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GENERALIZED DONALDSON-THOMAS INVARIANTS ON
THE LOCAL PROJECTIVE PLANE

YUKINOBU TODA

ABSTRACT. We show that the generating series of generalized Donaldson-
Thomas invariants on the local projective plane with any positive rank

is described in terms of modular forms and theta type series for indefi-

nite lattices. In particular it absolutely converges to give a holomorphic

function on the upper half plane.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Let
7 X — P?

be the total space of the canonical line bundle on P?. The space X is a non-
compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold, and the enumerative invariants (e.g. Gromov-
Witten invariants, Donaldson-Thomas invariants) on X have drawn at-
tention in connection with string theory. Among such invariants, we fo-
cus on the generalized Donaldson-Thomas (DT) invariants introduced by
Thomas [Tho00], Joyce-Song [JS12] and Kontsevich-Soibelman [KS]. Given

an element
(r,1,A) € 793
the generalized DT invariant
(1) DT(r,l,A) €Q
counts semistabldl] sheaves E on X supported on the zero sectiond of m,
satisfying
(2) rank(m E) =1, c1(mE) =1, A(mE) = A.
Here A(m,E) is the discriminant
A(m,E) = 12 — 2r chy (. E).
We are interested in the generating series:
(3) DT(r,l):= Y DT(r,i,A)(—g> )~
A€Zsg

If r and [ are coprime, then the series (B]) is the generating series of Euler
numbers of moduli spaces of stable sheaves on P?, which has been explic-

itly computed up to rank three in several literatures [G90], [KIy91], [Yos94],

IThe invariant (@) is independent of a choice of a stability, i.e. slope stability or Gieseker
stability. See Lemma 2101
2Indeed such sheaves are scheme theoretically supported on the zero section. See
Lemma 23]
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3366v2

2 YUKINOBU TODA

[Yos96], [G99], [Man1i], [BM13], [Kod], [Weill]. If r and I are not coprime,
then the definition of the invariant () involves the logarithm of the moduli
stack in the Hall algebra, and its explicit computation is more subtle. Never-
theless there exist works [Man13], [GS] in which the series (B]) is studied for
non-coprime (r, 1) up to rank three. In any case, the resulting closed formula
is quite complicated even in the rank three caseE, and it seems hopeless to
obtain a neat closed formula for an arbitrary rank.

On the other hand, by Vafa-Witten’s S-duality conjecture [VW94], the
series (B]) is expected to have a certain modular invariance property. The
computation of the series (3)) in the rank two case [Kly91], [BM13] indicates
that (B]) is not a modular form in a strict sense, but may be so in a broad
sense including mock modular forms [Zwe)], [Zag09]. In order to approach
the S-duality conjecture, we may not have to worry about the complexity
of the explicit closed formula: it is enough to know that the series (3] is a
finite linear combination of modular forms of the same weight in a broad
sense. The purpose of this paper is to show that the series ([B]) for any r > 1
is always written in terms of modular forms and certain theta type series for
indefinite lattices, which converge and hopefully have a modular invariance
property in a broad sense.

1.2. Main result. We construct theta type series from data
(4) 5 = (P7B7vacl7027 o 7cb7cllac/27 o 702)7(117 o ,Oék).

Here (T', B(—, —)) is a non-degenerate lattice with index (a,b), and 7, ¢;, ¢, oy
are elements of I'g, satisfying certain conditions described in Subsection 2.7
Given data (), we construct the series

(5) Oc(q) :=
b k
> I (sen(Bes, v)) = sgn(B(c, v) [[ Blay,v) - ¢%®.
veT+T i=1 j=1

Here Q(v) = B(v,v)/2 and sgn(x) is defined by

z/|lxl ifx#0
sene) = { 4070

The series () is a generalization of known theta type series, and our condi-
tions in Subsection 27 allow us to show the convergence (cf. Lemma [2.10))
of (@) after the substitution ¢ = ¢*™", where 7 € # C C and H is the upper
half plane. For example if b = k = 0, then @ is a positive definite quadratic
form on T", and the series (f]) is nothing but the classical theta series. In this
case, we call data () as classical data. If b =1 and k = 0, then the series
() is a mock theta series studied by Zwegers [Zwe|. Some more detail on
the series () will be discussed in Subsection 2.7l The following is the main
result in this paper:

Theorem 1.1. (Corollary B.7l) For any r € Z> and | € Z, there is a finite
number of data &,--- ,&, as in (f), classical data &', ay,--- ,a, € Q and

3For instance, a formula in the rank three case occupies 1.5 pages in [Kool, Section 4.3].
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N € Z>1 such that the following holds:

Here n(q) is the Dedekind eta function

(6) (@) = ¢ [ —a™.

m>1
Since the series (B converges, we obtain the following corollary:
Corollary 1.2. For any r € Z>1 and l € Z, the generating function
Z DT(r,1, A)e™ A7

AEZZO

converges absolutely on the upper half plane 7 € H C C.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem [T is described below. Although
it follows from a traditional approach, the result of Theorem [I 1] is a new
structure result for the series ([B]) with an arbitrary positive rankf].

1.3. Strategy of the proof of Theorem [I.Il So far there have been two
kinds of approaches toward the study of the invariants (Il): one is to use
the localization with respect to the torus action [Kly91], [Koo], [Weilll,
[GS], and the other one is to use the blow-up formula and the wall-crossing
formula [Yos96], [Man11], [Man13], [BM13]. We follow the latter strategy.
In fact, the latter one has been used to compute Betti numbers (rather than
Euler numbers) of moduli spaces of stable sheaves on P2. Let

f: P2 — p2
be a blow-up at a point and C' the exceptional divisor of f. The blow-up
formula [Yos96], [LQ99], [G99] describes Betti numbers of the moduli spaces
of stable sheaves on P? in terms of those on P? with respect to the f*H-
stability and classical theta series. Here H is the hyperplane class of P2.
Note that P? admits a Pl-fibration P? — P!, and we denote by F a fiber
class. Let us consider a one parameter family of R-divisors on P2

H, = f*H —tC, t € [0,1).

The R-divisor H; is ample for ¢t € (0,1). It is well-known that, for ¢ suffi-
ciently close to 1, there is no H;-semistable sheaf E on P? with rank(E) > 2
and ¢1(F) - F = 1. This fact together with the wall-crossing from Hj to
H; with t — 1 — 0 enable us to describe Betti numbers of moduli spaces of
Hy-semistable sheaves on P2 in terms of those with lower rank. Combined
with the blow-up formula, we can compute the desired Betti numbers on
P? by the induction of the rank. The above argument was considered by
Yoshioka [Yos96] in the rank two case, by Manschot [Man11], [ManI3] in the
rank three case. As pointed out in [Manl3|, the argument in principal can

n [Koo, Theorem 3.7], by the torus localization, Kool described the Euler numbers of
moduli spaces of stable sheaves on P? with any positive rank in terms of Euler numbers
of certain explicit varieties given by GIT quotients. Since the computation of the latter
numbers is not obvious, his result does not imply Theorem [T even if r and [ are coprime.
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be applied for an arbitrary rank. However there are some issues to apply
the above arguments to study the series (B):

e If r and [ are not coprime, then a relationship between Betti numbers
of the moduli spacesﬁ and the generalized DT invariants is not yet
established.

e To obtain a result for the series () from the result of Betti numbers,
one has to take a specialization, whose computation is not obvious.

e The wall-crossing formula is quite complicated, and it is hard to
describe the result in a general rank.

In order to avoid the first and the second issues, we directly work with the
generalized DT invariants, rather than Betti numbers. Instead of using the
results of [Yos96], [LQ99], [G99], we use the result of [Tod] in which a blow-
up formula for the series ([B) was obtained by interpreting a blow-up of a
surface as a 3-fold flop. As for the third issue, we work with Joyce’s wall-
crossing coefficients [Joy08|] with respect to the polarization change from Hy
to Hy with t — 1 — 0 in detail, and extract the theta type series ().

1.4. Acknowledgment. This work is supported by World Premier Inter-
national Research Center Initiative (WPI initiative), MEXT, Japan. This
work is also supported by Grant-in Aid for Scientific Research grant (No.
26287002) from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology, Japan.

2. PRELIMINARY

This section is devoted to a preliminary to the proof of Theorem [l
Throughout this paper, all the varieties or stacks are defined over C.

2.1. Stability conditions on local surfaces. Let S be a smooth projec-
tive surface and

T X =wg— S

the total space of the canonical line bundle on S. Note that X is a non-
compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold, i.e. wxy = Ox. Let

Coh.(X) C Coh(X)

be the abelian category of coherent sheaves on X whose supports are com-
pact. We recall two kinds of stability conditions on Coh.(X) which depend
on a choice of an ample R-divisor H on X: slope stability condition and
Gieseker stability condition.

The slope stability condition uses the following slope function for 0 # E €
Coh.(X):

c(mE) - H

ni(E) = rank(m, F)

€ RU{o0}.
Here we set pup(F) = oo if rank(m. E) = 0.

5 In this case, the moduli space is an algebraic stack, and its Betti numbers are inter-
preted as a rational function given by the ratio of Poincaré polynomials.
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Definition 2.1. A pure two dimensional sheaf E € Coh.(X) is H-slope
(semi)stable if for any short exact sequence 0 — F — E — G — 0 in
Coh.(X) with F,G # 0, we have ug(F) < (<)up(G).

The Gieseker stability condition uses the reduced Hilbert polynomial for
E € Coho(X )&

(7) Xu(E) = x(E ® Ox(mH))/aq
where a4 is the leading coefficient of x(F ® Ox(mH)). We write Xz (F) <

Definition 2.2. A pure two dimensional sheaf E € Coh.(X) is Gieseker
(semi)stable if for any non-zero proper subsheaf F' C E, we have X (F) <

(2)Xu(E).
We have the obvious implications:
slope stable = Gieseker stable
(8) = Gieseker semistable = slope semistable.

We regard S as a closed subscheme of X by the zero section of 7. In some
situation, an object in Coh.(X) is supported on S:

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that Kg - H < 0. Then any H-slope semistable sheaf
E € Coh.(X) is an Og-module. In particular, any pure two dimensional
sheaf on X is supported on S.

Proof. Applying ®p, E to the inclusion Ox(—S) C Ox, we obtain the map

E(-S)— E.
The above map is zero since
pr(E(=S)) = pu(E) — Ks - H > g (E)

and E, E(—S) are H-slope semistable. This implies that E is an Og-module.
(Also see [GS, Lemma 2.1].) O

2.2. Hall algebras. We recall the stack theoretic Hall algebras of Coh.(X)
introduced by Joyce [Joy08]. Let 9t be the moduli stack of all the objects
in Coh.(X). The stack theoretic Hall algebra H(X) is Q-spanned by the
isomorphism classes of the symbols (cf. [Joy08§])

(9) [p: X —

where X is an algebraic stack of finite type with affine geometric stabilizers
and p is a 1-morphism. The relation is generated by

(10) [p: X = M| ~ [ply: Y — M + [ple: U — M]

where Y C X is a closed substack and U := X\ ). There is an associative
s-product on H(X) based on the Ringel-Hall algebras. Let € be the stack
of short exact sequences

0—F —FE3— FEy—0

6By the Riemann-Roch theorem, we can formally define (7)) for any R-divisor H.
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in Coh.(X) and
pi: € — M
the 1-morphism sending Fo to E;. The *-product on H(X) is given by
[p1: X1 — M * [pa: Xo — M| = [p3: X3 — M|
where
(X3, p3 = p3 o (b1, p2))
is given by the following Cartesian diagram

(p/l :P5) P3

X3 Cr m
l o J{(pl,m)
X1 X Xg(ph—ml M*2,
Let cl be the group homomorphism
(11) cl: K(Coh (X)) — H*(S,Q)
defined in the following way:
(12) cl(E) = (rank(m. E), ¢1 (1. E), cho(m. E)).

We denote by A € H*(S,Q) the image of cl. We write an element v € A as
(r,l,s) as in the RHS of (I2]). For v € A, let

(13) M(vy) C M

be the substack of £ € Coh.(X) with cl(E) = 7. The algebra H(X) is
A-graded

H(X) = H,(X)

YEA
where H,(X) is Q-spanned by the symbols (@) which factor through (I3]).

2.3. Integration map. Let x be the pairing on A given by

(14) xX((r1, 01, 81), (r2, 12, 52)) = Kg(raly — rils).

Since X is a non-compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold, the Serre duality and the
Riemann-Roch theorem implies

x(cl(E1),cl(Ey)) =dim Hom(E;, Ey) — dim Ext!(E}, Es)
+ dim Ext!(Ey, E;) — dim Hom(E5, E;)
for By, Es € Coh.(X). Let C(X) be the Lie algebra
C(X) = @ Q- ¢y

YEA
with bracket given by
(15) 15 ¢q0] = (_1)X(71’72)X('Yla72)071-#72-
There is a Lie subalgebra
HYe(X) c H(X)
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consisting of virtual indecomposable objects (cf. [Joy07, Section 5.2]) and a
linear homomorphism (cf. [JS12, Theorem 5.12])

(16) II: HY¢(X) — C(X)

such that if X is a C*-gerb over an algebraic space X”, we have

([p: X — M()]) = — (Zk - X(Vl(k))>

keZ

Here v is Behrend’s constructible function [Beh09] on X’. Moreover the
map ({6 preserves the brackets for the elements [p;: X; — 9] for i = 1,2
if M is a smooth stack at p;(x) for any x € X;, ¢ = 1,2. In the case we are
interested in, this condition is satisfied:

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that Kg - H < 0. Then for any H-slope semistable
E € Coh.(X), the stack 9 is smooth at [E].

Proof. By Lemma 23] we have E € Coh(S). Since the stability is an
open condition, the obstruction space of the deformation theory of F lies in
Ext%(E, E). By the Serre duality, we have

Ext%(E, E) = Hom(E, E ® wg)”

which vanishes since F, EQuwg are H-slope semistable and pg(E) > pg(E®
wg) by Kg - H < 0. O

Remark 2.5. By the argument of [JS12, Theorem 5.12], the map (I16) is a
Lie algebra homomorphism if we know that 9 is analytically locally written
as a critical locus of a certain holomorphic function in the sense of [JS12,
Theorem 5.3]. Howewver, since our situation is a non-compact Calabi-Yau
3-fold, we are not able to use [JS12, Theorem 5.12] to conclude that (I6]) is
a Lie algebra homomorphism.

2.4. Generalized DT invariants. For v € A, let
(17) i (7) € M)

be the substack of H-slope (semi)stable sheaves E € Coh.(X) satisfying
cl(E) = ~. The stack (7)) determines the element

(18) o (7) = M () € M(y)] € Hy(X).
The above element also defines the element of H. (X )ﬁ:

(=Hm!
(19) en(V) = Y, ———0uln)* % u(ym)-

m
Y1t Ym =Y
wr (vi)=pw (7)

Here the slope pg () for non-zero v = (r,l,s) € A is given by [ - H/r, i.e.
pa(cl(E)) = pu(E)

holds for any non-zero E € Coh.(X).

It is straightforward to check that ([[J) is a finite sum.
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Definition 2.6. The generalized DT invariant DTy (v) € Q is defined by
the formula:

(20) (er (7)) = =DTu(y) - ¢y

Remark 2.7. If M3, (v) = M3 (y), then they are C*-gerb over a quasi-
projective scheme Mji (7). In this case, the invariant DTy () is written

as
DTy(y) = / v dx
M ()

where v is the Behrend function [Beh09] on M7, (7).

By formally replacing the Behrend function by the constant function 1
in the construction of ([I6l), and removing the minus sign in (20), we obtain
another invariant (cf. [Joy08]):

(21) Eun(y) € Q.

In the situation of Remark 2.7] the above invariant is the usual Euler num-
ber:

Eug (v) = x(Mfr (7))

Also in the same situation of Lemma [23] the invariant (2I]) essentially co-
incides with the generalized DT invariant:

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that Kg - H < 0. Then we have the equality:

(22) DTy (y) = (1) MO Bugy (7).
Here for v = (r,l,s) € A, the discriminant A(y) is defined to be
A(y) =12 - 2rs.

Proof. For any closed point [E] € 957 (7y), the stack 91 is smooth at [E] by
Lemma 271 Its dimension is

dim Ext(E, E) — dim Homg(E, E) = r*x(0s) — A(y)

by the Riemann-Roch theorem. Hence the Behrend function of 9 at [E] is
given by (—1)r2X(OS)_A(7). Taking the minus sign in (20) into account, we

obtain the desired equality. O
For r € Z>1 and | € NS(S), we set
(23) DTy(r1) := ZDTH(T, [, s)(—q%)llws.

Note that if Ks - H < 0, the equality (22) implis
2
(24) DTy (r,1) = (—1)" (@) Z Eup(r,l, S)q%ﬁs.

S
If furthermore r = 1, the moduli stack 957 (1,1,s) is isomorphic to the
C*-gerb over the Hilbert scheme of points on S. Hence we have (cf. [G90]):

(25) DT(1,1) = (—1)XO)+15555 1 (g)~XS).

Here 7(q) is the Dedekind eta function ([@). Also our definition of the gen-
erating series (23] implies that DT g (r, 1) depends on [ only on modulo 7:
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Lemma 2.9. For any ' € NS(S), we have
DTy (r,l+7l') =DTg(r,1).
Proof. Let us take L' € Pic(X) such that ¢1(L'|s) =1’. The lemma follows
since E — E®L' preserves the py-semistability and A(EQ L") = A(FE). O

2.5. Generalized DT invariants for Gieseker semistable sheaves.
One may also be interested in generalized DT invariants counting Gieseker
semistable sheaves. Indeed in the situation we are interested in (i.e. S = P2),
they coincide with the invariants DT () in Definition Let

Gu(y) cm

be the substack of Gieseker semistable sheaves E € Coh.(X) satisfying
cl(E) = ~. Similarly to (I8]), (I9), we have the following elements of H-(X):

Oc.m(7) = M () < M(y)]

1 m—1
@) = Y T st e denm)
V1t Ym =y
X (vi)=Xn ()

Here X () for v € A is determined by the condition Xy (cl(E)) = Xz (E) for
any E € Coh.(X). Similarly to Definition 2.6, we can define the invariant

M(egu (7)) = —=DTgu(7) - cy.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that —Kg is ample and H = —aKg for a € Ryg.
Then we have the equality

(27) DTy (v) = DTg,u (7).

Proof. By (8)), the argument of |[Joy08, Theorem 5.11] shows that

(28) ou(y) = Z 6, (1) * - % 06,1 (Ym)-
Y1t ym =y

pE(vi)=pE ()
Xg (v1)==Xp (ym)

By substituting (28] into the RHS of (I9]), and using the inversion formula of
([26) as in [Joy08| Equation (23)]), we can describe ey () in terms of e,z (i)
with pm (7)) = pm(y). Using [Joy08, Theorem 5.4], the same argument
of |[Joy08|, Theorem 5.2] shows that e (7y) is written as

(29) en(y) = ecu(y) + ( multiple commutators of )
H = €G,H

ec,u (Vi) with pp (i) = pu(v)

By our assumption H = —aKg, ([I4]), (I3), and Lemma [24] we have
Hleg,n(n),eq,u(v2)] =0, if pr (i) = pu ()

Applying II to ([29), we obtain the desired equality (27]). O
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2.6. Wall-crossing formula. The behavior of DT g (), Eug(y) under the
change of H is described by the wall-crossing formula given in [Joy08], [JS12].
Here we recall its explicit formula for Eug (). Let Hy, Hs be R-divisors on
S. We recall some combinatorial numbers:

Definition 2.11. ([Joy08| Definition 4.2]) For non-zero v1,--- ,ym € A, we
define

S({’yl, e an}, Hl, HQ) € {0, :l:l}
as follows: if for each i =1,--- ,m — 1, we have either (30) or (31)
(30) gy (i) < gy (Yir1) and popry (1 + -+ +90) > prm (Vier + -+ + V)
B pry (Vi) > ooy (Yin) and oy (1 + -+ + %) < prr (Yier + -+ + Ym)
then define

Sy, ym}s Hi, Ha) = (1)

where k is the number of i = 1,--- ,m — 1 satisfying (30). Otherwise we
deﬁne S({’yl, e an},HI,HQ) =0.

Another combinatorial number is defined as follows:

Definition 2.12. ([Joy08| Definition 4.4]) For non-zero vi,--- ,vym € A, we
define

U({Wla ’rVWL}aHI,HQ): Z Z
1<m”<m/<m 4: {1, ,m}—{1,--,m'}
wl: {17"'7ml}_>{17"'7m”}

m'

(_1)m//_1 m/ 1
. 11800 hey s o) =

Here 1, ', Y; are as follows:

e 1) and 1)’ are non-decreasing surjective maps.

o Forl <i,j <m with (i) =(j), we have pm, (Vi) = pr, (5)-
e Forl<i,7<m”, we have

(33) JLH S w| =pm > nm

key—1y'~1(i) key—1y'=1(j)

e The elements Y; € A for 1 <i < m' are defined to be

(34) Ti= >

For m € Z>1, let G(m) be the set of connected, simply connected graphs
with vertex {1,--- ,m}, such that i — j in G implies ¢ < j. The wall-crossing
formula for Eug(y) is described in the following way:
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Theorem 2.13. ([Joy08, Theorem 6.28, Equation (130)]) Suppose that
Hy, Hy are ample R-divisors. We have the formula:

D S S

m2>1,71, ,ym€A GEG(m
Y1+t Ym =Yy

(35) IT xGiv HEqu ").

i—j in G

Remark 2.14. If we know that the stack M satisfies the property as in
Remark[Z3, we can apply (16) to show the wall-crossing formula for DT g ()
similar to (34) as in [JS12| Theorem 6.28]. Alternatively, if Ks-H; < 0, we
can substitute the equality (22) to (33) and obtain the wall-crossing formula
for DTH(y).

2.7. Theta type series for indefinite lattices. We introduce the theta
type series from data

(36) 5 = (F,B’yyclaCQ, o ,Cb,C/l,Cl2, o ’C;wal, T aak)
satisfying the following conditions:

e (i) I is a finitely generated free abelian group and

B:TxI'»7Z
a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear pairing with index (a,b) for
a>b.
e (ii) The elements cy,--- ,c, € ['g span a b-dimensional negative def-
inite subspace in I'g.
e (iii) The elements ¢, --- , ¢}, € g satisfy

Blci,¢j) =0 forall 1 <i,j <b, i#j
B(cj,¢j) =0 forall 1 <i,j<b

B(ci,c)) <0 forall 1 <i<b.
e (iv) The element 7 € I'g satisfies that
B(c,v)#0 forall1<i<band v ev+T.

o (V) k€ Z>p and ay,- -, ay are elements of I'g.
As in the introduction, we set Q(v) = B(v,v)/2 and consider the series

(37) O¢(q) :=

k
Z H sgn (B(c;,v)) —sgn (B(c},v))) HB(ozj,y) - q®W).

vev+Ii=1 j=1
When b = k = 0, the series (31) becomes
(38) Oclg) = Y ¢*¥
vev+I

The series (B8] is a classical theta series with respect to the positive definite
quadratic form @ on I', which is a modular form with weight a/2. If b =0
and k > 0, then the series (37) is obtained as derivations of Jacobi theta
series with respect to elliptic variables.
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If b =1 and k = 0, then the series (37) is not always a modular form.
Instead Zwegers [Zwe] showed that the series

B(Cl, l/) 1 / 2miQ(v)T
F| ——=y2 | —sgn(B(cy,v e
> (5(F220t) s

for y = Im 7 gives a real analytic modular form of weight (a + 1)/2. Here
E(x) is defined by

E(x) = 2/ e ™" du.
0

A series which admits a modular completion as above is called a mock mod-

ular form [Zag09|]. The case b =1 and k > 0 is obtained by the derivations

of mock Jacobi forms in [Zwe] with respect to the elliptic variables.
Suppose that b > 2 and k& = 0. If we further assume that

(39) B(Ci,Cj) = 0, 1 75 ]

then the argument of [Zwe] can be easily generalized to show that

(40) Z H < ( Cz,(c))ﬁ) —sgn(B(c;,u))> 2mQw)T

ver+Ii=1
is a real analytic modular form. Indeed the series ([B7) in this case is a mixed
mock modular form in the sense of [BM13].

Remark 2.15. Unfortunately the series ({37) without the condition (39) is
involved in Theorem [I1l. In that case, the proof of [Zwe] is not directly
applied to show the modularity of (40). The study of the modularity of (70)
without (39), or other kind of modular completion of the series (37), would
be required to understand the S-duality for an arbitrary rank.

2.8. Some properties of theta type series. Let us consider the series
B7) determined by data (30) satisfying (i) to (v). We first show the conver-
gence of (37):

Lemma 2.16. For 7 € H, the series

(41) > H sgn(B(ci,v)) — sgn(B(c, ) [ Blay,v) - 700"

ver+Ii=1 j=1
converges absolutely.

Proof. The convergence for (b, k) = (1,0) follows from [Zwel Proposition 2.4].
The conditions (i) to (v) allow us to apply a similar argument. Since the
series (B7) is unchanged by replacing ¢;, ¢, by multiplications of positive in-
tegers, we may assume that ¢;,c; € I'. By the condition (iii) of data (36]),
the element v € ¥ 4+ I is uniquely written as

b
vV=u+ Z m;c;
i=1
for some p € 7+ I', m; € Z satisfying
B(Ci7 ,LL)
B(ei, )

(3

€[0,1) forall 1 <i<hb.
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Therefore the series ([@I]) is written as

b
3 : B(ci, 1)
2 ) y
) £2mIQ ()T E H (sgn (B(cz, ) +m; | +sgn(B(c;, 1))
puev+I mi,- ,mpE€Zi=1 ?

B(cj,pn)
B(Ciyz)e[o’l)
for all 1<i<b

k b
(42) : (_1)b H B (Oén W+ Z mlc;> X =1 2miB(C)my T
i=1 i=1

Here we have used B(c;,¢;) < 0 from the condition (ii). Since there is a
finite number of possibilities for the value B(c;, 1)/B(ci,c,) € [0,1) in (@2),
there is a finite number of i1, -+, up € I' such that any g € 74T in ([@2)) is
written as

p=T+ pe+ 1

for some 1 < e < pand p/ € IV, where I" C T is the orthogonal complement
of the (0, b)-space spanned by c1, - -, ¢,. Therefore the series ([42)) is a finite
linear combination of the series of the form

Z H Blo, p)e2m@ur

neEv+pe+I7 s€S
b
, B(c; iB(c! v
: H E mI?J sgn L’/f) +mj | + Sgn(B(d, M)) eQmB(cj,,u)mJT
) ! B(cj7 c ) J
7=1 m]'EZ J

for some fixed e € {1,--- ,p}, afiniteset S C {1,--- ,k} and some ky,--- ,ky €
Z>o. Let us also fix the elements

M67+M6+F,a jG{l,"' ’b}

Then we have

ki [ B(C":U’) ) 2miB(c’ ,u)m;T
Z m;’ (sgn <ﬁ + mj> + sgn(B(c;,,u))> 2miB(ej1)m;

m;EZ Cjs Cj
= ngn(B(C;w D)) Z mfje%i‘B(037“)|mﬂ +C

, A\ 1
= 25n(BG ) 2B i) () g + C

Here C € {0,£1}, depending on the signs of B(c}, 1) and B(cj, u)/B(cj, ¢;).
Since we have

inf{|B(c},pu)| : p €7 +T} >0

due to the condition (iv), we have

d\" 1
/ —k; [ &
sup { B(Cjnu) ! <d7’> 1— ezm\B(c;,u)\T

We are reduced to showing the absolute convergence of the series

(43) > ] Blos, wyemetr,

WEV+pe+17 s€S

:u€ﬁ+l’}<oo.
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Since I" is positive definite by the condition (ii), the series (43) converges
absolutely by the absolute convergence of the classical theta series. O

By the proof of Lemma 216 the series O¢(¢) in (B7) makes sense, and
determines the element

2|

O¢(q) € Q(g7)

for some N € Z>1.
Definition 2.17. We define
1
(44) M ClimQ(g™)
to be the Q-subalgebra generated by Gg(q%) for all the data (36) and N €
Zs1.
We will use the following lemma:

Lemma 2.18. Let £ be data (36), V C T'g a linear subspace which contains
Cly Ch, Chye 0y, and T C{1,--- b} a subset. Then the series

k
(45) > [T (sen(B(ei,v)) = seu(B(c},v)) [ [ Blay, v)q?"
veE@HT)NV  i¢T j=1

B(v,c;)=0 for all i€T

is an element of M.
Proof. If the series (45)) is not zero, there is vy € (T+I')NV with B(vg,¢;) =0
for all i € T. Any element v in the series ([@5]) satisfies that

v—uvel':={vel'NV:B(v,¢)=0forallieT}.
Note that ¢, for i ¢ T and v are elements of F(’@. We consider the decom-
position

'L

where F&j is the orthogonal complement of I’(’@ in I'g with respect to B(—, —).

For v € T'g, we denote by v* the Fb—component of v with respect to the
above decomposition. The series (@3] is written as

k
(46) > ] Gsen(B(¢f,v)) —sen(B(d,v))) [ [ Blaf,v) - 49,
j=1

vev+IY i¢T

Since ¢y, - - - , ¢ span a (0, b)-space, the elements ¢; with ¢ € T span a (0, |T'|)-
space and ¢ with i ¢ T span a (0,b — |T|)-space. Hence the data

(Fla B|F’, o, C;F,C;’Z. ¢ T, O‘;ra e ,04;)

satisfies the conditions (i) to (v) in the previous subsection. Therefore the
series ([0 is an element of M. O

Lemma 2.19. Any element in M is written as

=1

2=
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for a finite number of data &1,--- ,&, as in (36), a1, ,a, € Q and N €
Zzl'

Proof. If £,& are data (36, then we have
O¢, (q) - O¢, (q) = O¢ 06, (9)

where & @ & is the direct product of data &1, £ in an obvious sense. More-

over O¢(q) = Og(q*/N) where ¢ is data (B6) with B replaced by NB.

Therefore the lemma holds. O
3. ProOF or THEOREM [L1]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.Jl Below, we denote by H the hy-
perplane class of P2. We identify NS(P?) with Z by [H + [. For r € Z>;
and [ € Z, we consider the generating series

DT(r,1) := DTg(r1)

defined by (@3] for S = P2. By the Bogomolov inequality, the above series
coincides with the series () in the introduction.

3.1. Blow-up formula. Let
f: P2 — p2
be a blow-up at a point in P2. Note that we have
NS(P?) = Z[f*H] & Z[C).

Below we write an element [f*H + aC of NS(P?) as (I,a). We have the
following blow-up formula of the series (23]):

Proposition 3.1. For anyr € Z>1, l € Z and a € Z, we have the following
formula:

(47) DT, (r, (1) = g2n(q) ™" - Vralq) - DT(r1).
Here Hy = f*H and 9,4(q) is defined by
i)=Y mssakh,

(K1, kr—1)€E(a/r, a/r)+Z" 1

Proof. If r and [ are coprime, the result essentially follows from [Yos96],
[LQY9], [G99]. In a general case, we use the blow-up formula in [Tod] for
the invariants Eug(7y) obtained as an application of the flop transforma-
tion formula of generalized DT type invariants. We note that, although Hj
is not ample, the LHS of (A7) is well-defined due to the boundedness of
(17,-semistable sheaves on P2 (cf. [Todl, Proposition 2.17]). By [Tod, Theo-
rem 4.3], we have

—~
N
oo

~

I

> Bup(r,l,—s)¢® - n(g) "10(q, 1)

S



16 YUKINOBU TODA

Here 7)(q) is given by (@) and 91 (g, t) is given by

D1,0(q,t) = Zq%(’”%)Qt“%-
keZ
The formulas (24) and (48]) immediately imply

DTy, (r, (I,a))

T a2
=q2n(q)" - > g2t =5 DT, 1),
k1, kr€Z
o+t by =—a
By the substitution k. = —a — k; —- -+ — k,_1, it is straightforward to check

that

1020 4 12y_a?
O L

ki, k€7
ko thr=—a

O

3.2. Combinatorial generating series. In this subsection, we introduce
some generating series defined by the combinatorial numbers in Subsec-
tion For t € R, we set

Hy;:= f*H — tC € NS(P?)g.
Note that H; is ample for ¢ € (0,1), Hy = f*H is nef and big, and
F .= H1 = f*H -C

is a fiber class of the P!-fibration P> — P!. Also we denote by A C H* (I/P\)Z, Q)
the image of cl in ([I]) for S = P2. Let us take m € Z>; and

Pl Tm € Zs1, Biy-e o Bm € NS(P?).
We set
SU(ri, B)3i2e, H, Fy) o= lim S({(ri, 5, 0) 12y, Ho, Hy)
U(ri, B)}i2, H, Fy) o= lim U({(ri, 5:,0) 121, Ho, He).
Here we regard (r;, 3;,0) as an elementd] of A, and S, U are combinatorial

numbers in Subsection 2.6l Obviously the limits of the RHS are well-defined.
We introduce some more notation. For r > 1, we set

NS, (P?)

={ef*H4+yC:2,yeZ, 0<z<r—-1,0<y<r-—1}
Note that NS, (I/P\)z) is a finite subset of NS(I/P\)Z). Also we denote by G'(m)
the set of oriented graphs G with vertex a subset in {1,--- ,m}, which may

not be connected nor simply connected, and ¢ — j implies ¢ < j. Note that
G(m) C G'(m), where G(m) is the set of graphs in Subsection

8The choice 0 in the H*-component can be arbitrary, since the slope is independent of
the second Chern character.
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Definition 3.2. Given data

(49) l€Z, meZsy, GeG(m)
Ty, ,Tmezzl, BzGNS<Tz(I/P\)2) (1§Z§m)
we define the following generating series
LG . B
S(Tlﬁl),-“,(rm,gm)(q) T Z S({(rwﬂl)}z:lvHv F+)

B:ENS(P?), 8;=8; (mod r;)
Brte+Bm=(1,1-1)

S (rjBi=rif)?
(50) I Emlrspi—nigyg e
i—j in G
1,G ._ . B.)1m
U(r1731)7...7(7‘m73m)(q) T e Z_ U({(TZ7BZ)}Z:1’H’ F+)
B:eNS(P?), 8;=8; (mod r;)
Brt-+Bm=(1.1-1)
— S (rjBi—riB;)*
(51) - ]I Kee(riBi —riBy)g =12

i—j in G
The generating series (50), (5I) are well-defined. Indeed, we have the
following proposition:

Proposition 3.3. The series (3l), (21]) are elements of M.

Here M is given in Definition 2171 The proof of Proposition B.3] will be
given in Subsection [3.4] and Subsection

3.3. Rank reduction formula. In this subsection, we apply Theorem 2.13]
to describe DT(r,l) for r > 2 in terms of the series (5I) and the series
DT(r',1") with " < r. We first collect some well-known lemmas:

Lemma 3.4. For a fized v = (r,3,8) € A, there exist
O=to<ti < - <tpyp=1
such that the stack M3 (7) is constant on t € (t;,t;41).

Proof. Tt is enough to show that the set of t € [0, 1) satisfying the following:
there exist pp7,-semistable sheaves E; with cl(E;) = v; = (i, 8i,8:) € A for
i = 1,2 such that

pr, (i) = pa (), M+ 2 =7
By the left equality and the Hodge index theorem, we have

(52) (rp1 —r1B)* <0.

On the other hand, we have s; < ﬁf /2r; by Bogomolov inequality, hence
B?/r1 + 32 /ry > 2s. By substituting 82 = 3 — 31, we obtain

(53) —rirA(y) < (rf1 —r1B)”.
Note that there is only a finite number of possible r;. By (52), (53], the
possible 8; are also finite. Hence the possible ¢ € [0,1) is finite. O

Lemma 3.5. For v = (r,8,s) € A withr > 2 and F - = 1, we have
M3 (v) =0 fort —1-0.
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Proof. By Lemma [3.4 the moduli stack 93 (y) for ¢ — 1 — 0 is well-
defined. Also if there is [E] € 9y, (v) for t — 1—0, then it must be F-slope
semistable. By [Moz, Lemma 4.3], any F-slope semistable sheaf on P? is

restricted to a semistable sheaf on a generic fiber of P2 — P!. Since there is
no semistable sheaf on P! with rank bigger than or equal to two and degree
one, we have M} (y) =0 for t — 1 0. O

By combining Theorem 2.13], Proposition B.1] and the above two lemmas,
we show the following:

Proposition 3.6. For any r € Z>9 and | € Z, we have the following for-
mula:

DI = Y ) > OO

m22, 11, rm€L>1 B =(1;,a;)ENS <, (P2) GeG(m)
rit-+rm=r 1<i<m

m

. l’Gi . . 71 . = .
(54) U5 om0 - Pra1(a) i]'[lﬂn,ai(q) ] 1DT(rz,ll).

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.13] for S = ]@2, (Hyi, Hy) = (Hop, Hy) with t €
(0,1), and v = (r,8,s) with g = (I,1 —1). Using (I4)) and (35]), we obtain
the identity:

1
Eth(7"757 S) = E E : om—1 U({Vi}ﬁlaHmHt)
m>1, vi=(r;,B:,5:)EA GEG(m)
Y1t Ym =Y

(55)  JI Eae(riBi = riBy) [ [ Bum, (ri, Bi, i)

i—j in G i=1
Since F' - 8 =1, we have
lim E =
i Eugr, (r, 8,5) = 0

by Lemma Therefore by taking ¢ — 1 — 0 of both sides of (55l), and
moving the m = 1 term to the LHS, we obtain the identity:

ZEuHo(TaﬁaS)qgis = - Z Z 2,7},1
s

m2>2, v, ,rm€L>1 GEG(m)

Tyt P =r
82 «—m B}
Z U({(r, i) Yixq, H, Fy) H Koo (r;Bi — rif3y)q™ =17
B:ENS(P?), 1<i<m i—j in G
Byt B

" 2
H (Z Eup, (r:, Bi, Si)q’frzz'si> )

1=1 S
For f; € NS(I/P\)Z), let B, € NS, (I/P\)Z) be the unique element such that
B; = B; (mod r;).

Mt is straightforward to generalize the result of Theorem 2.I3] for non-ample Hy.
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Then by ([24) and Lemma 2.9] we have
2

By 5 _
Z EuH() (Ti, Bﬁ 31‘)‘12” % - (_1)7‘1 +l DTH() (ria /81)
s
Also noting that
(r;Bi — riB;)?
56 — - =
(56) Z 2n Z 2rrir;
1<i<j<m J
we obtain the following identity:

DT, (r, ) = > > Z

m22, 71,0, TmE€L>1 3, €NS<y, (P2), GEG(m
P = 1<i<m.

1,G
U(T'lvgl)v T’mvﬁ H DTHO

Applying ([@T) to both sides of the above identity, we obtain the desired
formula (54]). O

We have the following corollary which, together with Lemma 219 prove
Theorem [l

Corollary 3.7. For any r € Z>1 and | € Z, there exist classical data &'
such that

q 51(q)*" - O (q) - DT(r,1) € M.

Proof. The case of r = 1 follows from (25]). The case of r > 2 follows from
the induction of by Proposition B3l and PropositionB.6, noting that 9, ,(q)
is a classical theta series. O

3.4. Proof of Proposition [3.3] for (50]). In this subsection, we show that

1,G
(57) S(rlﬁl),...,(rm,gm)(Q) e M.

We first prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 3.8. Forl € 7Z, there are no ri,m2 € Z>1, P1,P2 € NS(I/P\)Z) such
that 51 + B2 = (1,1 —1) and

b1 F—&

1 T2

(58) . F.
Proof. Suppose that there exist such (r;, §;). By substituting S = (1,1 —
) — B1 into (B8]), and noting (I,1 —1)- F = 1, we obtain 1 - F = r1/(r1 +
r9). Since the LHS is an integer and the RHS is not an integer, this is a
contradiction. O

We describe the series (B0) in terms of the theta type series in Subsec-
tion 271 In the sum (B0), we set

(59) Bz - Bz + T;Usg
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for u; € NS(@Q) and

V= Bi Bt
TP Titl
(60) = Vi + U — Ui

for 1 <i<m — 1. Here we have set

__Bi _Bin
’ Ti Ti+1
Then we have
(61) Vi € 7; + NS(P?).

Conversely given v; for 1 <i <m — 1 as in (61l), we can write u; satisfying
([60) as follows:

up=up — (11 —71) = — (Vi1 — Vi)

By substituting into (59) and 51 + - -+ 5 = 3, where 5 = (I,1 —1), we have

m— m
+ E E — I/Z = ruj.
i=1 j=i

Here we have set 3 = 3, + --- + 3,,. Therefore the necessary and sufficient
condition for v; in (GI) to have the solution (u1,--- ,uy,) € NS(P2)*™ is

_+Z Z vi — ;) € rNS(P?).
i=1 j=i
On the other hand, for each 1 <i <m — 1, we have

(62) Sgn<F‘(51+"'+/8i_5i+1+"'+5m>>
ri+--+r Tt r,

=sgn | F- Y (Berj — Bimw)

k<i<j

=sgn | F- Z T’jT’k(Vk + Vg1 + 0+ Vj—l)
k<i<j
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By Lemma B8, the value (62) is non-zero for (r;, ;) in the series (B0).
Therefore the series (B0) is written as

(63)
1
[ o >
i—jin G v €U;+NS(P?), 1<i<m—1 R
BB+t Sy i (vi—vi)Er NS(B?)
m—1
sgn(Ho - v;) — 60,0, —sgn | F'- Z rirk(Vk + Ve + 0+ v5-1)

i=1 k<i<j

riri i1t tr—1)?
2r

H K]Tm(yi + Vg1 +--- + uj_l) . q*21§i<jgm

i—jin G

We set

m— m
I'=< (v, ,vm1) € NS(P?)*™ 1. Z Z v; € 1 NS(P?)

Let 7 be one of (1, -+, vm—1) in the series (63). Since I' ¢ NS(P2)*m~1 s
of finite index, we have 7/ € I'g. By expanding, the series (63)) is a linear
combination of the series

Z H sgn(Ho - v;) —sgn | F'- Z rirk(Vk + Vg1 + 0+ v5-1)
ver' +T  i¢T k<i<j
Hp-v;=0
for all i€T
(64)

Tirj(Vi+Vi+1+'“+Vj—1)2
2r

H Kﬁﬁ (Vi + Vg1 +--+ I/j_l) -q Pi<ici<m

imjinG
Here T C {1,--- ,m — 1} is a subset. By Lemma [2.1§] it is enough to show

that the series (64) with 7= () is written as @g(q%) for data & as in (B4]).
Let A = {ai;}1<ij<m—1 be the (m — 1) x (m — 1)-matrix given by

= { - Zkgi,j<l rrg (i <)
v aji (’L > j)
We define the integer valued symmetric bilinear pairing B(—, —) on I' by
Bv,/)=v-A-W

Here we regard an element v € I' as a row vector (v1,- - ,Vpy—1) in NS(]T”Q) xm—=1
It is straightforward to check that
B(v,v
Q) = 2V
riri(vi + Vg + 7/];1)2
65 = — .
@ > ;

1<i<j<m
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Since NS(@Q) with its intersection form is a lattice with index (1, 1), it follows
that (I, B(—, —)) is a non-degenerate lattice with index (m —1,m — 1). In
particular, we have det A # 0.

We set ¢;, c; €l'g for 1 <i<m —1 as follows:

7
(66) ci=(0,---,0,Hg,0,--- ,0)A~1

3
¢ =(0,--+,0,—F,0,--,0).

7

Here % means that # is located on the i-th column. Let E (G) be the set of
arrows in G, and take e = (i — j) € E(G). Since (I', B) is non-degenerate,
there exists a € I'g such that

B(ae,v) = K@Q(Vi + Vi1 + -+ )

for any v € I'gp. By the above constructions, the series (64]) with T = 0 is
written in the following way:

m—1
> T Gen(Bles,v)) —sen(B(c,v) [] Blaw,v) ¢

ver'4+1I =1 e€E(G)

Hence the following lemma shows that (57)) holds:
Lemma 3.9. The data

(T,B,7,c1, ++ ,cme1,¢), s 1, Qe e € E(Q))

satisfies the conditions (i) to (v) in Subsection [2.7

Proof. The condition (i) is already stated. Let V' C I'g be the sub Q-vector
space spanned by ¢; for 1 <i < m — 1. By (66]), V is m — 1-dimensional,
and

m—1 .
1
V=EQ- (0, ,0,H,0,--,0).
=1

By (65), it follows that @ is negative definite on V', hence the condition (ii)
holds. The condition (iii) follows from

i J
B(ci,c;-) =(0,---,Hp,---,0) .t(()’... ,—F,---0)
= —0y
i
B(C;’C/') = (0’ a_F,"' ,O) 't(blF"" abmle)
=0.
Here by, - ,b,,_1 are some rational numbers, and the last equality follows

from F? = 0. The condition (iv) follows from Lemma B.8 and there is
nothing to prove for (v). O
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3.5. Proof of Proposition B.3] for (5I]). We finish the proof of Proposi-
tion [3.3] by proving that

1,G
(67) U(7»1731)7...7(,"m73m)(q) e M.

By Lemma B.8 and (B3], the rational number U({(r;, 5;)}/*,, H, F'y) in the
RHS of (&) does not contain contributions of the terms in (82)) with m” > 2.
For data (49) and a fixed non-decreasing surjection

p: {1, m} — {1, ,m'}
we consider the series:

Séf,%pl),---v(rm,m = Z SU(R:, BN, H, Fy)

ﬁjeNS(ﬁ2), ﬁjEBj (mod 75)
1<j<m, Bi+-+Bm=(1,1-1)
Bj-Ho/r=PB-Ho/r if (j)=1(k)

N o (rgBimiB))?
(68) I T e

i—j in G

Here (R;, ;) is given by

(69) R, = Z rj, Bi= Z Bj-

J€Y1(9) jeP=H(i)

Since (1)) is a Q-linear combination of the series (G8]), it is enough to show
that (G8)) is an element of M.

Let us consider (81, ,0m) in the RHS of ([68). For each 1 < j < m
with ¢(j) = ¢, we can write

Bi  B;

70 — = —+;C
( ) Ty RZ + J
for some 1; € Q. For 1 <i < m/, let B; € NS_g, (ﬁ2) be the unique element
such that

Then we have

. B .
1 l; =L =L 4 NS(P?).
(71) JCGTj rT S(P<)

T

By applying -Hy and -C, the condition (1)) is equivalent to the two condi-
tions:

B; B;
— - Hy e —2
R, %y
Also using (70), the condition (69) for B; is equivalent to

Z ’I“jlj =0.

VIS )

B

Ty

-Hy+ 7, le -C - -C+ 7.

=]

Tj
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Using (70)) and noting K5, - C = —1, we have
I Eeligi—rB)= [ rir- >
i—j in G i—j in G G'.G"ca

E(G) T E(G")=E(G)
B; B,
L) - Ko | 2 - 22 .
AL G-t 11 (Rz Rj)
i—j in G’ i—j in P(G")

Here G',G" C G are oriented subgraphs, E(G) is the set of arrows in G,
and ¥(G") € G'(m') is obtained by the image of G” under . Also using
[B6) and setting 8 = (I,1 — 1), the power of ¢ in (GF]) is written as

B B

2r i1 27“2‘

,82 82 m/ 52
-2 Z + 2R ; Z #

ew—lm /
B (R;B; — R;B}) rire(ls — 1)
B Z 2rR;R; Z 2 A 2R; '
1<i<j<m/ 1=1 j<k in ¢¥—1(4)

Combing the above calculations, the series (G8]) is written as

I JECTIDS >
i—jin G , G/,G”CNG B;eNSg, P2), 1<i<m/
E(G I E(G")=E(G) 5 B;- Ho/Rz€5 “Ho/r;+Z for all jei— L(4)

> II G-

lJEEd, () C/Ry 5 B -C/rj+Z, 1<j<mi—j in G

Z]Ez/) 1() rilj 0 for all 1<i<m’

Em/ > ) iy —15)?
q i=1 Laj<k in ¥~ 1(3) 2R;

’ Bl B;
3 SR, B HFY) [ Kee <E—R_;>

B:eNS(P2), B;=B; (mod R;) i—j in ¢(G")
Bi++B,,=(,1-1)

—Z (RjBi_R'LBj)2
1<i<j<m/ 2rR;R;

By Lemma 2.I8], the series

> I G-

liegw(ﬂ C/Ry ) B -Cfrj+Z, 1<j<m i—jin G’

jew=1() ril; 70 for all 1<i<m/

Zm/ > iy —15)?
q i=12uj<k in —1(i) 2R;

is an element of M. Combined with (&7]), we conclude that (G8]) is an element
of M.
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