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EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY AND REFINED
VAFA-WITTEN INVARIANTS

RICHARD P. THOMAS

ABSTRACT. In [MT2] the Vafa-Witten theory of complex projective sur-
faces is lifted to oriented C*-equivariant cohomology theories. Here we
study the K-theoretic refinement. It gives rational functions in t'/? in-
variant under /2 < t7'/2 which specialise to numerical Vafa-Witten
invariants at ¢ = 1.

On the “instanton branch” the invariants give the virtual x_;-genus
refinement of Gottsche-Kool, extended to allow for strictly semistable
sheaves. Applying modularity to their calculations gives predictions for
the contribution of the “monopole branch”. We calculate some cases and
find perfect agreement. We also do calculations on K3 surfaces, finding
Jacobi forms refining the usual modular forms, proving a conjecture of
Gottsche-Kool.

We determine the K-theoretic virtual classes of degeneracy loci us-
ing Eagon-Northcott complexes, and show they calculate refined Vafa-
Witten invariants. Using this Laarakker [Lal] proves universality results
for the invariants.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Numerical. Vafa-Witten invariants should exist for all Riemannian 4-
manifolds S [VW], but mathematicians have yet to find a general definition.
When (S5, Og(1) is a smooth complex projective surface the invariants were
defined in [TTIl [TT2]. However, physicists are by now less interested in
numerical Vafa-Witten invariants, which they mostly know how to calcu-
1ateE] in rank 2. They care more about the refined Vafa-Witten invariants
which arise in topologically twisted maximally supersymmetric 5d super
Yang-Mills theory, but which do not have a mathematical definition.

Joyce/Kontsevich-Soibelman. So we would like to refine the numerical
invariants [TT1), [TT2] on a smooth complex polarised surface (S, Og(1)).
Those numerical invariants are closely related to local DT invariants of the
local Calabi-Yau 3-fold X = Kg. (In fact when H'(Og) = H?(Og) they
are precisely local DT invariants, as studied in [GSYT) [GSY?2] for instance.)
They count certain compactly supported 2-dimensional torsion sheaves on
X via localisation with respect to the obvious T' = C* action on X.

If they were defined by Euler characteristic localisation — weighted by the
Behrend function [Be] — they would have an obvious refinement given by
the work of Team Joyce and Kontsevich-Soibelman. But Euler characteristic
localisation gives the wrong answer, and in fact the invariants of [TT1] [TT2]
are defined by wvirtual localisation.

Nekrasov-Okounkov. For 3-folds X with a C* action, Nekrasov and Ok-
ounkov [NOJ give a different refinement of DT theory via equivariant virtual
K -theoretic invariants. This means replacing the length of the 0-dimensional
virtual cycle (the classical DT invariant) by the holomorphic Euler charac-
teristic of the virtual structure sheaf. This gives the same numerical answer,
but also allows for a refinement by using the T" action to promote dimensions
of cohomology groups to characters of T'. The result is rational functions of
t which specialise at t = 1 to the old numerical invariants.

In fact Nekrasov-Okounkov twist by a square root of the virtual canonical
bundle of the moduli space before taking (equivariant) holomorphic Euler
characteristic. This is motivated by physics, relating the @ operator to the
Dirac operator. From an algebro-geometric point of view, it makes the re-
finement more symmetric: it is a rational function in t'/2 which, by Serre
duality, is invariant under t1/2 &5 t=Y/2. The choice of square root is equiv-
alent to the choice of orientation data in the Joyce/Kontsevich-Soibelman
theory. Fortunately in our setting there is a canonical choice on the T-fixed
locus: see Proposition below.

Vafa-Witten refinement. Under certain circumstances Davesh Maulik
[Ma] proved that the K-theoretic and Joyce/Kontsevich-Soibelman refine-
ment of DT theory coincide. (The most general refinement is based on
the two variable Hodge-Deligne polynomial; here we are concerned with the

IMathematicians should consider their calculations as conjectures we cannot yet prove.



EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY AND REFINED VAFA-WITTEN INVARIANTS 3

Hirzebruch x_, one variable specialisation.) So he suggested that it is nat-
ural to try to also refine Vafa-Witten theory using T-equivariant K-theory.
That is what we do in this paper. We use the Vafa-Witten perfect obstruc-
tion theory of [TT1], [TT2] to produce a virtual structure sheaf, and then
twist by the square root of the virtual canonical bundle. We then use
a virtual localisation formula to take equivariant holomorphic Euler char-
acteristic. In Theorem [5.15| we reprove Maulik’s result that this refinement
recovers the refined DT invariant when deg Kg < 0.

Further refinements. In fact this is a special case of more general refine-
ments. Recall [BE] that virtual cycles come from intersecting a cone in a
vector bundle C' C E over moduli space M with the zero section ¢ : 0p — E
of the vector bundle. One can intersect these two cycles [C] and [0g] in
any oriented cohomology theory. Traditionally we use Fulton-MacPherson
intersection theory to get the virtual cycle in homology [BE],

[M]'" = J'[C] € H.(M).

In K-theory we instead take the (derived) tensor product of the structure
sheaves of the two cycles [FGl [CFK],

. L
OX}} = [OOE®OC] = [LL*OC] S KO(M)

The result is slightly different — differing by a Todd class, by virtual
Riemann-Roch — and therefore interesting! (Especially when we work
equivariantly with respect to the T action.)

To get the Nekrasov-Okounkov-twisted version of this used in our paper
we instead take the intersection in K O-theory. This replaces the K-theoretic
“fundamental classes” Oz of submanifolds by their twists by Ké/ 2 (this is
the Atiyah-Bott-Shapiro complex orientation, and is well defined over Z only
for spin manifolds).

The universal case is complex cobordism theory; see [Sh, IGK2] for in-
stance. From this one can pass to all other oriented cohomology theories,
such as “topological modular forms”ﬂ In Vafa-Witten theory, the three
T-equivariant cohomology theories

(homology7 K O-theory, tmf)

give rise to virtual versions of
1, AM , Witten genus (M
M

of the Vafa-Witten moduli space M respectively. On the “instanton locus”
these produce the

(Euler characteristic, Hirzebruch x,-genus, elliptic genus)

2tmf is a deep theory over the integers [Ho|; we only use its rational version which is
trivial to define using the Witten genus and the Landweber exact functor theorem.
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of the moduli space of instantons (or Gieseker stable sheaves) on the surface

S. (This apparent paradox is because the Vafa-Witten obstruction theory

on the instanton moduli space differs from its usual obstruction theory.)
Calculations give generating series which seem to be

(modular forms, Jacobi forms, Borcherds lifts of Jacobi forms)

respectively; in particular see [GK2] for the instanton locus contributions in
rank 2.

These refinements of Vafa-Witten theory are defined and studied in the
forthcoming paper [MT2]. In this paper we specialise the general definition
from [MT2] to T-equivariant K-theory and explore it in more detail.

Results. In Section [2] we give a careful treatment of virtual K-theoretic
localisation for T-equivariant K-theory on quasi-projective T-schemes with
a T-equivariant perfect obstruction theory and compact T'-fixed locus. This
allows us to define K-theoretic invariants for such schemes endowed with a
choice of square root of the virtual canonical bundle. For simplicity, in this
Introduction we state our results for symmetric perfect obstruction theories;
then Proposition gives a canonical choice of this square root.

Theorem. Let M be a quasi-projective T-scheme with compact T-fixed lo-
cus, and a T-equivariant symmetric perfect obstruction theory. Then the
refined invariant

MT>

of Deﬁnition 18 a rational function oft%, invariant under t> < t3. It
is deformation invariant and has poles only at roots of unity and the origin,
but mot at t = 1. Specialising to t = 1 recovers the numerical invariant
defined by T-equivariant localisation,

Xt (M7 A]\V4ir)

vir

~ . 1

vir

’ A® (Nvir)\/

1
t=1 - /[MT}vir C(NVir) '

Stable case. In Section [4 we apply this to the Vafa-Witten moduli space
for a projective surface S and a charge o € H*(S) for which semistability
implies stabilityﬁ The moduli space carries a symmetric perfect obstruction
theory and a T action inherited from the T action on X. The result is
invariants which specialise to the numerical Vafa-Witten invariants [TT1]

(1.1) VW, (t) € Q(t'/%) such that VW,(1) = VW, € Q.
This VW,(t) is made up of contributions from the two types of component
of the T-fixed locus:

e the “instanton branch” of sheaves on S pushed forward to X,

3Here o is the total Chern class of the sheaves on S underlying the Vafa-Witten Higgs
pairs in our moduli space.
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e the “monopole branch” of T-equivariant sheaves supported on a non-
trivial scheme theoretic thickening of S C X.

Semistable case. We tackle the general case in Section [5, We use Joyce-
Song pairs to rigidify semistable sheaves as in [I'T2]. The resulting refined
pair invariants Py, (t) are functions of the twisting parameter n > 0 of the
Joyce-Song pairs. According to Conjecture they should be expressable
in terms of certain universal functions in n,

—1)¢ ¢ .
Pl(n,t) = Z (”)H(_l)x(az( D [ ()] VWas (1)
>1, (ai:(sia)le: ’ =1
8:>0, Y0 8,=1

if H%1(S) =0 = H%2(S); otherwise we take only the first term in the sum:
Py(nt) = (=17 x(a(n))] VWa ().

The coefficients VW, (¢) then define the refined Vafa-Witten invariants. Here

[x]; is the quantum integer

/2 _ =x/2 -1
(1.2) [x]y = a2 12 R A R A X— 2

Since [x]; — x as t — 1, Conjecture specialises to Conjecture 6.5 of
[TT2], now proved in many cases [T'T2, MT1]. Here we prove the refined
conjecture in some situations.

Theorem. Conjecture holds, thus defining refined Vafa-Witten invari-
ants VW, (t), in the following cases.

o When all semistable sheaves of charge o are stable. In this case
VW, (t) recovers the invariants (L.1)).

e Kg < 0. When deg Kg < 0, for any charge oo. Here we recover
reﬁnedﬁ DT invariants: VW (t) = Jo ().

e Kg=0. When S is a K3 surface and « is either a primitive class
or a prime multiple of a primitive class.

o Kg >0. When py(S) > 0, for any charge a with prime rank,
Laarakker [La2] shows that the conjecture holds for the contribu-
tion of the monopole locus. He uses the vanishing Theorem [5.23 to
remove many components, and |[GT1,IGT2] to calculate with the rest.

Recently Liu has proved the general case of Conjecture [Liul.

K3 surfaces. We are able to do extensive calculations when S is a K3 sur-
face. The well-known 1/d? multiple cover formula of DT theory is replaced
by a 1/[d)? multiple cover formula (5.39) in the refined setting. (This is a
surprising contrast to the 1/d[d]; refined multiple cover formula seen in DT

4There is a refinement of DT theory based on the two-variable Hodge-Deligne poly-
nomial E(u,v). Here we use the one-variable specialisation based on the Hirzebruch
X_¢ := E(t,1) genus; see Section for details and definitions.
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theory — see [DM, Section 6.7] for instance.) At the level of generating
series we are led to the conjecture

r/d—
(1.3) var,k(t)qn _ Z 2 Z dem'/rqé’td)fl7
e d|r =0

t

where A is the Jacobi form
q,t) = g H —tg")* (1 —t7"¢")%.

This has now been proved in [Th2].
Theorem. For S a K3 surface (1.3)) holds.

Modularity. On the instanton branch M our refined Vafa-Witten invari-
ants recover the virtual y_,-genus refinement studied by Gottsche-Kool on
surfaces with Kg > 0 [GK1]. This is most easily seen when M is smooth and
unobstructed as a moduli space of fixed-determinant sheaves on S. Then its
Vafa-Witten obstruction bundle is Qx4 ® t so that

O = A®Ob™ = A*(Tt™!) and Ky = K™
Therefore

@X/ilr _ OVII‘®K2

vir

— (_1)dlth— dlmM/2A.(QMt)

so that Xt(OVIr) _ (_1)dithf dimM/zXft(M)-

Applying modularity to Gottsche-Kool’s calculations of these invariants
gives predictions for the contribution of the “monopole branch”. We calcu-
late a small number of cases (which nonetheless take 9 pages of calculation)
and find perfect, honeslﬂ agreement.

Nested Hilbert schemes. There are components of the monopole branch
which are nested Hilbert schemes of S. In |[GTI, [GT2] it was shown how
to view these as degeneracy loci in smooth products of Hilbert schemes of
S. This induces a virtual cycle which agrees with the one from Vafa-Witten
theory. Its pushforward is described by the Thom-Porteous formula. This
gives a more systematic way to compute numerical Vafa-Witten invariants
as integrals over products of smooth Hilbert schemes.

In Section [3] we describe K-theoretic analogues of these results, replac-
ing Chern classes by Koszul resolutions and the Thom-Porteous formula by
Eagon-Northcott complexes. The most straightforward result, relevant to
nested Hilbert schemes of points on a surface, is the following.

51 did the calculations repeatedly until they converged; only then did I allow Martijn
Kool to tell me his prediction from [GK3]; fortunately the results matched.
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Theorem. Given a map of vector bundles o: Eg — Ei over a smooth
scheme X, the locus Z where o is not injective carries a natural virtual
structure sheaf whose pushforward to X has K-theory class

(1.4) OY" = Ox —det(Ey — E1) @ \'(Ey — Ey),
where r = rank F| — rank Ej.

When the degeneracy locus Z has the correct codimension, the Eagon-
Northcott complex of o: Ey — E1 — whose K-theory class is the right hand
side of — is well known to resolve t,Oz. So the above result shows
that even when it has the wrong codimension, its K-class is 1, OY" € Ko(X).

Carlsson-Okounkov [CO] express the Thom-Porteous class of [GT1] in
terms of Grojnowski-Nakajima operators. There are K-theoretic analogues
of this in [CNO} MO, [SV] to which we intend to return.

We also relate O}ir to the Vafa-Witten virtual structure sheaf when 7 is
a nested Hilbert scheme. The upshot is that monopole branch contributions
to refined Vafa-Witten invariants can be computed from calculations on
smooth products of Hilbert schemes of S.

Laarakker. In [Lal|] (stable case) and [La2] (general case) Laarakker uses
this to great effect on surfaces with p, > 0 (and h%! = 0 for now). Things
work best in prime rank, using the vanishing Theorem to eliminate
many components of the monopole locus. The rest can be calculated via
universal integrals over Hilbert schemes of points and curves on surfaces
using the results of |[GT1l [GT2].

Moreover, the contributions from points and curves split, in an appro-
priate sense. The curves contribute Seiberg-Witten invariants (certain well-
understood integrals over linear systems). Laarakker evaluates the contri-
butions of Hilbert schemes of points via the method of [EGL]. The result
depends only on the curve class 8 € Hy(S,7Z) and the cobordism class of the
surface — and thus only on ¢1(S)?, co(S) and 52. Therefore these contribu-
tions can be calculated on K3 surfaces and toric surfaces (despite these not
having p, > 0!).

Theorem. [Lal] Let S be a minimal general type surface with py(S) > 0
and H1(S,Z) = 0 such that Kg does not admit a square root. We work
with rank 2 Higgs pairs (E, ¢) with det E = Kg. Then the monopole branch
contributions to the refined Vafa- Witten generating series ", VWa ko n(t)q"
can be written

A(t, X9 B¢, q)q(S)Z’
where

A(t,q), B(t,q) € Q(t?)(q)),

are universal functions, independent of S.

Furthermore K3 calculations determine A(¢,q) completely, while by mod-
ularity and the work of Gottsche-Kool he knows what B(t, q) should be, and
he can check this in low degree by toric computations.
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2. K-THEORETIC VIRTUAL CYCLES

The foundations of cohomological virtual cycles are laid down in [BE], [LT];
we use the notation from [BE]. The foundations for K-theoretic virtual
cycles (or “wvirtual structure sheaves”) are laid down in [CFK] [FG]; we use
the notation from [FG].

2.1. Virtual cycle and virtual structure sheaf. Let M be a quasi-
projective scheme with a perfect obstruction theory E* — ILj; supported
in degrees [~1,0]. That is, E® is a 2-term complex E~! — E° of vector
bundles on M such that the map E* — Ly induces an isomorphism on 0
and a surjection on h~1. We call LY := E* the virtual cotangent bundle of
M, of rank vd := rank E° — rank E~! and determinant
Ky = det B* = det E®® (det B') ",
Dualising, we set F; := (E~%)* to get the virtual tangent bundle
TVF == E. = (E*)Y = (LyN)".

By [BF] this data defines a cone C' C E; from which we may define M’s

virtual cycle
W] = BT € Aw(M)

and its virtual structure sheaf [FG]
(2.1) Oy = [Li5Oc] € Ko(M),

where 1y: M — Ej is the zero section. (Since ¢, is a regular embedding,
L5 O¢ is a bounded complex.) If M is compact the virtual Riemann-Roch
theorem of [FG, Corollary 3.4] then gives

(2.2) X(OF) = / Td (T3F).
[]vir

In particular, if M also has virtual dimension zero vd = 0 we can use either
the virtual structure sheaf or the virtual cycle to define the same numerical
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invariant

(2.3) (O3 = / 1 € Z  when vd=0.
[M}vir

2.2. Twisted virtual structure sheaf. Via the medium of Nekrasov and
Okounkov, physics teaches us that we should choose a square root of the
virtual canonical bundle and work instead with the twisted/modified/sym-
metriseaﬁ virtual structure sheaf,

~ 1
(2.4) o= K2

vir

® Oy,

This paper is mainly concerned with the virtual K-theoretic invariant X((/D\J\V/}r)
When M is compact the virtual Riemann-Roch theorem [FG| Corollary 3.4]
gives the following cohomological expression for it,

~_ . 1 .
(2.5) X(O3F) = /[M] ch(KE, ) Td (T3),

modifying (2.2). Of course in virtual dimension zero this makes no difference

and we recover ([2.3)),

x( AJ\VJH) = x(O3f) = / 1 when vd = 0,
[M]vir
but it will make a big difference to its refinement when we work equivariantly.

This will also allow us to fix the ambiguity in the choice of Kii/f, because
on the fixed locus there is a canonical choice.

Proposition 2.6. Let M be a quasi-projective scheme with a T = C* action
with projective fived locus M. Suppose M has a T-equivariant symmetric
perfect obstruction theory E®* — LLyr. Then KM,Vir‘MT admits a canonical
square roozﬂ

1 >0
2.7) K|, = det(B*yr )" 720

Here (E'\MT)ZO denotes the part of E®|y;r with nonnegative T -weights, and
T>q S its rank.

Proof. Decompose the virtual cotangent bundle in weight spaces for the T'

action,
E|,» = EPFE.
i€Z

6For instance, this symmetrisation will lead, via Serre duality, to the 112 5 g71/2
symmetry of Proposition

"We are abusing the notation - |,;r since we have not shown this line bundle extends
to M. The point is we will only need it on M7T. And our square root is only equivariant
for the action of the double cover of T, since we need to use t/2.
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Here each F' is a T-fixed two-term complex of vector bundles on M T of
(super)rank r; := rank(F"). The symmetry of the obstruction theory,
(B*)Y = E*[-1]®t
implies that
(F)Y = F1-1].

Therefore
Kipir = det B* = Q) det(Fit') @ X)det(F't)

1<0 i>0

= Q) det (F't)"[1]) ® (X)det(F't)
1<0 120

= R)det(Ft7") ® (X)det(F't)
<0 >0

= ®det Figth ®det (Fit)
>0 >0

®2
<®det(Fiti)> grotrite
i>0
®2
= (det (B*],r)=") >0, O

2.3. Localisation. Suppose as above T := C* acts on both M and its
perfect obstruction theory E* — Lj;. Then on its fixed locus ¢: MT < M
we get a splitting
JFE* = (E.)T D (Nvir)*
into fixed and moving parts (i.e. weights 0 and nonzero). By [GP] the fixed
part (E*)T defines a perfect obstruction theory on M7 (and so a virtual

structure sheaf (2.1))). We call the dual of the moving summand the virtual
normal bundle N¥". The virtual localisation formula of [GP] states that

1 i :
(28) (e(w) N (M7 ) — (M e ATy(M) By Qlt, .
Here we consider the T-equivariant Chow homology to be a module over
H*(BT) = Z[t], which we localise, inverting the equivariant parameter ¢
— the first Chern class of the weight 1 irreducible representation t of 7.
This ensures that, writing N'' as a two-term complex of T-equivariant
vector bundles No — Ny all of whose weights are nonzero, the cop(IN;) are
invertible. Thus we may define e(NV") := ctop(No)/Ctop(N1).

To mimic this in K-theory we use the module structure of K%(M) over
K3 (point) = Z[t,t7!] to localise to the field of fractionsﬁ Q(t). Adjoining

8In fact it would be sufficient to invert ¢ — 1 for all i = 1,2,3,....
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t1/2 (so we can lift our choice of square root (2.7) to localised T-equivariant
K-theory), we work in

K (M) Qz(t,t-1] Q(t%)'

Now applying (2.8) to (2.5)), and using the notation A°E := ", o(—=1)'A’E
in K-theory, we find a

1 _ _
By / ch (K%, e ) T (T38) TA(NT)
X M - [MT] vir G(NVir)
ch(KV%ir‘MT) .
i /[MT]“cm-(zvvierd< )
1
_ O @ By
(2.9) = X A (NVInyY )

the last line from the virtual Riemann-Roch theorem [FG| Corollary 3.4] on
M7, This suggests there should be a K-theoretic localisation formula

OVirT vir 0
bx Ao(]\]f\/lvir)v - M € KT(M) ®Z[t,t*1]Q(t )’

N

(2.10)

1
from which would follow by taking X( : ®Kfir).

Such a result is proved in [CFK|, Theorem 5.3.1] for (M, E*®) which can
be enhanced to a [0, 1]-dg-manifold structure. More recently Qu has proved
for any T-equivariant (M, E*) [Qu].

For the first version of this paper I was unaware of Qu’s work, and did
not want to have to prove that Vafa-Witten moduli spaces M admit a 7T-
equivariant [0, 1]-dg-manifold structure (though they certainly do). So I
proved a weaker statement — a T-equivariant version of , which is
sufficient for our purposes. I have kept that proof — which is Proposition
below — since it demonstrates the compatiblity of K-theoretic and
cohomological localisation under virtual Riemann-Roch. So we turn to this
now.

2.4. Refinement. We are interested in situations where M may be non-
compact, but carries a T action with compact fized locus M. Then
and make no obvious sense, but their natural refinements — given
by replacing (super)ranks of graded vector spaces by characters of (virtual)
T-modules — are perfectly well-defined. That is, we define

(2.11) x| Pt -t | = D ot =) .
j

7 ( J
Here the left hand side may involve infinite direct sums; then the right hand
side will be a sum of power series in t*/2 and ¢~/2 which, in our situation,
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will be expansions of rational functions in Q(¢!/2). When the sums are finite
we may set t = 1 and recover the usual Euler characteristic or (super)rank.

Applying (2.11)) to RT (M , (/D\A‘jl“) gives our refinement of the integer (2.5)).

(2.12) Xe (M, O8) = x,(RT(M,O)) € Q(¢2).

When M is compact this specialises to (2.5)) at ¢ = 1, but (2.12]) makes sense
more generally.

Proposition 2.13. Suppose M is compact and we have chosen a square
root K/? € KT (M)(t'/%). Then the refined invariant [2.12) can be calcu-

vir
lated on MT by localisation as
Avir T OX/iIrT 3
— 2
(2.14) x,(M,O") = x, (M7, W@)KM,Vir

N

MT) € Q(t2).

Proof. This follows directly from the localisation formula of [CFK]
when M is a [0, 1]-dg-manifold acted on by 7', and from [Qu] more generally.
Alternatively, we can repeat the argument of in an equivariant setting,
replacing the virtual Riemann-Roch formula of [FG, Corollary 3.4] by its
equivariant analogue.

We use the standard trick of approximating the homotopy quotient M X7
ET over BT = P*° by the M-bundle

pyn: M xp (CNTI\{0}) — PV,

(Here T acts with weight 1 on CN*1.) Applying the virtual Grothendieck-
Riemann-Roch theorem of [EG, Theorem 3.3] to py gives

(2.15) ch(Rpy, OFF) = py, <ch(Ké) Td (T}F) m[M]vir),

As N increases this is a sequence of compatible cohomology classes over
PN ¢ PN*! C ..., defining a class in

lim H* (M x7 (CY*'\{0}),R) = Hi(M,R) @), R[].
By its class in H7.(M,R) @[ R((?)) is equal to

1
. ch(K2)Td(TyF)
(2-16) Ch(RpN* J\Vfr) = pN*< ( )

st ")

Again, we spell out what this means in terms of the finite dimensional mod-
els. We can expand 1/e(N"") as an H*(M)-valued Laurent series in ¢~'.
Write it as a sum of terms a;t’, where a; € H~2"K(N")=2i( A1) This there-
fore vanishes for —rank(NY") — i > dim M, i.e. for i sufficiently negative.
Therefore 1/e(NV¥) is a Laurent polynomial in ¢, and we may pick n > 0
such that " - 1/e(N'") € H5(M,R) ®py R[t] € Hj(M,R) @gpy R((1).
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Then the statement is that 1) is 7" times by the inverse limit of the
compatible sequence of cohomology classes

ch (KV%) Td(TF)
DN+« t—ne(Nvir)

N [MT)™" | e H* (M xp (CNT1\{0}),R).

Using e(NY¥) = ch(A®(NVF)Y) Td(NYF) and Ty
theory, these classes are

ch (K élr)

PN« t—" ch (Ao(Nvir)V)

| e = Ty + NV in K-

Ta(Typ) 0 [T

Let qy: MT xp (CN*1\{0}) = MT x PV — PV denote the restriction of
pyn- Applying [FGlL Theorem 3.3] to g, gives

1
K\?lr‘ vir vir
(217) ch RQN* t_nA.(]AV/[vq;r>v Td( MT) N [MT]

Since the Chern character of any (virtual) T-representation V' is ch(V) =
X+ (V), the upshot is

vir

Avir : —nq: 0 T 3
Xet(Opr") = lim (2.16) = ¢7"lim (2.17) = Xa(A.(NA{,ir)v@’Kinr)-

Substituting s = e’ gives the result. ([

Now we have localised to M7 we can use the canonical square root (2.7)) of
Proposition [2.6|to make an unambiguous definition of our refined invariants.

Assumption 2.18. We will assume
(1) M is a quasi-projective T-variety with projective fized locus M7,
(2) M has a T-equivariant symmetric obstruction theory.
By Proposition [2.6], this implies the existence of
e o T-equivariant perfect obstruction theory with vd =0, and
e a choice of line bundle on M7T whose square is Kprvir| a7,

and this is all we will actually use. So although it is more elegant to assume
(1) and (2) from now on, the reader can replace (2) by the above two con-
ditions instead to get a slightly more general result. We then call the line

bundle K}fvir ’MT‘

Definition 2.19. Suppose M satisfies (2.18)). Then we define its refined
K -theoretic invariant x; (M, (’)]\V}r) to be

Ovir 1
T MT
(2.20) Xt <M ) W ® K1\24,vir

MT) e Q(t2),
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1
! : . .
where KM,vir’MT is the canonical choice (2.7)).

Again, when M is compact, (2.20]) specialises to at t =1. When M
is noncompact (but M7 is compact) and has virtual dimension vd = 0 we
can still define a cohomological substitute for (2.5)) or (both of which
are f[ M]vir 1 in the compact case) by localisation (2.8) as follows:

1
(2.21) /[MT]vire(Nvir) € Q

This lies in Q C Q[t, ¢t !] because vd(M) = 0 implies that rank NV' =
—vd(MT). Then (2.20)) refines (2.21)) even when M is noncompact:

Proposition 2.22. If M satisfies (2.18|) then (2.20) is a rational function
of tY/2 with poles only at roots of unity and the origin, but not at 1. We may

therefore specialise to t = 1, where we recover the rational number (2.21)):

Ovir 1
T MT 2 —
Xt (M ) Ao(Nvir) ® KVIr) /[MT]VH_ 6(]\[vir) = Q

t=1
Proof. We compute
ovir ch Kv?lr Td(Ty)
2.23 MY, —M__ oK
( ) Xet< )A.(Nvu‘) ® v1r> (T i Ch AoNvlr)

ch K2 Td(TviryMT)

vir

[MT]VI!‘ (NVH)

We wish to evaluate this at ¢ = 0 (i.e. ¢! = 1). Writing KVQH = Lt" for some
w € Z[1/2], we expand

1/€(Nv1r) _ CotVd(MT) + cltvd(MT)fl ..,
ch(Kf?) = e"(1+e),
TA(Tyf|r) = 1+dit+dat>+..., so that
ch(KYD) TATYF |, r) = 1H+et+eat® +...,

where ¢; € H*(M7T) and ¢, d;,e; € H>9(MT). Therefore ¢; = 0 for i > 0
and the first series is a finite sum. Consider multiplying it by the last series.
e The ¢t< terms of the first series all have coefficients in H>2vd(M") (T
(both before and after multiplication by the last series). These inte-
grate to zero against [M7]VIr.
e The t7° terms of the first series go to 0 at t = 0, and the same is
true when they are multiplied by the last series.

So we are left with the c¢q( M:r)to term of the first series. When multiplied
by any e; we get a class in H>2v4M)(T) whose integral over [M7T]¥" is
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zero. So when we multiply ¢ q MT)tO by the last series and integrate, we get
the same as just (multiplying by 1 and) integrating; this contributes

1
Cy = —.
/[MT]vir d(MT) /[\MT}vir e (NVH)

This gives the numerical result claimed. But since it doesn’t give the state-
ment about rationality, we now go back to the first line of (2.23) and expand
everything in sight carefully.

Write (NVI')Y = N9 — N! as a global difference of two T-bundles with
nonzero weights. Let the Chern roots of N° and N' be x; +w;t and yj + 5t
respectively, where w;, v; are all nonzero integers. Letting s := €', we have

1 L —ewery T =) (11— Bly) 125
Ch(A’NVir)V ;1 —emiets) IL(1— swi) (1 — B(r;) 12 ) ’

1—sWi

where E(u) := e — 1 is the power series u + u?/2! +u3/3! 4 - - -.
If we write 1 — ¢¥ = (1 — ¢)[v]}, where [v], :=1+q+¢*+ - +¢" " is
the quantum integerﬂ this becomes

Vi

vir H [U]]/S s
s —rank(NViT) L1y — )
(1=s) [T [wil§ 1:[ (1 = S)[”j]g)

s 82101-
(2.24) XH<1+E(%)(1_SM9+E(%)2 5 +>

(1 = )?([wily)

Now E(z;) = ;i + 22/2 + x3/3! + - - - lies in cohomological degrees > 2, so,
when we multiply out, any (1 —s)™7 term comes multiplied by a term a;s*/,
where a; has cohomological degree > 2j on M1 (and uj; is an integer). And
—rank(NV'") = vd(MT), so on restriction to [MT]""' we get
!/

(2.25) (1— @V‘“MT)M (1 +ars(1—s)" 4+ aas™i(1— s)_Vd)

[Lilwil§
by ignoring all cohomology classes which have degree > 2dim[MT]VI' =
2vd(MT).

Since T} is a fixed complex with trivial 7" action, ch(Kii/f) TA(TYY) =
s¥(1+ o) for some o € HZ?(M™) with no t (or s) dependence. Multiplying
by and integrating, becomes

JLRL [
(2.26) X, s T, kz_o (1—3s)"s [MT]Vir(l +0) A Gyd k-

1/2

Thus x, is a rational function of s*/“ with poles only at roots of unity and

possibly zero, but not 1, as required.

9There is another convention [v], == q~“7P/2[0]} for quantum integers (1.2) that we
will use in Section
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Since we’ve got this far we may as well use ([2.26]) to give another derivation
of the evaluation at s = 1. This gives

_ L

Hi (o [MT]vir
This integral sees only the part of a,q which has degree precisely 2vd, so
only the degree 2 parts z;, y; of E(x;), E(y;) in (2.24) contribute to it.
So replacing E(z;), E(y;) by x;, y; in (2.24]), it becomes the cohomological
degree vd part of

yjs'd 1 yyst
WL IL (- %57 I ([l - 225)
17 Wy - sWi )
ilwils 1, (1 - %) I1; ([wi]; - ffl))
To evaluate at s = 1, we now reuse ¢ to denote s — 1 and take the coefficient
of t in the Laurent expansion (in ¢~!!) of

AL (Uj + yjivj> C ILvt—y) 1
IL (wi + %) IL(~wit —a)  e(NVi)

X1 Qvyq -

= (1—s)v

(1—s)

(=t)"

When we expand 1/e(NV") as a Laurent series in ¢! the coefficient of t’
lies in H2VA(M)=2i(A 1T Therefore integrating over [MT]"" takes only the
t? term. We conclude again that

1
= — . U
Xl /[MT}vir C(NVH)

Proposition 2.27. The refinement (2.20) is a rational function of t2 (with

poles only at roots of unity and the origin) invariant under t2 o t_%, and
is deformation invariant.

Proof. All that is left to prove is the invariance under t3 ¢ ¢t~3. This follows
from the “weak virtual Serre duality” of [FGl Proposition 3.13] on M7:

MT O}\HJrT K%
X1 ) A® (Nvir)\/ ® M vir

vir

O _1
— (_l)Vd(MT)Xt (MT MT ® KM,QVir X KMT,vir>

) AoNvir

K(NVir r Ohr 3
= (—1) Ty (M ® Kjy,

vir

7 Ae NVir ® det NVir)

Ovir 1
== MT i K2 |
Xt( ’ Ao(an‘)\/ ® M,Vlr) )
where the last equality is from the identity
(2.28) Ao(Nvir)\/ ~ (_1)rank(Nvir)A.Nvir ® det(NVir)*. H
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2.5. Shifted cotangent bundles. When M is the (—1)-shifted cotangent
bundle T*[~1]M7T of a quasi-smooth derived projective scheme M7, with
the obvious T' = C* action on the fibres, it has a symmetric perfect obstruc-
tion theory and the refined invariant simplifies. Letting p denote the
projection M — M7T we get the exact triangle

(2.29) P (T @ 1] — T 2 p T,

where t denotes the standard weight 1 representation of T'. In particular
Kyrvie = p*(K MT7Vir)2 @ tv4MT) and the canonical choice (2.7) of square
root is just
(2.30) K;Mr = Ky 792
On the zero section M7 C M the exact triangle (2.29) gives

NV = (L) et[-1] = Ly t[-1].

Therefore, using both (2.30) and the identity (2.28]), we have in localised
K-theory,

ir T
1 1 _ 1 rank(NVir) det(NV ) & KM’I: vir vd(MT)/2
Ae (Nvir)v Myir — (7 ) A Nvir
= ()K€ @ Ky, 1 @ A (LY

— (_1)vd(MT)tf vd(MT)/2Ao (I[J}G;Tt) )
Substituted into (2.20]), this gives the following result.
Proposition 2.31. If M7 is a quasi-smooth derived projective scheme, the
K -theoretic refined invariant [2.20) of M = T*[—1]MT is
vir vd(MT) _vdrT) i vir i vir £
COLEY) = (- S 1y (Og @ ALY ) ¢
i

Vlr (MT)

Vd(IW )

(2.32) = (=1)vdMT)y-

where er is the virtual x,,-genus of Fantechi-Gottsche [EG]. Specialising to

t =1 gives the signed virtual Euler characteristic studied in [JT]. (]
3. K-THEORETIC INVARIANTS FROM DEGENERATION LOCI

Fix a map of bundles
(o2 EO — E1

of ranks rg, 71 over a smooth ambient space X. We suppose for simplicitym
that dimker(o|,) <1 for all points € X. Then we let

D(o) := {z € X : o, is not injective}

LOpMore general degeneracy loci were treated in [GTT] [GT2].
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denote the degeneracy locus of o. Its scheme structure is defined by the
vanishing ideal of A"™¢c — the ideal generated by the ry X rg minors of o.

Furthermore it is shown in |[GT1] that D(o) inherits a perfect obstruction
theory by seeing it as the vanishing locus of the composition

(3.1) Ob(z)(—1) — ¢" By %5 "By on P(Ep) ~L X.

This perfect obstruction theory depends only on the complex Ey — Ej up
to quasi-isomorphism, and endows D(o) with a virtual cycle of codimension
r1 — ro + 1 whose pushforward to X is described in [GT1] by the Thom-
Porteous formula as

(3:2) L [D(@)]™ = ery-res1(E1 — Eo) 1 [X].

3.1. K-theoretic degeneracy loci. The above perfect obstruction theory
induces a virtual structure sheaf (’)EEU) on the degeneracy locus by .
The K-theoretic analogue of the Thom-Porteous formula is the Fagon-
Northcott complex of 0. When D(o) has the correct codimension, this com-
plex is well known to resolve Op,). Here we show that even when it has
the wrong codimension, the K-theory class of the Eagon-Northcott complex

is Op(, € Ko(X).

Theorem 3.3. The pushforward of OEEG) to X has K-theory class
Ox — det(EO — E1) & /\T(El - EO),

where r = rank F; — rank Ej.

Proof. The composition (3.1)) defines a section o € I'(¢*E;(1)) which cuts
out D(o) C P(Ep). This defines the virtual structure sheaf

VDiEcr) = LLS OCE’
where ¢y: D(o) — q*El(l)‘D(o) is the zero section and

Cs C ¢ Ex(1) |D(g)

is the cone over D(o) defined by o. This is the flat limit, as t — oo, of the
graphs I';z C ¢*E1(1). Therefore, in K-theory,

(3.4) 3+Opiyy = Li*Or,,

where j: D(0) < P(Ep) and ¢: P(Ey) — ¢*E1(1) is the zero section.
Suppressing some obvious pullback maps for clarity, I's is cut out of the
total space of ¢* 1 (1) by the section 0 —oayt of the pullback of ¢* £y (1). This
induces a Koszul resolution of Or, on the total space of ¢*E1(1). Applying
L.* restricts this to the zero section, where oy, is zero. Thus the right hand
side of is the Koszul complex (A®(¢*E1(1))*, &) (which is not in general
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exact, since 'y does not generally intersect the zero section transversally).
Thus

"1
(3.5) 30pyy = > _(=D'A(qEf)(-i),
i=0
where r; := rank(Ej;).
Finally we push down to X, using (by Serre duality)

Ox 1=0,
RQ*O]P’(EO)(—Z) = ' 0 0<i< Tos
Sym*~ "0 Ey @ det Eg[1 — 1] i > 1.

Thus, applying Rg. to (3.5), we find the pushforward of (’)EEU) to K(X) is

4!
O+ Z(—l)”l_rOAi(Ei‘) ® Sym'~"0 Ey ® det Ey

=T
5!
_o- ( S (1) AT By @ Symi T E0> ® det Ey ® det E*
=7
- 0- (Z(—l)jA’"‘jEl ® Sym’ EO) ® det(Ey — E1)
§=0
= 00— /\T(El — Eo) & det(Eo — El),
where r = 1| — ry = rank(E; — Ej). O

There are different formulae for (more general) K-theoretic degeneracy
loci in [HIMNL [A], essentially given by the Thom-Porteous formula with
cohomological Chern classes replaced by K-theoretic Chern classes. By
some algebraic identities these formulae are surely equivalent to the Eagon-
Northcott formula above. Therefore, by Theorem those formulae also
describe the pushforward of the virtual structure sheaf of a degeneracy locus.

3.2. Application to Vafa-Witten theory. In [GTI1, IGT2] it was shown
how some of the monopole components of the Vafa-Witten T-fixed point
set can be described as degeneracy loci, at the level of both their scheme
structures and virtual cycles. We briefly review the simplest examples —
2-step nested punctual Hilbert schemes of a smooth projective surface S,

gtmal .= L[, C I, C Og : length(Og/L;) = n;}.

For more details and more general results see [GT1], [GT2].

While S":72] is in general singular, it lies in the smooth ambient space
Slml x Sl2l as the set of points (Iy, Io) for which there is a nonzero map
Homg(I1, I5) # 0. To write this scheme theoretically, let 7: Sl x §lm2] x
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S — Sl x §ln2l he the projection down S, and let Z;, Zo denote the (pull-
backs of the) universal ideal sheaves on Sl x Sl*2l x S, Consider the
complex of vector bundles

(3.6) Rstom(11,12) over S["I]XS[”Q],

which, restricted to a point (I1, I2), computes Extg (1, I2). When py(S) =0
this complex can be made 2—termJE|

R%omﬂ(ll,lg) ~ E() L> El.

Then the degeneracy locus D(o) is (scheme-theoretically) S""2] and the
construction endows it with a perfect obstruction theory of dimension
ny + ng which is independent of the choices of Fy, 1 (depending only on
the K-theory class of their difference R #Zom,(Z;,Z5).)

By [GT1l Section 10] this perfect obstruction theory and the Vafa-Witten
perfect obstruction theory of [T'T1] have virtual tangent bundles which
agree in K —theory@ Therefore the degeneracy locus virtual cycle coincides
which the one coming from Vafa-Witten theory [TTI] or reduced DT the-
ory [GSYT, [GSY2] when h'(Og) = 0. And when h'(Og) > 0, the complex
Ritom(Z1,Zs) can be modified [GT1) Section 6], or one can work relative
to Pic(S) |[GT1] Section 9], to get the same result.

The Thom-Porteous formula then calculates the pushforward to
Slml x Sln2l of the Vafa-Witten virtual cycle on S"172], In fact [GTT, [GT2]
deal with more complicated nested Hilbert schemes of points and curves on
S. For points, the result is the following.

Theorem 3.7. [GTI] The pushforward of [S["l’”Q"“’"T]]Vir to Sl s ... x
Sl equals the product of Carlsson-Okounkov classes

Cnytng (R oM (T1, o) [1]) U+ - U ey, 4, (R OMA (L1, L) [1])
in An1+nr(5["1] X oo X S[nw}),

For the K-theoretic analogue, we assume for simplicity that H=1(Og) = 0
so we do not have to modify the complex . Theorem 3.2 of [Thl] gives
a formula for any virtual structure sheaf O} which shows that it depends
only on M and the K-theory class of the virtual tangent bundle T ]‘(/}r. Since
the degeneracy locus construction induces the same virtual tangent bundle
on S[":m2] a5 Vafa-Witten theory, the two virtual structure sheaves induced
by are equal.

Therefore Theorem (3.3 describes the Vafa-Witten K-theoretic virtual cy-
cle as follows.

U\When p,(S) > 0 it is shown in [GTT, Section 6] how to remove H?(Og) from the
complex to give the same result.

121t is shown in [GTT, Section 10] that the two perfect obstruction theories E® —
Lging,ny) have isomorphic virtual cotangent bundles E°, but not that their maps to the
cotangent complex L are the same (though they surely are).
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Corollary 3.8. When HZ'(Og) = 0 the pushforward of the Vafa-Witten
virtual structure sheaf OV“1 ny) 1O Sl s Sn2l s the K-theory class of

Oginyl 5 glng) — det(R%”omw(Il,Ig)) ® /\T (RJfomW(Il,Ig)[l]),

where 7 = ny + ng — 1. Letting CO := O — R#omy(Z1,12), this can be
written — in topological K -theory at least — as
n1+n2
A*(CO*) = Y (-1)’AY(CO%).
i=0
For a general surface S, the techniques of [GT1] can be used to split off

H='(Og) from this complex. The upshot is the same result, except with the
complex R#om,(ZI1,Ts) replaced by R#om,(T1,Ts) + R'm.O — R, 0.

Proof. Theorem gives the first result immediately. For the second we use
[GT2, Equation 4.27], which shows the Carlsson-Okounkov K-theory class
CO := O — R#om,(I1,1,) is represented by an honest rank r+1 = nj +no
vector bundle (instead of a difference of vector bundles) on an affine bundle
over SIMl x Sl Therefore, writing the pullback of R#omy (I, T)[1] as
the difference of bundles CO — O, we find

O —det (R,%”omﬂ(Il,Ig ® /\T R%omﬂ(Il,Ig)[l])

= O —det(CO%) ®Z )'A""(CO) ® Sym'’ ©
=0

= 0- Z 1)’A™(CO*) = A®(CO¥)

upstairs on the affine bundle. Since this is homotopic to the base S x
521 the result follows in topological K-theory (which, by Riemann-Roch,
is enough for computing holomorphic Euler characteristics). Therefore in
this situation we get a more familiar Koszul resolution description of the
virtual structure sheaf. (]

These results can be plugged into the definition (4.3)) of refined Vafa-
Witten invariants below to calculate monopole locus contributions in terms
of K-theory classes on smooth ambient spaces like SI"1! x S (This re-

quires lifts of the K-theory classes NV'' and K_/ 1/2 (2.7) from S [1m2] g

vir
Sl s 2l these exist since they can be written in terms of the universal

sheaves 7z, , Tz, and R#om, s between them, all of which extend.)

4. REFINED VAFA-WITTEN INVARIANTS: STABLE CASE

Fix a smooth complex poplarised surface (S,Og(1)), a rank r > 0, Chern
classes c1, ¢ and a line bundle L on S with ¢;(L) = ¢;. We use the nota-
tion from [ITT]; in particular N L., denotes the moduli space of Gieseker
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semistable Higgs pairs (E, ¢) on S, where F is a rank r torsion-free sheaf
on S with co(E) = ¢o and

det E=L, ¢ € Hom(E,E® Kg),.

By the spectral construction [TTI, Section 2], (E,¢) is equivalent to a
Gieseker semistable compactly supported torsion sheaf £y on

X = Kg¢-2+ 8.

This makes /\/}L o, the moduli space of Gieseker semistable compactly sup-
ported torsion sheaves £ on X with the right Chern classes, such that the
“centre of mass” of £ on each Kg fibre of p: X — S is zero, and p,.& = L.
When (r, ¢1, ¢2) are chosen so that semistability implies stabilitﬂ /\fﬁ,—% e
carries a natural symmetric perfect obstruction theory [TT1, Theorem 6.1]
supported in degrees [—1,0]. It is noncompact in general, but has a T'= C*
action scaling the fibres of Kg (or, equivalently, scaling the Higgs field ¢).
The fixed locus (NT%LQ)T is compact, so in [TT1] Vafa-Witten invariants

are defined by virtual (cohomological) localisation

1
4.1 VW = L —— €
( ) T,C1,C2 /|£(N,::L7C2)Tj| vir e(Nvlr) Q’
where L is any line bundle on S with ¢;(L) = ¢;. This lies in Q C Q[t,¢7!]
because vd(N;,.,) = 0.
The perfect obstruction theory gives us a virtual structure sheaf, and its
symmetry gives us a canonical square root of the virtual canonical bundle

by Proposition [2.6

Definition 4.2. For r,ci,co such that semistability implies stability, the
refined Vafa- Witten invariants of (S, Og(1)) are defined by ([2.20):

VWT,C1762(t) = Xt<N7"Jv_LvC2’ X}'}L,C2>
Ovir
Wby 3
13) ~ (NﬁL,cQ)TvWLvif)v@KVQir e Q(t'?).

By Proposition this refines (4.1), specialising to VW,.c, ¢, att = 1.

First fixed locus. The invariant and its refinement have contri-
butions from the connected components of the fixed locus (/\/;%L 62)T. The
first of these is the “instanton branch” where ¢ = 0.

This is just the moduli space M,. 1, ., of stable sheaves of fixed determinant
L on S. By [TTI, Equation 7.3] this locus contributes the Fantechi-Gottsche
virtual signed Euler characteristic

c Lvir )
. Vd(Mr,L,c ) ( MT,L,C
/[‘MT,L,CQ]VH 2 2

13The general case is handled in [TT2].
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(4.4) = (=1)VdMriLey) /

[MT7L,C2]Vir
= (~nvAMrre) (M, )

vir
CVd(MT,L,CQ) (TMT,L,CQ )

of My r.c, to VW, ¢, ¢, (4.1). It is an integer, with an obvious refinement
given (up to a sign) by the virtual y,-genus of Fantechi-Gottsche [FG], as
studied in [GKI]. We check now that this is what the refined Vafa-Witten
invariant (4.3]) indeed gives.

An open neighbourhood in ./\quLﬁ2 of the instanton branch M, 1 ., is
isomorphic to its own (—1)-shifted cotangent bundle T*[—1]M, 1 .,. (It
is the neighbourhood consisting of those pairs (F,¢) for which F is itself
Gieseker stable. At the level of points this says that the Higgs fields take
values in the dual (Ext®(E, E)g)* = Hom(E,E ® Kg) of the obstruction
space of E.) By , then, its contribution to VW(t) (4.3) is

Vd(Mr,L,c2)

(_1)Vd(Mr,L,C2)t_fX‘ii§ (MTaL’C2)'
Specialising to t = 1 gives
(_1)Vd(MT,L,62)GVir (MT‘,L,CQ) 9
which is ([{£.4).

Second fixed locus. The other fixed loci have nilpotent ¢ # 0; following
[DPS, IGK1] we call their union My the “monopole branch”. For Kg negative
in a suitable sense the stability condition forces the second fixed locus to
be empty (a “vanishing theorem” holds). So we do some very elementary
preliminary calculations on My for general type surfaces, refining the first
calculations of [TT1) Section 8§].

4.1. Some calculations for Kg > 0. Let (S,0g(1)) be a smooth, con-
nected polarised surface with

e h'(Og) =0, and

e a smooth nonempty connected canonical divisor C' € |Kg|, such that

o [, = Qg is the only line bundle satisfying 0 < deg L < %deg Kg,
where degree is defined by deg L = ¢1(L)-¢1(Og(1)). Then in [TT1 Lemma
8.3] it is shown that (NiKs,n)T is the disjoint union of Ms i, and the
nested Hilbert schemes

ln/2)

(4.5) My = |_| gli,n—i]
i=0

of subschemes Z; C Zy C S of lengths

|Z1] = 1, |Zo| + | Z1| = n.

We call the components with ¢ = 0 horizontal and, at the other extreme,
the components with i = n/2 vertical.
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Horizontal loci and n < 1 case. We start with the horizontal loci, so
Zy = 0 and My = S, Here a point Zy € S corresponds in NQJ,_KS,n to
the torsion sheaf Iz,c25 on X = Kg, where 25 C X is the twice-thickened
zero section defined by the ideal I2_y. In [I'TI, Section 8.2] it is shown

that the fixed obstruction bundle over this S is (K [Sn])* It follows that

It also follows that (’)gi[fﬂ =A° (K gn]) In K-theory this has the same class
as the sheaf of dgas given by inserting a differential,

sl n

(4.7) Ogin K

where s € H(Kg) cuts out the smooth connected canonical divisor C C S

and s is the induced section of K gn] on S[M. Since this cuts out C" ¢ S
which is smooth of codimension n, (4.7) is an exact Koszul resolution quasi-
isomorphic to its cokernel:

Asl™] 2 -[n]  Ast Aslnl [n]
A KS” A”KS”,

(4.8) o, = (—1)”[A”(K[S”])‘ ] e KO(s).

C[n]

Moreover the K-theory class of the virtual normal bundle is computed in
[TTI, Section 8.3] to be
(4.9)
K3+ (@77 = [(KHM]E — @)™ + [(BHM) T — [gm]t
Here
Py = h°(K§) = py(S) +9,

where g = c1(Kg)? + 1 is the genus of C.

Combining with determines the virtual canonical bundle:

2
Ky = K @ det (Kg) 7 ® det <(K§)[n]> ® (3,
The choice (2.7)) of square root is

1
(4.10) K

2 = Ky @det(KI)" @ det ((K@)“”) ® =3P,
With this, we are ready to calculate in the simplest, n = 0,1 and 2 cases.
Even here the calculation will be somewhat involved.

n = 0 case. Here My = S is a reduced point, corresponding to the torsion
sheaf Oqg := Ox /T2 on X = Kg. From above,
) 1 .
(N = (’c_Q)@P2 @R g2 = (3P gpg Oy = Ogla.-

Therefore we calculate the contribution of S to (4.3) as
1—t)P —1)F2 —1)F2
(4.11) Xt = t_%PQ ( )2P = 1( )1 Py, ( 1)3 )
(1 —t2)F (t7 +t72)" 2]

where [2], is the quantum integer (|1.2)).




EQUIVARIANT K-THEORY AND REFINED VAFA-WITTEN INVARIANTS 25

n =1 case. Combining (4
KI — Kig 3P

vir

with (4.8 we see the contribution of My = S = § to [{@.3) is
K3

4.12 —25 P :

(112) e (0 ], )

Nvir)\/
where, by (&9),
(NN = Kgt™!h + Kit + (2% — K322 — Tot™! — 972,
Since Ts| = Tc ® (DC(C) in K-theory we can write

(NViRyY Z Lit“i — Z Mt

where the (L;, w;) are

(4.13) (K;‘C,—l), (K%‘C, 1) and P, copies of (O¢, —2),

and the (M;,v;) are

(4.14) (K5%|,.-2), (Te,-1), (0c(C),—1) and P, copies of (Oc, 1).
Therefore

Ch( 1 ) [L(1—emtt) (1= (1+mye'™)
AVl (1 —eftwit)y T = (1+&)ewit)

[T

vt
L0 e T (1-ms)
I

(4.15) - M

e e’wit
H(l T ewt>H<1 Tl e“’it>’
7

where m; := ¢1(M;), ¢; := c1(L;) and we have repeatedly used the fact that
m? =0 = {2 on the curve C.
Multiplying out expresses ch(K2/A*(NV")Y| ) Td(C) as

(1+c1(K§)+Td1(C)>ll:[[((11_ewz <1+Z€ o Zmliett)

(2

Integrating over C' gives x .. Then replacing el by t gives x, as

H‘(l — tvi) 3 / tWi / tvi
\- 70 ) 1— v )
Hi(]‘ _ twi) degKS}C’ + g+ ; Oel 1 — twi ; sz 1 — tvi

Substituting (4.13]), (4.14) and using deg Kg|, = g — 1 = degOc(C) (by
adjunction) gives

I

S ey IR N FE A I

[29—2+(1—g)1_t_1
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t—2 t1 t—1

Heg =) — (2 2) o — (2 - 20) T

1—t¢ 1 —¢2

=2\ P22
 \1+t¢ 2
Plugging this into (4.12]) gives the contribution of Ma to VW3 . 1(t) as

(4.16) _23Py, = (—)P(2=-2) _ ()22 -29)

(tz +t72)" 21

Horizontal n = 2 case; preliminaries. To calculate on C? we fix some
notation and collect some results. Let

Z c clxc

|a

C2
denote the universal length-2 subscheme over C'2!, with projection p to C.
Then Z = C x C' with p the projection to the first factor, while the above
double cover ¢: C' x C — C® is the quotient by the Z/2 action 7 swapping
the factors.

Given a line bundle L on C, the induced rank 2 bundle L2 = ¢,p*L on

Cl is therefore
P = ¢.(LRO),

so its pullback by ¢* sits inside an exact sequence
(4.17) 0— (LR O)(-Ag) — ¢ LP - LRO — 0,

where A¢c C C x C is the diagonal — the branch divisor of ¢. But 7*(L X
0)=0KL, so

(4.18) ¢*det L ~ LR L(-A¢).
The exact sequence
0 — ¢" Qe — Qoxe — Oan(—Ac) — 0,
combined with Qcxo Z Qe K Oc & Oc K Q¢ and the exact sequence
0— QcXOc(—Ac) — QK Oc — Oan(—Ac) — 0,
gives an equality in K-theory

(4.19) q*QC[g] = QR Oc(—Ac) @ Oc K Qe .
In particular,
(4.20) " Ko = KoM Ko(—Ac).

As noted in (4.8), C 2l = S is cut out by a transverse section s of K E },
so has normal bundle K E ] !C[Q] = (Ks|)!? and determinant

q*det Nc[Q]/S[Q] = KS‘C X Ks‘c(—Ac).
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Combining this with gives
(4.21) q* (Kgp \C[Ql) >~ Ks|,XKs|,.
Substituting (4.21] into (| we find

( 2\ ) — KoREKpti=3P.

vir

Tensoring this by (4.8 shows

* AVIE  ~v -2
(4.22) Oy = K& REKE (~Ac) 2",

where, by an abuse of notation, we are considering O"[l;] to be a sheaf on
CPl (really, by ([@.8), it is the K-class of the pushforward of this to S[?).

Horizontal n = 2 case; calculation. We wish to calculate

OVH Ch(OVlr)
S(2 M
A*(Nvir)V —— o 1d
Xet< *(NVir)V ) /C[Q] Ch(A'(NVIr) ) ol

1 ch(q"Ogh)
4.23 _ 1 ) dien
( ) 2 /C><C Ch(q*A'(NVH)\/) (q C[2])

Let k := c1(K¢) = —e1(C) and x := 2—2g = — [ k = AZ. Putting s := ¢/,
(4.22) gives

Ch(q*@éﬁ) = €exp (;k X1+ g Xk — [AC])(et)4—gp2

(1 + kK 1) <1 +3 &k:) (1 ~[Acd] + §Xv01)5 :
3 3 |
(4.24) - (1 + SRR+ S EE— [Ac]+ 7x(9x + 14) v01>s4—%P2,

where vol is the Poincaré dual of a point on C' x C. By (4.19)),
Ch(q*TC[Q]) = ch (TC X Oc) Ch(O(Ac)) + ch (OC X Tc)

1

= (1—k&1)(1+[AC]+§xvol)+(1—1m:)
3

= 2—k®1—1@k—|—[AC]+§xvol,

from which we can deduce

1 1
(4.25)  Td(¢"Tem) = 1- fk K1— oMk g [Ac] + 2 X(2+x) vol.

Multiplying (4.24]) and ( makes Ch( *(’)g[lzr]) Td(q*TC[z]) equal to
(4.26) s P <1+k®1+1®k— 2[AC]+(X+X2)VOI>.

For the K-theory class of ¢* (N"ir|c[z])v we use ((4.9):

FED L1 (KP4 (1728 — g (K2)P) 2 — ¢ Tyt — T2,
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By (4.19) and several applications of (4.17)) this is
Oc REG' (Aot + Kg' ROt + O R KZ(—Aco)t+ K3 K Oct

—Oc K K§2(Ac)f_2 — KS_2 X Oct_2 —TcX Oc(Ac)t_l —Oc KX ch_l
(4.27) —O0c R Kg(—Ac)t™ !t = Kg R Oct™ + (t72)%72 — 912,

Here we have suppressed some restrictions to C, which are easily handled
using Kg‘c = K. As in the last section we write this as

NVII‘ Z Litvi — Z M;tvi

where L;, M are line bundles Wlth first Chern classes /;, m; respectively.
Since £2, m? needn’t be zeroE| on the surface C' x C, (4.15)) is modified to

B |

52 e’u)it eQwit
146+ 2 0? .
[t (o4 ) 75 + ]

i
Multiplying by 1) and integrating gives x, (4.23). It is the product of
1asp IL(A—s")
2 IL,@1 —swi)

and the integral over C' x C of

(4.28)

1
{1+k&1+1®k—2[A0}+(x+x2)vol} x

mf svi K? sWi 9 g2wi
HP—Gw+z%-yJUP+@+z%-w~%a-ww}

%

This integral is

; 252101'
() Z/c c ERETE Z/cw 2 (1—8w’+(1—5wi)2>

gUitY; gWitw;
+Z/Cxcmimj (1 —sv)(1—s%) Z/CXC T (1 — swi) (1 — swi)

v2+wj

‘Z/M =) (1=

+/Cxc<k&1+1®kAc> (Zzl_swl Zmﬁ_svz)

From we read off the (¢;, w;),
1 1
(—iﬁk—i-[AC],—l), (— 5/<;®1,—1), 1Rk —[Ac],1), (kK1,1)

1Byt we do use that B=0=m?.
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and P, copies of (0,—2). Similarly the (m;,v;) are
(_1 Xk + [ACL _2)7 (_k X1, _2)7 (_k X1+ [AC]v _1)7 (_1 Xk, _1))
1 1
(5 Xk — [Ac], —1), <§k X1, —1)
and P copies of (0,1). Substituting these into the integral gives

1
m |:52X2 + (253 + 552 + 23)X] .
The prefactor (4.28) is
o L =s%) 1, ap(1=s2)2(1—s)i(1—5)P
=5 = =5
PRy ATRy B A G e
8_2(1 _ 82)2
2(5% + 3_%)132
Therefore, replacing s by t, we find the contribution of S to the refined
Vafa-Witten invariant is

- (-~

P X2+ (2t+5+207 1)y

2[2];* '
At t = 1 this gives (—2)72(1 — g)(11 — 2g), as in [TT1, Equation 8.24].
Vertical n = 2 case. When n = 2 there is another component of the
T-fixed locus, given by taking ¢ = 1 in (4.5). This gives a copy of S, where
x € S corresponds to the sheaf
(p*Ix) ® Ogs on X.

In [TT1L Section 8.7] it is shown that this 7-fixed moduli space has vanishing
obstruction sheaf, so that

(4.29) (—1)

0§" = Os,
and virtual normal bundle
NY' = TqeKg't! @ HO(K2)E - [Qgt @ TsOK2E2 @ HO(Kg)*rl]
In particular
Kyrlg = Ks®(Ks @ K3t @ (t727) @ (Ket?) @ (Kg5' @ Ksth) o (t77?)
whose square root is

1 3
K2 |y = Kgt' 22

vir
So the contribution of this component to the refined Vafa-Witten invariant

is, by (2.14),
Ky

1-2py
t 2 Xt <S’ A® (Nvir)\/ )

_ a-3m (1—1t)r v A (Tst H @A (Qs @ K2 @ K&
(1 —t=2)P2 M\ A*(Qs ® Kst)
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TR . A (s @ Kst)
B (—1)P2t_2 < A'(Qs’t)®A°(Qs®Kst2)>
=[S, .

(=Dt (5 A*(Tst™) @ Kgt? @ A*(Qs @ Kg*t?) @th4)

2] A*(Qs @ Kgt)
Using the canonical section s with zero locus C' we see that in K-theory,
Q5@ Kst—Qgt = (V@ Kg)|t = Ks® Q0@ Kg'| )t
= K|t ® Oct = Kit— Kit+Ogt—Kg't.
Therefore
A (Qst) (05— K2t)(0s — Kg't)
A*(Qs @ Kgt) (Os — K3t)(Os —t)
while

A (Qs ® Kst?) = A*(Qst?)A*((Q2s ® Kg)| )
(05 — K382) (05 — )
(OS — K%{Q) (OS — K§1t2) '

= A% (Qt)

Putting it all together gives
t72(1+1)  [((0s— K%t)(0s — Kg't)A*(Qst?) (05 — Kit2)
ENE Xt( (05— K30) (05 — K26)(05 - K5'0) )
By Riemann-Roch x_, is

[ 05~ K30(0s ~ K510(05 ~ K30)

s ch (05 — K30) (O — K20) (05 — K5 2]
Let k= c1(Kg) = —c1(5) and ¢3 := ¢2(5), this is
2%t —k i 3k ,2t
/5 ((11— :2»;:%))((11 _Z_:e?)tgl(l _663;,:)) (1- ch(Qs)e* + eﬂeu)TdS :

By (4.30)), therefore, the vertical contribution is
(4.31)

t2(1 4+t 1 —e?t) (1 — e ") (1 — e3¢2
(—[(2];’3 2) /s ((1 - 62"%2))((1 _ e—nt)z() (1 e:’mt)) (1~ ch(Qs)t? + ") Tds.

When a? = 0 we compute

1—et (1- t)(l =l 2(1t—t) O‘Q)

(4.30)

ch(A®*(Qst?)) Tds.

_ 42 2 2
1 et (1 _ t2) (1 _ 1t—7t2a _ 2(1t—t2)a2>
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1 t t(1 + t2
= —(1- a— (L+#) a? ).
141 1—1¢2 2(1 — t2)2

1 —e? t t 9
= (1411 :
T —ear — 07 )< +1—t20‘+2(1—t)20‘>

Multiplying these gives

(1—e*t)(1— e "t) (1 — e>t?) 1 <1 L2 2t 2)

(L—e2)(1—em2)(1—e¥t) 1+ 2" 1—12"

Now (1 — ch(Qg)t* + e"t*) Tdg is

Similarly

(1—2t2—t21€—tz(ﬁ,2—26 )+t4(1+m+/{2>><1—/{+1(n2+c ))

2 2 2 2 12 2
1 1 1

-51- tHk + - (1 + 115K + — (1 — t*)?ca.

12
Plugging all this into (4.31)) gives t=2(—[2],) "' times by

2 2 1+¢t2 1+ 11¢2 1—¢2
1 21— - 2
/S<+1—t2ﬁ+(1—t)2ﬁ><( B A T RS TR

1+ 12t + 46t2 4+ 12¢3 + ¢* 1+ 102 4+ ¢*

- g (9- 1)+ ————a(S).

So the vertical contribution to the refined Vafa-Witten invariant is

- (-

12(—[12])132 [(t‘2 +12071 46 4+ 12+ %) (g — 1) + (£ + 10+ t2>02(s)]‘

Setting ¢t = 1 gives (—2) 72 (6(g—1)+c2) in agreement with [T'T1, Equation
8.28].

Total. Adding this to the horizontal contribution (4.29) at n = 2 gives a
total

[24(g D (212 14— 12+ £2) (g — 1)

+ (t72 + 10+ t*)ca(S) |-

Combining this with (4.11]) and (4.16]) gives the generating series

(=D
2,

[1 + (2—29)q +

2
(24(9 12 (212 14— 12 2) (g — 1)+ (24 10+t2)62(5)) 32}
Many thanks to Martijn Kool who pointed out this formula perfectly

matches the first few terms of calculations of Gottsche-Kool [GKI] after
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applying the most naive modularity transformation. Specialising to t = 1
gives

(=27 [1+ (29 = 2+ ((9 - V(29— 5) + e2(S) )| + O(a")

as in [TTI, Equation 8.39], or indeed the second term of the first line of
[VW] Equation 5.38].

For higher co we need a more systematic way to compute. Laarakker [Lal]
combines the degeneracy locus description of monopole branches in [GTI]
and Section [3| of this paper with cobordism arguments to prove universality
results. This also translates computations to calculations on toric surfaces,
which can be done by localisation and computer for ¢z not too large.

5. REFINED VAFA-WITTEN INVARIANTS: SEMISTABLE CASE

As before we fix a polarised surface (5,0g(1)). Pulling back gives a
polarisation Ox (1) on the local Calabi-Yau threefold X = Kg. We define
the charge of a compactly supported coherent sheaf £ on X to be the total
Chern class

(5.1) a = (rc,c2) € HY(S)

of the pushdown E = p,€ on S. Given n > 0 and L € Pic, (S), an SU(r)-
Joyce-Song pair (€, s) consists of
e a compactly supported coherent sheaf £ of charge o on X, with
centre-of-mass zero on each fibre of p: X — S and det p,. £ =2 L, and
e a nonzero section s € HY(E(n)).
Equivalently, it is a triple (E, ¢, s) on S with ¢ € Hom(E, E® Kg),, det E =
L and s € HY(E(n)). The Joyce-Song pair (£, s) is stable if and only if
o & is Gieseker semistable with respect to Ox(1), and

o if 7 C & is a proper subsheaf which destabilises £, then s does not
factor through F(n) C £(n).

For fixed o we may choose n > 0 such that H=1(€(n)) = 0 for all Joyce-
Song stable pairs (£, s). There is no notion of semistability; there is a quasi-
projective moduli scheme Pin of stable Joyce-Song pairs whose T' = C*-
fixed locus is already compact.

Most importantly, POJ;,” can be shown to be a moduli space of complexes
I* := {Ox(—n) — &} with a symmetric perfect obstruction theory governed
by RHom(I®,I*),. As a result it inherits a virtual structure sheaf and the
virtual canonical bundle admits a canonical square root on the T-fixed

locus. Thus by ([2.20) we get a refined pairs invariant
P(n,t) i= x(Pan OfL ) € Q).

Using the quantum integers defined in ([1.2)),

n/2 —-n/2
]y = q D2 42 Ly 82 /2 i

- q1/2 _ q—1/2
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(which specialise to n at ¢ = 1) we can state the refined version of [TT2,
Conjecture 6.5].

Conjecture 5.2. Suppose Og(1) is generic for charge « in the sense of
[TT2, Equation 2.4][F 1f HOY(S) = 0 = HY(S) there exist VW, (t) €
Q(tY/?) such that

~

(53) Pa(nt) = > PO [y (@i(n)] VWa, (1)

21, (;=6;0)%_,: i=1
§;>0, 25:1 6;=1

for n>> 0. When either of H*X(S) or H%2(S) is nonzero we take only the
first term in the sum.:

(5:4) Py(n,t) = ()X [y (a(n))] VWa (D).

The first justification for this Conjecture is that it specialises at ¢t =1
to Conjecture 6.5 of [T'T2], which is proved in many cases [MT1, TT2].
Therefore, when the Conjecture holds, the resulting VW, (¢) specialise at
t =1 to the numerical Vafa-Witten invariants of [TT2].

As a second sanity check, we show it is true — and reproduces the earlier
Definition [4.2) of refined Vafa-Witten invariants — when there are no strictly
semistable sheaves.

Proposition 5.5. If all semistable sheaves in N3 are stable then Conjecture
- is true with the coefficients VW, (t) given by .

Proof. We adapt the proof of the corresponding result for numerical Vafa-
Witten invariants in [TT2, Proposition 6.8].

We proceed by induction on the rank r of o = (r,¢1,c¢2). We first claim
that if there are no strictly semistables in class o then only the first term
contributes to the sum . Indeed, if there was a nonzero contribution
indexed by ai,...,ap with £ > 1 then the nonvanishing of the coefficients
VW, (t) (which equal the refined Vafa-Witten invariants by the in-
duction hypothesis) would imply that the moduli spaces ./\/'Ofl are nonempty.
Picking an element £ of each defines a strictly semistable £ := E' @ .- @ EF
of N, a contradiction.

We use the smooth PX(@(")~1_phundle

Pan = P(m&(n)) = Ny,

where & is the (possibly twisted) universal sheaf on V- x X and 7: N x
X — N,. There is a corresponding relationship between the deformation-
obstruction theories of (M) and (P4,,)" worked out in [TT2, Equations

15This ensures the charges of the semistable sheaves F; in the splitting (5.18) are all
proportional to «. For non-generic Og(1) there is a more complicated version of (5.3).



34 RICHARD P. THOMAS

6.12-6.14]. In particular [T'T2, Equation 6.13] implies that the virtual struc-
ture sheaves of their T-fixed loci satisfy

ir * ir ° —1\fi
aar = P ONr @M (Lo )7,

where T}, is the relative tangent bundle of p. And by [T'T2, Equation 6.14]
their dual virtual normal bundles are related by

i \ * i \ _ v
(Nipoyr)" = p*(NNyr) ™ + Nipoyrpe — (L@ )™
Taking the determinant of [TT2, Equation 6.12] gives, by (2.7)),

1 1 .
Kpy = 0K i,
Putting it all together we have
Avir Avi ° —
O('Pti_,n)T _ p* O(./\l/?aJ')T A (Tp ®t 1) R w t% dimp
° vi - . vi ® \[* p
A (Nip o) A (Niyr)¥ A NGppyr g
Avir °
— p* O(Nal)T A (QP ® t) t—%dimp(il)dimp
A (Neayr)Y A Nipyr g

by the identity (2.28) applied to T, @ t~. To take x, we first push down
the restriction of p to (Pa,,)" — (Nz)”. This is a smooth bundle; on each
fibre we get

A (2 ® 1)
(5.6) Xt <PT, Nene |
A*Ngr /P
where P = PX(@()=1 ig acted on by T with fixed locus PT. We recognise
(5.6) as the computation of
x(a(n))—-1 o o
xe(BA (@) = D (=) (H(95)F
i,j=0
= L4t 24l = g dimply (g (n))),
by localisation to the fixed locus PT. (Here we have used the fact that T
acts trivially on H'(€},)) since the latter is topological.) Moreover, there is
no twisting as we move over the base — the fibrewise cohomology groups of

a Px(@(m)~1 hyundle are canonically trivialised by powers of the hyperplane
class[" So the upshot is

@vir @vir

(P )T )T (a(m)-1
(5.7 Bpe e = (D)X x(a(n))];
ANy yr)Y AN yr)

161f the universal sheaf & is twisted by a nonzero Brauer class then P,in = P(p.&(n))
is not the projectivisation of an untwisted bundle, so the hyperplane class does not lift to
H?*(Px,,). But its fibrewise class in H*(Ny,,, R'p. Q) is well-defined and is all we use.
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in K-theory. Taking x, gives
Py (n,t) = (=X [y (a(n))] VWa(t). O

5.1. deg Kg < 0: refined DT invariants. When deg Kg < 0 the moduli
space 7701;’” of Joyce-Song pairs on X is smooth [TT2l Section 6.1] and con-
sists entirely of pairs pushed forward (scheme theoretically) from S. The
obstruction bundle is T7; L ® t. It follows from Proposition that the

refined pairs invariant is

Pilt) = (-1 PantmamTan2 (Py,)
(5.8) — (_1)x(a(n))—xs(a,a)t—%x(a(n))-%xs(aﬂ)X_t(pin)

The Vafa-Witten obstruction theory on Pin is the DT obstruction theory of
[1S] since HY(Og) = 0 = H?(Og). So we can expect the refined Vafa-Witten
invariants to be closely related to refined DT invariantsm and this is what
we will find.

We use Joyce’s Ringel-Hall algebra for Coh(.S) constructed in [Jo2]. Joyce
starts with the Q-vector space on generators given by (isomorphism classes
of) representable morphisms of stacks from algebraic stacks of finite type
over C with affine stabilisers to the stack of objects of Coh(S). He then
quotients out by the scissor relations for closed substacks, and makes the
result into a ring with his Hall algebra product * on stack functions.

At the level of individual objects, the product 1g * 1 of (the indicator
functions of) E and F' is the stack of all extensions between them,

Ext!(F, E)

(5.9) Aut(E) x Aut(F) x Hom(F, E)’

with e € Ext!(F, E) mapping to the corresponding extension of F by FE.
More generally * is defined via the stack €rt of all short exact sequences

(5.10) 0—FE — FE— FEy,—0

in Coh(S), with its morphisms 7, 7, m2: €t — Coh(S) taking the extension
to E1, E, Fs respectively. This defines the universal case, which is the Hall
algebra product of Coh(S) with itself:

Leon(s) * Leon(s) = (szct R Coh(S)).

Other products are defined by fibre product with this: given two stack
functions U,V — Coh(S) we define U x V. — Coh(S) by the Cartesian

17Gince the existence of orientation data compatible with the Hall algebra product is
still an open problem in general, the development of refined DT theory has stalled. In
our situation all our moduli stacks are (—1)-shifted cotangent bundles of smooth stacks,
which makes things much simpler.
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square

(5.11) UxV ert u Coh.(X)

-

U x V — Coh(S) x Coh(S).

We are interested in the elements
1/\/[38 : Mzs — COh(S),

where M?# is the stack of Gieseker semistable sheaves of class a on (S, Og(1)),
and 1aqss is its inclusion into the stack of all sheaves on S. To handle the
stabilisers of strictly semistable sheaves, Joyce replaces these indicator stack
functions by their “logarithm”: the following (finite!) sum:

(5.12) €a 1= Z (_1)£1 vo Kok 1 ages
. a = 7 Miil Mfgé'

21, (ai)f:fpaizpa Vi

and Zf:l a; =«

Here p, denotes the reduced Hilbert polynomial of sheaves of class a.
A deep result of Joyce [Jo3, Theorem 8.7] is that the logarithm (5.12)) lies
in the set of virtually indecomposable stack functions with algebra stabilisers,
€x € SFd(Coh(S)).

al

By [JS, Proposition 3.4] this means it can be written as a Q-linear combi-
nation of morphisms from stacks of the form

(5.13) (scheme) x (Spec C)/C*.

Now all moduli stacks of semistable torsion free sheaves on S of class «
are smooth of dimension —x ¢(c, @), since any obstruction space Ext?(E, E)
is Serre dual to Hom(E, F ® Kg), which vanishes by the semistability of
E and the negativity of deg Kg. Therefore we do not have to worry about
vanishing cycles or orientation data; we can make a naive definition of the
Joycian refined DT invarianﬂ by taking the normalised Hirzebruch x_,-
genus of the (Q-linear combination of) stacks €4:

(5.14)  Ja(t) = (=)' Xs@D0s@0-D _ 1)y (e,) € Q7).

The factor (t — 1) is there to cancel the C* stabilisers in (5.13)). Joyce’s
result that €, is a virtual indecomposable therefore means that J,(t) has a
finite limit as ¢ — 1; this limit is the numerical DT invariant.

We can use this to prove a refined version of the Joyce-Song identity [JS,

Theorem 5.27], and hence our Conjecture when deg Kg < 0.

18There is a further refinement given by taking the two variable Hodge-Deligne poly-
nomial E(u,v) of the stack e,. Here we take its specialisation x_, = E(t,1).
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Theorem 5.15. If deg Kg < 0 and Og(1) is generic then

~

—1)f ai(n
proty = Y T o), du o).
621, (aizéia)lez =1
0;>0, Zle §;=1
Since H'(Og) = 0 = H*(Og) this shows that Conjecture holds, with the

refined Vafa- Witten invariants equalling the refined DT invariants
VW, (t) = Jal(t).

Here, as before (1.2)), [x(c(n))]; is the symmetrised Poincaré polynomial
(or Hirzebruch x_, genus) of P(H°(E(n))) for any sheaf E of charge . This
refines the Euler characteristic x(ca(n)) of P(H°(E(n))) that appears in [JS|
Theorem 5.27].

Because the Vafa-Witten perfect obstruction theory coincides with the DT
obstruction theory when H'(Og) = 0 = H?(Og), this theorem is an instance
of Maulik’s result [Ma] that, for some local Calabi-Yaus, the refinement
of Joyce/Kontsevich-Soibelman coincides with the refinement of Nekrasov-
Okounkov.

Proof. We follow [JS, Chapter 13], fixing n > 0 and use the same auxiliary
categories By, (whose objects are Gieseker semistable sheaves E on S with
reduced Hilbert polynomial a multiple of p,, plus a vector space V and a
linear map V — H°(E(n))) with K-theory classes in K(Coh(S)) ® Z. We
use the Euler form x((a,d),(B,¢)) = xg(a,B) — dx(a(n)) — ex(B(n)) +
dex(Og). Gieseker stability on Coh(S) induces stability conditions on B, .
Wall crossing between them gives the following identity of stack functions
[7S, Proposition 13.10]7]

—1)¢
1) 0= S [ ]
1, (a;=0;0)_;:
8i>0, S5, 51:11

Here the Lie bracket is with respect to the Hall algebra product on stack
functions, and €, is the stack function mapping to the stack of
semistable sheaves in Coh(S) thought of as semistable objects in B,,. Then
e(@1 is defined in a similar way from objects in B ., (with the K-theory
class of O(—n) — E, for E of class o) which are semistable with respect to
Joyce-Song’s stability condition 7. As in [JS| 13.5], it is the stack Py, /C*.

Set acp == a1 + ...+ a1 and a<y = a1 + ... + ai. We multiply out
the Lie brackets in ((5.16]), starting with the innermost one. We claim that
by induction, at the kth stage, we get a bracket

(5'17) A(a<k71) * €y, — €oy, ¥ A(a<k’1)7

19We have used the genericity of Og(1) to simplify the sum to one over only charges
proportional to a.
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where A(@<k:1) maps to the stack of semistable objects A of By, which have
charge (a<g,1). Let E be any semistable object of B, of charge (ay,0) (i.e.
semistable sheaf on S of charge o).

All extensions from E to F or from F' to E giving semistable objects of
By, of charge (a<g,1). Therefore maps to the stack of semistable
objects of By, of charge (a<g,1), and the induction continues. Moreover,

ext}g(E, A) —homg(E,A) = —xg(ak, ack)
with no other Exts, and
extl(A, E)—hom(A,E) = x(ar(n))) — xg(a<k, o),

also with no further Exts. Therefore by the scissor relations and ((5.9)) (in
constructible families) we have

[A(a<k’1),€ak] — (L*XS(ak7a<k) _ LX(ak(n)))*Xs(ad,%))A(a<k71) X €,
as a Q-linear combination of stacks. Since all o; = §;« are proportional to
a we see that xg(a<y, ) is symmetric in its arguments, and
[A(CV<Im1)7 €ak] — L—Xs(ak7a<k)(1 _ LX(ak(")))A(a<k71) X €qy,
Therefore the Lie brackets in (5.16|) give in total
¢
1
L Xs(az,a<2)—xg(as,a<s)— . —xg(,0<r) 1 — Xx(@i(n)ye
H( )Eaz L—1 ’
=1
where the final term comes from ¢! = BC*. Taking (t — 1)x_, of this

gives, by (|5.14 m ,

1~ iz Xs %a«)]‘[ 1)Xs (@00 g3 (@)= [ ( ()] £ 2 (T-Xs (@0 g, (8).
1—1

By expressing xg(a,a) as

¢ ¢
sz @i, ;) +2 ) xslai, o) = Y xslai @) +2) xslai,ax)
i=1 i=2

1>7

this can be rewritten

V4
(—1xsee) (@) =5xs@a) T (ag(n)] a, ()-

i—1
Therefore (t —1)x_,( - ) applied to gives

(t_l)X—t(,Pin/(C*) = ( ]_)Xs(aa)thlmPJ-
<)

1, (0=0;0)%_y:
6;>0, Zle 6;=1

¢

—1) ¢
[0t )l e 0
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Multiplying both sides by (—l)dimpi"t_%dimpoi" gives, by (5.8)),

L qydam) (=1 Y1
Py, = (-1) E 7 H[X(al(n))]t‘]ai(t)7
i—1

>1, (Ozi:éia)f:l: ?
5i>07 Zle (51':1

which is the result claimed. O

5.2. pg(S) > 0 cosection and vanishing theorem. Fix a surface S with
pg(S) > 0. In his calculations [Lal] Ties Laarakker observed a certain
vanishing (more-or-less Corollary below, in low ranks). Here we explain
it by describing a certain cosection of the fixed obstruction theory, on any
connected component P of the monopole branch of the T-fixed loci (Pin)T.
If stable = semistable the same construction can be done with moduli spaces
N C (N)T of sheaves on X (or Higgs pairs on S) instead.

The construction is basically the same as in [PT), Section 5]; we simply
replace stable pairs by Joyce-Song pairs and impose the centre-of-mass-zero
conditionlﬂ on each C fibre of X = S xC (equivalently, the tr ¢ = 0 condition
on the Higgs field).

We find it convenient to describe the cosection using Higgs data on S. For
a more geometric description using sheaves on X instead, see [PT) Section
5]. By the symmetry of the obstruction theory, what we require is a T-
weight one PCJ;,H vector field along (but not tangent to) P. This is Serre dual
to a weight zero (i.e. invariant) cosection of the obstruction sheaf.

Since Joyce-Song stable pairs have no automorphisms and form a fine
moduli space, there is a universal Higgs pair and Joyce-Song section (E, ®,s)
over the total space of pg: S x P — P. Thus

® € Hom(E,E® Kgt) and s H°(E(n)),

where n > 0 is sufficiently large that E(n) has no higher cohomology on any
S fibre.

Furthermore this lack of automorphisms means the universal T-fixed sheaf
E admits a T-linearisation. (For any A € T we get a unique isomorphism
oa: (B, ¢,8) = N(E,¢,s) = (E, \p, s). Uniqueness then implies that ¢y o
¢u = ¢ru.) Tensoring by its highest weight, we may assume that

r—1
(5.18) E=@PEot’
=0

with each of Eg and E,_; nonzero and all E; flat over P. Since we are on
the monopole branch, r > 2. The weight one ® maps each E; to E;;1, and
s is T-fixed up to automorphisms of E.

20Hence we get only one of the two cosections of [PT] Equation 5.8]. This is sufficient
since the Vafa-Witten RHom(I*®,1°), [1] obstruction theory of [TTT] [TT2| has already
had an H?(Og) term removed from the obstruction sheaf, i.e. it is a reduced obstruction
theory in the language of [PT].
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Fix a nonzero holomorphic 2-form
0 # o € H%Kg)
and consider the trace-free endomorphism

rank(E,_1)
rank(E)

It defines a family of Higgs tripleﬂ
(5.20) (E,® +tp,s) over P x Cy,

(5.19) p = (idEr—l_ idE>®0' S HOm(E,E®K5)0®f.

where t is the parameter on C = C;. This family is classified by a map
PxCy — Py

Differentiating at ¢t = 0 (equivalently, restricting from C; to Spec C[t]/(t?))
we get a POJ;’” vector field on P,

(5.21) o F(P, T%n|p).

By construction it has 7" weight one. The symmetry of the obstruction
theory

(RHom(I*, 1) [1])" = RHom(I*,I*), ® t"![2]
makes Qp = Obp ® t71, so (5.21]) is equivalent to a weight zero cosection
(5.22) Obp — Op.

Its image is an ideal sheaf
Iz € Op,
so (5.22) has a well-defined zero scheme Z(¢).

Theorem 5.23. Pick 0 # o € H*%(S) and consider the cosection on
a connected component P C (Pj’n)T of the monopole branch.

At any closed point of the zero scheme Z(p) C P the maps ¢: E; — Eitq
are both injective and generically surjectiv@ on S for eachi=0,...,r—2.
In particular if Z(p) # 0 then rank Eg = rankE; = --- = rank E,_;.

Proof. First we discuss how basechange works in this setting. If p = (E, ¢, s)
is a point of P with ideal m C Op then Qp|, = m/m? and induces
a map m/m? — O, = C which is zero if and only if p € Z(¢). Therefore
p € Z(¢) if and only if the vector field restricted to p maps to zero
under the natural map (which need not be an isomorphism!)

(5.24) Tp|, — (m/m?)".

21This flow is most easily understood in terms of sheaves on X [PT} Section 5]; for
instance it takes the sheaf O,s at ¢t = 0 to O<T,1) @ Or,, at time ¢ # 0, where

I'c C K5 is the graph of o.
22That is, they have torsion cokernel.

T to/r
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But (m/m?) " is described by deformation theory [TT2] as Ext} (1*,1*) . By
forgetting the section s, this maps (see [T'T2, Equation 6.11], for instance)

(5.25) Extk (I°,1°), — BExtx(E4,E) 1
to the first order deformation space of (F, ¢), which sits in the exact sequence

(5.26) 0 — Homs(E, E)y s Homg(E, E© Kg)ot —> Extk (Es,8)

of [TT1], Equations 2.20 and 5.32]. By (5.19)) the image of the vector field
(5.21)) under first ([5.24]) and then ([5.25) can be seen in this exact sequence

as the image of
rank(E,_1)

5.27 id —
(5:27) (l Er rank(FE)
in the second term. So to prove that p € Z(¢) it is sufficient to show that
(5.27)) is not in the image of the first term of the sequence ([5.26)).

Assume first that at the point p = (E = @;:&Eit_i, ¢,s) € P, one of the
¢: E; — E;11 fails to be injective on S. Letting K; denote the kernel of

(5.28) ¢, t Bi — B,

idE>®U S HOms(E,E®KS)O

our assumption is that
r—2
K = PK #o.
i=0

Since (E, ¢) is semistable it is torsion free, so all of the K; C E; are torsion
free. There is an open subset U C S over which they are all locally free, ¢
has constant rank, and — we claim — there is a ¢-invariant splitting

(5.29) Ely = Kly® (E/K)|v.

To prove the claim, we may shrink U if necessary and then split Ko C
Ey over it. Then we proceed inductively. At the ith stage we have split
E; = K; ® E;/K; over U, which we use to form ¢(E;/K;) C E;;+1. Since its
intersection with K; 1 C F;y1 is 0 we have ¢(E;/K;)®K;+1 C E;+1. Further
shrinking U if necessary we can find a complement C; to this subbundle.
Then C; @ ¢(E;/K;) gives the required complement to K;i1 C Fjitq.

Therefore defines a local splitting of Higgs bundles over U. The
endomorphism ¢|y of acts on the first summand as

rank(E,_1) . rank(E,_1) rank(K)
————id ft —
rank(FE) i@ ol trace rank(FE)
Therefore it is not in the image of the map [ - ,¢] in the sequence ([5.26]),
since commutators are trace-free. That is, it defines a nonzero deformation

of the Higgs pair (K, ¢|x) over U. Therefore the cosection ([5.22)) is nonzero
at p.

o € HY(Ks|y).

So now we turn to the case where K = 0 but at least one of the maps
(5.28)) has cokernel of rank > 0. Then there is an open set U C S over which
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the cokernels are locally free, rank(¢) is constant, and — we claim — there
is a ¢-invariant splitting of locally free sheaves
k—1
Ely = @P(¢'Eolv @ Ci)
i=0
with Cx_1 # 0. We prove the claim inductively, with base case Cy := 0.
At the ith stage, possibly after shrinking U as usual, we pick a complement
D;i1 to ¢i+1(E0) and then set Ciy1 = Djt1 @ ¢(C5).
Therefore @f:_ol #'Ep|y is a proper sub Higgs bundle of (E,¢)|y. On
restriction to it, the endomorphism acts as

. rank(Fg_1) .
(ld¢k—1(E0) — W ld X o

whose trace is < rank(¢¥~!(FEp)) — rank(Ey_1) = —rank(Cy_;) < 0. There-
fore it is not in the image of the map [ - , ¢] in the sequence ([5.26)). That is,
it defines a nonzero deformation of the sub Higgs bundle over U, and again

the cosection (5.22)) nonzero at p = (E, ¢, s). O

These results can be strengthened, for instance by showing that at points
of Z(¢) the cokernels of ¢: E; — E;+1 must have support on the zero divisor
of o — see Theorem below for K3 surfaces, for example. But since
a nowhere zero cosection on P forces its contribution to the K-theoretic
invariant to vanish (by an easy special case of [KL]; see for instance [KL,
Proposition 3.2]) the above result is enough to prove that most components
‘P do not contribute to the invariants. In particular the most obvious special
case is the following.

Corollary 5.30. If h>°(S) > 0 and the multi-rank is non-constant,
(rank Eg,rank By, ...,rtank E,_1) # (a,a,...,a) Va €N
then P does not contribute to the refined invariants.

Remark 5.31. The cosection does mot rule out the contribution of all
components. For instance, when ®: E; — E;11 is an isomorphism for
1 =0,...,7 — 2, the cosection vanishes identically. This is because
the endomorphism can be written

p = [A,CI)],

where A: E — E acts as zero on Eg and as ®': E; — E;_1 on any other
summand. Therefore, in the exact sequence

(5.32)
0 — Hom,_(E,E), LN Homy (E,E® Kg)ot — gCL‘t}l,X(gcp, )|

of [TT1, Equations 2.20 and 5.32], we see that ¢ maps to zero in the defor-
mation space of &g on py: X xP — P. That is, the first order deformation
of & (or equivalently (E, ®)) is zero. Since s is constant in the flow (5.20)),
we see the tangent vector vanishes identically so Z() = P.
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5.3. K3 surfaces. The cosection gives the strongest results on (po-
larised) K3 surfaces (S, Og(1)). Just as for the stable pairs in [PT], it will
show that the only Joyce-Song pairs on S x C which contribute nontrivially
to the refined Vafa-Witten invariants are those which have constant thicken-
ing in the C-direction. That is, they are pulled back from S then tensored
by Ops := Ox /Iy for some r > 0:

E = p*Eo ® O,g.
In Higgs language these correspond to the following.

Definition 5.33. We call a point (E,¢,s) € (Px,)" uniform if the maps
(15.28) are all isomorphisms. Equivalently,

k—1
E = ¢ (Bt
=0

Theorem 5.34. A connected component P C (Poin)T contains a uniform
point if and only if all its points are uniform, if and only if the cosection
vanishes identically on P.

Otherwise the cosection is nowhere zero on P. In particular, non-uniform
components P contribute zero to the refined invariants.

Proof. Firstly we claim that for any semistable Higgs pair (E,¢) on S the
underlying sheaf E is also semistable.

Let F' C E be the first term of its Harder-Narasimhan filtration. There-
fore F' is semistable with strictly larger reduced Hilbert polynomial (or
“Gieseker slope”) than the other graded pieces of the filtration. Since those
pieces are also semistable, it follows that

Hom(F,E/F) = 0.

Therefore the Higgs field ¢ preserves F, so F either strictly destabilises
(E,¢) oris all of E.

In particular each E; in the weight space decomposition of E is semistable
(and so torsion-free) of the same reduced Hilbert polynomial. Therefore if
¢: E; — E;41 is injective and generically surjective, it is an isomorphism.

It therefore follows from Theorem that any closed point of the zero
locus Z(¢) of the cosection is uniform in the sense of Definition Since
being uniform is an open condition, while the zero locus Z () is closed, a
single uniform point makes the whole connected component P uniform. In
this case the cosection vanishes identically on P by Remark O

5.4. Refined multiple cover formula. When Og(1) is generic for charge
« this leaves only the uniform components to calculate on:

(5.35) Py, =Y. /[P(La)r’n]vir e(vair).

rla
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Here PLQ . is the moduli space of uniform Joyce-Song pairs of charge «

which are r-times thickened pairs of charge o/r. They are determined by

their restriction to S, giving an isomorphism

PJ_a . ~ PS
(2).n

a/rn

T

(p*E ® Opg,p*s) «— (E,s).
Here P°,  denotes the moduli space of Joyce-Song stable pairs (E, s) on

a/rn
(S,0s(1)) with charge a/r: so E is a Gieseker semistable sheaf on S with
total Chern class a/r, and s € HY(E(n)) does not factor through any desta-
bilising subsheaf of E. We noted in Theorem this gives a bijection

of sets. That this makes 735 e scheme theoretically isomorphic to a com-

ponent of (Pin)T follows from the the deformation theory analysis (5.36)
below, or by [PT) Lemma 1].

Fix r and let ag = o/r. Both P° := P3

ag,n
spaces. We denote the two universal sheaves by

Eo on S x P? and & =p'Eg® O, gyps on X x P

are fine moduli

and (P

rag,n)T

and the universal complexes made from the Joyce-Song pairs by
I3 = {Og(—n) — Eo} and I% = {Ox(—n) — &},

with O(—n) in degree 0. As usual pg: S x P¥ — PS and py: X x PS — P9I
denote the projections. Now let

Eg = R%ﬂomps(lg,Eo)V.

Though we will not need to know it, this is the virtual cotangent bundle of
the natural perfect obstruction theory on the moduli space P of pairs on
S; see [KT1] for instance.

When considered instead as a moduli space of sheaves on X (not yet
imposing the centre-of-mass-zero condition), we get a the virtual cotangent
bundle

RAtom, (I%,1%)5[-1] = Ese{®®- ot ™) @ (E5) 1ot e -at™)

by [PT) Proposition 4]. (While that paper works with stable pairs, it uses
none of their special properties — the proof goes through verbatim for Joyce-
Song pairs.)

To get the Vafa-Witten obstruction theory we remove H’(Kg) ® t from
the deformations (imposing the centre-of-mass-zero condition) and — dually
— H?(Og) from the obstructions, replacing E? by the reduced obstruction
theory of [KTI] (we do not prove this compatibility of obstruction theories
since we do not need it; we only require the K-theory class of the virtual
(co)tangent bundle). The upshot is that the Vafa-Witten obstruction theory
of [TT2] is, on restriction to P¥ C P the K-theory class of

rag,n

;;T{;Mps > LUdeo@e ot ) (te--- ot
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—LE)Ye (e et +(t et
If we write

Vo= Lot ot ) - (@ et

then
V. = d d\V g — _
Pl ps & LE T -t WY — (LD
From this we read off
1
K\?ir"PS = det(\lf)t_(T-f—l)/Qdet(Lged)trvd/Q’

where vd := rank (L) is the reduced virtual dimension of P,

(5.36) (ng

ro,n

fix
~ d
PS) o~ I 7

and
(NVIY = @ — @Y — (L)Y 47 — ¢,
Therefore
1
OP% © K2 | ps
Ao(Nvir)V
det(¥) ® A*(TV)
B A*(D)

1—-1t

1
Ao(Lgedtr)\/det([[}:gedtr)tfi(rvd +r+1) e jio?

ran vd;—1rvd \ e/ red,r (_1) vir
= -yt b ) o

by two applications of the identity det(E)* ® A*E/A*EY = (—1)rnk(E) of
(12.28]).

Substituting rank(V) = (r—1) vd —(r—2) and vd = x(ap(n))—1 (mod 2)
and taking , gives the following contribution to the refined pairs invariants,

_yx(rag(n)—1 .
(537) PL ( ) 0 t—l’rvd vir (PS )’

()™ m = [r]t 2 X—tr ag,n

cf. (2.32). This gives a refined multiple cover formula under any of the
conditions

(1) g = «/r is primitive, or

(2) all semistable sheaves of class ap on S are stable, or

(3) Conjecture [5.2 holds for «.

Notice that (1) = (2) while Proposition [5.5|shows (2) = (3).

Theorem 5.38. Suppose any of (1), (2) or (3) holds for the charge ag. Then
the contribution of uniform Joyce-Song pairs satisfies Conjecture
for all v. The resulting refined Vafa-Witten invariants are given by the
multiple cover formula

VW g 1 (t7)

(5.39) VW (o) (t) = B



46 RICHARD P. THOMAS

Furthermore, when aq is primitive, setting d :== 1 — %XS(O@» ag) we have
t=7dx_,-(Hilb? S)
h

Proof. Since we are assuming Conjecture holds for ag, we may apply

(5.4) to the » = 1 instance of ([5.37)) to deduce

VW(QO)T (t) —

vir (' pS
(5.40) VWi () = ¢ 3va X (P)
° [x(ao(n))l;
Combining this with the identity [x].[r]; = [rx];, we rewrite (5.37) as
_ VWi, )1 (tr)
(5.41) (XD [ rao ()~
¢
Therefore ((5.4) holds for all £ > 1 with
VW, 1 (t7)
(o)
VW, yr(t) = —2%——
e0r® = g

When o is primitive, P = Pﬁo,n is a Px(@0()~Lhundle over the moduli
space Mg of (semistable =stable) sheaves on S of class ap. In turn, Mg
is smooth with ]Lfged = Qnmg and deformation equivalent to Hilb? S, where
d=1-— %Xs(ao, ap). So pushing A®*(Qpst) down to Mg and then taking x,
gives, just as in ,

X_t(P%) = (14t 4+ XM=y (Hilb?S).
Substituting this into gives
x_(Hilb? S)
[x(ao(n))];
= ¢ty _,(HiIbS), d=1- %Xs(ag,ag). O

VWi, (1) = 13 (A=) 0D y (o (m)),

So (5.39) turns out to be the correct refinement of the more familiar
multiple cover formula

1
VW(O{O)T - ﬁVW(ao)l .

For these numerical invariants it is known (by [T'T2, Theorem 6.25], which
builds on results of [MT1l [PT) [To]) that

. 1
VW = e(Hib?S),  d=1- 5Xs(00, a0),

even when o is not primitive. That is, the contribution of T-fixed semistable
sheaves scheme theoretically supported on S to the Vafa-Witten invariants
is what we get for primitive «p.
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It seems natural to conjecture the same for the refined invariants. Sum-
ming over all uniform multiple covers using (5 ,
TVde)l:FT (Pg,n)

[r]; 7

(5.42) Py, = (-1xem)- Z
rla

then substituting in ((5.39)) gives the following.

Conjecture 5.43. If Og(1) is generic in the sense of [I'T2, Equation 2.4]
then

X () /2r—7 , H'lbl—Xg(ava)/%jS
(5.44) VW, () = > ° Xt E]; ),
Un

rla

When a = rag with r prime and ag primitive, this becomes

VWra(t) — tTQXS(a,a)/QflXit(Hﬂblfﬁxs(oz,a)/ZS)

N tr(xS(a,a)/Q—l)X_tr (Hﬂbl—xs(a,a)/Q S)
[r]7

and was already conjectured by Gottsche-Kool [GK3|. In the published
version of this paper we claimed to prove this Gottsche-Kool Conjecture
by combining and Theorem but Martijn Kool pointed this only
handles the last term above. However, the more general Conjecture has
now been proved in [Th2].

Theorem 5.45. Conjecture is true [Th2]. O
Taking a = (r,0, k) in 4)) gives

SO VWk(t)d = Z Zt—’“m =y (Hili (54 g) g
k

t mez

where on the right we have summed over those second Chern classes k = md
divisible by d. Shifting m by the integer r/d simplifies this to

(5.46) > [dl]g >N (Hﬂb%m+1 S) g

d|r t meZ

To sum this we write
oo

>R (HIDFTS)¢F = Ag, 1)
k=-—1

By the results of Gottsche-Soergel [GS], it is the unique Jacobi cusp form
of index 10 and weight 1,

(5.47) q,t) = qH —td")?2(1 —t7 152

It specialises at ¢t = 1 to the modular form n(q)?*.
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Taking only powers k = 5m of ¢ divisible by the integer r/d on both sides
of this formula, and substituting ¢¢ for ¢, gives

Jd—1
- - A" L
thmrfdx_td(HﬂbEerl S)qgm — ; Z A(e2d]m/rq7td)fl.
Substituting in ([5.46|) gives
Corollary 5.48. If Og(1) is generic then
1 d rdt a2
_ L a A (p2dimifr 4 idy—1
2 W0 = D g’ 2 A )
n dlr Jj=0
where A is given by (5.47).
When r is prime this simplifies to
1 ~ 1 1 =1 1 1
VW Da" = — " Ald".t")~ -or AQjm'/r;t—
Zﬂ: rn(t)q ok (¢",t") +quz::0 (X 1),

proving a conjecture of Gottsche-Kool [GK3].

5.5. Kg > 0. Finally we describe the refinement of a simple calculation on
general type surfaces S from [TT2) Section 6.3]. For more recent and much
more general results we refer to the discussion of Laarakker’s results [La2]
in the Introduction.

Take a surface S with h%1(S) = 0 and h%2(S) > 0 and charge a =
(2,0,0) € H*(S). The C*-fixed semistable sheaves on X = Kg are

(a) (the pushforward from S of) O%?, and
(b) (the pushforward from 25 C X of) Iccas ® Kg, for any C C S C
2S5 C X in the canonical linear system |Kg]|.

Taking sections twisted by O(n) for n > 0 (using in (b) the fact that
the pushdown to S of Iocas ® Kg is Os @ Ogt™1), imposing stability and
dividing by the automorphism group of the sheaf, we find the following. The
moduli space of C*-fixed stable Joyce-Song pairs has two components,

(a) Gr(2,T(Og(n))) of pairs with underlying sheaf O%?, and

(b) P(I'(Og(n))) x P(T'(Kg)) of pairs with underlying sheaf IocosKg.
The first component has a trivial H?(Og) piece in the obstruction bundle
éaxtf,x (I°,I°%),, so it contributes nothing to the invariants. The second

component is shown in [TT2) Section 6.3] to have fixed obstruction bundle
pulled back from P(I'(Kg)), and virtual normal bundle

(5:50) N = Throseupt @ Tearsnt @ T(Es)@Opris) (D

~ Terosmyxemrs)t — Torosmyt’ — TEs) ® Opwexgy (D
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A generic element of EndgI'(Kg) = H O(TP(F( Kg))) With distinct eigenval-
ues gives a vector field on P(I'(Kg)) with p,(S) distinct zeros, and so a
vector field on P(I'(Og(n))) x P(I'(Ks)) whose zero locus is py(S) distinct
P(I'(Og(n))) fibres. By (5.49) the corresponding Koszul resolution gives an
equality in K-theory
O = A*Ob* = (=1)P) "1 (8)Op(r(os(n)))s
so that the refined pairs invariant is
KL/2

1L _ S)—1 vir
(5.51)  Py(n,t) = (_1)pg( ) pg(S) - Xy (P(F(OS(”)))a A'(NV”“)V> .
On a P(I'(Og(n))) fibre the virtual normal bundle (5.50) simplifies to

N = 00 @ (8)%) - Tyt — (),

where ¥ := TP(F(@S(n)))t_l. Combined with (5.49|) this means Ky, is
Kp(r(05(n) ® (det ©) 700 @ Koy X0 724770

with square root
1

K = Kprosm)
So we now calculate (5.51)) to be

® (det \Il)_1t_3p9(5)/2tx((95(n))—1.

_ \pe(S)
ype(8)—1 X(Os(n))—1-3p(s)/2_(L — )P
( 1) g pg(S)t 9 (1 —t_2)p9(5) X

. <A'\If ® A® (TIP(OS(n))t_Q)KIP(F(Os(n))))
t :

det U @ AWV

By two applications of the identity (2.28)) (and recalling that rank ¥ =
X(Og(n)) — 1) this gives

1x(Os(n))—1+pg(S5)/2
(1+ t)pg(S)

—pg(S) Xt (A® (Qp(r(0 () )t~ X5 ()2

Since [x],» = [2x];/[2]; this gives

2x(Os(m)],

L e
Pa (nat) - pg(s) [2]{;,9(5)_’_1

This fits Conjecture (5.2)) perfectly and makes the refined Vafa-Witten in-
variant

pe(S)

(5.52) VW, (t) = GCE
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