c pX_η q where η is the generic point of A^1 , so that for any closed point t P A^1 , P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq is the Ktheoretic specialization of P_η .

Remark 2.23. Although we focus on the case of Hilbert stacks, most of the constructions also work for moduli of stable quotients as [LW, Def. 4.2], [Z, Def. 3.18], which includes many other interesting moduli stacks of objects in derived categories (e.g. Z_t-stable pairs considered in [CT1, CT3, CT4]).

Lemma 2.24. Hilb^P pY, Dq presp. Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq is an open and closed substack of HilbpY, Dq presp. HilbpX{A^1 qq.

Proof. We prove the statement for Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q; the case for Hilb^P pY, Dq is simpler. Let X_S Ñ S be a family of expanded degenerations, and Z_S be a family of stable subschemes in X_S . Up to an étale base change, we may assume that X_S Ñ S is the base change of a standard family of Xrks Ñ A^{k`1} , i.e. the classifying map S Ñ C factors through S^ξÑ A^{k`1} Ñ C. Let m : A^{k`1} Ñ A^1 be the multiplication map.

For any geometric point s P S, the fiber X_s satisfies

X_s – $ & % Xrks_0 for some k ě 0 if s P pm ˝ ξq^{´1}p0q,

X_t if s P pm ˝ ξq^{´1}ptq, t ‰ 0.

Let Z_s be the corresponding stable subscheme in the fiber X_s. It suffices to prove that for all s P pm ˝ ξq^{´1}p0q (resp. s P pm ˝ ξq^{´1}ptq), the numerical K-theory class p^K_˚ rO_{Zs} s P K^{num}_c pX_0q (resp. rO_{Zs} s P K^{num}_c pX_tq) is locally constant in s. By definition, it suffices to prove that for any locally free sheaf E on X_s – Xrks_0 (resp. X_s – X_t), the function

χpX_0, p_˚O_{Zs} b Eq “ χpX_0, p_˚pO_{Zs} b p^˚Eqq “ χpXrks_0, O_{Zs} b p^˚Eq, presp. χpX_t, O_{Zs} b Eqq

is locally constant in s. But this follows from the flatness of Z_S over S. □

Proposition 2.25 ([LW, Thms. 4.14, 4.15]).

(1) HilbpY, Dq presp. HilbpX{A^1 qq is a Deligne–Mumford stack, locally of finite type presp. locally of finite type over A^1 q.

(2) If Y is proper presp. π : X Ñ A^1 is properq, then Hilb^P pY, Dq presp. Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq is proper presp. proper over A^1 q.

Remark 2.26. In practice, the following cases are often of particular interest, where neither the target spaces or moduli spaces are proper:

‚ local curves (see Eqn. (6.13) and Example 2.14);

‚ toric varieties (see e.g. [CK1, CK2] for discussions on toric Calabi-Yau 4-folds). The standard way out in such situations is to find a torus T acting on pY, Dq (resp. T acting on X, trivially on A^1 and π : X Ñ A^1 being equivariant), such that the fixed loci Hilb^P pY, Dq^T (resp. Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q^T ) are proper. Enumerative invariants can then be defined via T -equivariant localization. This is indeed the case in the two situations mentioned above. The reason is that one can then find a natural smooth T -equivariant compactification Ȳ of Y , where the closure D̄ of D is still smooth, such that the T -fixed loci Hilb^P pY, Dq^T form a union of connected components of the T -fixed locus Hilb^P pȲ , D̄q^T , which is proper by Proposition 2.25, similarly for X{A^1 case.

For example, in the case of local curves, we can take T to be the torus which acts on fibers, or its Calabi-Yau subtorus.

Several variants are needed for applications in the present paper. For P P K^{num}_c pY q, there is a stack A^P parameterizing expanded pairs with a weight structure, whose total continuous weight is P . A weight structure on an expanded pair assigns each irreducible component and each singular divisor an element in K^{num}_c pY q, so that the summation of all weights is the fixed K-theory class P . The assignment is subject to a continuity condition. We refer an interested reader to [Z, Def. 7.2] and [LW, Def. 2.14] for details. Similarly, one has the stack C^{Pt} . There are étale maps forgetting the weight structure: A^P Ñ A, C^{Pt} Ñ C.

Denote the universal families over A^P and C^{Pt} by Y^P and X^{Pt} , with family maps (2.12) X^{Pt} Ñ C^{Pt} , Y^P Ñ A^P .

The Hilbert stack Hilb^P pY, Dq in Definition 2.21 can also be described as the stack parameterizing families of stable subschemes Z in the universal family Y^P {A^P satisfying p^K_˚ rO_Z s “ P . This is because objects in Hilb^P pY, Dq have fixed topological data P , so Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ A factors through A^P . Similarly for Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q.

We also have the weighted version of (2.4), (2.5), (2.6): C^{P0}_0 :“ C^{Pt} ^_A 1 0, C^{:,P0}_0 Ñ C^{P0}_0 , X^{:,P0}_0 :“ X^{Pt} ^_CP_t C^{:,P0}_0 .

For each splitting datum pP_´, P_`q of P_0 in Definition 2.18, there is an open and closed substack C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 Ă C^{:,P0}_0 , and let X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 “ X^{Pt} ^_CP_t C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 . Corollary 2.15 can be refined as follows.

Corollary 2.27 ([LW, Prop. 2.13], [Z, Prop. 7.4]). Given a splitting datum pP_´, P_`q of P_0, there is a canonical isomorphism C^{:,pP´,P`q}_0 – A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} , such that (2.13) X^{:,pP´,P`q}

0 – pY^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} q Y_AP_{´ ^D^A}P_` pA^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` q.

Denote by Λ^P_{spl} the set of all splitting data of P .

Lemma 2.28 ([LW, Prop. 2.19], [Z, Prop. 7.5]). There are canonically constructed line bundles with sections pL_{P´,P`} , s_{P´,P`} q over C^{Pt} , indexed by splitting data pP_´, P_`q P Λ^{P0}_{spl}, such that ‚ we have â

pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl} L_{P´,P`} – O_CP_t , ź pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl} s_{P´,P`} – π^˚t, where π : C^{Pt} Ñ A^1 “ Spec C rts is the canonical map; ‚ C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 is the closed substack in C^{Pt} defined by s_{P´,P`} “ 0.

The lemma leads to a similar decomposition of Hilbert stacks. More precisely, the Hilbert stack Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q_0 :“ Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q ^_A 1 0 parameterizes stable closed subschemes on singular expanded degenerations. We can consider its normalization Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q^:_0, which parameterizes stable closed subschemes in the family X^{:,P0}_0 Ñ C^{:,P0}_0 . There are open and closed stacks Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 Ă Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q^:_0, indexed by all possible splitting data of P_0, whose union is Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q^:_0. Since Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q is of finite type, so is Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q^:_0, therefore the above union is a finite union.

For each splitting datum, we have the following decomposition.

Proposition 2.29 ([LW, Prop. 2.20], [Z, Prop. 7.4]). The decomposition in Corollary 2.27 induces the following commutative diagram

Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´ |_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq^– //

fflffl

Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 fflffl A^{P´} ^ A^{P` –} // C^{:,pP´,P`q}_0 .

3. Shifted symplectic structures We construct shifted symplectic structures and Lagrangian structures (in the sense of [PTVV, CPTVV] which are recalled in Appendix B) on the derived enhancement of (relative) Hilbert stacks constructed in the previous section. They will be used to construct virtual structures on those moduli stacks in later sections.

The derived fiber product (or homotopy fiber product) of two maps X Ñ Z, Y Ñ Z between derived stacks is denoted by X ^^L_Z Y or simply by X ^_Z Y if there is no confusion. For a map f : X Ñ Y between derived stacks, the relative tangent (resp. cotangent) complex is denoted by T_f (resp. L_f ) or T_{X{Y} (resp. L_{X{Y} ) when f is understood from the context. Operations such as f_˚, f^˚, b are to be understood in the derived sense unless stated otherwise. In the present paper, we make the convention that all derived Artin stacks are assumed to be locally of finite presentation.

3.1. Shifted symplectic structure on HilbpX{A^1 q{C. Let π : X Ñ A^1 be a Calabi-Yau simple degeneration (Definitions 2.6, 2.10) and π : X Ñ C be the induced map from the universal expanded degeneration X to the stack C of expanded degenerations as in Definition 2.9. By Proposition 2.11, we know ω_{X {C} – O_X .

Let RPerf be the derived (classifying) stack of perfect complexes of quasi-coherent sheaves, and Ω_{RPerf} be the natural 2-shifted symplectic form on RPerf [PTVV, Thm. 0.3]. Consider the derived mapping stack over C:

RPerfpX {Cq :“ Map_{dst{C} pX , RPerf ^ Cq, where we treat classical stacks X and C as derived stacks by the natural inclusion functor.

There is a determinant map (e.g. [STV, §3.1]): det : RPerfpX {Cq Ñ RPicpX {Cq to the derived moduli stack of line bundles on X {C. The following homotopy pullback diagram

(3.1) RPerfpX {Cq_0 // fflffl l tO_X u fflffl RPerfpX {Cq^{det} // RPicpX {Cq

defines the derived moduli stack RPerfpX {Cq_0 of perfect complexes on X {C with trivial determinant. The classical truncation RPerfpX {Cq_0 :“ t_0 pRPerfpX {Cq_0q contains HilbpX{A^1 q as an open substack. There is a derived enhancement HilbpX{A^1 q of HilbpX{A^1 q making the following diagram

(3.2) HilbpX{A^1 q //

fflffl^l

RPerfpX {Cq_0 fflffl HilbpX{A^1 q // RPerfpX {Cq_0

a homotopy pullback diagram [STV, Prop. 2.1].

Similarly, fix K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq for all t P A^1 , we also have the open substack Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q of HilbpX{A^1 q which gives a derived enhancement of Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q (Definition 2.21).

Theorem 3.1. Write dim_C X “ n ` 1 and choose a trivialization vol_{X {C} : O_X^–Ñ ω_{X {C}. Then as a derived stack over C, HilbpX{A^1 q has a canonical p2 ´ nq-shifted symplectic structure Ω_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} . Similarly, Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q{C^{Pt} has a canonical p2 ´ nq-shifted symplectic structure.

This follows from a family version of the construction of Preygel [Pre]^7, which adapts the construction of [PTVV, Thm. 2.5] to a moduli of perfect complexes pO Ñ F q on a quasi-projective Calabi-Yau variety, with fixed determinant and the support of F being proper. We sketch the argument and adapts it to our case.

Proof. We deal with the case of HilbpX{A^1 q{C, the decorated case follows similarly.

Step 1: Pullback. Let E be the universal family over RPerf. By [PTVV, Theorem 2.12], the 2-shifted symplectic form on RPerf is Ω_{RPerf} “ ch_2pEq : C Ñ NCpRPerfqp2q.

Consider the evaluation map ev : X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q Ñ RPerf ^ C,

7We refer to [BD, Cor. to the main thm.] for another approach.

and the pullback form

ev^˚ Ω_{RPerf} “ ev^˚ ch_2pEq : C Ñ NC ` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ p2q.

By an abuse of notation, we denote its image in the negatively cyclic complex (relative to C) by

ev^˚ Ω_{RPerf} “ ev^˚ ch_2pEq : C Ñ NC ` pX ^_C HilbpX{A^1 qq{C ˘ p2q.

Step 2: Lift to a compactly supported form. Let F :“ ev^˚ E and Z Ă X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q be the universal substack. It is the support of the cone of the trace map

RHom_{X ^C HilbpX{A} 1_qpF, Fq^{tr}Ñ O_{X ^C HilbpX{A} 1_q,

which is proper over HilbpX{A^1 q. In other words, outside the support Z, the trace map is an isomorphism:

tr : F|_{pX ^C HilbpX{A} 1_{qqzZ} – O.

We now construct a lift of ev^˚ Ω_{RPerf} to a form which is supported on Z.

Recall for a map M_X Ñ M of derived stacks over some base derived stack B, and a closed derived substack K Ă M_X , with open immersion i : M_X zK Ñ M_X , we define

NC_K pM_X {Bqppq :“ fibti^˚ : NCpM_X {Bqppq Ñ NCppM_X zKq{Bqppqu.

A section of NC_K pM_X {Bqppq is called a closed p-form on M_X {B supported on K.

Let M_X “ X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q, M “ HilbpX{A^1 q and B “ C in the above. There is a canonical null-homotopy ch_2pO_{pt}q „ 0 in NCpptqp2q. Pulling back it along the natural projection p : ` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ zZ Ñ pt gives a null-homotopy in NC `` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ zZ ˘ p2q:

ch_2pF|_{pX ^C HilbpX{A} 1_{qqzZ} q “ ch_2pOq “ p^˚ ch_2pO_{pt}q „ 0.

The fiber sequence NC_Z ` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ p2q Ñ NC ` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ p2q Ñ NCp ` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ zZqp2q

then turns the null-homotopy above into a canonical lift Ăch_2pFq : C Ñ NC_Z `X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q˘ p2q.

By an abuse of notation, we write this lift in the relative negatively cyclic homology as

ev^˚ Ω_{RPerf} :“ Ăch_2pFq P HN^0_Z `` X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q ˘ {C ˘ p2q.

Step 3: Integration. For any quasi-coherent complex F on HilbpX{A^1 q, there is a trace map^8:

(3.3) tr_{X {C} : π_{M˚} ˝ RΓ_Z pω_{X {C} rns b F q Ñ F,

where π_M : X ^_C HilbpX{A^1 q Ñ HilbpX{A^1 q is the projection and

RΓ_Z : QCohpX ^_C HilbpX{A^1 qq Ñ QCohpX ^_C HilbpX{A^1 qq

is the functor^9 of section with support Z. By the argument in [Pre, Proof of Cor. A. 0.12], the complex F may be taken to be the de Rham complex. The same construction as in [Pre, Thm. 3.0.6] shows that the map tr_{X {C} and a trivialization

vol_{X {C} : O_X^–Ñ ω_{X {C},

defines an integration map

(3.4) ż X {C vol_{X {C} ^ p´q : NC_Z ` pX ^_C HilbpX{A^1 qq{C ˘ p2q Ñ NC ` HilbpX{A^1 q{C ˘ r´nsp2q.

We define

Ω_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} :“ ż X {C vol_{X {C} ^ pev^˚ Ω_{RPerf}q P HN^{´n} ` HilbpX{A^1 q{C ˘ p2q.

The verification of non-degeneracy is a routine check using Grothendieck-Serre duality. □

8We refer to [Pre, Thm. A.0.10] for more details. See also [GR, Chapter 5, §3 & §4] and [LZ] for the six-functor

formalism of derived schemes/stacks.

9We refer to [ATJLL] for the definition in the scheme case and [BHV, Sit] for generalization to the stack case.

3.2. Lagrangian structure on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDqq{A. Let pY, Dq be a smooth log Calabi- Yau pair (Definition 2.4) so that D is a Calabi-Yau variety. Consider the induced map π : Y Ñ A from the universal expanded pair Y to the stack A of expanded pairs, with universal relative divisor i_{DÑY} : D – D ^ A ãÑ Y as in Definition 2.3.

Consider the restriction map between derived mapping stacks: r_{DÑY} : RPerfpY{Aq Ñ RPerfpD{Aq.

This map is compatible with determinant maps, i.e. the diagram RPerfpY{Aq^{rDÑY} // det fflffl RPerfpD{Aq det fflffl RPicpY{Aq^{rDÑY} // RPicpD{Aq is commutative. Therefore we have an induced restriction map r_{DÑY} : RPerfpY{Aq_0 Ñ RPerfpD{Aq_0, of derived moduli stack of perfect complexes with trivial determinant.

Further restriction to the open substack HilbpY, Dq gives (3.5) r_{DÑY} : HilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDq “ HilbpDq ^ A.

For a fixed K-theory class P P K^{num}_c pY q, we also have the open substack Hilb^P pY, Dq of HilbpY, Dq which gives a derived enhancement of Hilb^P pY, Dq (Definition 2.21). There is a similar restriction map (3.6) r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P .

Fixing a trivialization vol_D : O_D^–Ñ ω_D, by a base-change to D – D ^ A, we obtain a trivialization (3.7) vol_{D{A} : O_D – ω_{D{A}.

As in Theorem 3.1, vol_D induces a p2 ´ dim_C Dq-shifted symplectic structure on HilbpDq. Pulling back to pHilbpDq^Aq{A, we obtain a p2´dim_C Dq-shifted symplectic structure on pHilbpDq^Aq{A.

We have a commutative diagram (3.8) D ^_A HilbpY, Dq^{iDÑY} // r_{DÑY} fflffl Y ^_A HilbpY, Dq ev_{Y,D} fflffl D ^_A pHilbpDq ^ Aq^{evD} // RPerf ^ A, where ev_{Y,D}, ev_D are evaluation maps. By Proposition 2.5, D P |ω^{´1}_{Y{A}| is an anticanonical divisor of Y{A, therefore we have the following fiber sequence (3.9) ω_{Y{A} Ñ O_Y Ñ i_{DÑY˚}O_D.

Theorem 3.2. The sequence (3.9) induces a Lagrangian structure on the map (3.5) relative to A. Similarly, it induces a Lagrangian structure on the map (3.6) relative to A^P .

This follows from adapting the argument of [Cal1, §2.2.3 & §3.2.1]^{10} to the family case. Proof. We prove the claim for (3.5), the other case follows similarly. Let Z_{Y,D} Ă Y ^_A HilbpY, Dq be the universal substack. It is the support of the cone of the trace map (F_{Y,D} :“ ev^˚_{Y,D} E): RHom_{Y^AHilbpY,Dq}pF_{Y,D}, F_{Y,D}q^{tr}Ñ O_{Y^AHilbpY,Dq}, 10Again we refer to [BD, Cor. to the main thm.] for another approach.

which is proper over HilbpY, Dq. We have commutative diagrams (with three boxes being homotopy pullback diagrams):

(3.10) Z_D fflffl l Z oo // fflffl l Z_{Y,D} fflffl D ^_A pHilbpDq ^ Aq π_{MD} fflffl l D ^_A HilbpY, Dq π^D_{MY,D} fflffl

r_{DÑY} oo^{iDÑY} // Y ^_A HilbpY, Dq π^Y_{MY,D} fflffl HilbpDq ^ A HilbpY, Dq r_{DÑY} oo^“ // HilbpY, Dq,

where vertical maps in the lower half of the diagram are natural projections, and Z_D Ă D ^_A pHilbpDq ^ Aq is the universal substack of HilbpDq ^ A and Z is given by the pullback diagram.

Base change implies that for any F P QCohpHilbpY, Dqq, G P QCohpHilbpDq ^ Aq, we have π^Y_{MY,D ˚}RΓ_{ZY,D} pi_{DÑY˚}O_D b F q – π^Y_{MY,D ˚}i_{DÑY˚}RΓ_Z pO_D b F q

(3.11) – π^D_{MY,D ˚}RΓ_Z pO_D b F q,

π^D_{MY,D ˚}RΓ_Z pO_D b r^˚_{DÑY} Gq – π^D_{MY,D ˚}RΓ_Z r^˚_{DÑY} pO_D b Gq

(3.12) – π^D_{MY,D ˚} r^˚_{DÑY} RΓ_{ZD} pO_D b Gq – r^˚_{DÑY} π_{MD ˚} RΓ_{ZD} pO_D b Gq

(3.7)

– r^˚_{DÑY} π_{MD ˚} RΓ_{ZD} pω_{D{A} b Gq.

Applying π^Y_{MY,D ˚}RΓ_{ZY,D} to (3.9), we obtain, for any G P QCohpHilbpDq ^ Aq a commutative diagram (3.13) πYM Y,D˚ RΓZY,D pOY b rD̊ÑY Gq //

fflffl

πYM Y,D˚ RΓZY,D piDÑY˚ OD b rD̊ÑY Gq // (3.11), (3.12) πYM Y,D˚ RΓZY,D pωY{Ar1s b rD̊ÑY Gq

trY{A

fflffl rD̊ÑY πMD ˚ RΓZD pωD{A b Gq trD{A fflffl 0 //_r˚_{DÑY Gr´ dimC Ds r}˚_{DÑY Gr´ dimC Ds,}

where tr_{p´q} is the trace map (3.3). The top and bottom row of the diagram are both fiber sequences.

Let E be the universal family over RPerf, then Ω_{RPerf} “ ch_2pEq P HN^0pRPerfqp2q – HN^0ppRPerf ^ Aq{Aqp2q.

The pullback of the shifted symplectic form of HilbpDq ^ A to HilbpY, Dq is r^˚_{DÑY} ż D{A vol_{D{A} ^ pev^˚_D Ω_{RPerf}q “ ż D{A pid ^r_{DÑY} q^˚ ` vol_{D{A} ^ pev^˚_D Ω_{RPerf}q ˘ (3.14) “ ż D{A vol_{D{A} ^ i^˚_{DÑY} ` ev^˚_{Y,D} Ω_{RPerf} ˘ , where the second equality uses the commutativity of diagram (3.8), and the upper boxes in diagram (3.10) (which ensures the compactly supported lifts also coincide). To construct a null-homotopy of (3.14), it suffices to construct a null-homotopy of the map (in below d “ dim_C D): (3.15)ż D{A vol_{D{A} ^ i^˚_{DÑY} p´q : NC_{ZY,D} ppY ^_A HilbpY, Dqq{Aq p2q Ñ NC pHilbpY, Dq{Aq r´dsp2q.

This is provided by tr_{Y{A} in diagram (3.13) following the argument in [Cal1, §3.2.1, §2.2.3]. □

3.3. Composition with a Lagrangian fibration. Recall Theorem 3.2 that the restriction map r_{DÑY} has a Lagrangian structure. Fix a numerical K-theory class P_D P K^{num}_c pDq (Definition (2.16)) and consider the open substack Hilb^{PD} pDq of HilbpDq. We are interested in the case when Hilb^{PD} pDq has a Lagrangian fibration structure in the following sense.

Definition 3.3. p[Cal2, Def. 1.9]q Let π : M Ñ N be a map of derived Artin stacks locally of finite presentations. The structure of an n-shifted Lagrangian fibration on π is an n-shifted symplectic structure Ω_M on M together with a null-homotopy of its image under the natural map A^{2,cl}pM, nq Ñ A^{2,cl}pM{N, nq, such that the induced sequence (3.16) T_{M{N} Ñ T_M^{ΩM}– L_M rns Ñ L_{M {N} rns is a fiber sequence.

Remark 3.4. For a map π relative to a base B, one defines it similarly replacing T_M by T_{M{B} .

Here is an example of Lagrangian fibration (in the n “ ´1 case).

Example 3.5. Let W be a smooth complex algebraic variety and ϕ is a regular function. We define its derived critical locus Critpϕq by the following homotopy pullback diagram Critpϕq // fflffl l W dϕ fflffl W^0 // T^˚W.

Critpϕq has a canonical p´1q-shifted symplectic structure by Lagrangian intersection theorem of [PTVV, Thm. 0.5]. The natural embedding Critpϕq Ñ W is a p´1q-shifted Lagrangian fibration [Gra, Rmk. 3.12].

The reason we are interested in Lagrangian fibrations is that by composing a Lagrangian with it, we obtain a (relative) shifted symplectic structure.

Lemma 3.6. Let A be a derived Artin stack and L^fÑ M^πÑ B be maps of derived Artin stacks (over A) locally of finite presentations. Assume f has an n-shifted Lagrangian structure relative to A and π has an n-shifted Lagrangian fibration structure relative to A. Then π ˝ f : L Ñ B has an induced pn ´ 1q-shifted symplectic structure.

Proof. This is a relative version of [Saf, Prop. 1.10]. We have a homotopy pullback diagram

L^{id ^pπ˝f q}// fflffl L ^_A B // fflffl L ^ B fflffl M^{id ^π} // M ^_A B // M ^ B.

Note that L ^_A B Ñ M ^_A B and M Ñ M ^_A B have n-shifted Lagrangian structures relative to B. As Lagrangian intersection, we know L Ñ B has an induced pn´1q-shifted symplectic structure. □ As a consequence, we have:

Proposition 3.7. Fix P P K^{num}_c pY q and P_D :“ P |_D P K^{num}_c pDq. Assume the shifted symplectic stack Hilb^{PD} pDq admits a Lagrangian fibration structure Hilb^{PD} pDq Ñ W , then its composition with r_{DÑY} (3.6):

Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ pW ^ A^P q has an induced p1 ´ dim_C Dq-shifted symplectic structure.

Remark 3.8. There are many quasi-projective Calabi-Yau 3-folds D satisfying that the classical truncation Hilb^{PD} pDq :“ t_0pHilb^{PD} pDqq is a global critical locus and the ambient space and regular function have canonical choice given by the so-called quivers with potentials [DWZ, Gin, KS2]. It is interesting to know whether the description can be enhanced to the derived level.

Example 3.9. When D “ C^3 , it is believed that one has an equivalence of p´1q-shifted symplectic derived scheme:

(3.17) Hilb^npDq – Critpϕ : W Ñ C q.

Here W is the non-commutative Hilbert scheme: (3.18) W “ ` HompC^n , C^n q^{^3} ^ C^n ˘ {{ GLpnq, and ϕ is the potential function: ϕpb_1, b_2, b_3, vq “ trpb_1rb_2, b_3sq.

By Example 3.5, Hilb^npDq Ñ W then has a Lagrangian fibration structure.

4. Orientations on moduli stacks

In this section, we collect notions of orientations associated with shifted symplectic stacks and shifted Lagrangians. We also provide a class of examples in which (canonical) orientations exist.

4.1. Orientation on pHilbpX{A^1 q Ñ Cq. Recall that a Calabi-Yau simple degeneration ( Definitions 2.6, 2.10) of quasi-projective n-folds is a family

π : X Ñ A^1 , with dim_C X “ n ` 1 and the generic fiber of π is smooth quasi-projective Calabi-Yau n-fold. Associated to this data, using §2.2, we have the stack C of expanded degeneration with universal family π : X Ñ C. By Theorem 3.1, HilbpX{A^1 q{C has a (relative) p2 ´ nq-shifted symplectic structure, which induces an isomorphism (4.1) T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} – L_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} r2 ´ ns. When n is even, taking determinant induces an isomorphism det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C}

˘_{b2} – O_{HilbpX{A} 1_q.

Here det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} ˘ is the determinant line bundle. Restricting to the classical truncation HilbpX{A^1 q “ t_0pHilbpX{A^1 qq, we obtain

(4.2) det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} |_{HilbpX{A} 1_q

˘_{b2}

– O_{HilbpX{A} 1_q.

Thanks to the construction of the shifted symplectic structure in Theorem 3.1, this isomorphism agress with the one provided by the Grothendieck-Serre duality.

Following [BJ, §2.4], [CGJ, §1.4], [CL1, CL2], we define:

Definition 4.1. Notations as above. Assume n is even. An orientation on HilbpX{A^1 q{C is a square root of the isomorphism (4.2). That is, an isomorphism det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} |_{HilbpX{A} 1_q ˘ – O, the square of which gives (4.2).

Remark 4.2. The set of all orientations, if non-empty, is a torsor over H^0pHilbpX{A^1 q, Z_2q. In particular, on each connected component of the moduli stack, there are two choices.

Remark 4.3. When n is odd in above, determinant of (4.1) does not give any constraint on the line bundle. There is a notion of orientation due to Kontsevich and Soibelman [KS1, §5], which is a square root of det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} |_{HilbpX{A} 1_q ˘ . In the present paper, we focus on the case where n “ 4, and a generic fiber of the map HilbpX{A^1 q Ñ C

is the Hilbert scheme on a smooth quasi-projective Calabi-Yau 4-fold. The restriction of the isomorphism (4.2) to such fiber has a square root [CGJ, Boj]^{11}. The argument in loc. cit. is differential geometric in natural and uses gauge theoretic moduli spaces. Although it might be possible to adapt the argument to a family, in the present paper, we provide an explicit and canonical version useful for calculations, in the case when X{A^1 is the total space of the relative canonical bundle of a simple degeneration of 3-folds. This is motivated by [C], [CKM2, §4.2].

11See [CL2] for a discussion in other dimensions.

Theorem 4.4. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds, and X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 the associated simple degeneration of 4-folds provided by Proposition 2.12. Then HilbpX{A^1 q{C has an orientation. Similarly, Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q{C^{Pt} has an orientation.

Proof. Let M_{cpt}pX {Cq be the moduli stack of sheaves on X with support proper over C. Consider the forgetful map (4.3) f : HilbpX{A^1 q Ñ M_{cpt}pX {Cq, pO Ñ F q ÞÑ F. Let f̄ :“ f ^_{idC} id_X , and let

π_{MX} : M_{cpt}pX {Cq ^_C X Ñ M_{cpt}pX {Cq, π_{HX} : HilbpX{A^1 q ^_C X Ñ HilbpX{A^1 q be the natural projections.

Let F be the universal sheaf on M_{cpt}pX {Cq^_C X and I “ ` O_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q^C X} Ñ f̄^˚F ˘ be the universal pair. Then we have the following natural isomorphism det ` T_{HilbpX{A} 1_{q{C} |_{HilbpX{A} 1_q ˘ – det pπ_{HX ˚}RHompI, Iq_0r1sq

(4.4) – det ` π_{HX ˚}RHompf̄^˚F, f̄^˚ Fqr1s ˘ – f^˚ det pπ_{MX ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq , where the second isomorphism uses the distinguished triangles (e.g. [CMT2, §3.2]): RHompI, f̄^˚Fq Ñ RHompI, Iq_0r1s Ñ RHompf̄^˚F, Oqr2s, RHompO, f̄^˚Fq Ñ RHompI, f̄^˚Fq Ñ RHompf̄^˚F, f̄^˚ Fqr1s, and Grothendieck-Serre duality π_{HX ˚}RHompO, f̄^˚Fq – ` π_{HX ˚}RHompf̄^˚F, Oq ˘__ r´4s.

Similar to (4.2), we also have (4.5) det pπ_{MX ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq^{b2} – O, given by Grothendieck-Serre duality on π_{MX ˚}RHompF, Fqr1s. Notice that a choice of square root of (4.5) gives a choice of square root of (4.2) under the pullback map (4.4) (e.g. [CMT2, Thm. 6.3]). In what follows, we find a square root of (4.5).

We provide two (equivalent) constructions. Similar to Theorem 3.1 (see also [BD]), by adapting [PTVV, Thm. 2.5] to (relatively) compactly supported sheaves, the natural derived enhancement M_{cpt}pX {Cq of M_{cpt}pX {Cq has a shifted symplectic structure relative to C. Since X “ Totpω_{U{C} q, M_{cpt}pX {Cq is equivalent to the p´2q-shifted symplectic cotangent bundle (relative to C) of the derived moduli stack M_{cpt}pU{Cq of compactly supported sheaves on U{C [BCS, Thm. 6.17]. Let p be the projection p : M_{cpt}pX {Cq Ñ M_{cpt}pU{Cq.

Then there is a fiber sequence (4.6) p^˚L_{M cpt pU{Cq{C} r´2s – T_p Ñ T_{Mcpt pX {Cq{C} Ñ p^˚T_{Mcpt pU{Cq{C} . Restricting to the classical truncation and taking determinant, we obtain (4.7) det ` T_{Mcpt pX {Cq{C} |_{Mcpt pX {Cq} ˘ – O, by Grothendieck-Serre duality.

Alternatively, let π : X “ Totpω_{U{C} q Ñ U be the projection, consider the following diagram

M_{cpt}pX {Cq ^_C X^{π̄:“id ^π}// π_{MX} ))RRR

RRRR

RRRR RRR M_{cpt}pX {Cq ^_C U π_{MU} fflffl M_{cpt}pX {Cq.

Spectral construction gives a distinguished triangle (4.8) π_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b ω_{U{C}qr´1s Ñ π_{MX ˚}RHompF, Fq Ñ π_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fq.

Taking determinant gives an isomorphism

det pπ_{MX ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq – det ` π_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b ω_{U{C} q ˘ det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq

(4.9) – det ppπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq^_ r´3sq det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq – det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq – O, where the second isomorphism is given by Grothendieck-Serre duality. It is easy to see that (4.9) and (4.7) are the same. Up to a constant determined in (4.10) below, the square of this isomorphism gives (4.5). The case of Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q{C^{Pt} is similar, by replacing X {C in above by X^{Pt} {C^{Pt} . □

Remark 4.5. The orientation on HilbpX{A^1 q{C is constructed using the pullback of an orientation on the moduli stack M_{cpt}pX {Cq of compactly supported sheaves on X {C via the forgetful map (4.3). By spectral construction (4.8), the symmetric obstruction complex on M_{cpt}pX {Cq is of form

E “ pV^φÝÑ V^_q, where V is a perfect complex and φ is self-dual under the symmetric pairing on E (defined by Grothendieck-Serre duality). Therefore there is a canonical isomorphism detpEq – O and orientations of E are given by

(4.10) O^{˘p´} ? ´1q^{rkpVq}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ O on each connected component of X (as [OT, Eqns. (59), (63)]). We choose the plus sign in above as the canonical choice of orientation. Similarly Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q{C^{Pt} has a canonical choice of orientation.

4.2. Orientation on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDqq{A. Given a smooth log Calabi-Yau pair pY, Dq (Definition 2.4) so that D is a Calabi-Yau variety, we have a stack A of expanded pairs and universal expanded pair Y and universal divisor D (Definition 2.3): π : Y Ñ A, D – D ^ A. By Theorem 3.2, the restriction map r_{DÑY} : HilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDq “ HilbpDq ^ A has a Lagrangian structure relative to A. Hence there is an isomorphism ([PTVV, Def. 2.8]): (4.11) T_{rDÑY} – L_{HilbpY,Dq{A}r1 ´ dim_C Ds. Combining with the fiber sequence T_{rDÑY} Ñ T_{HilbpY,Dq{A} Ñ r^˚_{DÑY} T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A}, we obtain an isomorphism of determinant line bundles:

(4.12) ` det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A} ˘˘_{b2}

– r^˚_{DÑY} det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A} ˘ , if dim_C D is odd,

and r^˚_{DÑY} det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A} ˘ – O if dim_C D is even, which reduces to Definition 4.1.

Restricting (4.12) to the classical truncation HilbpY, Dq “ t_0pHilbpY, Dqq, we obtain

(4.13) ` det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A}|_{HilbpY,Dq}

˘˘_{b2}

– r^˚_{DÑY} det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A}|_{HilbpDq^A} ˘ , where by an abuse of notation, we use r_{DÑY} to denote its classical truncation.

As in [CL2, Def. 4.4], [CL3, Def. 6.1], we define:

Definition 4.6. Assume dim_C D is odd. A relative orientation on the map r_{DÑY} : HilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDq ^ A

is the following data: a line bundle K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}, an isomorphism ´ K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}

¯_{b2} – det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A}|_{HilbpDq^A} ˘ , and an isomorphism det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A}|_{HilbpY,Dq} ˘ – r^˚_{DÑY} K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}, whose square is the isomorphism (4.13).

Parallel to Theorem 4.4, we concentrate on the 4-fold case and have the following: Theorem 4.7. Let pU, Sq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1) with dim_C U “ 3 and Y “ Totpω_U pSqq, D “ Totpω_S q be the (associated) log Calabi-Yau pair (Definition 2.4). Then r_{DÑY} : HilbpY, Dq Ñ HilbpDq ^ A has a relative orientation. Similarly, Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P has a relative orientation.

This is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.4.

Proof. Let M_{cpt}pY{Aq be the moduli stack of compactly supported sheaves on Y{A which are normal to D in the sense of Definition 2.19. Let M_{cpt}pDq be the moduli stack of compactly supported sheaves on D. We have a commutative diagram

(4.14) HilbpY, Dq^{fY} // r_{DÑY} fflffl M_{cpt}pY{Aq r fflffl HilbpDq ^ A^{fD} // M_{cpt}pDq ^ A, where r is the restriction map, and both f_Y and f_D are forgetful maps sending pO Ñ F q to F . Let f̄_Y :“ f_Y ^_{idA} id_Y , and

π_{MY} : M_{cpt}pY{Aq ^_A Y Ñ M_{cpt}pY{Aq, π_{HY} : HilbpY, Dq ^_A Y Ñ HilbpY, Dq be the projections. The embedding i : D ãÑ Y induces ī : M_{cpt}pY{Aq ^_A D ãÑ M_{cpt}pY{Aq ^_A Y. Let F be the universal sheaf on M_{cpt}pY{Aq ^_A Y and I “ ` O_{HilbpY,Dq^AY} Ñ f̄^˚_Y F ˘ be the universal pair. As in (4.4), we have det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A}|_{HilbpY,Dq} ˘ (4.15) – det pπ_{HY ˚}RHompI, Iq_0r1sq

– det ` π_{HY ˚}RHompf̄^˚_Y F, f̄^˚_Y Fqr1s ˘ b det ` π_{HY ˚}RHompO, f̄^˚_Y Fq ˘ det ` π_{HY ˚}RHompO, f̄^˚_Y F b ω_{Y{A}q ˘

– f^˚_Y ~ det pπ_{MY ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq b det pπ_{MY ˚}RHompO, Fqq det ` π_{MY ˚}RHompO, F b ω_{Y{A}q ˘ ¸

– f^˚_Y pdet pπ_{MY ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq b det pπ_{MY ˚}ī_˚ī^˚Fqq , where the last isomorphism follows from projection formula and the short exact sequence 0 Ñ ω_{Y{A} Ñ O_Y Ñ O_{D{A} Ñ 0.

Consider the natural projection and the inclusion of a divisor: π : Y “ Totpω_{U{A}pSqq Ñ U, j : S :“ S ^ A ãÑ U.

We have the commutative diagram (4.16) Mcpt pY{Aq ^A Y π̄:“id ^π//

πM Y ((RRR

RRRR

RRRR

RR^{Mcpt pY{Aq ^A U} l π: // πM U fflffl Mcpt pU{Aq ^A U πM U fflffl Mcpt pU{Aq ^A S l j̄:“id ^j

oo^{j:} // πM S fflffl Mcpt pS{Aq ^A S πM S fflffl Mcpt pY{Aq

π: //_{Mcpt pU{Aq Mcpt pU{Aq}^{j:} //_{Mcpt pS{Aq,}

where π_: denotes the pushforward map from Y to U by π and j_: denotes the pullback map from U to S by j. Note that we have (4.17) π̄_˚F “ π^˚_: F_U , j̄^˚F_U “ j^˚_: F_S , where F_U Ñ M_{cpt}pU{Aq ^_A U is the universal object of the moduli stack M_{cpt}pU{Aq of compactly supported sheaves on U{A (which are normal to S) and F_S Ñ M_{cpt}pS{Aq ^_A S is the universal object of the moduli stack M_{cpt}pS{Aq “ M_{cpt}pSq^A of compactly supported sheaves on pS ^Aq{A.

Similar to (4.9), using diagram (4.16), we obtain det pπ_{MY ˚}RHompF, Fqr1sq (4.18) – det ` π_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b ω_{U{A}pSqq ˘ det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq – det ppπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b O_U p´Sqqq^_ r´3sq

det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ Fqq – det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b O_U p´Sqqq det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b O_U p´Sqqq b det pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b O_S qqq

– pdet pπ_{MU ˚}RHompπ̄_˚F, π̄_˚ F b O_S qqq^{´1}

(4.17) – ` det ` π_{MU ˚}π^˚_: pRHompF_U , F_U q b j̄_˚O_{Mcpt pU{Aq^AS} q

˘˘_{´1}

(4.16) – ` det ` π^˚_: π_{MU ˚}j̄_˚j̄^˚RHompF_U , F_U q

˘˘_{´1}

(4.17) – ` det ` π^˚_: π_{MS ˚}j^˚_: RHompF_S , F_S q

˘˘_{´1}

(4.16) – ` det ` π^˚_: j^˚_: π_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S q

˘˘_{´1}

– π^˚_: j^˚_: pdet pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qqq^{´1} .

Combining (4.15) and (4.18), we obtain

(4.19) det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A}|_{HilbpY,Dq} ˘ – f^˚_Y det pπ_{MY ˚}ī_˚ī^˚Fq f^˚_Y π^˚_: j^˚_: det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq . Consider the projection p : D “ Totpω_{S{A}q Ñ S

and the embedding i : D ãÑ Y. We have a commutative diagram (4.20) Mcpt pY{Aq ^A Y

πM Y ((RRR

RRRR

RRRR

RR^{Mcpt pY{Aq ^A D} l ī:“id ^i

oo^{r̄:“r^id}// πM D fflffl Mcpt pD{Aq ^A D p̄:“id ^p//

πM D fflffl Mcpt pD{Aq ^A S l p: // πM S fflffl Mcpt pS{Aq ^A S πM S fflffl Mcpt pY{Aq

r //_{Mcpt pD{Aq Mcpt pD{Aq}^{p:} //_{Mcpt pS{Aq,}

where p_: is the pushforward of sheaves via p and r is the restriction map via i. As in (4.17), we have

(4.21) ī^˚F “ r̄^˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D “ p^˚_: F_S ,

where F_D (resp. F_S ) is the universal sheaf on M_{cpt}pD{Aq ^_A D (resp. on M_{cpt}pS{Aq ^_A S).

Similar to (4.15), (4.18), with f_D defined in diagram (4.14), we have det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A}|_{HilbpDq^A} ˘ (4.22)

– f^˚_D ´ det pπ_{MD ˚}RHompF_D , F_D qr1sq b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ¯

– f^˚_D ~ det ` π_{MS ˚}RHompp̄_˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D b ω_{D{S} q ˘ det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompp̄_˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D qq b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ¸

– f^˚_D ^ det ppπ_{MS ˚}RHompp̄_˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D qq^_ r´2sq

det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompp̄_˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D qq b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ˙

– f^˚_D ´ det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompp̄_˚F_D , p̄_˚F_D qq^{´2} b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ¯ (4.21)

– f^˚_D ´ det ` π_{MS ˚}p^˚_: RHompF_S , F_S q

˘_{´2}

b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ¯ (4.20)

– f^˚_D ´ det ` p^˚_: π_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S q

˘_{´2}

b pdet pπ_{MD ˚}F_D qqq^2 ¯ , where the 2nd isomorphism is derived similarly as (4.8). We define

(4.23) K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq} :“ f^˚_D det pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q f^˚_Dp^˚_: det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq . Then, (4.22) provides an isomorphism ´ K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}

¯_{b2} – det ` T_{pHilbpDq^Aq{A}|_{HilbpDq^A} ˘ . Finally, we compute r^˚_{DÑY} K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}:

r^˚_{DÑY} f^˚_D det pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q^{(4.14)}– f^˚_Y r^˚ det pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q

(4.20)

– f^˚_Y det pπ_{MY ˚}ī_˚r̄^˚F_D q

(4.21)

– f^˚_Y det pπ_{MY ˚}ī_˚ī^˚Fq ,

r^˚_{DÑY} f^˚_D p^˚_:^{(4.14)}“ f^˚_Y r^˚ p^˚_: “ f^˚_Y π^˚_: j^˚_: , where the last equality is by base change along the following Cartesian diagram

D “ Totpω_{S{A}q l i // p fflffl Y “ Totpω_{U{A}q π fflffl S^j // U.

Comparing with (4.19), we conclude that (4.24) det ` T_{HilbpY,Dq{A}|_{HilbpY,Dq} ˘ – r^˚_{DÑY} K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}.

It is straightforward to show that this provides a relative orientation.

The case of Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq^A^P is similar, by replacing Y {A in above by Y^P {A^P . □ Remark 4.8. We have isomorphisms

K^{´1{2}_{HilbpDq}^{(4.23)}:“ f^˚_D det pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q f^˚_Dp^˚_: det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq

(4.25)

(4.20) – f^˚_D det pπ_{MS ˚}p̄_˚F_D q f^˚_Dp^˚_: det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq

(4.21) – f^˚_D det ´ π_{MS ˚}p^˚_: F_S ¯ f^˚_Dp^˚_: det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq

(4.20)

– f^˚_Dp^˚_:

det pπ_{MS ˚}F_S q det pπ_{MS ˚}RHompF_S , F_S qq , which is written using data purely on S. 4.3. Orientation on pHilbpY, Dq Ñ W ^ Aq.

Definition 4.9. Let S be a quasi-projective surface and D “ Totpω_S q, fix P_D P K^{num}_c pDq. A Lagrangian fibration p : Hilb^{PD} pDq Ñ W is S-compatible if the line bundle (4.25) satisfies (4.26) K^{´1{2}_{HilbPD pDq} – p^˚ det ` T_W |_{t0 pW q} ˘ , where p also denotes its classical truncation by an abuse of notation.

Remark 4.10. When Hilb^{PD} pDq (or a more general moduli space of stable quotients) has a description by quivers with potentials (see Remark 3.8), there is an embedding HilbpDq^{PD} Ñ W to the moduli space W of representations of the quiver (without relation). Regardless of existence of shifted symplectic structures, it still makes sense to ask whether (4.26) holds. In Example 4.14, we provide examples in which (4.26) holds.

Recall Proposition 3.7 that the composition map p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P has a (relative) p´2q-shifted symplectic structure. By an abuse of notation, we denote its classical truncation by p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P .

Proposition 4.11. Let pU, Sq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1) with dim_C U “ 3 and (4.27) Y “ Totpω_U pSqq, D “ Totpω_S q.

If p is a S-compatible Lagrangian fibration given in Definition 4.9, then the map p ˝ r_{DÑY} has an orientation in the sense of Definition 4.1. Proof. The diagram Hilb^P pY, Dq^{rDÑY} //

p˝r_{DÑY} ((RRRRRR

RRRR RRR Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P p fflffl W ^ A^P induces a fiber sequence r^˚_{DÑY} L_p Ñ L_{p˝rDÑY} Ñ L_{rDÑY} .

Therefore

det L_{p˝rDÑY} – r^˚_{DÑY} det L_p b det L_{rDÑY}

– r^˚_{DÑY}

^ det L_{Hilb P |D pDq^AP}

p^˚ det L_{W ^A}P ˙ b ~ det L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq} r^˚_{DÑY} detpL_{Hilb} P |_{D pDq^A}P q ¸

– det L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq} r^˚_{DÑY} p^˚ det L_{W ^A}P – det L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{A}P r^˚_{DÑY} p^˚ det L_{pW ^A}P_{q{A}P . By (4.24) in Theorem 4.7 and Definition 4.9, we know det ` L_{p˝rDÑY} |_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq} ˘ – O_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq}, which can be checked to be an orientation. □ Remark 4.12. In this remark, we explain how to construct a canonical orientation on p ˝ r_{DÑY} .

Let pY, Dq be the log Calabi-Yau pair given by (4.27) and Y “ Totpω_{U{A}pSqq, D “ Totpω_{S{A}q – Totpω_S q ^ A be the universal expanded pair over the stack A of expanded pairs. Denote M_{cpt}p´q to be the derived moduli stack of compactly supported sheaves on p´q “ Y{A, U{A, D{A, S{A. Then we have a pushward map π_: : M_{cpt}pY{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pU{Aq, and a restriction map r : M_{cpt}pY{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pD{Aq.

Note that M_{cpt}pD{Aq is the p´1q-shifted cotangent bundle of M_{cpt}pS{Aq over A: M_{cpt}pD{Aq “ T^˚_{Mcpt pS{Aq{A}r´1s, with projection p_: : M_{cpt}pD{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pS{Aq.

As in Theorem 3.2, the map r has a Lagrangian structure (over A). By [Cal2, Thm. 2.2], p_: has a Lagrangian fibration structure (over A). Therefore the composed map M_{cpt}pY{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pS{Aq has a p´2q-shifted symplectic structure (Lemma 3.6). In particular, there is an isomorphism (4.28) T_{Mcpt pY{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq} – L_{M cpt pY{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq}r´2s.

As in (4.6), there is a fiber sequence (4.29) π^˚_: L_{M cpt pU{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq}r´2s Ñ T_{Mcpt pY{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq} Ñ π^˚_: T_{Mcpt pU{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq}, which is self-dual under the pairing (4.28). Its restriction to the classical truncation M_{cpt}pY{Aq provides a canonical isomorphism: E :“ L_{M cpt pY{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq}|_{Mcpt pY{Aq} – O.

Denote V :“ π^˚_: T_{Mcpt pU{Aq{Mcpt pS{Aq}|_{Mcpt pY{Aq}. Similar to Remark 4.5, we choose

(4.30) O^{`p´} ? ´1q^{rkpVq}

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ O as the canonical choice of orientation on M_{cpt}pY{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pS{Aq.

There is a forgetful map f_Y : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ M_{cpt}pY{Aq.

By comparing (4.15), (4.18), (4.22), (4.23) and using (4.26), the above canonical orientation on M_{cpt}pY{Aq Ñ M_{cpt}pS{Aq induces a canonical orientation on Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P .

We give examples when (4.26) in Definition 4.9 is satisfied. Example 4.13. Consider the smooth pair (Example 2.14): U “ TotpO_P1paq ‘ O_P1pbqq, S “ C^2 , where the associated log Calabi-Yau pair is

Y “ Totpω_U pSqq “ TotpO_P1paq ‘ O_P1pbq ‘ O_P1p´1 ´ a ´ bqq, D “ Totpω_S q “ C^3 . By Example 3.9, we have an inclusion into the non-commutative Hilbert scheme: p : Hilb^npDq Ñ W.

Then (4.26) holds, i.e. p^˚ detpT_W q – K^{´1{2}_{Hilb}n_{pDq} for the square root K^{´1{2}_{Hilb}n_{pDq} in (4.23). Therefore p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P has an orientation by Proposition 4.11. Proof. As S “ C^2 is symplectic, therefore K^{´1{2}_{Hilb}n_{pDq} – f^˚_D det pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q

(4.31) is the determinant of the tautological bundle of Hilb^npDq.

By (3.18), we have T_W – ` gl_n b O Ñ pgl^{‘3}_n ‘ C^n q b O ˘ , where the RHS is written as a GLpnq-equivariant complex. Then (4.32) detpT_W q – detpC^n b Oq, where the RHS is the determinant of the tautological bundle. After restricting to Hilb^npDq, we know (4.31) and (4.32) are isomorphic. □ We provide more examples of S-compatible orientations in the sense of Remark 4.10. These are not used in the rest of this paper.

Example 4.14. Consider a Z_n-action on C^2 by e^{2π} ? ´1 n ¨ pz_1, z_2q ÞÑ pe^{2π} ? ´1 n z_1, e^{´ 2π} ? ´1 n z_2q, and the minimal resolution S Ñ C^2 {Z_n.

Let D :“ Totpω_S q “ S ^ C , which has a tilting bundle of the form P “ P_0 ‘ O. Following [N, §1.2], a perverse coherent sheaf on D is an object F in D^b CohpDq with Ext^{ią0}_D pP, F q “ 0. A perverse coherent system is a pair pF, sq where F is a perverse coherent sheaf and s : O Ñ F is a morphism, subject to conditions spelled out in loc. cit.

There is a description [N] of perverse coherent systems on D in terms of the following quiver

(4.33)

‚V_1C_1 ‚V_{n´1}C_{n´1} ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨ ¨¨

‚C^0I_0W0‚B_0B_{n´1} A_0A_{n´1}

with potential ϕ “ n´1ÿ i“0 tr C_irB_i, A_is.

To each perverse coherent system, one assigns a representation of the above quiver, where V_0 :“ Hom_DpO, F q “ R Hom_DpO, F q, and V_i (i ‰ 0) is described similarly using direct summands of P_0.

Let P_{⃗v}pDq denote the moduli scheme of stable perverse coherent systems with dimension vector ⃗v (and a generic stability condition), then we have P_{⃗v} pDq – Critpϕq ãÑ W where W is the (smooth) moduli space of stable representations of (4.33) with dimension vector ⃗v.

Consider the forgetful map f_D : P_{⃗v} pDq Ñ M_{cpt}pDq to the moduli stack of compactly supported complexes of sheaves on D. Let F_D be the universal family on D ^ M_{cpt}pDq and π_{MD} : D ^ M_{cpt}pDq Ñ M_{cpt}pDq be the projection. Then f^˚_D pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q is a vector bundle on P_{⃗v} pDq. Same calculation as in (4.31) shows that (4.34) K^{´1{2}_{P⃗v pDq} “ det f^˚_D pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q .

On the quiver moduli space, V_0’s form a vector bundle, denoted by V_0. Similar to (4.32), we have (4.35) detpT_W q – detpV_0q.

After restriction to P_{⃗v} pDq, V_0 is identified with f^˚_D pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q. Hence (4.34) and (4.35) imply that K^{´1{2}_{P⃗v pDq} – detpT_W |_{P⃗v pDq}q.

For example, the Hilbert scheme Hilb^npDq of n-points on D corresponds to the case when V_0 “ C , V_i “ C^n (for any i) and with standard cyclic stability condition. The tautological bundle of the quiver moduli space W associated to V_0 restricts to the tautological bundle f^˚_D pπ_{MD ˚}F_D q of Hilb^npDq. Other interesting moduli spaces, e.g. Hilbert schemes of curves and moduli spaces of PT stable pairs can also be obtained by fixing suitable dimension vectors and stability conditions [N].

5. Relative invariants and degeneration formulae We recollect the general theory of virtual pullbacks [Park1] arising from p´2q-shifted symplectic structures and then apply to our setting to define relative invariants and family invariants. Finally we prove a degeneration formula relating relative and family invariants.

5.1. Virtual pullback via symmetric obstruction theory.

Definition 5.1. ([Park1, Prop. 1.7, §A.2]) A symmetric complex E on an algebraic stack X consists of the following data:

(1) A perfect complex E of tor-amplitude r´2, 0s on X . (2) A non-degenerate symmetric form θ on E, i.e. a morphism θ : O_X Ñ pE b Eqr´2s in the derived category of X , invariant under the transposition σ : E b E Ñ E b E, and the induced map ι_θ : E^_ Ñ Er´2s is an isomorphism.

(3) An orientation o of E, i.e. an isomorphism o : O_X Ñ detpEq of line bundles such that detpι_θq “ o ˝ o^_.

For a symmetric complex E, there is a quadratic function ([Park1, Prop. 1.7, §A.2]):

(5.1) q_E : C_E Ñ A^1_X , from the virtual normal cone C_E of E, characterized by some naturality conditions. For example, for a Deligne-Mumford morphism f : Y Ñ X between algebraic stacks, we have (5.2) f^˚q_E “ q_f ˚_E : f^˚C_E “ C_f ˚_E Ñ A_Y .

When E “ Er1s for a special orthogonal bundle E, q_E is given by the quadratic form on E.

Definition 5.2. ([Park1, Def. 1.9, §A.2]) A symmetric obstruction theory for a Deligne-Mumford morphism f : X Ñ Y between algebraic stacks is a morphism ϕ : E Ñ L_f in the derived category of X such that

(1) E is a symmetric complex.

(2) ϕ is an obstruction theory in the sense of Behrend-Fantechi [BF], i.e., h^0pϕq is an isomorphism and h^{´1}pϕq is surjective, where L_f :“ τ^{ě´1}L_f is the truncated cotangent complex.

The obstruction theory ϕ induces a closed embedding of the intrinsic normal cone C_f ãÑ C_E .

Definition 5.3. A symmetric obstruction theory ϕ : E Ñ L_f is isotropic if the intrinsic normal cone C_f is isotropic in the virtual normal cone C_E , i.e. the restriction q_E |_{Cf} : C_f ãÑ C_E Ñ A^1 vanishes.

Isotropic symmetric obstruction theory implies the existence of square root virtual pullback which we now briefly recall. For a symmetric complex E on an algebraic stack X , let QpEq be the zero locus of the quadratic function q_E : C_E Ñ A^1_X , there is a square root Gysin pullback [Park1, Def. A.2] b 0^!_{QpEq} : A_˚pQpEqq Ñ A_˚pX q,

if X is a quotient of a separated Deligne-Mumford stack by an algebraic group.

Definition 5.4. Assume that f : X Ñ Y is a Deligne-Mumford morphism between algebraic stacks with an isotropic symmetric obstruction theory ϕ : E Ñ L_f . It induces a closed embedding a : C_f Ñ QpEq. The square root virtual pullback is the composition

(5.3) a f^! : A_˚pYq^{spf}ÝÝÑ A_˚pC_f q^{a˚}ÝÝÑ A^˚pQpEqq b 0^!_{QpEq}

ÝÝÝÝÝÑ A_˚pX q, where sp_f : A_˚pYq Ñ A_˚pC_f q is the specialization map ([Man, Const. 3.6]).

The map a f^! commutes with projective pushforwards, smooth pullbacks, and Gysin pullbacks for regular immersions and can be used to define the square root virtual pullback for any base change of f (e.g. [Park1, Eqn. (1.14)]). Moreover, it has a functoriality with respect to morphisms compatible with symmetric obstruction theories [Park1, Thm. A.4] as explained below.

Let f : X Ñ Y be a Deligne-Mumford (DM) morphism of algebraic stacks having reductive stabilizer groups and affine diagonals^{12}, which are satisfied if X and Y are quotient stacks of separated DM stacks by algebraic tori. Let g : Y Ñ Z be a DM morphism of algebraic stacks. Assume ϕ_g : E_g Ñ L_g , ϕ_{g˝f} : E_{g˝f} Ñ L_{g˝f} are isotropic symmetric obstruction theories, ϕ_f : E_f Ñ L_f is a

12The original assumptions of [Park1, Thm. A.4] are (1) Y is the quotient of a DM stack by a linear algebraic

group, (2) X has the resolution property and (3) f is quasi-projective. Hyeonjun Park informed us that (1)–(3) can be replaced by the assumption stated above where details will appear in a forthcoming work [BP].

perfect obstruction theory [BF] and they are compatible, i.e. there exists a perfect complex D and morphisms α : E_{g˝f} Ñ D and β : f^˚E_g Ñ D fitting into diagram of exact triangles: (5.4) D^_ r2s^{α_} //

β^_ fflffl E_{g˝f} α fflffl δ // E_f

f^˚E_g^β //

f^˚ ϕ_g fflffl D^γ // ϕ^1_{g˝f} fflffl E_f ϕ^1_f fflffl τ^{ě´1}f^˚L_g // L_{g˝f} // L^1_f , where orientation of E_{g˝f} is compatible with orientation of E_g ([Park1, Def. 2.1]). Here ϕ_{g˝f} “ ϕ^1_{g˝f} ˝ α, ϕ_f “ r ˝ ϕ^1_f with L^1_f is the cone of τ^{ě´1}f^˚L_g Ñ L_{g˝f} and r : L^1_f Ñ L_f the truncation. Then we have (5.5) b pg ˝ fq^! “ f^!˝ a g^!, where f^! is the virtual pullback of Manolache [Man]. In the presence of a torus action, the above extends to the torus equivariant setting.

5.2. Relative invariants. Let pU, Sq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1) with dim_C U “ 3 and Y “ Totpω_U pSqq, D “ Totpω_S q be the (associated) log Calabi-Yau 4-fold pair. Fix a K-theory class P P K^{num}_c pY q, we have restriction map (3.6):

(5.6) r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^P , which has a Lagrangian structure (Theorem 3.2).

In this section, we work under the following assumption.

Assumption 5.5. We assume there is a quasi-projective smooth scheme W , and a regular function^{13} ϕ on W , such that there is an equivalence (5.7) Hilb^{P |D} pDq – Critpϕ : W Ñ C q of p´1q-shifted symplectic derived scheme, under which K^{´1{2}_{HilbP |D pDq} (4.25) satisfies

K^{´1{2}_{HilbP |D pDq} – det ´ T_W |_{Hilb}P |_{D pDq} ¯ . Under the above assumption, the composition (below p denotes the inclusion deduced by (5.7)):

(5.8) p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq^{rDÑY}Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ A^{P p}Ñ W ^ A^P has a (relative) p´2q-shifted symplectic structure (Proposition 3.7) whose classical truncation is orientable (Proposition 4.11) in the sense of Definition 4.1.

Restricting the cotangent complex of p ˝ r_{DÑY} to the classical truncation, which, by an abuse of notation, we still write as p ˝ r_{DÑY} : Hilb^P pY, Dq Ñ W ^ A^P , we get a canonical symmetric obstruction theory in the sense of Definition 5.2: (5.9) E_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pW ^A}P_q Ñ L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pW ^A}P_q.

By the footnote of Assumption 5.5, we have Critpϕq Ď Zpϕq. By the construction, p ˝ r_{DÑY} factors through Critpϕq. Therefore we obtain a Cartesian diagram Hilb^P pY, Dq // l Zpϕq ^ A^P fflffl Hilb^P pY, Dq^{p˝rDÑY} // W ^ A^P .

13We assume the classical critical locus Critpϕq Ď Zpϕq embeds inside the zero locus Zpϕq of the function, there is no loss of generality to do it (see [CZ, Rmk 2.2]).

Hence we can pullback (5.9) to the upper line and get a canonical symmetric obstruction theory (5.10) E_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pZpϕq^A}P_q Ñ L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pZpϕq^A}P_q. The following isotropic result will be proven in Appendix C.

Proposition 5.6. The symmetric obstruction theory (5.10) is isotropic in the sense of Definition 5.3 if P P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY q.

Therefore, we have the following:

Theorem 5.7. Let P P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY q. Under Assumption 5.5, with the choice of orientation given as Remark 4.12, there is a well-defined square root virtual pullback (5.11) b pp ˝ r_{DÑY} q^! : A_˚pZpϕq ^ A^P q Ñ A_˚pHilb^P pY, Dqq, which satisfies the usual bivariance property and functoriality spelled out in §5.1. Remark 5.8. When there is a torus T acting on the pair pU, Sq and the equivalence (5.7), it naturally induces an action on pY, Dq, the above pullback map (5.11) lifts to a map between T -equivariant Chow groups.

Definition 5.9. Let pU, Sq be a smooth pair (Definition 2.1) with dim_C U “ 3 and Y “ Totpω_U pSqq, D “ Totpω_S q.

Fix a K-theory class P P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pY q. Under Assumption 5.5, we define relative invariants: (5.12) Φ^P_{Y,D} :“ b pp ˝ r_{DÑY} q^! ˝ b : A_˚pZpϕqq b A_˚pA^P q Ñ A_˚pHilb^P pY, Dqq, where b is the exterior product:

b : A_˚pZpϕqq b A_˚pA^P q Ñ A_˚pZpϕq ^ A^P q, pα, βq ÞÑ pα ^ βq. 5.3. Family invariants. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds and X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 be the associated simple degeneration as Proposition 2.12. Fix K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_c pX_tq for all t P A^1 , the map Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q Ñ C^{Pt} has a (relative) p´2q-shifted symplectic structure (Theorem 3.1) whose classical truncation is orientable (Theorem 4.4) in the sense of Definition 4.1. By restricting the cotangent complex of Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q{C^{Pt} to the classical truncation, we obtain a canonical symmetric obstruction theory (5.13) E_{Hilb} P_{t pX{A} 1_{q{C}P_t Ñ L_{Hilb} P_{t pX{A} 1_{q{C}P_t . The following isotropic result will be proven in Appendix C.

Proposition 5.10. The symmetric obstruction theory (5.13) is isotropic in the sense of Definition 5.3 if P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 .

Remark 5.11. Here we restrict to curves/points classes on Calabi-Yau 4-folds. One can consider surface classes and other cases by a more detailed study of Hodge filtrations as [BKP, Rmk. 5.2].

Therefore, we have the following:

Theorem 5.12. Fix K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 and the choice of orientation given as Remark 4.5. Then there is a square root virtual pullback (5.14) ? π^! : A_˚pC^{Pt} q Ñ A_˚pHilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq, which satisfies the usual bivariance property and functoriality spelled out in §5.1. Definition 5.13. Let U Ñ A^1 be a simple degeneration of 3-folds and X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 .

Given K-theory classes P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 , we define family invariants: (5.15) Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} :“ ? π^! : A_˚pC^{Pt} q Ñ A_˚pHilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 qq.

Remark 5.14. When there is a torus T acting on the family U Ñ A^1 , it naturally induces an action on X Ñ A^1 preserving Calabi-Yau volume forms on fibers, the above pullback map (5.15) lifts to a map between T -equivariant Chow groups (where T -action on C^{Pt} is trivial). 5.4. Degeneration formulae. In this section, we will relate relative invariants (Definition 5.9) of pY_˘, Dq and family invariants (Definition 5.13) of X{A^1 in a degeneration formula. We work in the following setting.

Setting 5.15. Given a simple degeneration of 3-folds U Ñ A^1 and let X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q Ñ A^1 denote the associated simple degeneration as Proposition 2.12 whose fiber satisfies that ‚ X_c “ Totpω_{Uc} q if c ‰ 0, ‚ X_0 “ Y_` Y_D Y_´, where Y_˘ “ Totpω_{U˘} pSqq and D “ Totpω_S q.

Data 5.16. In Setting 5.15 with Assumption 5.5, assume there is an automorphism (5.16) σ̄ : X Ñ X, which preserves fibers of X Ñ A^1 and also Y_˘, D in X_0, and there is an automorphism (5.17) σ : W Ñ W on the W in (5.7) such that

‚ σ^˚ϕ “ ´ϕ, ‚ the induced automorphism pσ̄|_Dq_˚ : Hilb^{PD} pDq Ñ Hilb^{PD} pDq coincides with σ|_{Hilb}P_{D pDq}.

Example 5.17. As X “ Totpω_{U{A} 1 q, we can choose the order two element in the C^˚ -action on fibers of X Ñ U as a candidate of σ̄ (5.16). We refer to [CZ, Rmk. 4.18] for the choice of automorphism (5.17) in examples given by quivers with potentials. In particular, in Example 3.9, we can take σpb_1, b_2, b_3, vq “ pb_1, b_2, ´b_3, vq, where the third coordinate corresponds to the fiber of C^3 “ D Ñ S “ C^2 . Then σ is homotopy to the identity map and compatible with σ̄ as required in Data 5.16.

We define the sum function ‘^nϕ : W^n Ñ C , px_1, x_2, . . . , x_nq ÞÑ nÿ i“1 ϕpx_iq, and denote Zp‘^nϕq to be its zero locus.

Given Data 5.16, there is a Cartesian diagram (5.18) W fflffl // l Zpϕ ‘ ϕq fflffl W l

Δ̄ xÞÑpσx,xq // W ^ W

σ^{´1}: px,yqÞÑpσ^{´1}x,yq fflffl W^Δ_{xÞÑpx,xq}// W ^ W,

where Δ (resp. Δ̄) is the diagonal embedding (resp. anti-diagonal embedding). We can further extend (5.18) to Cartesian diagrams of classical stacks (where P_D “ P_´|_D “ P_`|_D): (5.19) Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq fflffl r_Δ ((

i_Δ //

l Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq r_{DÑY´} ^r_{DÑY`} fflffl Hilb^{PD} pDq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ} //

fflffl^l

Hilb^{PD} pDq ^ Hilb^{PD} pDq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`}

inclusion^id_{A2} fflffl W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ}_{px,y,zqÞÑpx,x,y,zq} // W ^ W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} , and (5.20) Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^¯_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

r¯_Δ fflffl

i¯_Δ //

l Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq r_{DÑY´} ^r_{DÑY`} fflffl W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ̄} // l Zpϕ ‘ ϕq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`}

inclusion^id_{A2} fflffl W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ̄}_{px,y,zqÞÑpσx,x,y,zq} // W ^ W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} , where the map r_{DÑY´} ^ r_{DÑY`} goes to Hilb^{PD} pDq ^ Hilb^{PD} pDq and we omit the natural inclusion Hilb^{PD} pDq ^ Hilb^{PD} pDq – Critpϕq ^ Critpϕq ãÑ Zpϕ ‘ ϕq in the above diagram.

Lemma 5.18. There is a canonical isomorphism σ̄ making the following diagram commutative Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^¯_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq^{rΔ̄} // σ̄ – fflffl W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`}

Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq^{rΔ} // W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} . Proof. We have the following commutative diagrams Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^¯_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

i¯_Δ

))

σ̄ fflffl r¯_Δ )) Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

i_Δ fflffl

r_Δ //

l W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} Δ fflffl Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq σ̄^id: pa,bqÞÑpσ̄a,bq fflffl

// W ^ W ^ AP´ ^ AP` σ: px,y,z,wqÞÑpσx,y,z,wq fflffl Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq // W ^ W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} , part of which are Cartesian diagrams (5.19), (5.20). Here the automorphism σ̄ : Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq Ñ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq is induced by the automorphism (5.16). The bottom square commutes because automorphisms σ and σ̄ are compatible in Data 5.16. By a diagram chasing, we know the vertical map σ̄ exists and is an isomorphism. □ We write the ambient space (in Assumption 5.5) of Hilb^{P´|D} pDq as W^{P´|D} (where P_´|_D “ P_`|_D ) and simply denoted it as W in below. By Proposition 2.29, we have a commutative diagram Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq^– //

r_Δ fflffl Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 fflffl A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} ^ W^– // C^{:,pP´,P`q}_0 ^ W, where r_Δ is as in diagram (5.19).

Recollecting several stacks introduced in §2.4, we get the following Cartesian diagrams: (5.21) š pP_´,P_`q Hilb pP_´,P_`qpX{A 1 q: 0 l π_{node} fflffl Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q^:_0^n //

fflffl l Hilb^{P0} pX{A^1 q_0 //

π^1_{node} fflffl l Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q π fflffl š pP_´,P_`q C

:,pP_´,P_`q

0 C^{:,P0}_0^n_{normalization} // C^{P0}_0^{i0} //

fflffl l C^{Pt} fflffl 0^{i0} // A^1 .

Using the following shorthand

H :“ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq, H̄ :“ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^¯_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq,

diagrams (5.19), (5.20), and Lemma 5.18 lead to the following commutative diagram

(5.22) H

id_H ^ev_Δ fflffl r_Δ

))SSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS S H̄ σ̄ oo r¯_Δ fflffl H ^ W p_H fflffl

π_{node} ^id_W //

l C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 ^ W p_W fflffl H^{πnode} // C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 , where the lower square is Cartesian. Here ev_Δ is the composition of the restriction map (at the common divisor) and the natural embedding Critpϕq ãÑ W .

By Theorem 5.12, the map π in diagram (5.21) admits a square root virtual pullback whose base change (via diagrams (5.21) and (5.22)) defines a pπ_{node} ^ id_W q^!. As in Theorem 5.7, the map r_{DÑY`} ^r_{DÑY´} in diagram (5.20) admits a square root virtual pullback (see also (5.37)) whose base change defines b r^!_{Δ̄}. The map id_H ^ev_Δ is a regular embedding [Vis, Def. 1.20], [Ful, App. B.7.3], so there is a Gysin pullback pid_H ^ev_Δq^!.

We have the following compatibility between the above pullbacks.

Proposition 5.19. Notations as above, we have

σ̄^˚ ˝ pid_H ^ev_Δq^!˝ b pπ_{node} ^ id_W q^! “ b r^!_{Δ̄}.

Proof. The proof follows the same approach as the proof of [CZ, Prop. 4.22]. It is enough to construct diagram (5.4) for maps pid_H ^ev_Δq ˝ σ̄, pπ_{node} ^ id_W q, r¯_Δ.

As σ̄ is an isomorphism, one is reduced to construct diagram (5.4) for maps e :“ pid_H ^ev_Δq, h :“ pπ_{node} ^ id_W q, g :“ r_Δ.

Consider the derived enhancement of diagram (5.21):

Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 //

π_{node}

fflffl^l

Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q π fflffl C^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 i_{pP´ ,P` q} // CPt ,

(5.23)

where Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q is defined as in diagram (3.2) and Hilb^{pP´ ,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 is defined by the above homotopy pullback diagram. Further homotopy pullback via diagram (5.22) defines a derived enhancement of h :“ π_{node} ^ id_W . Let E_h be the restriction of the derived cotangent complex to its classical truncation, then we obtain a symmetric obstruction theory (since π has a symmetric obstruction theory by Theorem 5.12): ϕ_h : E_h Ñ L_h :“ τ^{ě´1}L_h .

Consider two derived enhancement of g :“ r_Δ. One of them is constructed via the following derived enhancement of diagram (5.19) (where P_´|_D “ P_`|_D):

(5.24) Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

r_Δ fflffl

i_Δ //

l

Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq r_{DÑY´} ^r_{DÑY`} fflffl HilbpDq^{P´ |D} ^ HilbpDq^{P`|D} ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`}

inclusion^id_{A2} fflffl W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ}_{px,y,zqÞÑpx,x,y,zq} // W ^ W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} . The restriction of the cotangent complex of r_Δ to the classical truncation gives rise to a symmetric obstruction theory ϕ_g : E_g Ñ L_g , since the right vertical map has a symmetric obstruction theory by Theorem 5.7.

The other derived enhancement of g “ r_Δ is given by the following homotopy pullback diagram: (5.25)

Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

r̃_Δ fflffl

ĩ_Δ //

l Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq r_{DÑY´} ^r_{DÑY`} fflffl Hilb^{P´|D} pDq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P` Δ}_{px,y,zqÞÑpx,x,y,zq}// Hilb^{P´|D} pDq ^ Hilb^{P`|D} pDq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} .

These two derived enhancements are related by the following commutative diagram of derived stacks:

Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq j fflffl

r̃_Δ //

Hilb^{P´|D} pDq ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} ι fflffl Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq^{rΔ} // W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} .

where ι is induced by the inclusion p : Hilb^{P´|D} pDq Ñ W . The classical truncation of j induces an isomorphism of classical stacks

t_0 ´ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq ¯ – t_0 ´ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{ΔpW q} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq ¯ “ H, because the (classical) restriction map already lies in Hilb^{P´|D} pDq. Consider the restriction of the cotangent complexes to the classical truncation, we obtain the following commutative diagram

E_g – pj^˚L_{rΔ} q|_H^α // fflffl L_{rΔ ˝j}|_H “: D fflffl L_g fflffl L_g fflffl L_g “ τ^{ě´1}L_g L_g “ τ^{ě´1}L_g .

(5.26)

By Lemma 5.20 (and its proof), we have the following commutative diagram of derived stacks

(5.27) Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0

e:“id ^ev_Δ fflffl Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq r oo g:“ι˝r̃_Δ“r_Δ˝j fflffl Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 ^ W fflffl h:“π_{node}^id_W // l A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} ^ W fflffl Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0^{πnode} // C^{:,pP´,P`q}_0 – A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} .

Restricting cotangent complexes to the classical truncations and using the fact that t_0prq is an isomorphism and L_{e˝r} |_H – L_e |_H, we obtain the following commutative diagram

pe^˚L_h q|_H – e^˚E_h fflffl

β^_r2s //

L_g |_H “ D // fflffl L_e |_H “: E_e fflffl e^˚L_h // fflffl L_g // fflffl L_e fflffl τ^{ě´1}e^˚L_h // L_g // L^1_e.

(5.28)

Similar to the proof of [CZ, Prop. 4.22], by a direct calculation, diagrams (5.26) and (5.28) fit into the following commutative diagram, where horizontal maps are distinguished triangles: D^_ r2s β fflffl

α^_r2s //

E_g // α fflffl E_e

pe^˚L_h q|_H – e^˚E_h fflffl

β^_r2s //

L_g |_H “ D // fflffl L_e |_H “: E_e fflffl e^˚L_h // fflffl L_g // fflffl L_e fflffl τ^{ě´1}e^˚L_h // L_g // L^1_e,

(5.29)

which is diagram (5.4) for maps e :“ pid_H ^ev_Δq, h :“ pπ_{node} ^ id_W q, g :“ r_Δ.

One can check that orientations chosen in Remarks 4.5 & 4.12 induce compatible orientations of E_g and E_h in diagram (5.29) as mentioned in §5.1.

Finally notice that we have σ̄^˚L_g – L_{g˝σ̄} “ L_{rΔ̄} , σ̄^˚L_e – L_{e˝σ̄} , σ̄^˚E_g – E_{rΔ̄} , where E_{rΔ̄} is the symmetric obstruction theory used to define b r^!_{Δ̄}. Here the last isomorphism is due to the following commutative diagram of derived stacks W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`}

Δ^id_{AP´ ^AP`}

fflffl_¯ Δ^id_{W ^AP´ ^AP`} vv Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq

σ̄^id fflffl

// W ^ W ^ AP´ ^ AP` σ^id_{W ^AP´ ^AP`} fflffl Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq // W ^ W ^ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} .

Consider the pullback of diagram (5.29) by the map σ̄, we obtain the desired diagram (5.4) for maps pid_H ^ev_Δq ˝ σ̄, pπ_{node} ^ id_W q, r¯_Δ. Therefore we are done. □ Lemma 5.20. Let Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0 and Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq be derived stacks defined by diagrams (5.23), (5.25) respectively. Then there is a map of derived stacks (5.30) r : Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^_{Hilb}P_´|_{D pDq} Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq Ñ Hilb^{pP´,P`q}pX{A^1 q^:_0, whose classical truncation is an isomorphism. Moreover, the restriction of the cotangent complex of r to the classical truncation is zero.

Proof. The following isomorphism (ref. Eqn. (2.13)): X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 – pY^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} q Y_AP_{´ ^D^A}P_` pA^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` q

can be interpreted as a pushout diagram of classical stacks:

(5.31) A^{P´} ^ D ^ A^{P`} fflffl

// l Y^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} fflffl A^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` // X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 . Consider also the homotopy pushout diagram of derived stacks:

(5.32) A^{P´} ^ D ^ A^{P`} fflffl

// l Y^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} fflffl A^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` // X^{:,pP´,P`q}

0,der ,

whose classical truncation recovers (5.31).

Taking shorthand A_P :“ A^{P´} ^ A^{P`} and applying Map_{dst{AP} p´, RPerf ^ A_P q to diagram (5.32), we obtain a homotopy pullback diagram

(5.33) Map_{dst{AP} ´ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0,der , RPerf ^ AP ¯

fflffl

// l Map_{dst{AP} ´ Y^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} , RPerf ^ A_P ¯

fflffl Map_{dst{AP} ´ A^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` , RPerf ^ A_P ¯ // Map_{dst{AP} pD ^ A_P , RPerf ^ A_P q .

For any derived stack T over a base stack S, base change implies a canonical equivalence:

Map_{dst{T} p‚_T , ‚_T q – Map_{dst{S} p‚, ‚q ^_S T,

where ‚_T “ ‚ ^_S T . Therefore

Map_{dst{AP} ´ Y^{P´}_´ ^ A^{P`} , RPerf ^ A_P ¯ – Map_{dst{A}P_´ ´ Y^{P´}_´ , RPerf ^ A^{P´} ¯ ^_AP_´ A_P ,

Map_{dst{AP} ´ A^{P´} ^ Y^{˝,P`}_` , RPerf ^ A_P ¯ – Map_{dst{A}P_` ´ Y^{˝,P`}_` , RPerf ^ A^{P`} ¯ ^_AP_` A_P ,

Map_{dst{AP} pD ^ A_P , RPerf ^ A_P q – Map_{dst{pt} pD, RPerfq ^ A_P .

Combined with diagram (5.33), we obtain

Map_{dst{AP} ´ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0,der , RPerf ^ AP ¯ (5.34)

– Map_{dst{A}P_´ ´ Y^{P´}_´ , RPerf ^ A^{P´} ¯ ^_{Mapdst{pt pD,RPerfq} Map_{dst{A}P_` ´ Y^{˝,P`}_` , RPerf ^ A^{P`} ¯ . Via the inclusion of the classical truncation X^{:,pP´,P`q}_0 “ t_0 ´ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0,der ¯ Ñ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0,der , we obtain

a map of derived stacks

(5.35) Map_{dst{AP} ´ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0,der , RPerf ^ AP ¯ Ñ Map_{dst{AP} ´ X^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 , RPerf ^ A_P ¯ , whose classical truncation is an isomorphism.

In Eqns. (5.34), (5.35), by fixing the determinant using diagram (3.1) and restricting to the open (relative) Hilbert substacks (3.2), (3.5), we obtain the desired map r (5.30). The statement on the cotangent complex of r is straightforward to check (e.g. [Z, diagram in pp. 516]). □

To sum up, diagrams (5.19), (5.20), (5.21), Lemma 5.18, Lemma 2.28, Proposition 2.29 give us the following commutative diagram (5.36) š pP´ ,P`q Hilb P´ pY´ , Dq ^ Hilb P` pY` , Dq š pP´ ,P`q Hilb P´ pY´ , Dq ^ Hilb P` pY` , Dq σ̄^id

oo^{rDÑY´ ^rDÑY`}// l š pP´ ,P`q Zpϕ ‘ ϕq ^ C :,pP´ ,P`q 0

š pP´ ,P`q Hilb P´ pY´, Dq ^ΔpW q Hilb P` pY`, Dq iΔ OO š pP´,P`q Hilb P´ pY´, Dq ^Δ̄pW q Hilb P` pY`, Dq σ̄oo iΔ̄ OO

rΔ̄ //^š_{pP´ ,P`q W ^ C}^{:,pP}´^{,P}`^q 0

Δ̄ OO

š pP´ ,P`q Hilb pP´ ,P`q pX{A1 q:0

l

– OO

πnode fflffl

//_{Hilb}P_{t pX{A}1_q π fflffl_l

HilbPr pXr q oo

fflffl

š pP´,P`q C :,pP´ ,P`q 0 fflffl

š pP´ ,P`q ipP´,P`q // CPt fflffl t0u i0 //_A1_{tru.} ir pr‰0q oo

Similar as the definition of relative invariants Φ^{P˘}_{Y˘,D} (5.12), under Assumption 5.5, one can define

(5.37) Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} : A_˚pZpϕ ‘ ϕqq b A_˚pA^{P´} ^ A^{P`} q Ñ A_˚ ´ Hilb^{P´} pY_´, Dq ^ Hilb^{P`} pY_`, Dq ¯ . Here although the notation is in the product form, the map is not necessarily the tensor product of two maps in general (unless under restriction to the image of A_˚pZpϕq ^ Zpϕqq Ñ A_˚pZpϕ ‘ ϕqq).

Recall also that the base change of (5.37) defines b r^!_{Δ̄} in the above diagram.

Now we are ready to state our degeneration formula in the cycle version. In below, we denote rHilb^{Pr} pX_rqs^{vir} to be the virtual class of Hilb^{Pr} pX_rq for smooth Calabi-Yau 4-fold X_r (r ‰ 0) with choice of orientation given by the restriction of the orientation in Remark 4.5 to the fiber of π.

Theorem 5.21. Let X Ñ A^1 be given in Setting 5.15 and P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 . Let Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1}

be the family invariant (5.15) and Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} be defined in (5.37) under Assumption 5.5. Then

i^!_r ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ rHilb^{Pr} pX_rqs^{vir}, @ r P A^1 zt0u,

i^!_0 ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ n_˚ ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl}

i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ ,

where n is the normalization map in (5.21). Moreover, for each pP_´, P_`q, we have

pσ̄q^˚i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl} b r^!_{Δ̄} ´ rW s ^ rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s ¯ ,

which satisfies

i¯_{Δ˚}pσ̄q^˚i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} ´ Δ̄_˚rW s ^ rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s ¯ , where Δ̄ is the anti-diagonal embedding (5.18) with respect to the automorphism σ̄ in Data 5.16. Moreover, in the presence of a torus action, the above equalities hold in equivariant Chow groups.

Proof. The first equality is by the base change property of square root virtual pullbacks [Park1, Prop. 1.15, Def. A.3]. Similar base change implies that

i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s

¯_{(5.15)} “ i^!_{pP´,P`q} ? π^! rC^{Pt} s

(5.38)

(5.23) “ b π^!_{node} i^!_{pP´,P`q}rC^{Pt} s

Lem. 2.28 “ b π^!_{node} rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s (5.22)

“ pid_H ^ev_Δq^!p^˚_H b π^!_{node} rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s (5.22)

“ pid_H ^ev_Δq^! b pπ_{node} ^ id_W q^!p^˚_W rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s Prop. 5.19

“ pσ̄^˚q^{´1} b r^!_{Δ̄} ´ rW s ^ rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s ¯ . Recall that b r^!_{Δ̄} is defined by the base change of (5.37) via (5.20), therefore

i¯_{Δ˚}σ̄^˚i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} ´ Δ̄_˚rW s ^ rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s ¯ . Finally, we have

i^!_0 ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s

¯_{(5.15)} “ i^!_0 ? π^!rC^{Pt} s

(5.21) “ b π^{1!}_{node} i^!_0 rC^{Pt} s

(5.21) “ b π^{1!}_{node} rC^{P0}_0 s

(5.21)

“ n_˚ b π^!_{node} ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl} rC^{:,pP´,P`q} 0 s (5.38)

“ n_˚ ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl}

i^!_{pP´,P`q} ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ . □

In the special case when W in Assumption 5.5 is a point, inclusions i¯_Δ, Δ̄ and automorphism σ̄ in Theorem 5.21 are identities, therefore:

Corollary 5.22. Let X Ñ A^1 be given in Setting 5.15 and P_t P K^{num}_{c,ď1}pX_tq for all t P A^1 . Assume for any splitting datum pP_´, P_`q of P_0, we have Hilb^{P´|D} pDq “ Spec C . Then we have

i^!_r ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ rHilb^{Pr} pX_rqs^{vir}, @ r P A^1 zt0u,

i^!_0 ´ Φ^{Pt}_{X{A 1} rC^{Pt} s ¯ “ n_˚ ÿ pP_´,P_`qPΛ^{P0}_{spl}

Φ^{P´}_{Y´,D} b Φ^{P`}_{Y`,D} rC^{:,pP´,P`q}

0 s.

Moreover, in the presence of a torus action, the above equalities hold in equivariant Chow groups.

When we consider (relative) Hilbert stacks of points on X{A^1 and pY_˘, Dq, the above assumption holds. In particular, using (5.12), we define

(5.39) rHilb^{n˘} pY_˘, Dqs^{vir} :“ Φ^{n˘}_{Y˘,D}rA^{n˘} s P A_{n˘} pHilb^{n˘} pY_˘, Dqq.

In the following section, we will use the above degeneration formula (and a variant of it) to calculate tautological integrals on rHilb^{Pr} pX_rqs^{vir} (r ‰ 0) when X_r is C^4 or local curve Tot_C pL_1 ‘ L_2 ‘ L_3q.

6. Applications to Hilbert schemes of points

In this section, we study equivariant DT_4 theory for Hilbert schemes of points on (log) Calabi-Yau 4-folds. As an application of our degeneration formula, we compute tautological integrals on virtual classes rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir} and prove the conjectural formula proposed in [CK1]. Combining with the vertex formalism [CK1, NP], this implies the conjecture in loc. cit. for any toric Calabi-Yau 4-fold. We also compute zero dimensional (relative) DT_4 invariants for all local curves.

6.1. Virtual classes of Hilb^npC^4 q. Consider C^4 with standard torus action by pC^˚ q^4: t ¨ px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4q “ pt_1 ¨ x_1, t_2 ¨ x_2, t_3 ¨ x_3, t_4 ¨ x_4q, and also the 3-dimensional CY subtorus (6.1) T :“ tpt_1, t_2, t_3, t_4q | t_1t_2t_3t_4 “ 1u Ă pC^˚ q^4. The ring of equivariant parameters is H^˚_T pptq “ C rs_1 , s_2, s_3s –

C rs_1 , s_2, s_3, s_4s ps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4q . As the T -fixed locus of Hilb^npC^4 q is proper [CK1, Lem. 3.1], the Hilbert scheme Hilb^npC^4 q of n points on C^4 admits a T -equivariant virtual class [OT]: rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T P A^T_n pHilb^npC^4 qq, which depends on the choice of orientation [Boj, CGJ, CL2]. As Hilb^npC^4 q is connected [Fo, Prop. 2.3], reversing an orientation affects the virtual class by a minus sign.

To fix the orientation of virtual classes, we fix a presentation of C^4 (ref. Theorem 4.4) as (6.2) C^4 “ Tot ´ ω_C3_{s1 ,s2 ,s3} ¯ , and then use convention as specified by Remark 4.5. Here C^3_{s1 ,s2,s3} denotes the first three coordinate planes of C^4_{s1 ,s2 ,s3,s4} .

6.2. Tautological insertions. Let L P Pic^{pC˚ q4} pC^4 q be a pC^˚ q^4-equivariant line bundle on C^4 . The tautological rank n bundle of L is (6.3) L^{rns} :“ π_{M˚}pπ^˚_X L b O_Z q, where π_M : Hilb^npC^4 q ^ C^4 Ñ Hilb^npC^4 q, π_X : Hilb^npC^4 q ^ C^4 Ñ C^4 are natural projections and Z ãÑ Hilb^npC^4 q ^ C^4 is the universal zero dimensional subscheme. On C^4 , as in [CK1], we can take (6.4) L “ O_C4 b t^{d1}_1 t^{d2}_2 t^{d3}_3 t^{d4}_4 , @ d_1, d_2, d_3, d_4 P Z, where t_1, t_2, t_3, t_4 are torus weights of pC^˚ q^4. Actually, we could do more by taking an extra 1- dimensional torus C^˚_m acting trivially on C^4 (and also on Hilb^npC^4 q). Let L_m :“ O_C4 b e^m denote a trivial line bundle on C^4 with C^˚_m -equivariant weight to be m. Its tautological bundle is L^{rns}_m – O^{rns} b e^m.

The line bundle (6.4) can be obtained by pulling back along the map BpC^˚ q^4 Ñ BC^˚_m , pt_1, t_2, t_3, t_4q ÞÑ t^{d1}_1 t^{d2}_2 t^{d3}_3 t^{d4}_4 .

Definition 6.1. Choose orientation on Hilb^npC^4 q (n ě 1) as specified by Eqn. (6.2) and Remark 4.5. We define the generating function of pT ^ C^˚_m q-equivariant zero dimensional DT_4 invariants with tautological insertions:

ZpC^4 q :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q,

which lies in pFrac H^˚_T pptq b H^˚_{Cm̊} pptqqrrqss – C ps_1 , s_2, s_3qrmsrrqss, where q is the degree-counting parameter. The generating function of T -equivariant zero dimensional DT_4 invariants with tautological insertions is ZpC^4 q ˇ ˇ_{m“d1s1 `d2s2 `d3s3 `d4s4} P C ps_1 , s_2, s_3qrrqss.

Remark 6.2. As C^˚_m acts trivially on C^4 , virtual normal bundles appearing in localization formulae of Hilb^npC^4 q do not involve m, hence coefficients of above generating series are polynomials in m.

If we assign parameters with gradings as follows deg s_i “ deg m “ 1, 1 ď i ď 3; deg q “ 0, the generating function ZpC^4 q will be homogeneous of degree 0.

6.3. Relative and rubber geometry. In the approach of [MNOP2], zero dimensional DT_3 invariants are computed via the relative DT_3 invariants of pP^1 ^ C^2 , t8u ^ C^2 q. The naive 4-dimensional analogue pP^1 ^ C^3 , t8u ^ C^3 q does not have a well-defined DT_4 analogy, as it fails to be (log) CY_4. Instead, using constructions in §5.2 and §A.3, we study T -equivariant versions of the following invariants. More basics about rubber theory are recalled in Appendix A.

(1) DT_4 invariants of pX, D_8q, where X “ X_{´1,0,0} :“ TotpO_P1p´1q ‘ O_P1 ‘ O_P1q, D_8 :“ t8u ^ C^3 , and pC^˚ q^4 acts on X with the following tangent weights at fixed points:

at 0 : ´s_1, ´s_2, ´s_3, ´s_4; at 8 : s_1, ´ps_2 ` s_1q, ´s_3, ´s_4.

We take a 3-dimensional subtorus T Ă pC^˚ q^4 as follows. Recall X can be constructed as pC^2 zt0uq ^_C˚ C^3 , where C^˚ acts on C^3 by weights p´1, 0, 0q. Then we take^{14} T “ pC^˚ q^2 ^_C˚ pC^˚ q^2, where the 2nd pC^˚ q^2 Ă pC^˚ q^3 is the CY torus on C^3 . In other words, T is a twisted product of the C^˚ on P^1 and the CY torus on the fiber C^3 . Equivariant parameters for T are given by the condition s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4 “ 0.

(2) DT_4 invariants of pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q, where Δ “ X_{0,0,0} :“ P^1 ^ C^3 , D_0 :“ t0u ^ C^3 , D_8 :“ t8u ^ C^3 , and pC^˚ q^4 acts on Δ with tangent weights ¯s_1, ´s_2, ´s_3, ´s_4 at 0 and 8. As before, we take T “ C^˚ ^ pC^˚ q^2, where the 2nd factor is the CY torus on C^3 . The equivariant parameters of CY torus T are given by the equation s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4 “ 0.

(3) Rubber invariants of pΔ, D_0\D_8q, where the C^˚ -action on P^1 is considered as automorphism in the relative Hilbert stack. In this case, T “ pC^˚ q^2 is the CY torus on the fiber C^3 , whose equivariant parameters satisfy s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4 “ 0.

To fix the orientation of virtual classes, we need to fix the presentation of the log Calabi-Yau pair (ref. Theorem 4.7^{15}) as (6.5) pTotpω_U pSqq, Totpω_S qq , and then use convention as specified by Remark 4.12. In the above three cases, we fix (6.6) p1q : U “ TotpO_P1p´1q ‘ O_P1q, S “ t8u ^ C^2_{s2 ,s3} ; p2q & p3q : U “ P^1 ^ C^2_{s2 ,s3} , S “ t0, 8u ^ C^2_{s2 ,s3} , where C^2_{s2 ,s3} denotes the first two coordinate planes of C^3_{s2 ,s3 ,s4} .

As in Definition 6.1, we define relative invariants in above geometries.

Definition 6.3. Choose orientation as specified by Eqn. (6.6) and Remark 4.12. We define generating functions of those relative DT_4 invariants with tautological insertions by:

(1) pX, D_8q: ZpX, D_8q :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npX,D_8 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q,

where Hilb^npX, D_8q is the T -equivariant virtual class (5.39).

14This is the same as the choice of torus in Remark 5.8 if we interpret local curves using Example 2.14. 15For ideal sheaves of points, relative orientations are equivalent to absolute orientations, as the image of the map r_{DÑY} in Definition 4.6 is Spec C ^ A.

(2) pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q:

ZpΔ, D_0 \ D_8q :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npΔ,D_0\D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q,

where Hilb^npΔ, D_0 \ D_8q is the T -equivariant virtual class (5.39). (3) Rubber theory for pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q:

Z^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^{„,n}pΔ,D_0\D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q,

where rHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T is the rubber T -equivariant virtual class (Definition A.11). Here L_m “ O b e^m is a trivial line bundle with C^˚_m weight m and L^{rns}_m “ O^{rns} b e^m is its tautological bundle (6.3).

In below, we follow the approach of [MNOP2] to compute all invariants defined in above. Lemma 6.4. The q-coefficients of ZpX, D_8q only have poles in monomials of s_2, s_1 ` s_2, s_3, s_1` s_2 ` s_3.

Proof. There is a projective map π : X “ TotpO_P1p´1qq ^ C^2 Ñ C^2 ^ C^2 , where TotpO_P1p´1qq Ñ C^2 is the blowup of C^2 at the origin. With our convention of T -action, π is T -equivariant if T acts on C^2 ^ C^2 with tangent weights ´s_2, ´ps_1 ` s_2q, ´s_3, ´s_4 “ ps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3q.

The rest of the argument is the same as [MNOP2, Lem. 3]. The Hilbert–Chow morphism, together with the contraction of bubbles, yields a proper and T -equivariant map

Hilb^npX, D_8q Ñ Sym^n X Ñ Sym^n C^4 Ñ nà i“1 C^4 ,

where the last map is � px_i, y_i, z_i, w_iq ( ÞÑ ~ ÿ i x_i, ÿ i y_i, ÿ i z_i, ÿ i w_i ¸ ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ ~ ÿ i x^n_i , ÿ i y^n_i , ÿ i z^n_i , ÿ i w^n_i ¸ . The lemma then follows by pushing forward the virtual class to

À_n

i“1 C^4 . □ Consider the subtorus C^˚ “ tpt_1, t^{´1}_1 , 1, 1qu Ă T.

In §A.5, we prove the following lemma by C^˚ -localization on Hilb^npX, D_8q. Lemma 6.5.

(6.7) ZpX, D_8q “ ZpC^4 q ¨ W_8, where

(6.8) W_8 :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^{„,n}pΔ,D_0\D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q s_1 ´ ψ_0 . Here ψ_0 “ ψ_0pA^„q is the cotangent line bundle class introduced in Defintion A.6, and we omit the pullback map to Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q for simplicity.

For l ě 0, we introduce

F_{8,l} :“ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^{„,n}pΔ,D_0\D_8 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q ¨ ψ^l_0

(6.9)

P Frac ^ C rs_1 ` s_2, s_3, s_4s ps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4q ˙ b H^˚_C˚_m pptqrrqss – C ps_1 ` s_2, s_3qrmsrrqss.

Note that here for the rubber theory, the bubble components Δ come from the chart of X containing D_8, where the torus on the fiber has equivariant weights ´ps_1 ` s_2q, ´s_3, ´s_4.

Lemma 6.6. log W_8 “ 1 s_1

F_{8,0}.

Proof. The argument follows from the same approach as in [MNOP2, Lem. 4], which we spell out explicitly. Consider the universal substack π_Z „ : Z^{„,n} Ñ Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q, which is flat and finite of degree n over Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q. As in Definition A.11, we define rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} :“ π^˚_Z „ rHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T .

For l ě 1, the projection formula implies that q d dq F_{8,l} “ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rZ^{„,n}s^{vir}

π^˚_Z „ e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q ¨ π^˚_Z „ ψ^l_0

“ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rZ^{„,n}s^{vir}

π^˚_Z „ e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q ¨ π^˚ψ^l_0

“ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rZ^{„,n}s^{vir}

π^˚_Z „ e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q ¨ π^˚ψ^{l´1}_0 ¨ ψ_0pR^„q,

where ψ_0pR^„q is the tautological psi-class on the universal family π : R^„ Ñ A^„ (see Remark A.9). We used diagram (A.1) in the 2nd equation and Proposition A.13 (2) in the last equation.

For any l ě 1, we have q d dq F_{8,l} (6.10) “ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rZ^{„,n}s^{vir}

π^˚_Z „ e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q ¨ π^˚ψ^{l´1}_0 ¨ ψ_0pR^„q

“ 8ÿ n“1 q^n ÿ n_´`n_`“n n_´,n_`ą0 ż rHilb^{„,n´} pΔ,D_0\D_8 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rn´s}_m q ¨ ψ^{l´1}_0¨ ż rZ^{„,n`} s^{vir}

π^˚_Z „ e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rn`s}_m q

“F_{8,l´1} ¨ q d dq F_{8,0}, where in the 2nd equality, we use Proposition A.13 (1) on the isomorphism (A.4): Z^{„,n} ^_R„,n Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} – Hilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^ Z^{„,n`} , and also the splitting (according to the above isomorphism): L^{rns}_m – L^{rn´s}_m ‘ L^{rn`s}_m , for L_m :“ O b e^m.

Note that ψ^{l´1}_0 is distributed to the left integral as the marked point 0 is given from Hilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q (ref. Proposition A.10 (4)), and n_´, n_` in above are positive by Remark A.2.

Solving (6.10), we obtain F_{8,l} “

F^{l`1}_{8,0} pl ` 1q! . By expanding the RHS of (6.8) and use the above equation, we obtain

W_8 “ 1` 8ÿ l“0 F_{8,l} s^{l`1}_1

“ 1` 8ÿ l“0 F^{l`1}_{8,0} pl ` 1q!s^{l`1}_1

“ exp ^ F_{8,0} s_1 ˙ . □ 6.4. Zero dimensional DT_4 invariants of C^4 . Lemma 6.7. For n ě 1, ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q is divisible by m.

Proof. Recall the vertex formalism in [CK1, Prop. 3.17]: by pT ^ C^˚_m q-localization, ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q can be written as a summation over solid partitions π of size n. Let π “ tπ_{ijk} u_{i,j,kě1} be a solid partition ([CK1, Def. 3.3]), and Z be the T -fixed point in Hilb^npC^4 q corresponding to π. Then the contribution from the tautological insertion is e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m |_Z q “ e_{T ^C}˚_m pH^0pC^4 , O_Z q b e^mq, where H^0pC^4 , O_Z q b e^m “ ÿ i,j,kě1 π_{ijk}ÿ

l“1 e^mt^{i´1}_1 t^{j´1}_2 t^{k´1}_3 t^{l´1}_4 .

In particular, if n ě 1, the solid partition π must contain the box with pi, j, k, lq “ p1, 1, 1, 1q. Therefore, H^0pC^4 , O_Z q b e^m “ e^m ` ¨ ¨ ¨ , which contributes to a factor m in e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}m |_Z q. □ Theorem 6.8. With the canonical choice of orientation (in Definition 6.1), we have ZpC^4 q “ Mp´qq^{şC4 m cT3 pC4 q} “ Mp´qq^{´mps2s3s4 `s1s3 s4`s1s2s4`s1s2s3q} s1s2s3 s4 , where Mpqq :“ ź ně1 1 p1 ´ q^nq^n

is the MacMahon function and ż C^4

denotes equivariant push-forward to a point. As a consquence, for any L P Pic^{pC˚ q4} pC^4 q, we have 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_T pL^{rns}q “ Mp´qq^{şC4 cT3 pC4 q¨cT1 pLq},

i.e. [CK1, Conj. 1.6] holds on C^4 . Proof. Identity (6.7) implies that log ZpC^4 q “ log ZpX, D_8q ´ log W_8.

By Lemma 6.4, log ZpX, D_8q only has poles in monomials of s_2, s_1 ` s_2, s_3, s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3.

By Lemma 6.6 and Eqn. (6.9), log W_8 “ 1 s_1 F_{8,0} has a simple pole at s_1 and coefficients of F_{8,0} are rational functions in s_1 ` s_2, s_3.

Combining with Lemma 6.7, we know the q^n-coefficients (n ě 1) of log ZpC^4 q must be of the form (after applying s_4 “ ´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3):

(6.11) m s_1s^a_2 s^b_3p´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3q^c ¨ P_nps_1, s_2, s_3, mq Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q , where a, b, c P Z are integers (possibly depending on n), P_n and Q_n are homogeneous polynomials, such that (6.11) is homogeneous of degree 0. We may also assume that P_n and Q_n are not divisible by s_1, s_2, s_3, s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3.

By symmetry, we have ZpC^4 q “ F ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4, qq|_{s4 “´ps1`s2 `s3 q}, for some invariant function F P C ps_1 , s_2, s_3, s_4, qq^{S4} , where S_4 is the symmetric group of s_1, s_2, s_3, s_4. In particular, ZpC^4 q is symmetric in s_1, s_2, s_3, and hence the order of poles at s_1, s_2, s_3 are the same. Therefore a “ b “ 1. As symmetric rational functions are quotients of symmetric polynomials, we may further assume that P_n and Q_n are symmetric in s_1, s_2, s_3.

Since Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q is symmetric in s_1, s_2, s_3, we have Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q “ Q_nps_1 ` s_3, s_2q.

By setting s_3 “ 0, we see that the 2-variable polynomial Q_npx, yq satisfies that Q_npx, yq “ Q_npx ` y, 0q, which implies that Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q “ Q_nps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3, 0q. By homogeneity, we have Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q P C ¨ ps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3q^N.

However, Q_nps_1 ` s_2, s_3q is not divisible by s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 by assumption, so it must be a constant.

By the S_4-invariance, the function F is invariant under s_1 Ø ´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3.

By investigating the order of s_1 and ´s_1 ´s_2 ´s_3, we know c “ 1. After applying s_4 “ ´s_1 ´s_2 ´s_3, (6.11) is of the form m s_1s_2s_3s_4 ` f_1ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q ` mf_2ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q ` m^2f_3ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q ` m^3f_4ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q ˘ , where f_i’s are symmetric polynomials in s_1, s_2, s_3, s_4 (depending on n), homogeneous of degree 4 ´ i (so that the expression is homogeneous of degree 0 by the convention in Remark 6.2).

It follows that f_1ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q “ a_3 e_3psq ` a_{2,1} e_2psq e_1psq ` a_{1,1,1} e_1psq^3, f_2ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q “ a_2 e_2psq ` a_{1,1} e_1psq^2, f_3ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q “ a_1 e_1psq, f_4ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q “ a_0, for some a_3, a_{2,1}, a_{1,1,1}, a_2, a_{1,1}, a_1, a_0 P C and

e_kpsq :“ ÿ 1ďi_1 ă¨¨¨ăi_k ď4

s_{i1} ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{ik}

are the elementary symmetric polynomials.

Under the CY condition s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 ` s_4 “ 0, we have e_1psq “ 0, thus we may take a_{2,1} “ a_{1,1,1} “ a_{1,1} “ a_1 “ 0.

Therefore (6.11) must be of the form 1 s_1s_2s_3s_4 ` a_3 e_3psq m ` a_2 e_2psq m^2 ` a_0 m^4 ˘ . Note that a_3, a_2, a_0 actually also depend on n, which we omit to avoid cumbersome notations. Summing over n, we conclude that there exists some g_3pqq, g_2pqq, g_0pqq P q ¨ C rqs such that

log ZpC^4 q “ m e_3psq g_3pqq ` m^2e_2psqg_2pqq ` m^4g_0pqq s_1s_2s_3s_4 . To determine the formula, by taking m “ ´s_4 “ s_1 ` s_2 ` s_3 (ref. [CK1, Lem. 3.14]), we specialize to the case when L “ O b t^{´1}_4 , i.e. the line bundle associated to the smooth pC^˚ q^4-invariant divisor D “ C^3 Ă C^4 cut out by x_4 “ 0. This case has been calculated by 4-fold vertex in [CK1, Thm. 1.7]. To be precise, the invariant in loc. cit. is defined at the level of torus fixed locus (i.e. solid partitions). It is related to our globally defined invariant by torus localization formula [OT], with the sign rule proven in [KR]. By Proposition D.2 and the sign rule in [KR], we know at torus fixed zero dimensional subschemes which are scheme theoretically supported on D, we can take the 4-fold vertex (with the induced sign) to be the same as the 3-fold vertex given in [MNOP1]. For other torus fixed subschemes, their contribution to invariants are zero by [CK1, Eqn. (3.8)].

Let ē_kps_1, s_2, s_3q be the specialization: ē_kps_1, s_2, s_3q :“ e_kps_1, s_2, s_3, ´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3q, which is a homogeneous polynomial in s_1, s_2, s_3 of degree k. Then we have

(6.12) log ZpC^4 q ˇ ˇ ˇ_{m“´s4} “

´s_4ē_3psqg_3pqq ` s^2_4 ē_2psqg_2pqq ` s^4 g_0pqq s_1s_2s_3s_4 . By the MNOP formula [MNOP1], (6.12) is equal to ē_3psq s_1s_2s_3 log Mp´qq, where ē_3psq “ ´ps_1 ` s_2qps_1 ` s_3qps_2 ` s_3q.

By expanding (6.12) in s_4 “ ´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3 and comparing with the above formula, we conclude that g_3pqq “ ´ log Mp´qq, g_2pqq “ g_0pqq “ 0.

The theorem then follows from the identity s_2s_3s_4 ` s_1s_3s_4 ` s_1s_2s_4 ` s_1s_2s_3 “ ´ps_1 ` s_2qps_1 ` s_3qps_2 ` s_3q, where s_4 “ ´s_1 ´ s_2 ´ s_3. □

By a similar degeneration argument or directly applying a specialization argument (e.g. [CKM1, App. A], [CKM3, §6.2]), we can obtain the following invariants without insertions, which confirms the conjecture in [CK1, Conj. B.1].

Corollary 6.9. 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npC^4 qs^{vir}_T

1 “ exp „ ´ ps_1 ` s_2qps_1 ` s_3qps_2 ` s_3q s_1s_2s_3ps_1 ` s_2 ` s_3q q ȷ . We can also extract relative and rubber invariants from a similar pole analysis.

Corollary 6.10. We have

(1) W_8 “ Mp´qq^{ms}1 , (2) ZpX, D_8q “ Mp´qq^{´ mps2 s3`s3s4`s2s4q} s2s3s4 . Proof. The second equation follows from the first equation, Eqn. (6.7) and Theorem 6.8. We prove the first one. We have log ZpC^4 q “ log ZpX, D_8q ´ log W_8 “ log ZpX, D_8q´ F_{8,0} s_1 . where log ZpX, D_8q only has poles in monomials of s_2, s_1`s_2, s_3, s_1`s_2 `s_3 (Lemma 6.4). Therefore, ´F_{8,0} is the residue of log ZpC^4 q at s_1, which is ´m log Mp´qq. □ This corollary allows us to compute relative tautological invariants on pX “ TotpO_P1p´1qq ^ C^2 , D_8 “ t8u ^ C^3 q for topologically nontrivial line bundle (i.e. not just L_m “ Obe^m). Consider a pC^˚ q^4^C^˚_m -equivariant line bundle Lrls P Pic^{pC˚ q4 ^Cm̊} pXq such that Lrls|_{XzD8} “ O b e^m, Lrls|_{XzD0} “ O b e^m ¨ t^l_1.

In other words, Lrls is an equivariant enhancement of the pullback of the line bundle O_P1p´lq to X.

As in Definition 6.3, we define

Z_{Lrls}pX, D_8q :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npX,D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pLrls^{rns}q.

Corollary 6.11. Z_{Lrls}pX, D_8q “ ZpX, D_8q ¨ Mp´qq^l. Proof. Similar to (6.7), we have Z_{Lrls}pX, D_8q “ ZpC^4 q ¨ W_{8,t}l_{1 ¨e}m “ ZpC^4 q ¨ W_8|_{mÞÑm`ls1} , where W_{8,t}l_{1 ¨e}m :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^{„,n}pΔ,D_0\D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pO^{rns} b t^l_1 ¨ e^mq s_1 ´ ψ_0 is defined similarly as (6.8). Then the conclusion follows from Corollary 6.10 (1) and (6.7). □ 6.5. Zero dimensional DT_4 invariants of log CY local curves. Let C be a smooth connected projective curve of genus g, and L_1, L_2, L_3 be line bundles on C. In this subsection, we consider the following smooth quasi-projective 4-fold (6.13) X :“ Tot_C pL_1 ‘ L_2 ‘ L_3q.

Let p_1, . . . , p_r P C be r distinct points and D_i :“ tp_iu ^ C^3 be the fibers over p_i in X, which we will take as relative divisors. We impose the (log) CY condition: L_1 b L_2 b L_3 – ω_C pp_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` p_rq, which implies that (6.14) D :“ \^r_{i“1}D_i is an anti-canonical divisor of X and (6.15) deg L_1 ` deg L_2 ` deg L_3 “ 2g ´ 2 ` r ě ´2.

Let pC^˚ q^3 be the torus acting on the fibers of X Ñ C, and consider the CY subtorus T :“ tpt_2, t_3, t_4q | t_2t_3t_4 “ 1u Ă pC^˚ q^3.

The ring of equivariant parameters is

H^˚_T pptq “

C rs_2 , s_3, s_4s ps_2 ` s_3 ` s_4q . Let L be a line bundle on C. By an abuse of notation, we denote its pullback to X still by L. Let C^˚_m be an extra 1-dimensional torus acting trivially on X and Hilbert schemes on X. We consider C^˚_m -equivariant line bundle on X:

(6.16) L_m :“ L b e^m, with C^˚_m -weight to be m. Consider the relative Hilbert stack Hilb^npX, \^r_{i“1}D_iq, whose T -fixed locus is proper (Remark 2.26). The virtual class can be similarly defined as in previous sections.

To fix the orientation of virtual classes, we need to fix the presentation of the log Calabi-Yau pair (ref. Theorem 4.7) as pX, \^r_{i“1}D_iq “ pTotpω_U pSqq, Totpω_S qq, and then use convention as specified by Remark 4.12. Here we take (6.17) U “ Tot_C pL_1 ‘ L_2q , S “ \^r_{i“1}tp_iu ^ C^2_{s2 ,s3} .

Definition 6.12. Choose orientation as specified by Eqn. (6.17) and Remark 4.12. The pT ^ C^˚_m qequivariant relative DT_4 generating function of pX, \^r_{i“1}D_iq with tautological insertions is

ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq :“ 1` 8ÿ n“1 q^n ż rHilb^npX,\^r_{i“1}D_i qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q P

C ps_2 , s_3, s_4q ps_2 ` s_3 ` s_4q rmsrrqss. Our approach to compute ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq is an analogue to the application of degeneration formula in the 3-fold case [BP1, BP2, OP2]. Consider a simple degeneration of the curve C into a union C_0 “ C_´ Y_p C_`, where the line bundles L_i (1 ď i ď 3) and L degenerate to L^˘_i and L^˘ on C_˘. The topological data are required to satisfy (6.18) gpC_´q ` gpC_`q “ g, deg L^´_i ` deg L^`_i “ deg L_i, deg L^´ ` deg L^` “ deg L. We denote Y_˘ :“ Tot_{C˘} pL^˘_1 ‘ L^˘_2 ‘ L^˘_3 q.

Let p_1, . . . , p_{r´} be the points that degenerate into C_´, and p_{r´`1}, . . . , p_{r´`r`} be those degenerating into C_`, where r_´ ` r_` “ r. Y_˘ then carries the corresponding divisors D_i’s. The node p also introduces an extra divisor D^˘_p on Y_˘. We require that Equ. (6.15) also holds for Y_˘.

The degeneration formula, i.e. Corollary 5.22, implies that

ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq “ ZpY_´, \^{r´}_{i“1}D_i \ D^´_p ; L^´_mq ¨ ZpY_`, \^r_{i“r´`1}D_i \ D^`_p ; L^`_mq, where the orientation in the RHS is chosen similarly as Definition 6.12.

Definition 6.13. For a smooth divisor D Ă X, let Ω_X rDs denote^{16} the locally free sheaf of 1- forms on X with logarithmic poles along D and T_X r´Ds be its dual sheaf of tangent vectors with logarithmic zeros along D.

Example 6.14. For the divisor D in C^4 defined by x_1 “ 0, T_C4 r´Ds is generated by tangent vectors x_1B_{x1} and B_{xi} (2 ď i ď 4). As pC^˚ q^4-representations, we have T_C4 “ t^{´1}_1 ` t^{´1}_2 ` t^{´1}_3 ` t^{´1}_4 , T_C4 r´Ds “ 1 ` t^{´1}_2 ` t^{´1}_3 ` t^{´1}_4 .

In particular, c_3pT_C4 r´Dsq “ ´s_2s_3s_4.

Lemma 6.15. Let D :“ \^r_{i“1}D_i. Then ż X c^{T ^Cm̊} 1 pL_mq ¨ c^T_3 pT_X r´Dsq “ deg L ´ m ^ 1 s_2 ` 1 s_3 ` 1 s_4 ˙ p2 ´ 2g ´ rq.

16Here we follow the notation as [MNOP2]. In many situations, it is denoted by T X p´ log Dq (e.g. [Voi, §8.2.2]).

Proof. Recall that L is the pullback of a line bundle from C. By T -localization, we have

(6.19) ż X c^{T ^Cm̊} 1 pL_mq ¨ c^T_3 pT_X r´Dsq “ ż C c^{T ^Cm̊} 1 pL_mq ¨ c^T_3 pT_X r´Ds|_Cq c^T_3 pL_1 ‘ L_2 ‘ L_3q . We have a short exact sequence

0 Ñ L_1 ‘ L_2 ‘ L_3 Ñ T_X r´Ds|_C Ñ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸ Ñ 0,

which implies that

c^T_3 pT_X r´Ds|_C q “ 3ź i“1 ` c^T_1 pL_iq ˘ ` ~ ź 1ďiăjď3

c^T_1 pL_iqc^T_1 pL_j q ¸ c^T_1 ~ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸¸ . On the other hand, for 1 ď i ď 3, we have: c^{T ^Cm̊} 1 pL_mq “ m ` c_1pLq, c^T_1 pL_iq “ ´s_{i`1} ` c_1pL_iq,

c^T_1 ~ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸¸ “ c_1 ~ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸¸ “ p2 ´ 2g ´ rq rpts.

Combining with (6.19), we conclude that ż X c^{T ^Cm̊} 1 pL_mq ¨ c^T_3 pT_X r´Dsq “ ż C pm ` c_1pLqq¨ « 1` ^ 1 ´s_2 ` c_1pL_1q ` 1 ´s_3 ` c_1pL_2q ` 1 ´s_4 ` c_1pL_3q ˙ c_1 ~ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸¸ff

“ ż C c_1pLq ´ m ^ 1 s_2 ` 1 s_3 ` 1 s_4 ˙ ż C c_1 ~ T_C ~ ´ rÿ i“1 p_i ¸¸

“ deg L ´ m ^ 1 s_2 ` 1 s_3 ` 1 s_4 ˙ p2 ´ 2g ´ rq. □

Now we state our main theorem on zero-dimensional DT_4 invariants for any log CY local curve. Theorem 6.16. Let X be a local curve (6.13), \^r_{i“1}D_i (6.14) be its anti-canonical divisor and L_m be the line bundle (6.16). Then ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq “ Mp´qq^{şX cT ^C} ˚ m 1 pL_mq¨c^T_3 pT_X r´Dsq,

where Mpqq :“ ś ně1 1 p1´q^n q^n is the MacMahon function, and TX r´Ds is given in Definition 6.13.

Proof. The moduli space of complex structures on a curve C and Picard groups of line bundles on C with fixed degrees are connected. The equivariant Euler class of the tautological bundle of L_m depends only on the degree of L by the Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch theorem. With orientation chosen canonically in Definition 6.12, our generating function is deformation invariant and hence depends only on the data: g, deg L_i, deg L and r, which we denote as Zpg; l_1, l_2, l_3; lq :“ ZpX, \^r_{i“1}D_i ; L_mq, where l_i :“ deg L_i, l :“ deg L, and r is determined by Eqn. (6.15). The degeneration formula implies (6.20) Zpg; l_1, l_2, l_3; lq “ Zpg_´; l^´_1 , l^´_2 , l^´_3 ; l^´q ¨ Zpg_`; l^`_1 , l^`_2 , l^`_3 ; l^`q, where relations between all topological data are given in (6.18). Therefore invariants for g ě 1 can be reduced to products of invariants on g “ 1. As for a g “ 1 curve C, we can consider a degeneration of C into C_´ Y_{tp,p}1_u C_`, where C_˘ – P^1, hence invariants can then be further reduced to g “ 0 case.

On the other hand, Lemma 6.15 shows that the RHS of the theorem also satisfies a similar gluing formula. Hence, it suffices to prove the theorem for g “ 0.

The formula (6.20) for p0; 0, 0, 0; 0q is Zp0; 0, 0, 0; 0q “ Zp0; 0, 0, 0; 0q^2, which implies that Zp0; 0, 0, 0; 0q “ 1, and hence Zp0; l_1, l_2, l_3; lq ¨ Zp0; ´l_1, ´l_2, ´l_3; ´lq “ 1.

Combining with a further decomposition of l_i’s, l using (6.20), it suffices to prove the theorem for the following four cases:

pg; l_1, l_2, l_3; lq “ p0; ´1, 0, 0; 0q, p0; 0, ´1, 0; 0q, p0; 0, 0, ´1; 0q, p0; ´1, 0, 0; 1q.

In the first case, the theorem reduces to Corollary 6.10 and Lemma 6.15. The second and third cases should follow from the first case by symmetry, but one should be careful about the choice of orientation: by the orientation convention (6.17) and the invariance of Corollary 6.10 (2) under variable change: s_2 Ø s_3, we know the second case follows from the first case. As for the third case, we can redo §6.3 by using the orientation fixed by presentating the log Calabi-Yau pairs in Definition 6.3 as (6.5) with

p1q : U “ P^1 ^ C^2_{s3 ,s4} , S “ t8u ^ C^2_{s3 ,s4} ; p2q & p3q : U “ P^1 ^ C^2_{s3 ,s4} , S “ t0, 8u ^ C^2_{s3 ,s4} ,

in each individual case (compared with the previous choice given in (6.6)). Since the formula of Theorem 6.8 (therefore also Corollary 6.10 (2)) is invariant under the permutation ps_1, s_2, s_3, s_4q Ñ ps_1, s_3, s_4, s_2q, this case can also be reduced to the first case.

The last case p0; ´1, 0, 0; 1q follows from Corollary 6.11 and Lemma 6.15. The theorem is therefore proved. □

Appendix A. Rubber moduli stacks

In practice, a very useful variant of the construction in §2.1 and §2.2 is the so-called rubber moduli stacks (ref. [OP2, §4.8, §4.9]). We briefly describe their construction here, focusing on moduli of zero-dimensional subschemes.

A.1. Rubber expanded pairs. Let pY, Dq be a smooth pair as in §2.1 and

Δ “ P_DpO_D ‘ N_{D{Y} q,

which comes with two canonical divisors D_0 and D_8. Similar to Proposition 2.7, for each k P N, there is a standard family Δrks Ñ A^k , whose central fiber is

Δrks_0 “ Δ Y_D Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ loooooooomoooooooon

k-times . The standard families for different k’s fit together. The family Δrks Ñ A^k is pC^˚ q^{k`1}-equivariant. Together with the discrete symmetries containing permutations of the coordinates, we obtain a smooth equivalence relation „. The difference between this setting and that in §2.1 is that here we also turn on the C^˚ -action on the first Δ in Δrks_0.

We are primarily interested in Hilbert stacks of points, where topological data are of the form

P “ nrO_{pt}s P K^{num}_c pDq,

with pt P D a closed point. By the definition of numerical K-theory, the class rO_{pt}s is independent of the choice of pt P D by the connectness of D. Transversality condition then forces that P_´|_D “ 0 and Hilb^{P´|D} pDq “ Spec C . In what follows, we denote the topological datum by n instead of nrO_{pt}s.

To sum up, we have the following notations, analogous to Definitions 2.3 & 2.21.

Definition A.1. Let Y , D, Δ be as above, and n ě 0 be an integer.

‚ The stack of rubber expanded pairs is defined as

A^„ :“ limÝÑ rA^k { „s.

It is a smooth Artin stack of dimension ´1. As before, we denote by A^{„,n} the stack of rubber expanded pairs with total continuous weight P “ nrO_{pt}s.

‚ The rubber universal family is defined as

R^„ :“ limÝÑ rΔrks{ „s.

Similarly, let R^{„,n} be the universal family over A^{„,n}.

‚ Consider closed subschemes on the stack of rubber expanded pairs (and with total continuous weight n), whose dimensions relative to the base are 0. Denote the corresponding rubber relative Hilbert stacks (and its weighted version) by

Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q, pHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qq.

Remark A.2. As the C^˚ -action is turned on, we need n ě 1 to have nonempty Hilbert stacks.

Remark A.3. Although defined using the pair pY, Dq as input, the rubber moduli stack does not depend on Y , only on pN_{D{Y} , Dq.

Remark A.4. Alternatively, A^„ can also be constructed as a stack of expanded degenerations, with respect to the simple degeneration Δr1s Ñ A^1 . Under the notation X “ Δr1s, the standard families are Δrks – Xrk ´ 1s “ Δr1srk ´ 1s Ñ A^k .

As observed by Graber and Vakil [GV] (see also [ACFW, Prop. 4.2]), the stack A^„ can be identified with a moduli stack of curves. Let M^{ss}_{0,2} be the Artin stack parameterizing semistable nodal curves of genus 0 with two markings, and C_{0,2} be its universal curve.

Proposition A.5. There is an isomorphism A^„ – M^{ss}_{0,2}. Moreover, if Δ “ P^1^D, i.e. N_{D{Y} – O_D , then the isomorphism above induces an isomorphism R^„ – C_{0,2} ^ D.

Let s_0 : D_0 – A^„ ^ D ãÑ R^„ – C_{0,2} ^ D be the inclusion of the universal relative divisor. The universal cotangent line bundle at D_0 is defined as the line bundle L_0 :“ s^˚_0 ω_R„_{{A}„ over A^„ ^ D. When Δ “ D ^ P^1, we have L_0 “ s^˚_0 pr^˚_C ω_{C0,2 {M}ss_{0,2} “ pr^˚_A L_0pM^{ss}_{0,2}q,

where pr_C : C_{0,2} ^ D Ñ C_{0,2}, pr_A : A^„ ^ D Ñ A^„ are projections and L_0pM^{ss}_{0,2}q is the tautological cotangent line bundle of M^{ss}_{0,2} – A^„ at marked point 0.

Recall the psi-class ψ_0 “ c_1pL_0pM^{ss}_{0,2}qq of M^{ss}_{0,2}.

Definition A.6. Assume Δ “ D ^ P^1. The pullback of the psi-class ψ_0 “ c_1pL_0pM^{ss}_{0,2}qq of M^{ss}_{0,2} under the isomorphism A^„ – M^{ss}_{0,2} is called the psi-class ψ_0pA^„q at D_0.

Let n P N. A splitting datum of n is a pair of non-negative integers pn_´, n_`q such that n_´ ` n_` “ n.

As in §2.1, the multiplication A^k Ñ A^1 induces a map A^„ Ñ rA^1 {pC^˚ q^2s, where both C^˚ scale A^1 by weight 1. Let A^„_0 :“ A^„ ^_{rA} 1_{{pC}˚_q2_s r0{pC^˚ q^2s be the substack parameterizing degenerate rubber expanded pairs, i.e. those Δrks with k ě 1. Let A^{„,:}_0 be the normalization of A^„_0 . We also have the weighted version A^{„,:,n´,n`}_0 , and the following analogues to Corollary 2.27 and Lemma 2.28.

Lemma A.7. For each splitting data pn_´, n_`q of n, there is a canonically constructed line bundle L_{n´,n`} over A^{„,n} with a section s_{n´,n`} . They satisfy the following: ‚ â n_´`n_`“n L_{n´,n`} – L_A„,n , ź n_´`n_`“n s_{n´,n`} – t, where L_A„,n is the pullback (to A^{„,n}) of the line bundle on rA^1 {pC^˚ q^2s defined by 0 P A^1 and t is its canonical section; ‚ A^{„,:,n´,n`} 0 is the closed substack in A^{„,n} defined by s_{n´,n`} “ 0; ‚ A^{„,:,n´,n`} 0 – A^{„,n´} ^ A^{„,n`} .

A.2. Moduli interpretations of R^„. By definition, for a scheme S, a family of rubber expanded pairs is a map S Ñ A^„. Let R^„_S Ñ S be the pullback of the universal family. A map S Ñ R^„ is then equivalent to a pair pR^„_S , Σ_{1,S} q, where R^„_S Ñ S is a family of rubber expanded pairs, and Σ_{1,S} is a section S Ñ R^„_S , whose image in R^„_S is also denoted by Σ_{1,S}. Let D_{0,S} , D_{8,S} be the relative divisors in R^„_S . Note that Σ_{1,S} is allowed to intersect the nodal and relative divisors.

In particular, over a geometric point s P S, we have R^„_s – Δrk_ss_0 for some k_s ě 0, where Δrk_ss_0 “ Δ Y_D Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ loooooooomoooooooon

k_s-times . The relative divisors in the rubber expanded pair are denoted by D_{0,s}, D_{8,s}, and Σ_{1,s} is a point in Δrk_ss_0. We denote by Δ_{1,s} the first component Δ in Δrk_ss_0, which contains D_{0,s}, and denote by D_{1,s} the nodal divisor where Δ_{1,s} meets other irreducible components.

Definition A.8. Let Dp0|1, 8q be the divisor in R^„, whose set of S-points consists of pairs pR^„_S , Σ_{1,S} q where Σ_{1,s} does not lie in Δ_{1,s}zD_{1,s} for any geometric point s in S.

From now on till the end of this section, we work under the additional assumption that the bundle N_{D{Y} is trivial.

Remark A.9. The stack R^„ and the divisor Dp0|1, 8q has another moduli interpretation, parallel to Proposition A.5, which we now explain. By a standard construction, analogue to the case of moduli of curves, R^„ is isomorphic to a moduli stack, whose S-points consists of pairs p rR_S Ñ S, rΣ_{1,S} q, where rR_S Ñ S is a family of rubber expanded pairs, with relative divisors D_{0,S} and D_{8,S} , and rΣ_{1,S} : S Ñ rR_S is a section which avoids all nodal and relative divisors. Under this isomorphism, Dp0|1, 8q is then the divisor in R^„, where rΣ_{1,S} lies in a different irreducible component from D_{0,S} . From this point of view, R^„ can be identified with an open substack in M^{ss}_{0,3} ^ D, with markings 0, 1, 8, where curves are chains of rational curves; the divisor Dp0|1, 8q can then be identified with the closed substack where marking 0 is required to lie on a different irreducible component from 1 and 8. We also have a cotangent line bundle class ψ_0pR^„q P H^2pR^„q, which can be identified with the pullback of ψ_0 on M^{ss}_{0,3}.

A generic point in Dp0|1, 8q classifies an object Δ Y_D Δ, where the point Σ_{1,s} lies generically on the second Δ which contains D_8. Given a splitting datum n_´`n_` “ n, we denote by Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} the divisor in R^{„,n}, for a generic point of whom, the first Δ (i.e. containing D_0) carries weight n_´ and the second Δ (i.e. containing Σ_{1,s} and D_8) carries weight n_`.

A.3. Decomposition. Let Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q be the rubber relative Hilbert stack defined above and consider the commutative diagram (A.1) Z^„ Ø

¨ //

π_Z„

))RRR

RRRR

RRRR

RRRR

R Hilb^„pΔ, D0 \ D8q ^A^„ R^„ fflffl

// l R^„ π fflffl Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q // A^„,

where Z^„ is the universal substack of Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q, which is flat over Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q. Composed with the evaluation map to D_0 and D_8:

(A.2) r_{DÑR}„ : Hilb^„pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q Ñ HilbpDq ^ HilbpDq, we get an evaluation map:

(A.3) Z^„ Ñ HilbpDq ^ HilbpDq.

Proposition A.10. Let π : R^„ Ñ A^„ be the rubber universal family. Assume that N_{D{Y} “ O_D , and hence Δ “ D ^ P^1. Let pn_´, n_`q be a splitting datum of n. Then

(1) ψ_0pR^„q “ Dp0|1, 8q.

(2) Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} – A^{„,n´} ^ R^{„,˝,n`} .^{17} (3) Let Dp0|1, 8q^n :“ Dp0|1, 8q ^_R„ R^{„,n} be the base change. Then Dp0|1, 8q^n “ ž n_´`n_`“n

Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} .

(4) There is an isomorphism (A.4) Z^{„,n} ^_R„,n Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} – Hilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^_{Spec C} Z^{„,n`} , where two maps on the RHS which define the fiber product are given by restriction maps (A.2) pto D_8q and (A.3) pto D_0q.

17Similarly as in the footnote of Proposition 2.8, R„,˝,n_` means the direct limit of rΔrks˝{ „s, where Δrks˝ is the same as Δrks, with reversed ordering of coordinates in A^k .

Proof. (1) follows from the standard proof for moduli of curves (e.g. [BS, Lem. 2.3]).

For (2), consider a standard family Δrks Ñ A^k . As in Remark A.4, we view it as the standard family of expanded degenerations X_Δrk ´ 1s Ñ A^k , with respect to the simple degneration X_Δ :“ Δr1s Ñ A^1 . Proposition 2.8 implies that the restriction of X_Δrk ´ 1s to a hyperplane H_i “ pt_i “ 0q Ă A^k is of the form

(A.5) ` Δris ^ A^{k´i} ˘ Y_A i_{^D^A} k´i ` A^i ^ Δrk ´ is^˝ ˘ . The divisor Dp0|1, 8q is exactly the union of the second pieces A^i ^ Δrk ´ is^˝. However, with the continuity requirement of the weights, the choice a splitting datum pn_´, n_`q singles out one i, such that Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} – A^i ^ Δrk ´ is^˝. Therefore, we have (2).

(3) also follows from the observation above that for a fixed P , different pieces A^i ^ Δrk ´ is^˝ in Dp0|1, 8q carry different splitting data pn_´, n_`q.

(4) follows from the decomposition of subschemes with respect to the splitting (A.5), and the fact that the extra section Σ_{1,s} coming from the moduli interpretation of the universal family (ref. §A.2) always lies on the second piece (containing D_8). □

A.4. Invariants of rubber relative Hilbert stacks. With a view toward applications in §6, from now on until the end of this section, we focus on the following case

‚ D “ Totpω_S q for a smooth surface S, Δ “ D ^ P^1, with a torus T -action on D which preserves the Calabi-Yau volume form on D.

All the constructions in §5.2 carry out straightforwardly for rubber relative Hilbert stacks. In particular, we have a rubber analogue to Theorem 5.7 for the rubber relative Hilbert stack of zerodimensional subschemes.^{18} The map

r_{DÑR}„ : Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q Ñ A^{„,n}

admits a canonical (T -equivariant) isotropic symmetric obstruction theory in sense of Definition 5.2. Hence, with orientation specified by Eqn. (6.6) and Remark 4.5, there is a (T -equivariant) square root virtual pullback

Φ^{„,n}_{pΔ,D0\D8q} :“ b r^!_{DÑR}„ : A_˚pA^{„,n}q Ñ A^T_˚ pHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qq.

Let π_Z „,n : Z^{„,n} Ñ Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q be the universal projection, which is flat.

Definition A.11. The rubber T -equivariant virtual class is

rHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T :“ Φ^{„,n}_{pΔ,D0\D8 q}rA^{„,n}s.

Its flat pullback to the universal substack Z^{„,n} is denoted by

rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} :“ π^˚_Z „ rHilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T .

Let n_`, n_´ ě 0 be integers such that n_´ ` n_` “ n. We have the following diagram

Z^{„,n} ^_R„,n Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} ˙¨ fflffl

// l

–

œœ

Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^_A„,n Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} ˙¨ fflffl

// l Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} ˙¨ i_{Dp0|1,8q,n´ ,n`} fflffl Z^{„,n} Ø

¨ //

π_Z„ ++XXXXXXXXXX

XXXXXX

XXXXXX

XXXX Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D^0 \ D^8q ^^{A„,n} R^{„,n} fflffl // l R^{„,n} π fflffl Hilb^{„,n}pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q // l A^{„,n}

Hilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^ Z^{„,n` id ^πZ„} //

Hilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^ Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q // ?Ø OO

A^{„,:,n´,n`} 0 , ?Ø s_{n´,n`} “0 OO

where the two inclusions at the lower-right corner are given by Lemma A.7.

Let i_{Dp0|1,8q,n´,n`} : Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} ãÑ R^{„,n} be the inclusion, which is a regular embedding.

18The general case can also be treated in the same way, resulting in a similar result in terms of virtual pullbacks.

Lemma A.12. Under the isomorphism (A.4), there is an identification of virtual classes i^!_{Dp0|1,8q,n´,n`} rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} “ rHilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T b rZ^{„,n`} s^{vir}, in A^T_˚ pZ^{„,n} ^_R„,n Dp0|1, 8q^{n´,n`} q – A^T_˚ pHilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q ^ Z^{„,n`} q.

This is an analogue to Corollary 5.22, hence the proof is left to an interested reader. Finally we conclude the following result, which is crucially used in the proof of Lemma 6.6.

Proposition A.13. (1) We have

ψ_0pR^{„,n}q X rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} “ ÿ n_´`n_`“n

i^!_{Dp0|1,8q,n´,n`} rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} “ ÿ n_´`n_`“n

rHilb^{„,n´} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T b rZ^{„,n`} s^{vir}.

(2) Let π : R^„ Ñ A^„ be the universal family map. Then ψ_0pR^{„,n}q X rZ^{„,n}s^{vir} “ π^˚ψ_0pA^{„,n}q X rZ^{„,n}s^{vir}.

Proof. (1) follows from (1) and (3) of Proposition A.10 and Lemma A.12. (2) follows from the observation that in the zero-dimensional case, base changed over Z^„, the universal section Σ_1 is always disjoint from the relative divisor D_0. □

A.5. A localization result. In this subsection, we prove Lemma 6.5 by a calculation using torus equivariant localization. As in §6.3, let pX, D_8q “ pTotpO_P1p´1q ‘ O_P1 ‘ O_P1q, t8u ^ C^3 q, and C^˚ be the 1-dimensional torus scaling P^1 (a subtorus of T in loc. cit.), which induces an action on Hilb^npX, D_8q. The tangent weights at 0, 8 P P^1 are ´s_1 and s_1 respectively.

We now investigate the C^˚ -fixed loci Hilb^npX, D_8q^{C˚} . By definition, a point in Hilb^npX, D_8q is represented by a zero-dimensional subscheme Z in Xrks_0 :“ X Y_{D8} Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ loooooooomoooooooon

k-times .

For this point to lie in Hilb^npX, D_8q^{C˚} , Z must be set-theoretically supported on the 0-fiber t0u^C^3 , or on the rubber components Δ Y_D ¨ ¨ ¨ Y_D Δ, where D – C^3 and Δ – D ^ P^1.

Globally, let Z ãÑ Hilb^npX, D_8q ^_A X be the universal substack. Here X denotes the universal target for the expanded pair pX, D_8q (not expanded degenerations as used in §2.2). The base change of Z to the substack Hilb^npX, D_8q^{C˚} is supported on X^{C˚} .

Let A^n and X^n be the weighted version of the stacks of expanded pairs and universal targets. Similarly, for standard families there are maps m : A^k Ñ A^1 , pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kq ÞÑ t_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_k, which define a map A Ñ A^1 . Analogous to (2.5) and (2.6), we have A_0 :“ A ^_A 1 0, its normalization A^:_0, and the weighted version A^{:,n´,n`}_0 , for a splitting datum pn_´, n_`q with n_´ ` n_` “ n.

Recall also the rubber analogue A^„, R^„ in Definition A.1 and the weighted version A^{„,n}, R^{„,n}. By considering the standard families Xrks, it is straightforward to obtain the following lemma.

Lemma A.14. We have the following:

(1) pX^nq^{C˚} “ ` A^n ^ C^3 ˘ \ ž n_´`n_`“n n_`ą0

A^{n´} ^ C^3 ^ R^{„,n`} .

(2) For any splitting datum pn_´, n_`q of n, there is an isomorphism

(A.6) A^{:,n´,n`}_0 – A^{n´} ^ A^{„,n`} ,

such that the universal targets glue: X^{:,n´,n`} 0 – pX^{n´} ^ A^{„,n`} q Y_A^n´_{^D^A}^{„,n}` pA^{n´} ^ R^{„,n`,˝}q.

(3) There is an open immersion pt Ñ A^{n´} such that X^{n´} ^_A^n´ pt – X. Moreover we have

(A.7) X^{:,n´,n`}_0 ^_A^n´ pt – pX ^ A^{„,n`} q Y_{D^A}^{„,n}` R^{„,n`,˝}.

(4) There is an open substack of (A.7) isomorphic to pC^4 ^ A^{„,n`} q \ R^{„,n`,˝}.

Passing to the corresponding Hilbert stacks, one obtains: Lemma A.15. We have the following:

(1) For any splitting datum pn_´, n_`q of n, there is an open immersion

j : Hilb^{n´} pC^4 q ^ Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q Ñ Hilb^npX, D_8q ^_An A^{:,n´,n`}_0 . Here D_0 is the divisor in the first Δ which connects to X, and D_8 on the LHS is the last divisor in the last Δ.

(2) Hilb^npX, D_8q^{C˚} “ ž n_´`n_`“n ` Hilb^{n´} pC^4 q ^ Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q

˘_C˚ .

Next we compare obstruction theories of Hilb^npX, D_8q and Hilb^{n´} pC^4 q ^ Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q and prove Lemma 6.5.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. When pn_´, n_`q “ pn, 0q, it is clear that Hilb^npC^4 q is an open substack of Hilb^npX, D_8q, and the obstruction theories and choices of orientation coincide. When n_` ě 1, by Lemma A.15 (1), there is an open immersion j : Hilb^{n´} pC^4 q ^ Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q Ñ Hilb^npX, D_8q ^_An A^{:,n´,n`}_0 .

One can also check that obstruction theories and choices of orientation (by comparing (6.2) and (6.6)) on two sides coincide by pullback along open immersion j. Therefore, we have (A.8) rHilb^{n´} pC^4 qs^{vir}_T b rHilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T “ j^˚i^!rHilb^npX, D_8qs^{vir}_T . where i^! is the Gysin pullback along the regular embedding i in the Cartesian diagram: Hilb^npX, D_8q ^_An A^{:,n´,n`}_0 l k // ī fflffl A^{:,n´,n`} 0 i fflffl Hilb^npX, D_8q // A^n.

Let N_A:,n_´,n_`

0 {A^n be the normal bundle of A

:,n_´,n_`

0 in A^n. By a standard argument as in moduli of curves, we have c_1 ´ N_A:,n_´,n_`

0 {A^n ¯ “ s_1 ´ ψ_´ ´ ψ_`, where ψ_´, ψ_` are psi classes on the two factors A^{n´} , A^{„,n`} of A^{:,n´,n`}_0 (A.6), with respect to the relative divisors arising from splitting the node. Since tautological cotangent line bundle is trivial on Hilb^{n´} pC^4 q, so j^˚k^˚ψ_´ “ 0. Note that j^˚k^˚ψ_` is the ψ_0-class on Hilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8q. Therefore, (A.9) j^˚k^˚c_1 ´ N_A:,n_´,n_`

0 {A^n ¯ “ s_1 ´ ψ_0.

Restricting to the torus fixed locus, and using (A.8), (A.9), and Lemma A.15 (2), we obtain ÿ n_´`n_`“n

rHilb^{n´} pC^4 qs^{vir}_T b rHilb^{„,n`} pΔ, D_0 \ D_8qs^{vir}_T s_1 ´ ψ_0

“ rHilb^npX, D_8qs^{vir}_T ,

where n_` must be positive by Remark A.2. Integrating tautological insertions, we obtain ÿ n_´`n_`“n ż rHilb^{n´} pC^4 qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rn´s}_m q¨ ż rHilb^{„,n`} pΔ,D_0\D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rn`s}_m q s_1 ´ ψ_0 “ ż rHilb^npX,D_8qs^{vir}_T

e_{T ^C}˚_m pL^{rns}_m q. □

Appendix B. Basics on shifted symplectic structures We recollect some basic notions on shifted symplectic structures following [PTVV, CPTVV, Park2].

Definition B.1. A graded mixed complex E (over a base ring R) consists of the following data:

‚ A Z-graded complex of R-modules E “ à pPZ Eppq, where each Eppq has internal differential d_E |_{Eppq} ” d_{Eppq}.

‚ A map of chain complexes ϵ : Eppq Ñ Epp ` 1qr´1s such that ϵ^2 “ 0.

For a graded mixed complex E, we associate the following complexes NC^kpEqppq :“ ź iě0 E^{k´2i}pp ` iq, d_{NCpEq} “ d_E ` ϵ, P C^kpEqppq :“ ź iPZ E^{k´2i}pp ` iq, d_{P CpEq} “ d_E ` ϵ, C^kpEqppq :“ E^kppq, d_{CpEq} “ d_E .

All these functors are right Quillen functors with respect to the projective model structure on the category of graded mixed complexes, and hence induces infinity functors. For simplicity in the present paper we use the same notations for the infinity functors as the original functors on the model categories.

Definition B.2. Let M Ñ N be a map of derived stacks over R and DRpM{Nq be the derived de Rham complex [CPTVV, Def. 2.4.2], which is a graded mixed complex. Consider the negative cyclic, periodic cyclic, Hochschild complexes of weight p NCpDRpM{Nqqppq, P CpDRpM{Nqqppq, CpDRpM{Nqqppq. These, by definition, are objects in the infinity category of dg complexes over R. It is straightforward to define the canonical morphisms NCpDRpM{Nqqppq Ñ P CpDRpM{Nqqppq, NCpDRpM{Nqqppq Ñ CpDRpM{Nqqppq. We also have the corresponding negative cyclic, periodic cyclic, Hochschild homology HN^kpDRpM{Nqqppq, HP^kpDRpM{Nqqppq, HH^kpDRpM{Nqqppq. We refer to a morphism Rrp ´ ks Ñ NCpDRpM{Nqqppq (resp. Rrp ´ ks Ñ CpDRpM{Nqqppq) as k-shifted closed p-forms (resp. k-shifted p-forms).

Remark B.3. Often in the present paper we only consider these maps up to homotopy, and hence they are considered as elements in HN^{k´p}pDRpM{Nqqppq (resp. HH^{k´p}pDRpM{Nqqppq). Definition B.4. Let f : M Ñ N be a map of derived stacks over R. An n-shifted symplectic structure on f is an element Ω P HN^{n´2}pDRpM{Nqqp2q such that its image in HH^{n´2}pDRpM{Nqqp2q is non-degenerate, i.e. inducing an isomorphism T_{M{N} – L_{M{N} rns. Definition B.5. Let f : M Ñ N be a map of derived stacks over a derived stack B and N Ñ B be the structure map endowed with an n-shifted symplectic structure Ω. A Lagrangian structure on f relative to B (or on M{N relative to B if f is clear from the context) is a null-homotopy f^˚Ω ∼ 0 in the space A^{2,cl}pM{Bqpnq of n-shifted closed 2-forms, such that the induced morphism T_f Ñ L_{M{B} rn ´ 1s is a quasi-isomorphism.

Appendix C. Proof of Propositions 5.6 & 5.10 We first prove Proposition 5.10 as the proof of Proposition 5.6 relies on it.

Proof of Proposition 5.10. The proof is by adapting Park’s proof of deformation invariance of DT_4 invariants [Park2]^{19}. The infinitesimal criterion of isotropic condition in loc. cit. yields, the isotropic condition claimed in Proposition 5.10 is equivalent to the following. For any local Artinian scheme B :“ Spec B with a map B Ñ C^{Pt} , the base-change of the obstruction theory (5.13) to the upper horizontal map in the following Cartesian diagram

Hilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq //

fflffl^l B fflffl Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q // C^{Pt}

is isotropic. Here X_B :“ X^{Pt} ^_CP_t B is the base change of X^{Pt} Ñ C^{Pt} to B.

As the obstruction theory comes from derived enhancement, consider the homotopy pullback

Hilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq //

fflffl^l B fflffl Hilb^{Pt} pX{A^1 q // C^{Pt} .

Let Ω_{Hilb}P_{t pXB {Bq{B} P HN^{´4}pHilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq{Bqp2q be the pullback of the shifted symplectic form in Theorem 3.1. By the relative local Darboux theorem ([Park2] which is based on [BG, BBJ]), the isotropic condition follows if the image P CpΩ_{Hilb}P_{t pXB{Bq{B}q P HP^{´4}pHilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq{Bqp2q of Ω_{Hilb}P_{t pXB {Bq{B} in the periodic cyclic homology is zero.

We use shorthands M :“ Hilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq, M :“ Hilb^{Pt} pX_B{Bq.

Since B is local Artinian, let B_{red} “ tbu. Let rI_Z s P M be a closed point. Necessarily, rI_Z s lies in the fiber M_b of M over b P B. Note that the classical truncation M_b of M_b is a scheme. Without loss of generality, we assume its associated analytic space M_bpC q is connected. We have fiber diagrams

X_b //

fflffl^l

X_B ^_B M // fflffl l X_B fflffl tI_Z u // M // B.

By the functoriality of integration map, we have a commutative diagram

(C.1) HN^0_{ZB} ppX_B ^_B Mq{Bq p2q // ş XB {B volXB {B ^p´q fflffl HP^0_{ZB} ppX_B ^_B Mq{Bq p2q // ş XB {B volXB {B ^p´q fflffl HP^0_Z pX_b{Bq p2q ş Xb vol_{Xb} ^p´q fflffl HN^{´4} pM{Bq p2q^{P C} // HP^{´4} pM{Bq p2q_–^{|tIZ u} // HP^{´4} ptI_Z u{Bq p2q,

where Z_B Ă X_B ^_B M is the universal substack.

We claim that in the lower-right horizontal map above, the restriction map to tI_Z u, is an isomorphism. We recall the following two facts.

‚ Nil-invariance of HP^˚ shown by Goodwillie [Goo] (see also the reformulation in [Park2]):

for any derived stack M over B, the restriction map to the reduced part of the classical truncation:

(C.2) HP^˚pM{Bqp˚q Ñ HP^˚ppt_0pMqq_{red}{Bqp˚q

is an isomorphism.

19We thank Hyeonjun Park for access to the draft of this paper.

‚ The isomorphism between HP^˚ and the singular cohomology [Emm, Thm. 2.2] & [Har, pp. 89, Thm. IV. 1.1]: for any C -scheme M_b, we have a canonical isomorphism (C.3) HP^kpM_bqppq – H^{k`2p}_{sing} pM_bpC qq, @ k, p P Z,

where M_bpC q is the associated analytic space of M_b. Combining (C.2) and (C.3), we have HP^{´4}pM{Bqp2q – HP^0pM{Bqp0q – HP^0pM_b{Bqp0q – HP^0ppM_b ^ Bq{Bqp0q – HP^0pM_bqp0q b B – H^0_{sing}pM_bpC qqp0q b B – B, where the first isomorphism uses the periodicity of HP^˚ (which follows directly from definition) and the last one uses connectedness assumption on M_bpC q. Since all isomorphisms above are functorial in M, the restriction map is an isomorphism:

(C.4) |_{tIZ u} : HP^{´4}pM{Bqp2q^–Ñ HP^{´4}ptI_Z u{Bqp2q.

Recall the construction in Theorem 3.1, that Ω_{Hilb}P_{t pXB{Bq{B} is obtained by applying the integration map ş X_B{B volXB{B ^ p´q to

Ăch_2pI_{ZB} q, where I_{ZB} is the universal complex on X_B ^_B M, and Ăch_2pI_{ZB} q is the compactly supported lift of ch_2pI_{ZB} q from the proof of Theorem 3.1. The restriction of I_{ZB} to X_b ^ tI_Z u is I_Z . By the commutative diagram (C.1), we have P CpΩ_{Hilb}P_{t pXB{Bq{B}q|_{tIZ u} “ ż X_b vol_{Xb} ^ Ăch_2pI_Z q|_{Xb {B} P HP^{´4}ptI_Z u{Bqp2q.

Thanks to the isomorphism |_{tIZ u}, to conclude the proof, it is enough to show the vanishing of Ăch_2pI_Z q.

Notice that the isomorphism [Emm, Thm. 2.2] is constructed on the chain-level. Taken into account [Har, pp. 92, Cor. IV. 2.2], we have an isomorphism HP^k_Z pX_bqppq – H^{k`2p}_{sing} pX_b, X_bzZq, @ k, p P Z.

Since dim_C Z ď 1, by Lemma C.1 in below, we have H^4_{sing}pX_b, X_bzZq “ 0. Therefore 0 “ Ăch_2pI_Z q P HP^0_Z pX_bqp2q “ 0. □ Lemma C.1. H^i_{sing}pX_b, X_bzZq “ 0, for all i ă 2 codim_C Z.

Proof. Recall that by construction X_b is of the form Xrns_0. We prove the case when n “ 0, i.e. X_b “ X_0 “ Y_´ Y_D Y_`. The general case can be done by an induction on n.

Denote Z_˘ :“ Z X Y_˘ and Z_D :“ Z X D. They fit into the following Cartesian diagrams

Z_D Ø

¨ gZ˘ // ¨˙ i_D fflffl l Z_˘ Ø

¨ hZ˘ // ¨˙ i_˘ fflffl l Z¨˙ i fflffl DØ ¨ g˘ // h_D 66 Y_˘ Ø

¨ h˘ // X_0,

where all maps are closed embeddings. By [KaSc, Prop. 2.3.6 (vi)], there is a short exact sequence: (C.5) 0 // C_{X0} // h_{´˚}C_{Y´} ‘ h_{`˚}C_{Y`} // h_{D˚}C_D // 0. Let D^`pX_0q be the derived category of bounded-below complexes of constructible sheaves on X_0, i^! : D^`pX_0q Ñ D^`pZq be the right adjoint of the pushforward i_! with compact support. Note that i_! “ i_˚ and has finite cohomological dimension [KaSc, Eqn. (3.1.3)], therefore we have base change [KaSc, Prop. 3.1.9]: i^!h_{˘˚} “ h_{Z˘˚}i^!_˘, i^!h_{D˚} “ h_{Z´˚}g_{Z´˚}i^!_D, and also i_˚h_{Z˘˚} “ h_{˘˚}i_{˘˚}, i_˚h_{Z´˚}g_{Z´˚} “ h_{D˚}i_{D˚} .

Applying i_˚i^! to (C.5), and using the above isomorphisms, we obtain a distinguished triangle: i_˚i^!C_{X0} // h_{´˚}i_{´˚}i^!_´C_{Y´} ‘ h_{`˚}i_{`˚}i^!_`C_{Y`} // h_{D˚} i_{D˚}i^!_DC_D .

Taking their global sections, we obtain a long exact sequence (ref. [BBD, Eqn. (1.4.3.4)]): (C.6) ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ H^{i´1}pD, DzZ_Dq Ñ H^ipX_0, X_0zZq Ñ H^ipY_´, Y_´zZ_´q ‘ H^ipY_`, Y_`zZ_`q Ñ ¨ ¨ ¨ . By the normality of Z to D, we have dim_C Z_D “ dim_C Z ´ 1.

Since Y_˘ and D are smooth, Poincaré duality^{20} implies that: H^ipY_˘, Y_˘zZ_˘q – H^{BM}_{8´i} pZ_˘q, H^ipD, DzZ_Dq – H^{BM}_{6´i} pZ_Dq.

Both groups vanish if i ă 2 codim_C Z :“ 2pdim_C X_0 ´ dim_C Zq. The sequence (C.6) then implies that H^ipX_0, X_0zZq “ 0 if i ă 2 codim_C Z. □ Proof of Proposition 5.6. The obstruction theory (5.10) is obtained by the base-change of (C.7) E_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pW ^A}P_q Ñ L_{Hilb} P_{pY,Dq{pW ^A}P_q along the map Zpϕq ãÑ W . Here (C.7) comes from the derived enhancement (5.8). Similar to the proof of Proposition 5.10, we may replace A^P by B “ Spec B where B is a local Artinian C - algebra. For simplicity, we use the same notation for a derived A^P -stack (e.g. D, Y, Hilb^P pY, Dq and universal substacks Z_{Y,D}, Z, Z_D) to denote its base-change to B.

By the relative local Darboux theorem ([Park2] which is based on [BG, BBJ]), to show the isotropic condition, it suffices to show that the image of the p´2q-shifted symplectic form Ω_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq{pW ^Bq} in the periodic cyclic homology is zero, that is, the composition of Ω_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq{pW ^Bq} : C Ñ NC ´ Hilb^P pY, Dq{pB ^ W q ¯ r´4sp2q and the canonical map NC ´ Hilb^P pY, Dq{pB ^ W q ¯ r´4sp2q Ñ P C ´ Hilb^P pY, Dq{pB ^ W q ¯ r´4sp2q is null-homotopic.

For this purpose, we need to give an explicit description of the construction of Ω_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq{pW ^Bq} from Proposition 3.7. We introduce in this proof the following shorthands: M_Y :“ Hilb^P pY, Dq, M_D :“ Hilb^{P |D} pDq, M_D :“ M_D ^ B.

We have the following commutative diagram of complexes: C evY̊,D ΩRPerf

ssgggggg gggggg gggggg gggggg gg_{ev˚}

D ΩRPerf

++WWWWW

WWWWWW

WWWWWW

WWWWWW WW

NC_{ZY,D} ppY ^_B M_Y q{Bq p2q fflffl

iD̊ÑY // NC_Z ppD ^_B M_Y q{Bq p2q fflffl NC_{ZD} ppD ^_B M_Dq{Bq p2q rD̊ÑY oo

fflffl NC_{ZY,D} ppY ^_B M_Y q{pB ^ W qq p2q^i ˚ DÑY //

fflffl NC_Z ppD ^_B M_Y q{pB ^ W qq p2q fflffl NC_{ZD} ppD ^_B M_Dq{pB ^ W qq p2q rD̊ÑY oo ş D{B volD{B ^p´q fflffl 0 //_{NC pMY {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q NC pMD{pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q.} rD̊ÑY oo The map (C.8) C Ñ NC pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q has two null-homotopies. The shifted symplectic structure Ω_{Hilb}P_{pY,Dq{pW ^Bq} : C Ñ NC pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´4sp2q is the loop formed by the concatenation of these two null-homotopies.

Firstly recall the null-homotopy coming from the Lagrangian structure (Theorem 3.2) on the map Hilb^P pY, Dq^{rDÑY}Ñ Hilb^{P |D} pDq ^ B.

The lower-left square in the diagram above fits into diagram (3.13). In particular, the map C Ñ NC pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q factors through a contractible space 0, and hence has a null-homotopy

20See e.g., [CG, Eqn. (2.6.1) & pp. 98].

in this contractible space, which then projects to a null-homotopy in NC pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q. Denote this null-homotopy by γ_1.

The other null-homotopy, denoted by γ_2, comes from the Lagrangian fibration structure (Assumption 5.5) on the map Critpϕq Ñ W.

We introduce a third null-homotopy of C Ñ P C pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q, coming from the nullhomotopy of a map P CpΩ_{Critpϕq}q : C Ñ P CpCritpϕqqr´3sp2q,

which we now describe. Locally on W , we can write W “ Spec Ap0q and Critpϕq “ Spec A, where A is a cdga given by the Koszul complex

(C.9) A “ ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ Ñ ^^2pΩ^1_{Ap0q}q^{_ ¨ddRϕ}ÝÝÝÝÑ pΩ^1_{Ap0q}q^{_ ¨ddRϕ}ÝÝÝÝÑ Ap0q ¯ . Let tx_iu be a basis of Ω^1_{Ap0q} and y_i “^B_{Bxi} P pΩ^1_{Ap0q}q^_r1s be a basis of degree p´1q terms of A. Then the p´1q-shifted closed 2-form is of form [BBJ, Def. 5.5]:

Ω_{Critpϕq} “ nÿ i“1 d_{dR}x_i ^ d_{dR}y_i, whose image in the periodic cyclic complex satisfies

P CpΩ_{Critpϕq}q “ pd ` d_{dR}qα P P C^{´3}pCritpϕqqp2q,

where

(C.10) α “ nÿ i“1 y_id_{dR}x_i ` ϕ, d ~_n ÿ i“1 y_id_{dR}x_i ¸ “ ´d_{dR}ϕ, dϕ “ 0, where the last vanishing is because ϕ is a polynomial on variables x_i and dx_i “ 0 ([BBJ, Ex. 5.15]). Hence, α defines a null-homotopy of P CpΩ_{Critpϕq}q.

Recall Hilb^{P |D} pDq “ Critpϕq (Assumption 5.5) and we have maps

(C.11) P C pCritpϕqq r´3sp2q^{{W}ÝÝÑ P C pM_D{pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q^r ˚ DÑY ÝÝÝÝÑ P C pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q.

By the naturality of the map

(C.12) P C : NCp´qp2q Ñ P Cp´qp2q,

the null-homotopy of P CpΩ_{Critpϕq}q determined by α, under (C.11) gives a null-homotopy of the composition

C^{(C.8)}

ÝÝÝÑ NC pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q^{P C}ÝÝÑ P C pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q,

which is denoted by γ_0.

We now observe that the loop formed by γ_0 and γ_2 in P C pM_Y {pB ^ W qq r´3sp2q is trivial after base-change along the map Zpϕq ãÑ W , where we denote the image of γ_2 under (C.12) by the same notation. Indeed, as d_{dR}x_i are sections of L_{Crit pϕq} coming from L_W |_{Critpϕq} which maps to 0 via L_{Crit pϕq} Ñ L_{Crit pϕq{W} . Hence, γ_2 is the constant path in this representative, and γ_0 is a loop. Using the formula (C.10) above, γ_0 is given by ϕ, which clearly vanishes after the base change Zpϕq ãÑ W .

To conclude the argument, it suffices to show that γ_0 and γ_1 form a trivial loop, where we denote the image of γ_1 under (C.12) by the same notation. Note that both γ_0 and γ_1 come from nullhomotopies in P C pM_Y {Bq r´3sp2q, which are still denoted by γ_0 and γ_1 by an abuse of notation, so we are reduced to show the loop they form is trivial. For this purpose, we use a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 5.10. Let b be the closed point in B and Y_b the fiber of Y at the point b. Let p “ tI_{ZY} u be a closed point of M_Y sitting over b, where Z_Y ãÑ Y_b is a closed subscheme. By an abuse of notations, we also denote p to be its image under the composition M_Y^{rDÑY}ÝÝÝÝÑ M_D Ñ M_D, where the second map is the projection. The p in the image is represented by I_{ZD} with Z_D “ Z_Y XD.

Then we have the following commutative diagram C ttjjjj jjjj jjjj jjjj jjj ,,YYYYYYY

YYYYYYYY

YYYYYYYY

YYYYYYYY

YYYYY

P C_{ZY,D} pY ^_B M_Y {Bqp2q //

uujjjj jjjj jjjj jjj

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø P C_Z pD ^_B M_Y {Bqp2q

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø uujjjj jjjj jjjj jjjj

P C_{ZD} pD ^_B M_D{Bqp2q

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø oo P C_{ZD} pD ^ M_Dqp2q

fflfflØ Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø Ø – oo

uukkkk kkkk kkkk kkk P C_{ZY} pY_b ^ tpu{Bqp2q //

fflffl

P C_Z pD ^ tpu{Bqp2q

fflffl

P C_{ZD} pD ^ tpuqp2q

fflffl oo

0 //

ttjjjj jjjj jjjj jjjj jjjj jj P CpM^Y {Bqr´3sp2qq

ttjjjj jjjj jjjj jjj P CpM_D{Bqr´3sp2q oo P CpM_Dqr´3sp2q

uukkkk kkkk kkkk kkk – oo

0 // P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q P Cptpuqr´3sp2q oo where all the maps from the back side to the front side are restriction maps.

By the same argument as in the proof of (C.4), the restriction from M_Y to tpu: P CpM_Y {Bqr´3sp2q Ñ P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q induces an isomorphism on π_1. To show the loop formed by γ_0 and γ_1 is trivial in P CpM_Y {Bqr´3sp2q, it suffices to show the image of this loop in P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q is trivial.

The composition C Ñ P C_{ZD} pD ^ tpuqp2q in the diagram above is given by Ăch_2pI_{ZD} q. Similarly, the map C Ñ P C_{ZY} pY_b ^ tpu{Bqp2q in the diagram above is given by Ăch_2pI_{ZY} q. By the same argument as in Lemma C.1, we conclude that Ăch_2pI_{ZY} q “ 0. Taking its image in P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q, we obtain yet another null-homotopy of ş D vol_D ^ Ăch_2pI_Z q|_{tpu} when restricted to tpu. Notice that on the one hand, this null-homotopy factors through the contractible space 0 at the bottom left corner and hence is homotopic in P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q to the image of γ_1. On the other hand, restricting to D gives Ăch_2pI_{ZD} q “ 0 and hence a null-homotopy of the restriction of P CpΩ_{MD} q in P Cptpuqr´3sp2q. We claim that this null-homotopy is homotopic to the restriction of (C.10) in P Cptpuqr´3sp2q. Taking image in P Cptpu{Bqr´3sp2q of the homotopy from the claim, we concludes that γ_0 and γ_1 are homotopic.

It remains to show the claim. Indeed, we do so by a direct calculation. Using the presentation by a standard form cdga [BBJ, Ex. 2.8] given in (C.9), we obtain a presentation of P CpM_Dqr´3sp2q Ñ P Cptpuqr´3sp2q by a map of complexes: // A0 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ //

fflffl A^0 ‘ A^{´1} b_A0 Ω^1_{Ap0q} ‘ ¨ ¨¨ fflffl

// A1 ‘ Ω2_{Ap0q} ‘ ¨ ¨¨

fflffl

//

// 0 // C // 0 // under which α goes to ϕ|_{tpu} which is 0 by the footnote of Assumption 5.5. Similarly, recall that the null-homotopy Ăch_2pI_{ZD} q „ 0 is constructed using the equivalence P C_{ZD} pDqp2q » DR_{ZD} pDqr4s. Hence, we do calculations in DR_{ZD} pDq, where we have the map DR_{ZD} pDqr4s ş D vol_D ^p´q

ÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ DRptpuqr1s » P Cptpuqr´3sp2q.

Any de Rham differential form β on D with d_{dR}β “ Ăch_2pI_{ZD} q, has to be a sum of p2, 1q and p1, 2q-forms and hence goes to 0 under ş D vol_D ^ p´q. □

Appendix D. Comparison of orientations on Hilb^npC^4 q In this section, we consider Hilbert schemes Hilb^npC^4 q of points on C^4 . We compare the orientation specified by Remark 4.5 and Eqn. (6.2) with the orientation chosen in the upcoming work of Kool-Rennemo [KR].

Let U “ C^3 and X “ Totpω_U q “ C^4 with the projection

(D.1) π : X “ Totpω_U q Ñ U, px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4q ÞÑ px_1, x_2, x_3q.

Let ‚ “ X or U, and M_np‚q be the moduli stack of zero dimensional sheaves of length n on ‚ with closed embedding M_np‚q ãÑ NM_np‚q :“ ” EndpC^n q^{^ dimCp‚q}{ GLpnq ı , the image of which is characterised by the commuting relations in endormorphisms of C^n :

(D.2) x_ix_j “ x_j x_i, @ 1 ď i, j ď dim_C p‚q.

Recall the embedding of Hilbert schemes into non-commutative Hilbert schemes (Example 3.9):

Hilb^np‚q ãÑ NHilb^np‚q :“ ´ EndpC^n q^{^ dimCp‚q} ^ C^n ¯ {{ GLpnq,

the image of which is characterised by the commuting relations (D.2). We have the forgetful map

f : NHilb^npXq Ñ NM_npXq, px_1, . . . , x_4, vq ÞÑ px_1, . . . , x_4q,

whose restriction to Hilb^npXq gives f : Hilb^npXq Ñ M_npXq. Let us consider the projection

π_: : NM_npXq Ñ NM_npUq, px_1, x_2, x_3, x_4q ÞÑ px_1, x_2, x_3q

and its restriction π_: : M_npXq Ñ M_npUq to M_npXq. There is a commutative diagram

(D.3) Hilb^npXq fflffl f // M_npXq^{π:} // ι fflffl M_npUq fflffl NHilb^npXq^f // NM_npXq^{π:} // NM_npUq,

where vertical maps are the closed embeddings mentioned above.

For ‚ “ X or U, let F_‚ Ñ M_np‚q ^ ‚ be the universal object and π_{M‚} : M_np‚q ^ ‚ Ñ M_np‚q be the projection. By (4.8), (4.17) and a base change, we have a map

(D.4) π_{MX ˚}RHompF_X , F_X qr1s Ñ π^˚_: π_{MU ˚}RHompF_U , F_U qr1s,

which is the restriction of the tangent map of the derived enhancement of π_: : M_npXq Ñ M_npUq to the classical truncation. We give a description of this map using data on ambient stacks NM_np‚q.

Lemma D.1. There exists a map of GLpnq-equivariant complexes on EndpC^n q^4:

(D.5) gln b O // “ fflffl gl_n b C^4 b O // fflffl gl_n b

Ź_2 C^4 b O // fflffl gl_n b

Ź_3 C^4 b O // fflffl gl_n b

Ź_4 C^4 b O fflffl gl_n b O // gl_n b C^3 b O // gl_n b

Ź_2 C^3 b O // gl_n b

Ź_3 C^3 b O // 0,

whose descent to NM_npXq “ “ EndpC^n q^4{ GLpnq ‰ defines a map of complexes of vector bundles. Its restriction to M_npXq is a resolution of the map (D.4) in the derived category.

When restricted to M_npXq, the complex ` gl_n b

Ź_˚ C^4 b O ˘ has a natural pairing given by ľ̊ C^4 b ľ̊ C^4 Ñ 4ľ C^4 “ C ,

which coincides with the Grothendieck-Serre duality pairing on π_{MX ˚}RHompF_X , F_X qr1s.

Proof. The description of the complex π_{MU ˚}RHompF_U , F_U qr1s in (D.4) using the complex pgl_n b Ź_˚

C^3 b Oq on NM_npUq is given by [RS, §3.2], which uses a quasi-free dg resolution Q_3 of C rx_1 , x_2, x_3s. One can do the C^4 case by the quasi-free dg resolution Q_4 of C rx_1 , x_2, x_3, x_4s given in [Lam, pp. 55 & Ex. 6.3.1]. There is an explicit map between dg-algebra Q_3 Ñ Q_4, which induces a map of derived stacks of zero dimensional sheaves on X and U:

π_: : M_npXq Ñ M_npUq.

Its tangent map (described using Q_4 and Q_3) defines (D.5). The statement on identification of pairings is because both are derived from the Calabi-Yau 4-algebra structure on C rx_1 , x_2, x_3, x_4s. □

There are two ways to construct orientations on Hilb^npXq in the sense of Definition 4.1. Both come from the pullback of orientations on M_npXq (see (4.4)). On M_npXq, both orientations are constructed using some isotropic quotient complex V^‚ of E^‚ “ π_{MX ˚}RHompF_X , F_X qr1s. Here recall an isotropic quotient is a map E^{‚ d}Ñ V^‚ such that

pV^‚q^_r´2s^{d_r´2s}

ÝÝÝÝÑ pE^‚q^_r´2s – E^{‚ d}ÝÑ V^‚

is a distinguished triangle. The two choices of V^‚ are specified as follows:

(1) V^‚_1 :“ π^˚_: π_{MU ˚}RHompF_U , F_U qr1s is given in (D.4) (ref. Theorem 4.4), with an explicit description given by the bottom line of (D.5).

(2) V^‚_2 is given by the bottom line of:

(D.6) gln b O // gln b C^4 b O // gln b^{Ź2} C^4 b O // fflffl gl_n b

Ź_3 C^4 b O // gl_n b

Ź_4 C^4 b O

gl_n b O // gl_n b C^4 b O // gl_n b

Ź_2 C^3 b O,

where the upper line is the same as the upper one in (D.5), the last vertical map is the same as the one in (D.5), maps in the bottom line is chosen such that the diagram commutes.

Proposition D.2. The two choices of orientations above coincide.

Proof. Recall that for a quadratic vector bundle E “ V ‘ V^_ (with V “ A ‘ B) on a connected scheme (where the pairing on E is given by the natural pairing between V and V^_), if we choose its orientations induced by isotropic subbundles A ‘ B, A ‘ B^_, the orientations are the same if rk B is even and are opposite otherwise (e.g. [OT, Eqns. (7), (8)]).

Similarly we can compare the difference of orientations determined by the two isotropic quotient complexes (D.5) and (D.6). Their difference happens on terms gl_n b C^4 b O and gl_n b

Ź_3 C^4 b O (note that their pairing is given by C^4 b

Ź_3

C^4 Ñ

Ź_4 C^4 ). Since the rank of gl_n b C^4 b O is even, these two orientations coincide. □

It is straightforward to check that the orientation on Hilb^npC^4 q used by Kool-Rennemo [KR] is the pullback of the second orientation on M_npC^4 q.

References

[ACFW] D. Abramovich, C. Cadman, B. Fantechi and J. Wise, Expanded Degenerations and Pairs, Communications in Algebra (2013) 41:6, 2346–2386.

[ATJLL] L. Alonso Tarrío, A. Jeremías López, and J. Lipman, Local homology and cohomology on schemes, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4), 30 (1) (1997) 1–39.

[BKP] Y. Bae, M. Kool and H. Park, Counting surfaces on Calabi-Yau 4-folds I: Foundations, arXiv:2208.09474. [BP] Y. Bae and H. Park, A comparison theorem for cycle theories for algebraic stacks, in preparation. [BS] Y. Bae and J. Schmitt, Chow rings of stacks of prestable curves II, J. Reine Angew. Math. 800 (2023), 55–106.

[BHV] T. Barthel, D. Heard and G. Valenzuela, Local duality in algebra and topology, Adv. Math., 335 (2018) 563–663.

[BF] K. Behrend and B. Fantechi, The intrinsic normal cone, Invent. Math. 128 (1997), 45–88. [BBD] A. A. Belinson, J. Bernstein and P. Deligne, Faisceaux pervers, Analysis and topology on singular spaces, I (Luminy, 1981), 5–171, Astérisque, 100, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 1982.

[Boj] A. Bojko, Orientations for DT invariants on quasi-projective Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 388 (2021), 107859.

[BJ] D. Borisov and D. Joyce, Virtual fundamental classes for moduli spaces of sheaves on Calabi-Yau fourfolds, Geom. Topol. 21 (2017) 3231–3311.

[BG] E. Bouaziz and I. Grojnowski, A d-shifted Darboux theorem, arXiv:1309.2197. [BCS] T. Bozec, D. Calaque and S. Scherotzke, Relative critical loci and quiver moduli, arXiv:2006.01069. To appear in Annales Scientifiques de l’ENS.

[BBJ] C. Brav, V. Bussi, and D. Joyce, A Darboux theorem for derived schemes with shifted symplectic structure, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 32 (2019), 399–443.

[BD] C. Brav and T. Dyckerhoff, Relative Calabi-Yau structures II: Shifted Lagrangians in the moduli of objects, Selecta Math. 27 (2021), no. 63.

[BP1] J. Bryan and R. Pandharipande, Curves in Calabi–Yau threefolds and topological quantum field theory, Duke Math. J. 126 (2) (2005) 369–396 [BP2] J. Bryan and R. Pandharipande, The local Gromov–Witten theory of curves, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 21 (1) (2008) 101–136.

[Cal1] D. Calaque, Lagrangian structures on mapping stacks and semi-classical TFTs. Stacks and categories in geometry, topology, and algebra, 1–23, Contemp. Math., 643, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015.

[Cal2] D. Calaque, Shifted cotangent stacks are shifted symplectic. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 28.1 (2019), pp. 67–90. arXiv:1612.08101.

[CPTVV] D. Calaque, T. Pantev, B. Toën, M. Vaquié and G. Vezzosi, Shifted Poisson Structures and deformation quantization, J. Topol. 10 (2017), no. 2, 483–584.

[C] Y. Cao, Genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds II: Fano 3-folds, Commun. Contemp. Math. 22 (2020), no. 7, 1950060.

[CGJ] Y. Cao, J. Gross, and D. Joyce, Orientability of moduli spaces of Spin(7)-instantons and coherent sheaves on Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 368, (2020), 107134.

[CK1] Y. Cao and M. Kool, Zero-dimensional Donaldson-Thomas invariants of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 338 (2018), 601–648.

[CK2] Y. Cao and M. Kool, Curve counting and DT/PT correspondence for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 375 (2020), 107371.

[CKM1] Y. Cao, M. Kool, and S. Monavari, K–theoretic DT/PT correspondence for toric Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Comm. Math. Phys. 396 (2022), no. 1, 225–264.

[CKM2] Y. Cao, M. Kool, and S. Monavari, Stable pair invariants of local Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2022, no. 6, 4753–4798.

[CKM3] Y. Cao, M. Kool, and S. Monavari, A Donaldson-Thomas crepant resolution conjecture on Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 376 (2023), no. 11, 8225–8268.

[CL1] Y. Cao and N. C. Leung, Donaldson-Thomas theory for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, arXiv:1407.7659. [CL2] Y. Cao and N. C. Leung, Orientability for gauge theories on Calabi-Yau manifolds, Adv. Math. 314 (2017), 48–70.

[CL3] Y. Cao and N. C. Leung, Relative Donaldson-Thomas theory for Calabi–Yau 4-folds. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 369 (9) (2017), 6631–6659.

[CMT1] Y. Cao, D. Maulik, and Y. Toda, Genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 338 (2018), 41–92.

[CMT2] Y. Cao, D. Maulik, and Y. Toda, Stable pairs and Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 24 (2022), no. 2, 527–581.

[COT1] Y. Cao, G. Oberdieck, and Y. Toda, Stable pairs and Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants on holomorphic symplectic 4-folds, Adv. Math. 408 (2022) 108605.

[COT2] Y. Cao, G. Oberdieck, and Y. Toda, Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants of holomorphic symplectic 4-folds, Commun. Math. Phys. 405, 26 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04882-8.

[CT1] Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Curve counting via stable objects in derived categories of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 406 (2022) 108531.

[CT2] Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants on Calabi-Yau 4-folds via descendent insertions, Comm. Math. Phys. 383 (2021), no. 1, 281–310.

[CT3] Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Tautological stable pair invariants of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Adv. Math. 396 (2022) 108176.

[CT4] Y. Cao and Y. Toda, Counting perverse coherent systems on Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Math. Ann. 385 (2023), no. 3-4, 1–51.

[CZ] Y. Cao and G. Zhao, Quasimaps to quivers with potentials, arXiv:2306.01302. [CG] N. Chriss and V. Ginzburg, Representation theory and complex geometry, Modern Birkhäuser Classics (2010).

[DWZ] H. Derksen, J. Weyman and A. Zelevinsky, Quivers with potentials and their representations. I. Mutations, Selecta Math. 14 (2008), 59–119.

[Emm] I. Emmanouil, The cyclic homology of affine algebras, Invent. Math. 121 (1995), 1–19. [Fo] J. Fogarty, Algebraic families on an algebraic surface, Amer. J. Math. 90 (1968), 511–521. [Ful] W. Fulton, Intersection Theory, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg 1998.

[GR] D. Gaitsgory and N. Rozenblyum, A study in derived algebraic geometry. Vol. I. Correspondences and duality, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 221, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2017.

[Gin] V. Ginzburg, Calabi-Yau algebras, arXiv:math/0612139.

[Goo] T. G. Goodwillie, Cyclic homology, derivations, and the free loopspace, Topology, 24, no. 2 (1985), 187– 215.

[GV] T. Graber and R. Vakil, Relative virtual localization and vanishing of tautological classes on moduli spaces of curves, Duke Math. J. 130 (2005) 1–37.

[Gra] A. Grataloup, A Derived Lagrangian Fibration on the Derived Critical Locus, J. Inst. Math. Jussieu, (2022), 1–35.

[Har] R. Hartshorne, On the de Rham cohomology of algebraic varieties, Publ. Math. l’IHÉS, 45 (1975) 5–99. [Joy] D. Joyce, Shifted symplectic derived algebraic geometry and generalizations of Donaldson-Thomas theory Talk at KIAS, 2018. Available at https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/joyce/SeoulHandout3.pdf [KaSc] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Sheaves on Manifolds, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, 292. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990. x+512 pp.

[KK] A. Khan and T. Kinjo, 3d cohomological Hall algebras for local surfaces, preprint. Available at

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1hN9x5IkkeuO29AVbZmSgz0EJLGaoIl1j/view.

[KP] A. Klemm and R. Pandharipande, Enumerative geometry of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, Comm. Math. Phys. 281 (2008) 621–653.

[KS1] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman, Stability structures, motivic Donaldson-Thomas invariants and cluster transformations, arXiv:0811.2435.

[KS2] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman, Cohomological Hall algebra, exponential Hodge structures and motivic Donaldson-Thomas invariants, Commun. Number Theory Phys. 5 (2011), no. 2, 231–352.

[KR] M. Kool and J. V. Rennemo, Proof of a magnificent conjecture, in preparation. [Lam] Y.-T. Lam, Calabi-Yau categories and quivers with superpotential, University of Oxford, PhD thesis, 2015 Available at https://people.maths.ox.ac.uk/joyce/theses/LamDPhil.pdf.

[Li] J. Li, Stable morphisms to singular schemes and relative stable morphisms, J. Differential Geom. 57 (2001), no. 3, 509–578.

[LW] J. Li and B. Wu, Good degeneration of Quot-schemes and coherent systems, Comm. Anal. Geom. 23 (2015), no. 4, 841–921.

[LY] W. Li and M. Yamazaki, Quiver Yangian from Crystal Melting, JHEP 11, no. 035 (2020). [LZ] Y. Liu and W. Zheng, Enhanced six operations and base change theorems for Artin stacks, arXiv:1211.5948, 2012.

[Man] C. Manolache, Virtual pull-backs, J. Algebraic Geom. 21 (2012), no. 2, 201–245. [MNOP1] D. Maulik, N. Nekrasov, A. Okounkov, and R. Pandharipande, Gromov-Witten theory and Donaldson- Thomas theory, I, Compositio Mathematica 142 (2006), 1263–1285.

[MNOP2] D. Maulik, N. Nekrasov, A. Okounkov, and R. Pandharipande, Gromov-Witten theory and Donaldson- Thomas theory, II Compositio Mathematica 142 (2006), 1286–1304.

[MOOP] D. Maulik, A. Oblomkov, A. Okounkov, and R. Pandharipande, Gromov-Witten/Donaldson-Thomas correspondence for toric 3-folds, Invent. Math. 186 (2011), 435–479.

[MR] D. Maulik and D. Ranganathan, Logarithmic Donaldson-Thomas theory, arXiv:2006.06603. To appear in Forum of Mathematics, Pi.

[N] K. Nagao, Derived categories of small toric Calabi-Yau 3-folds and curve counting invariants, Q. J. Math. 63 (2012), no. 4, 965–1007.

[Nek] N. Nekrasov, Magnificent Four, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré D 7 (2020) no. 4 505–534. [NP] N. Nekrasov and N. Piazzalunga, Magnificent Four with Colors, Comm. Math. Phys. 372 (2019) 573–597. [OT] J. Oh and R. P. Thomas, Counting sheaves on Calabi-Yau 4-folds I, Duke Math. J. 172 (7) (2023), 1333–1409.

[Oko] A. Okounkov, Lectures on K-theoretic computations in enumerative geometry, Geometry of moduli spaces and representation theory, 251–380, IAS/Park City Math. Ser., 24, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2017.

[OP1] A. Okounkov and R. Pandharipande, Quantum cohomology of the Hilbert scheme of points in the plane, Invent. Math. 179 (2010) 523–557.

[OP2] A. Okounkov and R. Pandharipande, The local Donaldson-Thomas theory of curves, Geom. Topol. 14 (3) 1503–1567 (2010).

[PP1] R. Pandharipande and A. Pixton, Descendents on local curves: Rationality, Compo. Math. 149 (2013), 81–124.

[PP2] R. Pandharipande and A. Pixton, Gromov-Witten/Pairs descendent correspondence for toric 3-folds, Geom. Topol. 18 (2014) 2747–2821.

[PP3] R. Pandharipande and A. Pixton, Gromov-Witten/Pairs correspondence for the quintic 3-fold, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 30 (2) (2017), pp. 389–449.

[PTVV] T. Pantev, B. Toën, M. Vaquie and G. Vezzosi, Shifted symplectic structures, Publ. Math. l’IHÉS 117 (2013), 271–328.

[Pard] J. Pardon, Universally counting curves in Calabi-Yau threefolds, arXiv:2308.02948. [Park1] H. Park, Virtual pullbacks in Donaldson-Thomas theory of Calabi-Yau 4-folds, arXiv:2110.03631. [Park2] H. Park, A Darboux theorem and virtual Lagrangian cycles for p´2q-shifted symplectic fibrations, preprint. [PS] N. Pavic and E. Shinder, K-theory and the singularity category of quotient singularities, Ann. K-Th. 6 (2021) 381–424.

[Pre] A. Preygel, Some remarks on shifted symplectic structures on non-compact mapping spaces, Available at

http://www.tolypreygel.com/papers/note_shifted_sympl_open.pdf.

[RSYZ] M. Rapcak, Y. Soibelman, Y. Yang and G. Zhao, Cohomological Hall algebras and perverse coherent sheaves on toric Calabi-Yau 3-folds, arXiv:2007.13365.

[RS] A. T. Ricolfi and M. Savvas, The d-critical structure on the Quot scheme of points of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, arXiv:2106.16133.

[Saf] P. Safronov, Shifted geometric quantization, J. Geom. Phys. vol. 194, December (2023), 104992. [Sch] M. Schlichting, Higher algebraic K-theory (After Quillen, Thomason and Others), Topics in Algebraic and Topological K-Theory, Lect. Notes in Math. 2008 (2011), Springer, Berlin, 167–241.

[STV] T. Schürg, B. Toën and G. Vezzosi, Derived algebraic geometry, determinants of perfect complexes, and applications to obstruction theories for maps and complexes, J. Reine Angew. Math. 702 (2015), 1–40.

[Sit] T. Sitte, Local Cohomology Sheaves on Algebraic Stacks, PhD thesis, 2014.

[VV] M. Varagnolo and E. Vasserot, Critical convolution algebras and quantum loop groups, arXiv:2302.01418. [Vis] A. Vistoli, Intersection theory on algebraic stacks and on their moduli spaces, Invent. Math. 97 (1989), 613–670.

[Voi] C. Voisin, Hodge theory and complex algebraic geometry. I, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 76. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[Z] Z. Zhou, Relative Orbifold Donaldson-Thomas Theory and the Degeneration Formula, Algebr. Geom., 5(4): 464–522, 2018. arXiv:1504.02303.

Morningside Center of Mathematics & Institute of Mathematics, AMSS, Chinese Academy of Sciences, 55 Zhongguancun East Road, Beijing, 100190, China

Email address: yalongcao@amss.ac.cn

School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Melbourne, Parkville VIC 3010, Australia Email address: gufangz@unimelb.edu.au

School of Mathematical Sciences, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China Email address: zijun.zhou@sjtu.edu.cn