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QUASIMAPS TO QUIVERS WITH POTENTIALS

YALONG CAO AND GUFANG ZHAO

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with a non-compact GIT quotient of a vector space, in the
presence of an abelian group action and an equivariant regular function (potential) on the quotient.
We define virtual counts of quasimaps from prestable curves to the critical locus of the potential,
and prove a gluing formula in the formalism of cohomological field theories.

The main examples studied in this paper is when the above setting arises from quivers with
potentials, where the above construction gives quantum correction to the equivariant Chow ho-
mology of the critical locus. Following similar ideas as in quasimaps to Nakajima quiver varieties
studied by the Okounkov school, we analyse vertex functions in several examples, including Hilbert
schemes of points on C3, moduli spaces of perverse coherent systems on the resolved conifold, and
a quiver which defines higher slz-spin chains. Bethe equations are calculated in these cases.

The construction in the present paper is based on the theory of gauged linear sigma models as
well as shifted symplectic geometry of Pantev, Toén, Vaquie and Vezzosi, and uses the virtual pull-
back formalism of symmetric obstruction theory of Park, which arises from the recent development
of Donaldson-Thomas theory of Calabi-Yau 4-folds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. In this paper, we study “counting maps” from Riemann surfaces (or algebraic
curves) to GIT quotient targets, continuing from the theory of gauged linear sigma model (GLSM)
[ , , , , , | as well as its predecessor, the theory of quasimaps [ ,

] and Gromov-Witten theory | , |]. More specifically, we are interested in maps whose
target is the critical locus Crit(¢) of a regular function ¢ on a GIT quotient X of a vector space.
The precise setup is reviewed below. We focus on examples when the GIT quotient X comes from
a quiver and ¢ comes from a potential of the quiver [Gin, {

From representation theoretic point of view, moduli spaces of framed representations of quivers
with potentials have been considered to be analogues of Nakajima quiver varieties | ]. This
setting is flexible enough to include non-fundamental representations of simply-laced quantum groups
[BZ, VV] as well as possibly non-simply-laced quantum groups [Y7], but is also structured enough
to afford explicit descriptions of the quantum groups [Ne]. From enumerative geometry point of
view, the virtual count of maps from an algebraic curve to a Nakajima quiver variety is an analogue
of Donaldson-Thomas theory of a 3-fold [Oko]. Taking this analogy one step further, the virtual
count of maps from an algebraic curve to a quiver with potential is an analogue of Donaldson-
Thomas theory of a 4-fold. The present paper wishes to take the latter perspective, and uses the

recent progress in Donaldson-Thomas theory of Calabi-Yau 4-folds [OT, |, which is based on
the shifted symplectic geometry in the sense of Pantev, Toén, Vaquie, and Vezzosi | ] and local
Darboux theorem of Bouaziz and Grojnowski [BG], Brav, Bussi and Joyce [BBIJ].

As will be elaborated in §1.7, the problem of virtual counting in the present paper, although
coming from a completely different physical background, fits into similar mathematical framework
as the theory of gauged linear sigma model (GLSM). The methods used in the literature studying
GLSM (e.g., [ , , ]) involve difficult constructions of various ambient spaces, which
are interesting and beautiful on their own. The approach in the present paper, however, takes a
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different perspective, and is based on derived algebraic geometry [Lur, ] and shifted symplectic
geometry | ]. Because of this more intrinsic point of view, we expect the method developed
in this paper to be useful to establish cohomological field theory (CohFT) for more general targets
which have (—1)-shifted symplectic derived structures (see §5.7 for more details).

We point out that from the point of view of Donaldson-Thomas type theory of 4-folds, it is
interesting to consider a non-Calabi-Yau 4-fold with an anticanonical divisor, which typically appears
in a family of degeneration of Calabi-Yau 4-folds. Counting maps from a curve with marked points
to a moduli of sheaves on a Calabi-Yau 3-fold gives an example of (relative) Donaldson-Thomas
4-fold invariants, which had not been previously defined. Because of this connection, we expect the
construction of this paper to be helpful in establishing a gluing formula for such invariants, which
we wish to elaborate in a future investigation.

In the rest of the introduction, we give a more detailed summary of the results, and briefly explain
the methods.

1.2. Moduli of quasimaps. Let W be a complex vector space endowed with an action of the
product H = G x F of two complex reductive groups with F' being commutative. Let

¢ W —->C

be a H-equivariant regular function on W with H-action on C given by a nontrivial character
x : F' — C*. Fixing a character 6 of GG, by abuse of notation, we denote

¢: X :=W/eG—C

to be the descent regular function on the smooth GIT quotient, which is invariant under the action
of Calabi-Yau subtorus Fj := (Ker ).

Let R : C* — F be a group morphism, called R-charge (Definition 2.5) with R, := x o R. For
simplicity of exposition, we assume Ker R, = {1} to avoid dealing with the general theory of stable
maps from orbicurves by Abramovich and Vistoli | ]

A genus g, n-pointed R-twisted quasimaps to X is a quadruple ((C’,pl, eeesDn), Pyu, %), where
(C,p1,...,pn) is a prestable genus g, n-pointed curve, P is a principal (G x C*)-bundle on C with
an isomorphism s : P/G xcx Ry = wWiog, and u : P X (gxc#) (G x R) — W is a (G x F)-equivariant

map. Here
n
Wiog ‘= WC (Z pi)

i=1

is the log-canonical bundle of C. The class of such a quadruple is an integer-valued function
B € Homz(X(G),Z), B(§) :=dega(Pa xa Ce),

on the character group X(G), given by the degree of the principal G-bundle Pg := P/C*.
The above quadruple ((C,pl, e eesDn), Pyu, %) is called stable® if

(1) the image of u lies in the (open) stable locus W* on the entire C' but finitely many (possibly
none) points, the so-called base points;

(2) base points are away from the markings and nodes;

(3) wiog ® Lj is ample for every rational number € > 0, where Ly = P/C* x g Cy.

We denote QM f x5 (X, B) to be the moduli stack of genus g, n-pointed stable R-twisted quasimaps
to X of class 8. This is a separated Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type (Theorem 2.11).
Via the embedding Crit(¢) < X, we have a closed substack

QM= (Crit(g), B) — QMyx~""*(X, 8)

of corresponding quasimaps to Crit(¢). This moduli stack is the main focus of the present paper.

When the torus fixed locus Crit(¢)f® is proper, QMfﬁ:wbg (Crit(¢), B)* is also proper, which follows
directly by combining works of Fan, Jarvis, Ruan [ ] and Kim [Kim] (ref. Theorem 2.14).

LOne can consider more general e-stability as in [ , §7.1], where in the present paper we restrict to 0" -stability.
Most results in this paper extend directly to the general stability.
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1.3. Virtual structures. By forgetting the map v in the quasimap data, we obtain a map

(1.1) QMg ™" (Crit(¢), B) — Buny s

Hp,g,n

to the smooth Artin stack %unfl’gﬁf ® of principal (Hg := G x C*)-bundles P on genus g, n-pointed
prestable curves C' together with an isomorphism s : P x g7, Ry = Wigg.

We also have the product of evaluation maps at the marked points
(1.2) eV i=evy X -+ X evy : QMfﬁ:w“’g(Cri‘c(@,B) — Crit(¢)" — X"
Combining maps (1.1), (1.2), we obtain a map (Eqn. (4.21)):
Ry =wio . Ry =wio n
QMg x~""¢(Crit(¢), 8) — %unHRygﬂllg X pt/c]n X"
Denote Z(H"¢) to be the zero locus of the function:

¢ : X" - C, (EP)(21,...,20) = Z o(x;).

We construct a pullback morphism using the map f.

Theorem 1.1. (Theorem 4.11, Definition 4.13) The map f has a canonical symmetric obstruction
theory in the sense of Park | |, which is isotropic after base change via Z(H"¢) — X™.
In particular, there is a square root virtual pullback

VI AR (Bunfp o x ey ZE0)) — AR (QMET (Crit(0),5) )

We recollect basics of isotropic symmetric obstruction theory and square root virtual pullback
in §4.1 and apply it to our setting in §4.2. We prove several properties of this pullback in §4.3,
which arises from the context of CohFT axioms. The key idea behind this theorem is to consider
the derived mapping stack as a derived enhancement of the moduli stack QM;? x5 (Crit(o), B).
Then the restriction of the (relative) derived cotangent complex to the classical truncation gives the
desired obstruction theory. To check the isotropic condition, it is enough to work on the base change
of f under any chart Spec K — %ung’;fgf;fg X[pt/q»X". On the derived enhancement of any such
base change, we construct a (canonical) (—2)-shifted symplectic structure in the sense of Pantev,
Toén, Vaquie, and Vezzosi | ] (Theorems 3.19, 3.26), and then use a (relative) local Darboux
theorem of Bouaziz and Grojnowski [B(G], Brav, Bussi and Joyce [BBJ] to conclude the isotropic
property after the specified base-change (Proposition 3.27).

The construction of shifted symplectic structures is explained in §3.3 and §3.5, where we give a
Alexandrov-Kontsevich-Schwarz-Zaboronsky (AKSZ)-type construction for twisted mapping stacks
from domains of arbitrary dimension (Theorem 3.19) as well as twisted mapping stacks from curves
with marked points (Theorem 3.26). These are two variants of | , Thm. 2.5] which may be of
independent interest.

1.4. Quasimap invariants and gluing formula. When 2g — 2 + n > 0, we consider the compo-
sition

Ry =wiog st =—F
%unHR,g,n - Myn — Myn

of the forgetful map and the stablization map to the Deligne-Mumford moduli stack M, , of stable
curves, which is flat. Composing it with the smooth map

Bungy % x e Z(@E6) — %unff;:wlog xZ(H"¢),

Hp,g,n ,g,m

we obtain a flat map

v %ungf;fifg Xptjain Z(@' @) — Myn x Z([@"¢),

and its pullback v*. We then define a group homomorphism (Definition 5.5):
(1.3) Dgn,5:=ps oV flov o Au(Myu) @ AL (Z(E"9)) — AL (P)ioc,

where py : AfU(QMgI?,’i:w“’g(Crit(gb),[3)) — AR (pt)10c is the equivariantly localized pushforward
map for the projection p, defined using Eqn. (A.2) and the equivariant properness (Theorem 2.14).

Further plug-in the fundamental class [M g ,,], we define Gromov- Witten type invariants for Crit(¢)
(Definition 5.6).
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The map (1.3) has several nice properties. We state the following gluing formula in the formalism
of CohFT (e.g. [KXM, RT, P])% Fix n = ny + nga, g = g1 + g, there is a gluing morphism

Li Mgyt X Mgy ppr1 — M.
Note also that any class in AL (Z(@" ¢) x Z(@"$)) can be considered as an element in AL° (Z(@"¢))
with n = ny + ng by the pushforward of the obvious inclusion.
Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 5.7) Let v € Im (Af" (Z[@ ) x Z([@™¢)) — AL (Z("(b))) be in the
image, & € Ay (Mg, py 41 X Mgy nyy1) and ne AL (Z([@?¢)) be the anti-diagonal class (5.5). Then
(14) (I)gynaﬁ((L*a) 7) = Z (¢911n1+1751 ®(I)92,n2+1752) (a (777)),
B1+B2=p

where Py, 1, 41,8 @ Py nat1,8, @5 defined similarly as (1.3) in Egn. (5.3).

The proof of the above gluing formula makes use of the functoriality of square root virtual

pullbacks which is explained in §5.2. In §5.3, we use this formula to prove a Witten-Dijkgraaf-
Verlinde- Verlinde (WDVV)-type equation (Theorem 5.11).

1.5. Quantum critical cohomology. Consider the perverse sheaf ¢, of vanishing cycles of ¢ and
Fy-equivariant cohomology of X valued in ¢y (ref. §A.2, §A.5):

(1.5) Hpy (X, ¢0),

also called critical cohomology. This cohomology emerges naturally from several different sources: (1)
it is the fundamental object in the theory of perverse sheaves and singularities | , ]; (2) when
Fy = {1}, it is the state space® of the so-called gauged linear sigma models (GLSM); (3) it is related
to the cohomological Donaldson-Thomas theory of Calabi-Yau 3-categories [I<S, , ], and
Kontsevich-Soibelman critical cohomology [I<5S] of quivers with potentials.

Viewing (1.5) as the state space of some physical system, it is interesting and important to
introduce quantum corrections to it. To be precise, we expect to have a commutative diagram:

alg

(1.6) A(M ) ® AL (Crit(¢)) 8 —22 AL (pt)j0c

(id xcan)ocll ;lcl
prop

HBM(M ) ® Hiy (X, 05)®" 222 HEM (pt) 00

Here ¢l is the cycle map from Chow homology to Borel-Moore (BM) homology, can is the canon-
ical map (ref. Eqn. (A.8)) from BM homology to the critical cohomology and (—);,. denotes the
localization with respect to the field AL (pt);oe of fractions of AL (pt). Horizontal maps encode the
information of quantum corrections and are expected to satisfy properties in the so-called cohomo-
logical field theory (CohFT). By using proper pushforward via Crit(¢)™ — Z(#H"¢), the map (I);{i, 5
can be obtained from (1.3) (which is based on Theorem 1.1).

We expect that the map @;‘1’27 5 can be constructed using a Fo-equivariant version of the work of
Favero-Kim [F] which is based on the method of fundamental factorizations due to Polishchuk-
Vaintrob [PV]. For the purpose of calculations, it is reasonable to expect interesting classes of critical
cohomology often coming from algebraic cycles in AL° (Crit(¢)). Therefore the method developed in
this paper will be useful to find values of such classes under the provisional map @;?57 8

In §5.6, we discuss two cases where we can define the bottom map in diagram (1.6) using methods
of this paper. The first case (see Settings 5.13) is when

¢|XF0 = 07
which is motivated by the compact type condition in | , Def. 4.1.4]. The second case is motivated
by the geometric phase in | , Def. 1.4.5] the details of which are in Settings 5.15. The common

features of these two cases are that (i) the (localized) critical cohomology is isomorphism to the

2The more accurate terminology in the present setting is Chow field theory (ChowFT) following [P, §1.4].
3Here for simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the case when the GIT quotient is a variety so one does not need
inertia stack construction in Chen-Ruan’s theory of orbifold cohomology [CR, ].
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(localized) Borel-Moore homology of some associated space (Proposition 5.14, Eqn. (5.24)), and (ii)
the class 1 of the anti-diagonal A : X — Z(E?¢) (4.29) can be written as

n=nxXn e Hr(X,py)22

in the localized critical cohomology (ref. Lemma 5.16). One can then define quasimap classes (Def-
inition 5.17) and in particular a quantum product structure on the critical cohomology:

(1.7) : Hpy (X, 06 )10c @ Hpy (X, 09 )10c = Hry (X, 00)10c[#]-
The WDVV type equation implies the associativity of this product.
Theorem 1.3. (Corollary 5.22) The operation (1.7) defines an associative multiplication.

1.6. A variant of quasimaps, vertex functions, and Bethe equations. There is a variant of
quasimaps where one allows relative points on the domain curve C' and parametrizes a component
Cy of C by a fixed curve D | , ]. We concentrate on the case when C has genus 0 (see
Definition 6.1). There is a similar construction of the map (1.3) in this setting (see §6.1, §6.2), which
possesses nice properties including gluing and degeneration formulae (see §6.3). Note in this case,

we do not need Ker(R,) = 1 or using twisted stable maps of | ] as the data of principal F-bundle
is fixed, and hence so is the r-Spin structures occurring in the theory of balanced twisted maps.
Following works of the Okounkov school [Oko, , KZ, ] on quasimaps to Nakajima quiver

varieties, we introduce in the setting of the present paper (i.e. on critical loci) several invariants de-
fined using such quasimaps with parametrized component (see §6.4). Among them, we have operators
M®(z), J(z) (Definitions 6.6, 6.5(4)) which satisfy a quantum differential equation (Theorem 6.7),
and the vertex function (Definition 6.5 (1)) defined using certain twisted quasimaps from P! to the
critical locus (see Remark 6.3). In §6.5.1, we explain in the two cases mentioned in §1.5, how M“(z)
(resp. J(z)) can be viewed as a quantum connection (resp. a gauge transformation for the quantum
connection).

When the critical locus Crit(¢) is the Hilbert scheme Hilb"(C?) of n-points on C? with Calabi-
Yau torus action Fy =~ (C*)? (see Example 2.3), we show (in Proposition 7.1) that the moduli
space of twisted quasimaps with a parametrized component P is isomorphic to the moduli space of
Pandharipande- Thomas stable pairs on the total space

(18) TOt[pl (El (—B £2 (—B £3)

of the direct sum of three lines bundles with Calabi-Yau condition £1 ® Lo ® L3 = wp1. Moreover
quasimap invariants of the formal agrees with stable pair invariants of the Calabi-Yau 4-fold (1.8)
(ref. Lemma 7.9 and | , §5.2]).

In Propositions 7.10, 7.12, we compute the vertex function of Hilb"(C3) explicitly, in terms of
both a power series and a certain contour integral. We also calculate the saddle point equation of
the integrant.

Theorem 1.4. (Proposition 7.13) The saddle point equation of the integrant is given by

3
_ 1 Si*Sj*hs .
e LI e S I
Sls:1j¢i81_83+ s

Here Z is a normalization of the Kdhler variable, {hs}>_, are equivariant variables of the torus Fy
with Y, hs = 0.

Recall that the Fy-equivariant critical cohomology of [ [, Hilb"(C?) is a representation of the

1-shifted affine Yangian Yl(ng) as constructed by [ | (see also | ). Motivated by [AO,
], which is based on the work of Nekrasov and Shatashvili [NS1], we expect the above saddle point

equation coincides with the Bethe equation of Yl(g/ﬂ), which has not been studied by representation
theorists (see §7.6 for more detailed discussions and | ] for a related study from physical point
of view). The saddle point equation should also describe eigenvalues of quantum multiplications by
quantum line bundles (ref. §6.5.3).

Besides Hilb™(C?), we also calculate vertex functions and corresponding saddle point equations
for some other quivers with potentials, including the one that defines perverse coherent systems on
the resolved conifold Op1(—1, —1) (ref. §8.1), and those that define higher sly-spin chains (ref. §8.2).
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1.7. Connections to other works. The study of quasimap invariants of Nakajima quiver varieties
has obviously lead to exciting progress in many fields in mathematics, including 3d mirror symme-
try, symplectic duality, quantum g-geometric Langlands, etc. We are not positioned to survey the
development here. On the other hand, from the perspective of representation theory of quantum
groups, it has become increasingly clear that quivers with potentials provide geometric realizations
of equally interesting representations [B37, , , YZ]. As mentioned above, one motivation of
the present paper is to set the scene for the investigation of quasimap invariants of quivers with po-
tentials, in search for analogue results or differences to the counterparts in Nakajima quiver varieties.
In a forthcoming investigation, we plan to show a dimensional reduction of quasimap invariants of
a quiver with potential to that of a Nakajima quiver variety (see §5.5).

The mathematical setup of the moduli spaces studied in the present paper is similar to that
studied in the GLSM setting | , , , FK]. In particular, when F' = C* (and {J)
in loc. cit. is trivial), the moduli stack QMfﬁ:wbg (Crit(¢), B) agrees with the one considered in
[ , ]. Therefore, we expect the up-coming work of Kiem and Park [I[{P] to help with the
comparison of the invariants. It is also interesting to relate the construction here to works on GLSM
by Ciocan-Fontanine, Favero, Guéré, Kim, Shoemaker | ], and Favero and Kim [FK] (in view
of diagram (1.6)), which follow and extend the matrix factorization approach of Polishchuk and
Vaintrob [PV].

Nevertheless, the motivation of the present paper differs from that of GLSM. Physically, GLSM
studies Laudau-Ginzburg potentials, and hence mainly focuses on (smooth) compact critical loci.
Examples include quintic 3-folds and corresponding Landau-Ginzburg phase, with the aim of study-
ing enumerative geometry and mirror symmetry. The present paper is motivated by the study of
D-brane effective potentials, the critical loci of which are typically singular and non-compact (though
Fy-fixed locus is compact, e.g. Hilbert schemes of points on C3). The latter fits into the framework
of cohomological Hall algebras and representations of quantum groups.

We also remark that in the present paper for simplicity of the exposition, we imposed several
simplifying albeit unnecessary conditions (i.e. Ker(R,) = 1 and G action on W* is free), which can
be removed via replacing prestable curves by more general orbicurves in the sense of Abramovich
and Vistoli | , ], as did in the works of Cheong, Ciocan-Fontanine, Kim | ] in quasimap
theory and Fan, Jarvis, Ruan [ , ] in FJRW and GLSM setting.
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2. MODULI STACKS OF QUASIMAPS

The theory of quasimaps began as a new way to compactify the mapping space of smooth curves
to GIT quotients, which is different from the Kontsevich moduli spaces of stable maps (see, e.g.,
[ , , , , ] and references therein). A standard reference for its foundation
is [ ]. In this section, we recall some basic notions of quasimaps to a GIT quotient and then
apply them to the special case we are interested in.

2.1. Set-up. We fix the setting of this paper.

Setting 2.1. Let W be a finite dimensional complex vector space, G be a complex reductive algebraic
group (referred as gauge group) and F be a complex torus (referred as flavor group). Assume there
is a group homomorphism H := G x F — GL(W).
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Let 0 € X(G) be a character of G which defines a stability condition on W | , §2] so that the
0-stable locus coincides with the §-semi-stable locus:
W =W?* # &,
on which G acts freely. In particular, the GIT quotient
W/)G:=W?*/G
is a smooth scheme and coincides with the quotient stack [W*/G].
Let x : F — C* be a nontrivial character and we extend it naturally to a character
x: H— C*
which does not depend on G. Define the Calabi-Yau torus Fy := Ker(x) as the kernel of x : F — C*.
! p#£0: W - C
be an H -equivariant function with the action of H on C given by the character x and
Crit(¢) € W
be the critical locus of ¢, with an induced H-action. The stable locus is
Crit(¢)® = Crit(¢) n W?
and
Crit(¢)/G := Crit(¢)°/G
is the GIT quotient.

As closed subschemes of W, we assume there is a closed embedding Crit(¢) — Z(¢p), where Z(¢)
is the zero locus of ¢.

Remark 2.2. We remark that the above assumption on closed embedding Crit(¢) «— Z(¢) is a
simplifying albeit unnecessary condition.

In general, ¢ is locally constant on the reduced scheme Crit(¢)™? of Crit(¢). Without loss of
generality, we may assume all critical values are zero, i.e. Crit(¢)™? < Z(¢) as sets. By Hilbert’s
Nullstellensatz, for some r > 0, we have an embedding

Crit(¢) — Z(¢")
as closed subschemes of W. For all examples considered in this paper (see §7, §8), it is easy to check

that we can take r = 1. When r > 1, the results of this paper remain hold. We will mention the
modification of argument in corresponding sections.

Our main working example is the following:

Example 2.3. Let V = C" with G = GL,, acting in the natural way. Let
W =V ®End(V)®

with the induced G-action and an additional action of F' = (C*)3 by scaling of the three endomor-
phisms. Let
le WH(C, (i,bl,bg,bg) Htr(bl[bg,bg]),
which is invariant under G action and equivariant under F' action (F' acts on the target with weight
x = (1,1,1)). Let
0:G—C* g det(g)
be the character of G, used as the GIT stability condition. Then the stable locus W* is the open sub-
set of W where the linear span of all vectors obtained by repeated applications of the endomorphisms
to the chosen vector v € V' is the whole V.
The function ¢ descends to

¢:W/)G=W*/G—C

such that the critical locus satisfies (e.g. | , pp- 131, Prop. 3.1])
Crit(¢) = Hilb™(C?).
The torus F descends to an action on Crit(¢). By [B1'2, Lem. 4.1], Hilb™(C?)¥ = Hilb"(C3)%0 are

finite number of reduced points given by plane partitions/3d Young diagrams of size n.

More generally, we consider examples given by quivers with potentials [Gin, , .
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Example 2.4. A quiver Q = (I, H) is a directed graph with I being the set of vertices and H the
set of arrows. For a dimension vector v = (v;);er € NI = Zéo, let

W =Rep(Q,v):= P Hom(C",C%)
(i—j)eH
be the affine space parameterizing representations of Q. A potential is a linear combination of cycles
in Q). Taking the trace of the potential defines a regular function ¢ : W — C.
The groups G, F depend on additional data: a subset Iy of I called frozen vertices. Let

G=[] GL.,

iEI\IQ

which act on W by changing the basis of C¥ for i € I\I. Let

F = (H GLm) x (€@,

i€ly

where GL,, acts on W by changing the basis of C¥ for i € Iy, and (C*)**#1(@2) depends on a
choice of basis of Hy(Q,Z) as cycles in the graph @, with the action on W by scaling the arrows
constituting each of the cycles in the aforementioned basis. As F' in Setting 2.1 is abelian, so here
we take the maximal abelian subgroup of the F' above. This choice of F' is inspired by the study of
Nakajima quiver varieties | , §4.2.1]. The action of so-chosen F' on W may not be an effective
action, and hence in practice we usually choose a subgroup of it as the flavor group.

Pictorially, we honor the tradition and draw frozen vertices as o and thawed vertices as o. For
instance, consider the following quiver:

b3

e
0 QS

b1

with dimension vector (1,n), potential ¢ = tr(bybabs —b1bzbs), frozen vertex Iy = {0} and F' = (C*)3
scaling b;’s, we get back exactly to Example 2.3.

2.2. Stacks of twisted maps. Recall that a prestable genus g, n-pointed curve over Cis (C,p1,...,Dn)
with C being a connected projective curve of arithmetic genus g, with at worst nodal singularities,
together with n distinct non-singular marked points p1, ..., Dy

A map from C to the stack quotient [W/H] is equivalent to a pair (Py,u) where Py is a principal
H-bundle on C and u is an H-equivariant map Py — W. Let Map(C,[W/H]) be the Artin stack
of all maps from C to [W/H] [Ols1] which has a forgetful map

Map(C, [W/H]) — Map(C, [pt/H]) = Bung (C)

to the smooth Artin stack Bung (C) of principal H-bundles Py on C.
The log-canonical bundle of a marked curve (C,p1,...,py) is the line bundle

n
Wlog = WC (Z pl) .

i=1

Without causing confusion, the corresponding C*-bundle is also denoted by wiog.
Let Bun); "**(C) be the Artin stack of principal H-bundles Py on C together with an isomor-
phism 37 : Py X g X = Wieg. It is a smooth Artin stack | , Lem. 5.2.2] and has a map

Bunj, 7 (C) — Buny (C),

which forgets the isomorphism 7.
To have a nice moduli stack of twisted quasimaps which will be introduced in the next section, it
is convenient to consider reduction of the flavor symmetry F' to a one dimensional subgroup.

Definition 2.5. An R-charge is a group morphism R : C* — F. We denote its composition with x
by Ry : C* & F X C*,
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Write Hg := G x C* and define stacks MapX=%os (C,[W /H]), M apfx=«1os(C, [W /HR]) of twisted
maps by the following Catersian diagrams
(2.1) Map™=1es(C, [W/HE]) ——= MapX=“1=(C, [W/H]) — Map(C, [W/H])
T

%un?;:w}cg (©) Buny, ¢ (C) Bung (C).

Here %unfl’;:w“’g (C) is the Artin stack of principal Hg-bundles P on C together with an isomorphism
2 P xg, Ry = wie. The left bottom map is well-defined because such P and s induces an
isomorphism 72 : Py X X = wiog, Where Py := P x¢+ R is the induced H-bundle.
The H-equivariant function
¢o: W —-C

gives rise to the critical locus Crit(¢) € W with an induced H-action. The equivariant embedding
Crit(¢) — W induces a map of stacks

Map(C, [Crit(¢)/H]) — Map(C,[W/H]),

which is easily seen as a closed embedding, characterized as classifying maps (P, u) from (C,p1,...,pn)
such that v lands in the subscheme Crit(¢).

Since F' commutes with G and F' is abelian, we have an induced F-action on stacks [W/G] and
[W/HRr]. Moreover, the action on [W/G] preserves #-stable locus for any 6 due to the commutativity
with G, and preserves the critical locus of ¢.

For any curve C over a base S, by working over S, the diagram (2.1) is still well-defined. In
particular, Mapg(C,[W/H] x S) is the stack representing morphisms in the category of S-stacks.
The map [W/H] — [pt/H] induces the map

Maps(C,[W/H] x S) — Maps(C, [pt/H] x S) := Bunu(C/S).
2.3. Recollection of quasimaps to GIT quotients. We are particularly interested in the case

when C' is the universal curve C over the smooth Artin stack 91, ,, of prestable genus g, n-pointed
curves. There is a flat “stabilization” morphism

(2.2) st: My — My,

to the Deligne-Mumford stack Mg_,n of stable genus g, n-pointed curves [Beh]. In this case, we omit
C from the notations and diagram (2.1) becomes

Ry=wi, =Wlo
(2.3) Mapgy™"**([W/HR]) —— Mapgn™"**([W/H]) ——= Mapgn([W/H])
I
%unﬁé?ﬂfg _ %un;f;j;fg —— = Bunyyn -
Here all bottom stacks are smooth Artin stacks locally of finite type over C by [ , Prop. 2.1.1],
[ , Lem. 5.2.2].

A C-point in Mapgﬁ:wlog([W/HR]) is a quadruple ((C’,pl, .oy Pn), P, %), where (C,p1,...,pn)
is a prestable genus g, n-pointed curve, P is a principal (G x C*)-bundle on C with an isomorphism
2 P/G Xcx Ry = wiog, and u: P X (gxex) (G x R) — W is a (G x F)-equivariant map.

The class of such a quadruple is a map from the character group X(G):

B = BPG € HomZ(X(G),Z), B(S) = degC(PG X G (Cg),

given by the degree of the principal G-bundle Pg := P/C* | , §2.5].
Given a stability condition 6 : G — C* as in Setting 2.1, we have three conditions on such a
quadruple:

(1) the image of u lies in the open locus W* on the entire C but (possibly empty) finitely many
points (which are called the base points);

(2) base points are away from the special points (markings and nodes);

(3) we(Xi, pi) ® L is ample for every rational number € > 0, where Ly = P/C* x ¢ Cy.
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Definition 2.6. A genus g, n-pointed R-twisted quasimap to W /G is a point in Mapffﬁ:w“)g ([W/HR])
satisfying condition (1). It is said to be prestable if it satisfies (1), (2). It is said to be stable if it
satisfies (1), (2) and (3).

Remark 2.7. The stability condition here coincides with the 0*-stability in | , Def. 4.2.13],
[ , Def. 3.1.2]. One can consider more general e-stability as [ , Def. 4.2.11], | ,
Def. 7.1.3].

The notions of isomorphisms and families of R-twisted quasimaps are the obvious ones as in
[ , §3.1] and | , §4.2]. Let
QM5 (W /G, )
denote the moduli stack of genus g, n-pointed stable R-twisted quasimaps of class 8 € Homz(X(G), Z).
The action of F' on [W/Hpg] induces an action on the stack Mapgi‘l:w“’g(a [W/HR]) by post-
composing with the map u, i.e. for any f € F,

f' ((Cupl7"'7pn)7p7u7%) = ((C7p17"'7pn)7puf'u7%)'

By restricting to the open substack QM, Ff;;:wl"g(W// G, ), we get an induced F-action.
A priori, the evaluation map ev; on Mapy,,”'**([W/H]) does not land in [W/G] but rather in
[W/(G x F)]. Nevertheless, we have the following,.

Proposition 2.8. Let X := W/G. Then for any i = 1,2,...,n, there exists an F-equivariant
evaluation map
evi : QMyli~" (X, §) — [X/R(Ker Ry)].

Proof. Let P be the universal (G x C*)-bundle on the universal curve C over QM;?ﬁ:w“’g(W//G, B)
with induced (G x F')-bundle Pgxr := P X (gxc*) (G x R) and universal (G x F)-equivariant map
Poxr — W.

Taking quotient by G, we obtain a F-equivariant map
taut : Pp := Paxr/G — [W/G].
Let p; : QM%’izwbg (W/G@G, 3) — C be the section corresponding to the i-th marked point. We can

pullback Pr to QMyx="""*(W )G, 8) via p; and obtain P
point p;, the map u gives

p: := PiPr. Restricting to the marked

taut|p, : Prlp, = W/G.
Write Pesx := P/G. Pullback the constrain

Pes X RX = Wiog
to QMox=“"5(X, 3) via p;, we obtain
(2.4) Pes pe = QMR (X, §) x CF,

where we use the fact that marked points are at smooth points and hence adjunction formula provides
a canonical trivialization of wiog|p, (ref. [ , §4.4]). This provides a reduction

(25) Pxer Ry,p; Pex

of Pcx|p, to a principal Ker R,-bundle Pker r, p; (i-e. structure group reduces to Ker R, ).
Combining with the inclusion R : Ker R, /Ker R «— F', we obtain a reduction

pi XC* RX = Wlog

Pi

7DKcr Ry,pi X Ker Ry Ker RX/KGI‘R — PF|pi = 7DKcr Ry,pi XKer Ry F

of Prlp, to a principal Ker R, /Ker R = R(Ker R, )-bundle. Taking quotient by R(Ker R,), we
obtain a section of principal F/R(Ker R, )-bundle (Pr|,,)/R(Ker R,) (e.g. Lemma 2.10), ie. a
trivialization

™ QMR (WG, B) x (F/R(Ker Ry)) => (Prly, )/ R(Ker Ry).
Composing the maps, we obtain (writting X := W /QG)

taut|,, o

evi 1 QM= (X, B) S QMEIX™" (X, 8) x F/R(Ker R,) [X/R(Ker R,)],
((Ovpla s apn)apauv %) —uoT (((Ovpla s 7p’n.)7P7ua %),6) )
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where the first map is the identity section of the trivial bundle.
Now we show ev; is F-equivariant. An element f € F acts on ((C,pl, .o yPn), P u, %) by

f((caplv" -;pn);P;u7 %) = ((Caplv" ';pn);P;f U, %)

Through ev;, it is mapped to (f - u) o7 (((C,p1,...,pn), P, f - u,5),€). As Pp|p, is the pullback
bundle on %ung’;:w“’g via the forgetful map QMg}?ﬁ:wbg (W)G,B) — %unﬁfjwbg so there is a

gom )

natural identification between the fibers at ((C,pl, cesPn), P f - u, %) and ((C,pl, .oy Pn), P, %),
under which

T (((Caplu' "7pn)7P7f -u,%),e) =T (((C7p17' e 7pn)7puu7%)7e) .
Therefore we have
(f'U)OT(((C,pl,...,pn),P,f"U,,%),e) = (f"LL)OT(((C,pl,,,.,pn),P,’u,,%),e),
which shows the F-equivariance. O

Remark 2.9. By definition, the map ev; is an R(Ker R, )-equivariant map from a principal R(Ker R, )-

bundle on QMfﬁ:wbg (X,pB) to X. When R, is nontrivial, R(Ker R, ) is a finite abelian group, a
principal bundle is a Galois cover:

Ry=wi,
PKchx-,Pi - QM »7)% ! g(Xv ﬂ)v
where Pker R, ,p; is defined in (2.5). The evaluation map of the proposition is equivalent to a map
ev; : PKer Ry,p; — X,

which is equivariant with respect to the action of R(Ker R, ) x F.
Taking the fiber product

Ry —onon
Mg,y (X = X = s X =
Q g,m ( 75) PKchX,pl QM:,}L 1og(X_ﬂ) QM:,}L log(X)ﬁ) PKchX,;Dm

which is a Galois cover of QM;? x5 (X, B), we have evaluation maps

R /;\:/ i
QM ™" (X, B) = Pker Rypi —> X
as the composition of the projection to each factor and the map ev; above.
The following standard facts on principal bundles are used above.

Lemma 2.10. Let P be a principal F-bundle on a stack M and Fy < F be a normal subgroup.
Then the followings are equivalent:

(1) There is a principal Fy-bundle Py and an isomorphism Py x g, F =~ P.

(2) There is a principal Fy-bundle Py and an Fy-equivariant embedding Py — P covering the
identity map on the base.

(8) There is a section of the principal F/Fy-bundle P x g (F/Fp).

(4) There is an isomorphism P xp (F/Fy) =~ M x (F/Fy) of principal F/Fy-bundle.

Proof. (1) = (2): The inclusion Fy € F induces the embedding

Py xp, Fo — Py xp, ' = P.
(2) = (3): Take quotient of the Fy-equivariant embedding Py — P by Fj gives a section

M — P/Fy =~ P xp (F/Fp).
(3) = (4): Write F':= F/Fy and Pp := P xp (F/Fp). A section s : M — Pp gives a map

M x F — Pg, (z,f)— s(x)-f.

It is direct to check this is an isomorphism of principal F-bundle using the fact that F is a group.
(4) = (1): Since P xp (F/Fy) = P/F,, P is a principal Fy-bundle over P xp (F/Fy) = M x F/Fp.

Through the identity section M — M x F/F,, we can pullback this bundle to M, denoted by Py
with a Fy-equivariant embedding i : Py — P covering identity on M. We then define a map

1/):P0><F4>P, (pvf)’_)l(p)fv



QUASIMAPS TO QUIVERS WITH POTENTIALS 13

with Fy-action fo - (p, ) = (p- fo, fo ' f) on the domain and right Fy-multiplication on the target.
It is easy to check that ¢ factors through (Py x F)/Fy and defines a map of principal F-bundle

PQ X Fy F — P,
which must be an isomorphism as F' is a group. 0
We recall the following geometric properties of QMf,’i:wbg (W /G, B) proven in [ , Lem. 5.3.2,

Thm. 5.2.3].

Theorem 2.11. Assume Ker R, = {1}, then the stack QM;?;;ZW“’@(W//G,B) is Deligne- Mumford,
separated, and of finite type.

Proof. This is [ , Theorem 5.2.3]. A comparison of notations in the present paper and those
of loc. cit. is in order. The group I in loc. cit. in the present setting is the image of G x R(C*) in
GL(W). The group {J) from loc. cit. in the present setting is the image of R(Ker R,,) in GL(W).
The group G in loc. cit. in the present setting is chosen to be the image of G x R(Ker R, ). Under the
simplifying assumption Ker R, = {1}, we claim the composition C* Ry ABUR GL(W) is injective,
where 1 denotes the action of F on W. In fact, in Setting 2.1, there is a non-trivial function ¢ such
that for any t € C* and w € W, we have

¢(t - w) := ¢((n o R)(t) - w) = Ry(t) - p(w).
If there is a 1 # ¢t € C* such that (no R)(t) -w = w for any w € W, we get contradiction in
the above equality as R, is injective. Then it is easy to check the orbi-structures on quasimaps
in loc. cit. become trivial, i.e. they are prestable curves used in the present setting. O

Remark 2.12. In what follow, we work under the simplifying assumption that Ker R, = {1}.
Without this assumption, in order to get the same separatedness of moduli spaces (similarly the
properness as in Theorem 2.14 below), one follows | | and allows the prestable marked curve
(C,p1,...,pn) to be a balanced twisted orbicurve in the sense of Abramovich and Vistoli | ].
In the present paper, for simplicity of exposition, we try to avoid the full strength of the theory of
orbicurves.

2.4. Quasimaps to critical loci. Via the embedding Crit(¢)/G — W /G, we have the closed
substack

(2:6) QM5 (Crit(6) /G, B) — QMg "**(W /G, B)
of genus g, n-pointed stable R-twisted quasimaps to Crit(¢)/G of class § which is also a separated

Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type by Theorem 2.11 (see also | , Lemma 5.3.2]).
As in Proposition 2.8, we have the following evaluation maps.

Proposition 2.13. Let C := Crit(¢)/G. Then for anyi = 1,2,...,n, there exists an F-equivariant
evaluation map

(2.7) evi : QM5 (C, 8) — [C/R(Ker Ry)].
We have the following properness result.

Theorem 2.14. Assume Ker R, = {1} and the Fy-fived locus in the affine quotient (Crit(¢)/agG)™®
is finite, then the Fy-fized locus (QMfﬁ:wlog(Crit(QZ))//G, B))¥o is proper.

Proof. This is a combination of | , Thm. 5.4.1] and | , §4.4]. We briefly summarize for the
convenience of the readers. Let A be a disc, the generic point of which is . We assume on 7 there
is an Fy-fixed stable quasimap data (C,, Py, u, : P, — Crit(¢)). The construction of the first 10
paragraphs in the proof of | , Thm. 5.4.1] gives sections of C, outside of which the quasimap
data is a balanced twisted pointed stable map landing in (Crit(¢)/G)f*. The assumption that
(Crit(¢)/agG)F0 is finite implies the properness of (Crit(¢)/G), hence as in [ , Thm. 5.4.1]
this data extends to a balanced twisted pointed stable map on the entire A. Forgetting some of the
sections and contracts some components of the central fiber of the curve asin | , Pp- 281] modifies
a pointed stable map into a quasimap data defined outside finitely many points on the central fiber,
which agrees with the existing data when restricted to 7. Finally, using | , Lem. 4.3.2] and
Hartogs’ theorem, the quasimap data extends across these finitely many points, hence well-defined
on A. The argument in | , Pp- 282-283] shows the stability. O
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3. SHIFTED SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURES

In this section, following | , |, we construct shifted symplectic structures on several
derived stacks, which will be used to construct virtual pullbacks for moduli stacks of quasimaps in
the next section. Using standard notations, the affine derived scheme associated to a commutative
differential graded algebra (cdga) A is denoted by Spec(A). The derived fiber product (or homotopy
fiber product) of two maps X — Z, Y — Z between derived stacks is denoted by X x% Y (or simply
X xz Y if it is clear from the context). For a map f : X — Y between derived stack, the relative
tangent (resp. cotangent) complex is denoted by Ty (resp. Ly) or Txy (resp. Ly y) if we want to
emphasis X and Y. Expressions such as fi, f*,® should be understood in the derived sense unless
stated otherwise. All derived Artin stacks mentioned in this paper are assumed to be locally of finite
presentation.

3.1. Derived critical loci. Let W be a complex vector space with a linear action of a reductive
algebraic group of the form H = G x F, together with a regular functon ¢ : W — C. We assume
that ¢ is equivariant with the target endowed with trivial G-action and an F-action given by a
fixed character x : F© — C*. For simplicity, we denote C, to be the associated 1-dimensional
representation of F', and also of G x F' when no ambiguity arises from the context.

In particular, let [W/G] be the quotient stack, then ¢ induces an F-equivariant map of stacks:

6 [W/G] — C,.

We assume that the critical locus of ¢ is non-empty, and without loss of generality d¢(0) = 0.
The (derived) critical locus of ¢ is defined as follows. Observe that d¢ is an F-equivariant map

[W/G] = Ty ey @ Cx-
Here T’["W 1 ® C, is the tensor product of the total space of the cotangent bundle of [W/G] with
C,, which is the derived stack Spec Sym[W/G] ((IL[W/G] ® (CX)V). We also have the zero-section
0: [W/G] = Ty ® Cy,
which is F-equivariant.

Definition 3.1. We define the “semi-classical” critical locus Crit*“(¢) and derived stack Z(d¢) by
the following homotopy pullback diagrams:

(3.1) Crit*(¢) ——= W

o e

w—2 T,

(3.2) Z(d¢) —— [W/G]

L a ldqb
[W/G) —T¥y -

Here the map Z(d¢) — [W/G], composing with the structure morphism [W/G] — [pt/G] endows
Z(d¢) with a structure morphism Z(d¢) — [pt/G].

For illustration and for the convenience of the readers, we spell out the above construction more
explicitly. Recall that TE"W /i) can alternatively be described as the quotient stack [171(0)/G], where
p: Ty — g*

is the G-equivariant moment map with derived structure coming from the embedding 0 € g*. Notice
that both maps d¢ : W — T}, and 0 : W — Ty}, are G-equivariant, and the composition with p
becomes zero. Indeed, by definition 4 is constant on any G-invariant connected Lagrangian of T,
hence both compositions are constant, also both compositions send 0 € W to 0 € g*.
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Now we have a G-equivariant homotopy pullback diagram

1=1(0) w

PR

W= W X1 W-

0

For comparison, there is a natural morphism of derived schemes:
L L
w X% W —-Ww X i-1(0) W,

which is not an isomorphism of derived schemes, but induces an isomorphism of the underlying
classical schemes.

Proposition 3.2. We have an isomorphism of derived stacks
Z(dg) = [(W X}y W)/G].
Both Z(d¢) and Crit*“(¢) have (—1)-shifted symplectic structures.

Proof. The statement about existence of (—1)-shifted symplectic structures follows from the fact that
both Crit*“(¢) and Z(d¢) (as defined by diagram (3.2)) are derived intersections of two Lagrangians
in some smooth symplectic stacks, and the general construction of shifted symplectic structures on
Lagrangian intersections | , Thm. 0.5].

We show that Z(d¢) is the (—1)-shifted symplectic reduction of Crit*“(¢) in the sense of [AC,
Thm. A] (see also [BSS]). Indeed, the following diagram

W——T5 ~—W
N
{0} ——=g*<—{0}
induces a map on the derived fiber products
v: W X;V*V W — {0} x g% {0} = g*[-1],
which is the (—1)-shifted moment map [AC, Proof of Thm. 4.1]. By definition, the (—1)-shifted

symplectic reduction is the quotient [v~1(0)/G], where {0} — g*[—1] = {0} x4« {0} is induced by
the map {0} — g*. Universal property of derived pullback induces an isomorphism

v 10) =W X;I}I(o) w.
This concludes the proof of the desired isomorphism. O
We calculate their cotangent complexes.
Proposition 3.3. We have
Leritse(e) = (0 > W RO - W*® 0 —0),
where the right hand side is written as a complex on Crit*(¢), and
Lz = (0-900 ->WRO0 -W*®0 - g*®0 —0),

where the right hand side is written as a G-equvariant complex on W X;I}l(o) W. The term g® O is

in homological degree (—2), the first map is the differential of the G-action, the second map is the
differential of d¢ (also known as the Hessian of ¢), the last map is the differential of u (hence dual
to the differential of the G-action).

Proof. These are well-known and we show the second isomorphism using the description (3.2). Note
that

T, o) >20-g9gR0->WaWHR0 —->g*®0 —0),

with (W @ W*) ® O in degree 0, where the RHS is written as a G-equivariant complex on p~1(0).
Using the exact triangle

do*1L. —L —L
¢ Ty o) (W/G] [W/G]/T

* )
[(W/G]
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we have

where W ® O is in degree (—1). Derived base-change preserves the relative cotangent complex.
Hence,

Lzag)/1w/c = (L[W/G]/TE"W/G]) |Z(dg)-
Using the exact triangle, d¢*Liw/q) — Lzig) — Lz(dg)/(w/c], We obtain the conclusion. g
By the construction, Crit*“(¢) has an action by G x F. It is straightforward to calculate the
cotangent complex of the derived quotient stack [Crit*“(¢)/(G x F)]:
(3.3) Licritse(g)/(axr)] = (0> WRCI®O - W*®0 - (j®g)*®0 —0),

where the right hand side is written as a (G x F)-equvariant complex on Crit*(¢).
Similarly, we have

where the right hand side is written as a (G x F)-equvariant complex on W XE,I(O) w.
3.2. Derived mapping stacks. Let Y be a derived Artin stack locally of finite presentation over
C with a complex reductive group H-action?, k be a Noetherian commutative C-algebra and C' be

a proper flat family of curves over k with at worst nodal singularities.
Consider the derived mapping stack (relative to k):

(3.5) Map(C, [Y/H]) := Mapgs i (C, [Y/H] x Speck),
where we omit the inclusion functor from classical stacks to derived stacks for C' and Speck. By
Lurie’s representability theorem [[Lur] (see also | , Cor. 3.3]), we know this is a derived Artin

stack locally of finite presentation over k. Let

[u] : C x Map(C, [Y/H]) — [Y/H]
be the universal morphism and

7 C x Map(C, [Y/H]) — Map(C, [Y /H])
be the projection. The tangent complex of Map(C, [Y/H]) satisfies
(3.6) Tanap(c,[v/m) = T [ul* Ty /).
The map [Y/H] — [pt/H] induces a morphism
f:9Map(C, [Y/H]) — Map(C, [pt/H]) =: Bung(C),

where Bung (C) is isomorphic to its classical truncation as C' is a curve. Base change gives
(37) f*T%unH(C) = Ty [u]*(h - 0)7
where b denotes the Lie algebra of H. Using the exact triangle
(3.8) Tontap(c,[v/H])/ Buny (€) = Tonap(c,[y/a]) = f* Touny (0

we can determine the relative tangent complex.
We spell out things explicitly in two cases arising from §3.1:

(3.9) () Y = Crit*(¢) := W xFuyyy W, H=GxF, (ii)Y =Z(dp) = [W xﬁ,l(o) W/G], H = F,
(i) A k-point in Map(C, [Crit*“(¢)/(G x F)]) is a pair (P, u) where P is a principal (G x F)-bundle
on C, and u : P — Crit*“(¢) is a (G x F)-equivariant map. The map u induces

C — P xgxr Crit*(¢),

whose composition with the projection P x g« pCrit®(¢) — C'is the identify. As the target Crit**(¢)
is a derived subscheme of W, the above map gives rise to a section of the vector bundle P x gy W,
which without causing confusion is still denoted by u.

Now let P be the universal (G x F)-bundle on C x Map(C, [Crit**(¢)/(G x F)]). The vector
bundle P xgxr W will be referred to very often, hence denoted simply by W which satisfies an
isomorphism

[u]*(W ® O) = W.

4Here H is not necessarily G x F' as in the previous section.
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Note also that P is the fiber product of a principal G-bundle Pg := P/F and a principal F-bundle
Pr := P/G over the base. Let g and § denote the Lie algebra of G and F respectively. We have

[u]*(F®O) =P xaxr f=Pr xrf:=adsP,

which is the adjoint f-bundle. Similarly, denote the corresponding adjoint g-bundle by adyP.
To sum up, using (3.3), (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), we have the following (relative) tangent complexes:

Tonap(c,[Crit=(9)/(Gx F)]) = Tx [U]* Ticritee(6) /(G x F)]
me[u]* (O 9) @0 - WR®O - W*®C, ®0)
Ty (adgp @ adiP - W - W' ® (P Xgxr CX))?

lle

lle

(3.10) Tonap(C,[Crit=e($)/(Gx F)])/ Bungxr(C) = Tx[u]* (WO - W*QC, ® O)
=1 (W > WY ® (P xaxr Cy)).
(ii) For the second case in (3.9), with similar notations, we have
Tonap(C,[2(de)/F1)/ Bunp(C) = Tx[u]* (@O0 - WR®O - W*®C, ®0 - g*®C,®0)
= My (adgP - W > WY ® (P xaxr Cy) = (adgP)¥ ® (P xaxr Cy)).
3.3. Shifted symplectic structures on o-twisted derived mapping stacks I. Continue with

the setting of the previous section and furthermore fix a character x : H — C*. Consider the derived
version of diagram (2.1), i.e. we define Map*~'(C,[Y/H]) by the homotopy pullback diagram:

(3.11) Map = (C,[Y/H]) —Map(C, [Y/H])

| o
Buny, “(C) —— Buny (C),

where Bunj; “(C) is the moduli stack of principal H-bundle P on C with s : P xg C\ = weyy,
the lower horizontal map is the forgetful map forgetting sc and the right vertical map is induced by
[Y/H] — [pt/H].

Definition 3.4. Fix a k-point o of Bunj; “(C), represented by a H-bundle P on C with an
isomorphism s as above. We refer to o = (P, ») as a twist data, and define the derived moduli stack
Map’ (C,[Y/H]) of o-twisted maps® to Y by the following homotopy pullback diagram:

(3.12) Map? (C, [Y/H]) — Map*~*(C, [Y/H])
| e
Spec(k) z Buny; “(C).

The goal of this section is to show if Y has an n-shifted symplectic structure that transforms
under H as x (see Definition 3.8), then Map”’ (C,[Y/H]) has an induced (n — 1)-shifted symplectic
structure. This follows from a similar AKSZ-type construction as | , §2.1]. The basic idea of
loc. cit. is as follows: when H = {1}, we know wey, = O, Y has an n-shifted symplectic structure
and

Map’ (C,[Y/H]) = Map(C,Y).
The (n — 1)-shifted symplectic structure on this mapping stack is given by the pullback of the
symplectic structure of Y via the evaluation map

C xMap(C,Y) > Y

and then integrating along C' via Serre duality pairing C(C,0) — k[—1]. For general H, we first
introduce the notion of shifted symplectic structures that transform under H as y : H — C*
(ref. Definition 3.8) and then define descent to the stack quotient by H (ref. Lemma 3.13). Finally
we explain how to do integration on C' (ref. Eqn. (3.32)). We prove the existence of shifted symplectic
structures in Theorem 3.19.

We start with some preparation work which we follow closely the construction and argument
as in | , §1.1 & §1.2]. Let k be a Noetherian commutative ring and dg/’ be the category of

5The idea of doing twist is not new. See | , , | for examples.
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complexes of k-modules with k-group scheme H-actions and equivariant differentials. Morphisms in
this category are required to be equivariant. It has the usual projective model structure and hence

an oo-enhancement [ , §2.1], which by an abuse of notation is still denoted as dgi’. One similarly
has the category e-dgf of H-equivariant mixed complexes of k-modules and the category ngT"H

(resp. e—dg‘ZT’H) of H-equivariant graded complexes (resp. H-equivariant graded mixed complexes)

of k-modules as in | , §1.1] (see also the proof below).
On the category of complexes, we have a functor

()2 edgi™™ — e-dgy,

which takes the H-invariant part. This is a Quillen functor, and hence lifts to an co-functor which
by an abuse of notations is still denoted by (—).

Similarly, if f : H — G is a group scheme homomorphism, we also have the restriction functor,
which is an co-functor
(3.13) ¥ e-ngT’G — e—dg‘ZT’H.
The special case when H = Speck is the trivial k-group scheme gives a forgetful functor

e—dggT’G — e-dgy".

In what follows we suppress the forgetful functor from notations when not causing confusions.

Lemma 3.5. Let Y be a derived Artin stack (locally of finite presentation) over a Noetherian
commutative ring k, endowed with an action of a k-group scheme H. Assume that [Y/H] is the
co-limit of objects of the form [Spec A/H] for some A € dgf! in the infinity category dStp/m) of
derived stacks over [pt/H].® Then Ly is an H-equivariant complex.

Moreover, both de Rham algebra DR(Y /k) and weighted negative cyclic complex NC(DR(Y /k))
are H -equivariant complezes.

Proof. Recall that e-dgy, is the category of mixed complexes, that it, the category of dg-modules over

K[e]/€?, where dege = —1, and that e-dg}" is the category of graded mixed complexes consisting of
E=@®E®p),
peZ

where the differential d preserves each E(p) and € : E(p) — E(p+ 1). Let e-dg‘ZT’H be the category
of H-equivariant graded mixed complexes of modules where € and d commute with H-actions. For
each p € Z, we define
NC(p) : e—dggT’H — dgi!
such that
NC"(E)(p) = HEn_zl(p-l—i), dNC(E)(p) =dg + €,
=0
as well as the direct sum
NC" := P NC(p) : e-dg?"" — dg?™ ™.
P
All three categories ngT’H, e-dgf, e—ngT’H have usual projective model structures. All objects
are fibrant for the projective model structure. The functor NC" is a Quillen functor by the same
argument in [ , Prop. 1.3], and hence all three categories have oo-enhancements under Dwyer-
Kan localization.
For any H-equivariant cdga A, the cotangent complex L 4, is defined in the usual way | ,
Def. 1.3.5]. The functor sending A to

DR(A/k)[n - p] := D(~4Lasla —p +n])

q
is a quasi-coherent complex on Spec A and hence satisfies étale descent. The forgetful co-functor
e—dggT’H — dggT’H is conservative and preserves co-limits. Hence we define

DR(Y /k) = spdm DR(A/k) € e-dgi™".

Functoriality of the definition follows similarly as | , Prop. 2.3.2]. Finally by applying NC%,
we get NCV(DR(Y /k)) € dg{"™". O

6In this paper, we always assume this when we consider derived stacks with group actions.
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Remark 3.6. We will write DR(Y) = DR(Y /k) and NC*(DR(Y)) = NC*(DR(Y /k)) for sim-
plicity when the base ring k is clear from the context.

For two objects in the co-category e-dg'kr’H7 the inner homomorphism RHom,__ dgd™H (—,—) gives
Ik

an object in e-dg‘ZT’H. Given a group scheme homomorphism x : H — G,,(k), we get an object

ky € e—dg,gr’H, concentrated in weight 0 and homological degree 0. For any object M € e—dg,gr’H, we

write

(3.14) MX = (RHome-dqu’H(kX7 M))H e E_dng'
Iy
Then M, ®; ky has a natural H-equivariant structure and there is a natural morphism in e—dg,gr’H:
M, ®y ky — M.
Let f : H — G be a surjective group scheme homomorphism, M € e—dg‘ZT’H, N e e—ngT’G, and

M — N be an equivariant map of graded mixed complexes. For a group scheme homomorphism
X : G — Gp(k), write f*x := xo f : H — G,,(k). Then we have a map My«, — N, of graded
mixed complexes making the following diagram commutative

(3.15) Mf*X®kf*X —>NX®]€X
M N.

Definition 3.7. We define co-functors:
NC\(p) : e-dg]"™ — dg,, M — NC(p)(M,).

NCY := P NCy(p) : e-dg?™" — dg?".
P

For any derived Artin stack Y over C, which is endowed with an action of a complex reductive
group H, by Lemma 3.5, we have

NC"(Y) := NC*(DR(Y)) e dgZ"".
Complete reducibility implies a decomposition

NCU(Y)= @ NCY(Y)®C,

x€lrrep(H)
based on irreducible representations of H. Given a character x : H — C*, we then have an inclusion
NCY(Y)®Cy — NC*(Y).
By forgetting the H-action, we have a map of graded complexes:
(3.16) NCY(Y) — NCY(Y)

to the underlying complex of graded C-modules of NC"(Y) (without causing confusion, here we use
the same notation NC*(Y') for the underlying graded complex).
Now we are ready to define shifted symplectic structures which transform under H as x.

Definition 3.8. Let Y be a derived Artin stack over C, endowed with an action of a complex
reductive group H. We say that Y has an n-shifted symplectic structure that transforms under H
as x : H — C* if there is a morphism

Q:C[2-n](2) > NCY(Y)
of graded complexes of C-modules whose composition with the map (3.16):
NCY(Y) - NC*(Y)

defines a n-shifted symplectic structure in the sense of | , Def. 1.18], i.e. the underlying 2-form
is non-degenerate.

Remark 3.9. There is a well-defined simplicial set of such shifted symplectic structures. As we are
only concerned with such a structure up to homotopy, we do not need simplicial structures here.
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Remark 3.10. When k is a Noetherian commutative C-algebra, by pullback along the structure
map Spec k — Spec C, we get a map

Q:k[2—n](2) - NCY ((Y x Speck)/Speck)
of graded complexes of k-modules whose composition with
NCY ((Y x Speck)/Speck) — NC" ((Y x Speck)/Spec k)
defines a n-shifted symplectic structure for Y x Spec k over k.

For a H-equivariant map f : A — B between derived Artin stacks over k. We can extend Lemma
3.5 and define a relative de Rham complex (as | , Def. 2.4.2]):

DR(A/B) € e-dgi"".
Given a H-equivariant commutative square of derived Artin stacks

!

A—'sB
M—LsN,

by the canonicity in | , Prop. 2.4.3], we have maps of relative de Rham complexes (in e—ngT’H)

(3.17) DR(B/N) - DR(A/N) - DR(A/B), DR(M/N)— DR(A/N)— DR(A/M),
and in particular
(3.18) f*:DR(B/N) — DR(A/M).

The following lemma relates the invariant part of the relative de Rham algebra with the relative de
Rham algebra of the corresponding stack quotients, which can be seen as a descent of equivariant
forms to the stack quotient.

Lemma 3.11. Let f : Y — W be a H-equivariant map between derived Artin stacks over C, endowed
with actions of a complex reductive group H. Then there is an equivalence

DR([Y/H]/[W/H]) = DR(Y /W)"
in e-dg".
Proof. We have the following homotopy pullback diagram of derived stacks:

y 2 [Y/H]

fl E |

W —— [W/H],

where py,pw are quotient maps and right vertical map is the quotient of f. This implies a H-
equivariant isomorphism

(3.19) Py Ly mywym = Ly jw,
and a map in e-dg?"" (vef. Eqn. (3.18)):
py : DR([Y/H]/[W/H]) > DR(Y/W).
As the H-action is trivial on the LHS, we obtain a map in e-dg:
DR([Y/H]/[W/H]) — DR(Y /W)™

To prove this is an equivalence in e-dg", it is enough to prove the underlying graded complex is an
equivalence because the forgetful functor

e—dg(%r — dgg
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is conservative ([ , DP- 292]). As in | , Rmk. 2.4.4]7, we have an equivalence in dg:
DR([Y/H]/[W/H]) = @ T([Y/H],Sym" Ly sy/iw/m [1])
P

=~ @ RHompy /1) (Opy /11, Sym? (Ly /a1y w e [1]))
p

=~ (P RHomy (p¥ Opy/m1, p¥ Sym? (Lpy/myy /e [1])) 7
p

=~ (D RHomy (Oy, Sym” (p¥ Ly 1w/ [1])) 7
p

~ (—D RHomy (Oy, Sym” (LY/W [H))H

p
~DR(Y/W)H,
where we use (3.19) in the fifth equality. O

Next we introduce a twisted version of the above lemma. We first define L-twisted relative de
Rham complexes.

Definition 3.12. Let Y and W be derived Artin stacks over a Noetherian commutative C-algebra
k, L be a line bundle on Y and £ denote the assciated C*-bundle with a map £ — W.
We define the L-twisted relative de Rham complex
DRE(Y /W) := DR(L/W) 1) € e-dg)”
to be the C*-weight 1 part of DR(L/W).

Now we state a twisted version of Lemma 3.11, which gives a descent of twisted equivariant forms
to the quotient stack.

Lemma 3.13. Let f : Y — W be an H-equivariant map between derived Artin stacks over C,
endowed with actions of a complex reductive group H. Let x : H — C* be a nontrivial character of
H and Hy := Kerx. Let L, := [(Y x C)/H] be the line bundle on [Y /H] with L, the associated
C*-bundle. Then there is a morphism in e-dgl":

(3.20) DR(Y/W), — DR*([Y/H]/[W/H)).
By further applying NC"(—), we obtain
(3.21) 0: NCY(Y/W) — NCY(DR*x([Y/H]/[W /Ho))).

Proof. By the surjectivity of x, the identity section Y — Y x C¥ induces an isomorphism of quotient
stacks

(3.22) [Y/Ho] = [(Y x C})/H] =: Ly,
where we use the convention that the H-action on Y is on the left. Recall Definition 3.12,
(3.23) DREx([Y/H]/[W/Hol) = DR(Ly/[W/Ho)(1).

There is a homotopy pullback diagram (with horizontal maps being quotients by Hp):
Y —— [Y/Hy]
||
W —— [W/Hj].

Lemma 3.11 and Eqn. (3.22) then imply the following isomorphisms

(3.24) DR(Y/W)" = DR([Y/Hol/[W/Ho)) = DR(L/[W/Ho)).

The action of H on DR(Y /W) induces an action of C¥ = H/Hy on DR(Y /W) making the above
isomorphisms C¥-equivariant.
Restriction from the group H to Hy gives a map

(3.25) (DR(Y/W)®Cy)" = (DR(Y/W)H @ C,)" - DR(Y/W)Ho.

THere we use +1 shift convention as in [ , §1.2].
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Here the H-action on DR(Y /W) (resp. C,) is from the left (resp. right). Recall that for an repre-
sentation V' of H, the weight spaces arising from left and right actions are related by

vigtt .= fveViv-h=x(h")v,Vhe Hy ={veV|h-v=x""(h)-v,Vhe H} = V.
Therefore with left H-actions on both DR(Y /W) and C,, Eqn. (3.25) becomes a map
DR(Y /W)y := (DR(Y/W)®C,-1)" — DR(Y/W)Ho.
Then we have the following commutative diagram:

(3.26) (DR(Y/W) ® Cy-1)" —— (DR([Y/Hol/[W/Ho])) )

| |

DR(Y/W)H —=— DR([Y/Ho]/[W/Ho)),

where the H-action on DR(Y /W)Ho becomes C*-action on DR([Y/Ho]/[W /Ho]) under the map
x. By (3.15), x-eigenspace maps to weight-1 eigenspace, i.e. implying the upper horizontal map.
Combining Equs. (3.23), (3.24) and upper horizontal map of diagram (3.26), we are done. O

Next we define the integration map. Let X and Y be derived Artin stacks over a Noetherian
commutative C-algebra k, and £ a line bundle on X. Let X be the C*-bundle obtained by removing
the zero-section from the total space of £. The space X is almost never O-compact in the sense of
[ , Def. 2.1] since for a perfect complex F on X4 := X x Spec A, the dg-module over A:

C(X4,E) := RHom(O, E)

is rarely perfect. Nevertheless the following notion is enough for our purpose.

Definition 3.14. We say X is C*-equivariantly L-compact if for any cdga A over k, Og is a
compact object in Dyeon(X4) and C(X 4, Ox,) is perfect as a C*-equivariant dg-module over A.

Remark 3.15. A proper Deligne-Mumford stack X (considered as a derived stack) is C*-equivariantly
L-compact for any line bundle £ on X.

Lemma 3.16. For X and X as in Definition 3.1} and any derived Artin stackY , we have a natural

equivalence in e—ngT"C :

(3.27) ky x : DR((X x4 Y)/X) - DR(Y) @ C(X,0),
where the C*-equivariant dg-module C(X , O) has weight 0 with trivial mized structure.

Proof. This follows from a similar construction as [ , Pp- 305] which we briefly recall. We are
indeed constructing a natural equivalence

(3.28) DR((X xj —)/X) - DR(-) ®; C(X,0)

between two functors from the oco-category of derived stacks to e—dggr’c*. The functor DR by
construction sends oco-colimits to co-limits. Since C (X ,0) is a perfect C*-equivariant dg-module,
the tensor functor — @ C(X , O) preserves oo-limits. Hence, by left Kan extension, it suffices to
construct the transform between two functors when restricted to derived affine schemes.

By the natural map Sym* Ly x O%, we know for derived affine schemes (—), there are
equivalences

Sym* (Lg% [1]) = Sym*(Lg ¢ [1]) ® Sym*(L([1]) > Ox @ DR(-).
By taking global sections, we obtain
DR((X x; —)/X) = C(X,DR(-) & O).

Using the fact that Oy is a compact object in Dyeon(X), the functor C(X,—) commutes with
colimits and hence we obtain a natural equivalence

DR(-) ®, C(X,0) S C(X,DR(-) ® O).

The composition of the above two defines the natural transform (3.28) on derived affine schemes. [J
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By Lemma 3.5, both the domain and target of Ky % are C*-equivariant. The morphism Ky x 18
also equivariant. Notice that the C*-weight 1 component C(X, O) 1y is isomorphic to C(X, £).
For X and X as in Definition 3.14, we recall Definition 3.12:

DRE((X x4 Y)/X) := DR((X xx Y)/X) ),
which denotes the C*-weight 1 part of DR((X x; Y/X)).
Definition 3.17. The C*-weight 1 component of the map (3.27) is
(3.29) WE y = (my 1)) : DRE((X %, Y)/X) — DR(Y) @ C(X, L),
Applying functor NC", we obtain
(3.30) Kfx: NCY(DR((X x,Y)/X)) - NC*(DR(Y) ®;, C(X, L)) = NC*(Y) @ C(X, L).

Here the isomorphism follows from the C*-equivariantly £-compactness (so that C(X, L) is a
perfect complex over k).
With the above preparation, we define the integration map.

Definition 3.18. Assume that X has dimension d and admits a dualizing line bundle wy. Let
Serre : C(X,wx) — k[—d]

denote the Serre duality pairing. We define the integration map

(3.31) 1 := Serre o k{% : DRY((X x;Y)/X) — DR(Y)[~d]

to be the composition of (3.29) with the Serre duality pairing. By abuse of notation, we also write

(3.32) 1= Serre o k{X 1 NC¥(DRX((X x Y)/X)) » NC*(Y)[~d]

after applying the functor NCv.

Note that we have a commutative diagram of graded complexes

NC®(DR*X((X x4 Y)/X)) —— NC*(Y)[~d]

| |

DR ((X xj, Y)/X) ——=DR(Y)[~d],

where vertical maps are the projections as [ , pp- 305].
Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of this section®.

Theorem 3.19. Let X be a d-dimensional Deligne-Mumford stack, flat and proper over a Noetherian
commutative C-algebra k with a dualizing line bundle wx , Y be a derived Artin stack over C, endowed
with an action of a complex reductive group H. Let x : H — C* be a character of H and assume
Y has an n-shifted symplectic structure that transforms under H as x. Then Map’ (X, [Y/H]) as
defined in (3.12) has a canonical (n — d)-shifted symplectic structure Qg .

Proof. We follow closely the argument in [ , Thm. 2.5]. By base change under the structural
map Speck — Spec C, we view Y (resp. H) as a derived stack (resp. group scheme) over k and often
omit writing x Speck for simplicity. We first construct a closed 2-form on M := 9Map’ (X, [Y/H]).

By the diagram (3.11) and (3.12) (where C' is replaced by X), we have a commutative diagram:

(3.33) P 1/
e
M i X > ap(X, [Y/H]) x, X —= [¥/H]

| | |

O'indx

X X 9tap(X, BH) x), X —— BH,

8 After the preparation of the present paper, Pavel Safranov kindly pointed out that a similar result was proven by
Ginzburg and Rozenblyum [GR].
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where P is the universal H-bundle and u is the universal evaluation map. Note that the bundle P is
the pullback of an H-bundle (denoted by Px which is determined by the map X — BH in above)
from X by the definition from diagram (3.12), i.e.

(3.34) P = Px xx M.

Let wx be the associated C*-bundle of wx = Px x g C,, over X. As the pullback of wx from X to
wx has a canonical section, so the pullback of Px from X to w’x reduces to a Hy := Ker x-bundle
(ref. Lemma 2.10), i.e. we have a commutative diagram

(3.35) wyx — BH,

|

X —~ BH,

where the bottom map defines Px and is the bottom map in diagram (3.33).
Again by diagram (3.33), we obtain a map P x g C} — Y xy C}. Using Eqns. (3.22), (3.34), it
becomes
wix X[ M — [Y/Ho],

which fits into a commutative diagram

w}g X[ M—> [Y/HQ]

L]

wix BH(),

where vertical maps are given by natural projections, the bottom map is the one in diagram (3.35).
Eqn. (3.18) then yields a map

DR ([Y/Ho]/BHoy) — DR ((wx xx M)/wx).
Taking the weight 1 part of the C*-action, we obtain
u* : DR*([Y/H]/BH,) — DR“* (X x} M)/w),

where £, =Y xp Cy, and we use [Y/Ho] = [(Y x C})/H] (i.e. Eqn. (3.22)).
Composing with the map (3.20), i.e.

0:DR(Y), — DR*([Y/H]/BHoy),
and the integration map (3.31), i.e.
n:DRYY((X xx M)/wx) — DR(M)[-d],

we obtain

(3.36) nou*oo:DR(Y), —» DR(M)[—d].
By abuse of notation, we also write

(3.37) nou*oo: NCY(Y) — NCY(M)[—d]

after applying functor NC* to (3.36).
Combining with the n-shifted closed 2-form (after using base change from C to k):

Q e Hom(k[2 — n](2), NCY(Y))
on Y which transforms as x (Definition 3.8), we obtain a (n — d)-shifted closed 2-form on M:
Qup:=nou*oo00Q:k[2—n](2) > NC*(M)[—d].

Then it is enough to show the underlying 2-form is non-degenerate. For this purpose, we explicitly
express the underlying 2-form as follows. Let f : Spec A — M be an A-point of M corresponding to

f:Xa:=X xSpecA— [Y/H].
Equivalently, we have a principal H-bundle P4 on X x Spec A with an H-equivariant map
f:Ps—>Y.
Let Q¢ be the underlying 2-form of 2 which defines
Qo : Oy ® x — Ly A Ly[n].
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It is easy to check the descent map o commutes with pullback and we will trace {2y under maps:
pullback via f, descent by H-action and the integration.
Pullback of Qg via f gives

.f*QO %
OPA ®X — f (Ly AN Ly)[n]

This is an equivariant morphism on P4, which by descent, i.e. pushforward and then taking H-
invariants, defines a morphism of sheaves on X 4. Recall that the total space of the line bundle w is
Py x g x. Taking the descent of Op, ® x gives w;(i/A. Hence, we have

~ ~ H-desc
(P09 wl! = (FLy ALy) )

where (—)-9¢s¢ denotes the descent of an equivariant object.
As in (3.6), we have

TfM ~RT (XA7 (f*Ty)H—dcsc) ,

where we do not have term involving Lie algebra of H as we have fixed the twist in (3.12).
Therefore we get a pairing

(f*Qo)Hdesc . T, M @T;M — A[n — d],

~ H-desc - H-desc
RT <XA, (Fe1v) ) ® RT (XA, (F*1v) > — R (Xa,wx,/4) = Aln — dJ,

where the last map is given by the integration map. The non-degeneracy of the above pairing follows
easily from the non-degeneracy of Q. 0

Here is an application of the above construction.

Example 3.20. Let X = C be a smooth projective complex curve and G a complex semi-simple
algebraic group. Take F' = C* and Y to be the co-adjoint quotient of the Lie algebra [g*/G], so
that F acts on Y by scaling on g*. It is known that [g*/G] has a derived enhancement T*[1][pt/G]
and hence has a 1-shifted symplectic structure (e.g. [Cal, §1.2.3]), which transforms under F' by
scalar. Let o be the pair (P, ), where P is the principal C*-bundle defined as w¢ with zero-section
removed, and s is the natural isomorphism P xcx C =~ we. The derived stack 9Map” (X, [Y/F])
parameterizes pairs (P’, s), where P’ is a principal G-bundle on C and s is a section of P’ X ¢ g* Quc,
and hence is a Hitchin moduli stack of (not necessarily stable) Higgs bundles. Theorem 3.19 then
decorates the Hitchin stack with a symplectic structure in the usual sense. It coincides with the
symplectic structure constructed in | , pp. 310] (ref. [GR, Lem. 4.3]).

The main relevant application for this paper is when X = C' is a proper curve over k with at
worst nodal singularities and Y = Crit*°(¢), H = G x F in the setting of §3.1.

Corollary 3.21. Notations as above, then Map’ (C,[Crit*(¢)/H]) has a canonical (—2)-shifted
symplectic structure.

Proof. By Theorem 3.19, it suffices to show that the (—1)-shifted symplectic form of Crit*¢(¢)
transforms under H as x. Note that W is a vector space with H-action and T*W =W x W' ® x
as H-representation so that

dapd : W — T*W

is an equivariant map. Here we use dgr to denote the de Rham differential. Let {x;} be a basis of
W and {y;} the dual basis on WV the usual symplectic form on U := T*W = W x W' ® x is of
the form )., dgrx; A dgryi, which is an element in

Homp (OU7 AT ®X*1) ~ Hompy ((C, WU*(AQT*U) ®X71)
= Hom (€. (ron(A°T*0) @ x)"").

and transforms under H as x. The (—1)-shifted symplectic structure on Y = Crit*(¢) comes from
the Lagrangian intersection of the graph of dyr¢ and the zero section [ , Thm. 2.9] and it is
easy to see it transforms under H as y.
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One can also see the statement by explicitly calculating the (—1)-shifted symplectic form using
the local Darboux theorem [BBJ, Ex. 5.15]. Let W = Spec A(0), then Crit*“(¢) = Spec A, where A
is a cdga given by the Koszul complex

v —2 -dar¢ v —1 -dar¢
A= (> A2Qh )Y @ X2 (2 )Y @ x ! % A(0)).

Let {x;} be a basis of W and y; = 8%1 € (Q}L‘(O))V [1] be a basis of the degree (—1) terms of A. Then
the (—1)-shifted closed 2-form is of form

S 1 1 —1 H
Qcrivse() = Y, darwi A dary; € Hom ((C, (QA(O) A (Qy0) " [ ® X ) > ;

i=1

which transforms under H as x. O
3.4. Image of shifted symplectic forms to periodic cyclic homology I. It is often useful to
know when the shifted symplectic derived stacks constructed in Theorem 3.19 have local Darboux
charts as in | , ], for example to verify the isotropic condition of symmetric obstruction theory
in the (—2)-shifted case (ref. Definition 4.5, Theorem 4.11). One sufficient condition is when the
shifted symplectic form maps to zero in the so-called periodic cyclic cohomology (e.g. | D.

Recall that similar to the construction of NC" in Lemma 3.5, there is a periodic cyclic complex
(ref. [Lod], see also | , §5.2]): for each p € Z, we define

PC(p) : e-dg""™ — dgf!,

such that

PC™(E)(p) = [E" (0 +1),
i€Z
define also the direct sum

PC" := @ PC(p) : e-dg]™"" — dgi"".
p

There is a natural transformation of functors:
NCY — PC",
which induces a map on the cohomology
HN"(=)(p) = HP"(=)(p), Vn,peZ.

As in Definition 3.7, for any p € Z and group scheme homomorphism x : G — G,,(k), we have a
functor

PC\(p) : e-dg!"™ — dg,, M — PC(p)(M,),
and a natural transformation
NCy(p) — PCx(p),

which induces a map on the cohomology
By the naturality of this map, we immediately have

Proposition 3.22. In the setting of Theorem 3.19, we have a commutative diagram
n—2 n—d—2
HNP=*(Y)(2) ——= HN l (M)(2)
HPY2(Y)(2) ——= HP"7*(M)(2),

where M := Map’ (X, [Y/H]) and horizontal maps are obtained by applying HN*(—)(2), HP*(—)(2)
to the map (3.36).

In particular, we have the following vanishing in periodic cyclic cohomology.

Corollary 3.23. When n = —1 and Y is affine, the image of [Qnr] in HP~374(M)(2) is zero.
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Proof. By | , Prop. 5.6], which is based on | , Prop. 2.6 (ii)], the canonical map
HN73(Y)(2) > HP*(Y)(2)

is zero, so is the map HN*(Y)(2) — HP?(Y)(2) for x-eigenspaces. From the proof of Theorem
3.19, the class [2p7] comes from the image of the map

-3 —3—d
HN_*(Y)(2) > HN (M)(2).
Then the claim follows from the commutativity in Proposition 3.22. O

3.5. Shifted symplectic structures on o-twisted derived mapping stacks II. Consider the
“marked point” analogy of diagram (3.11) with Y = Crit*“(¢), H = G x F as in the setting of §3.1
and C being a proper flat family of curves over k with at worst nodal singularities, endowed with
smooth k-points pq,...,p, as marked points. Denote

Wiog 1= WC log = Wo/k(P1 + -+ + Pn)
to be the log-canonical bundle.

Definition 3.24. We define Map*~“"=(C, [Crit*°(¢)/H]) by the following homotopy pullback di-
agram:

(3.38) MapX="°s (C, [Crit**(¢p)/H]) — Map(C, [Crit**(¢)/H])
M\L O l
Bunj, “(C) Buny (C).

The goal of this section is to extend Corollary 3.21 to the case when domain curve C' have marked
points and the twist is with respect to log-canonical bundle wiog rather than we .
Consider evaluation maps (for simplicity we omit — x Spec k in the target)

ev" = evy X -+ X evy, : PWMap* s (C, [Crit*“(¢p)/H]) — [Crit™(¢)/H]",
evly : Buny, T (C) — [pt/H]".
Composing ev™ with the inclusion Crit*¢(¢) < W, by an abuse of notation, we obtain
(3.39) ev™ : PMap == (C, [Crit*“(¢)/H]) — [W/H]"™,

whose further composition with projection [W/H]"™ — [pt/H]" agrees with the composition evp; o p.

Recall notations from §3.2: 7 : Map™X™="¢(C, [Crit**(¢)/H]) x C — Map* == (C, [Crit*“(¢)/H])
is the projection, P is the universal H-bundle and W := P x g W be the universal W-bundle. We
calculate the relative tangent complex of the following map

(3.40)  fi=ev™ Xppymyn o Map=2%(C, [Crit**(¢)/H]) — [W/H]" X [pt/pyn Bunyy ~°(C).
Proposition 3.25. We have

And there is a canonical isomorphism

Te = Le[—2].
Proof. For simplicity, we use the following shorthands in this proof:
(3.41) M := MapX~“¢(C, [Crit*(¢)/H]), B :=Buny, ~'**(C),
which fit into diagram
(3.42) M

[W/H]n X[pt/H]n B B

| e

[W/H]" ———— [pt/H]".
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By (3.10) and diagram (3.38), base change implies
(3.43) Tayp = mu* (W Hess(@), pyrv ®<CX) ~ (W oy wlog> .

By the self-dual property of Hess(¢), we know
W > WY Hwiog) Kwiog = (W = WY Kuwieg) [—1], with ¥ @ wieg = o
Let S :={p1,...,pn} € C be the subscheme given by all marked points. We have an exact triangle
(3.44) T — Tayp — 0™ Tw mye jpe/ a1
and a quasi-isomorphism
V" Tpw /ayn o/ = T (W Os).

The map Tpyp — ev"* Tw /) /[pt/H] 1S given by
Ty (W) —— 1 (WY M wiog)
T« (WK Og).
Combining with the short exact sequence
0— Oc(=8) > Oc — 05 — 0,
we obtain the following representative of the exact triangle (3.44):

(3.45) e (WX Os)

ev"T

T (W) = Tk (WV Wlog)
Te(W(=8)) —— 1 (WY Kwiog) ,

where the bottom (resp. middle) row represents Tg (resp. Ty p), i.e.

B=aos

(3.46) Ty = e (WE Oc (=) 2255 WY Bwieg)

where s : WK Oc(—S) — W is given by the canonical section s : Oc(—S) — O¢. The following
commutative diagram

1 a®w1;é
leog — W
s®wcll Ls@OC(S)
-1

nglﬂwv X Oc(S)
implies that
BY =s"oa¥ =5"o(a®@uw,,) = (s®0c(5)) o (a@uwy,,)
= (a®uwg) o (s®wg') = (a0s) @' = fOwS.

By applying 7, and the relative duality, we obtain the desired isomorphism. g

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of this section. We use shorthand as (3.41):

M := MapX~“1o¢(C, [Crit*(¢)/H]), B :=DBunj; ~*(C).
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Theorem 3.26. Let k be a Noetherian commutative ring over C and o : Speck — B be a k-
point. Consider base change of diagram (3.42) under o, i.e. we define M(k) and K by the following
homotopy pullback diagrams

(3.47)

) - . Spec K ————— Speck

M(k
R B
M—— [W/H]" X[p/mn B—— B.

As a derived stack over K, M(k) has a canonical (—2)-shifted symplectic structure Y

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 3.19, we have maps in e-dg;" (here we write Y instead of Y x Spec k
for short):

“’C log

K[31(2) 5 DR(Y), 2% DR ((C x . M(k))/wiog) —22%> DR(M(K)) ®k C(C,we o).

where Y = Crit*?(¢) is the critical locus (3.1) and the last map fi“lc/f(’,l‘)’gc is defined as map (3.30).

By (3.17), there is a map in e-dg
DR(M(k)) ® C(C,we og) > DR(M(K)/ Spec K) @ C(C,we,1og)-

In what follows, we show that the composition p o k Mc(li;gc ou* 000 factors through

DR(M(k)/Spec K) @i C(C,wc) — DR(M(k)/Spec K) ®i C(C,wc1og)
which is induced by the natural map we — welog and hence we obtain maps in e-dgy"
k[3](2) — DR(M(k)/ Spec K) @k C(C,we) — DR(M(k)/ Spec K) @ k[—1],

where the last map is given by Serre duality pairing C(C,w¢) — k[—1]. By adjunction, the above
map is equivalent to a map in e-dg¥ :

(3.48) Qpary = K[4](2) — DR(M(k)/ Spec K).

Now we construct the factorization. Indeed, by induction we may assume without loss of generality
that the number of marked points n = 1, and let p; : Speck — C be the marked point. Let Py be
the principal H-bundle on Spec k determined by the composition

Speck — B — [pt/H]| x Speck
of maps over k. Thus P, as a principal H-bundle in endowed with a trivialization. Then we have
Spec K = Py xg W =~ W x Speck,

which is a trivial W-bundle over Spec k. The natural map Spec K = W x Speck — [W/H| x Speck
makes the following diagram commutative

(3.49) Y x Spec k———— W x Speck

|

M(k) —2> C x; M(k) — [Y/H] x Spec k — [W/H] x Spec k

Spec K.

In what follows, we write [Y/H] instead of [Y/H] x Speck for short, similarly for [W/H].
With u, w being the universal maps, we have a commutative diagram

M x,; C B x;, C

l lw

[Y/H] —— [W/H] — [pt/H].
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The lower horizontal maps are quotients of maps Y < W — pt. The upper map factors through «
in below, making the lower-left square in the following diagram commutative

M(k) <, C [W/H] %ot/ € ¢

| o | o |

MX}COL[W/H] X [pt/H] (B X ke C)—>-B xp C

| | e
[v/H] [W/H] [pt/ ).

Replacing the C’s in above by wiyg, we obtain a commutative diagram

(3.50) M(k) X ) Wiog [W/H] x [pt/H] Wiog — > Wiog

T e
M xj, wiog — [W/H] X [pe/m1 (B Xk Wiog) — B Xk Wiog
| e )
[Y'/Ho] [W/Ho] [pt/Ho].
Here the maps @, w exist by a similar argument as that of (3.35). And we use the fact that
[W/H] Xpe/m) (=) = [W/Ho] X[pt/m,] (=),  where (=) = B X}, Wiog O Wiog,

coming from the Cartesian diagram

[W/Ho] —— [pt/Ho]

| o |
[W/H] —— [pt/H].

We claim that the following diagrams in e-dg{" are commutative

(3.51)
DR(Y), DR(Y /W)y
D R-x ([;/H] /BHy) DR ([Y/ HO]/ [W/Ho))
DR“IO@((Cizc M(k))/wiog) DR@es((C < M(K))/ (Zog X ot/ [W/H]))
D RE((M(k) xpf;* (Spec k x C*)) DRE((M(k) x C*)/ ) /(Spec K x C*))

DRE((M(k) i (Speck x C*))/(Spec k x C*)) —= DRE((M(k) x i (Spec K x C*))/(Spec K x C*))

M(k),Spec k M(k),Spec K
DR (M(k)) - D R(M(k)/ Spec K).

The commutativity of the first square follows easily from the definition of the map o (3.21). The
second square commutes by using the commutativity of diagram (3.50) and the canonicity of relative
de Rham complexes (3.17). In the third square, the commutativity follows from the commutativity
of diagrams (3.49), (3.50). And we also use the fact that pfwieg is trivial on M(k). In the last
square, the commutativity follows from the definition of the map in (3.30).
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As the composition k[3](2) 2, DR(Y), — DR(Y /W), has a null-homotopy given by the La-
grangian fibration structure Y — W [Gra, Rmk. 3.12]% this induces a null-homotopy of the map
po ”%_/I(k),spcck op¥ou*ooo. Using the following commutative diagram in e-dg;" (below r is given
by the restriction we oy = Weloglpy = Ops):

(3.52) DR(M(k)) @ C(C,welog)

“’C log
Kpky, ¢
p

wClog
POK p(ky,C

D R¥es((C x g, M(K)) /wiog)

DR( ( /Spec K) ®/€ C(C wc log)

*
Py r

DR=((C* x M(k))/C*) DR(M(k)/ Spec K) @k C(C, Oy, y)

c
R M(k) Spec k H

DR(M(k)) - D R(M(k)/ Spec K),

we know ropo /@3’40(’,330 ou* 000} is also null-homotopy. This null-homotopy induces a factorization

WC,log

of po ke ©u* 00 through DR(M(k)/Spec K) ®i C(C,wc 10g(—p1)) as claimed, and we
obtain a canonical (—2)-shifted closed 2-form as (3.48). Its underlying 2-form becomes the pairing
in Proposition 3.25 which is non-degenerate.

Indeed, following notations in (3.43), (3.46) with S = {p1}, consider the following perfect com-
plexes on M(k) x, C:

T = (W = wY wlog) ; T/ = (W(_S) 5 =2 WY K -wlog)
Using u™* 0 00 (), we obtain a pairing
(3.53) T®? — Wieg[—1].

which can be rewritten as a quasi-isomorphism 7 = 7 X wieg[—1].
There is amap s : 7' — T given by the canonical section of O(S), which fits into a commutative
diagram

T - T - T |ty xpy = €vy, Ty

: |

T Wilog [*1] —T |M(k)><p1 [7 1] = ev;"l Ly [7 1]

lsv Svml

(7)Y Bwe[—1] ——(T")" K wiog[—1] (T")" |ty ps [=1]-

Note that Ty = (Tw|y — Lw|y) with nondegenerate pairing Q and (0 — Ly |y) is an isotropic
subcomplex by the Lagrangian fibration structure. And we have
70 8(T") = 8lp, ((T") | aary xpr ) = €vp, (0 = Ly |y).

Therefore the map s¥|,, 0Qoros has a null-homotopy, which induces a map 7' — (7)Y Kwc[—1],
74 of which is the one in Proposition 3.25. O

3.6. Image of shifted symplectic forms to periodic cyclic homology II. As in §3.4, we show
a vanishing of shifted symplectic forms in periodic cyclic homology, which will be used to verify the
isotropic condition in the proof of Theorem 4.11.

Let Z < W™ be a H-invariant closed subscheme such that Z < Z(@#"¢), where Z(H"¢) denotes
the zero locus of the function

E'g: W™ > C, (x1,...,20) = Y. d(xi).

9We thank Hyeonjun Park for pointing out this to us.
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Consider the Cartesian diagram of stacks

(3.54) Spec K’ ‘ Spec K

e

[Z/H"] Xpt/mye B —— [W/H]" Xp4/m1» B,

where the right vertical map is given as diagram (3.47).

Proposition 3.27. Let M'(k)/Spec K’ be the base-change of M(k)/Spec K by the map ¢ in diagram
(3.54) and Qpgy be the shifted symplectic form constructed in Theorem 3.26. Then the pullback class
*[Qpery] goes to zero under the map

HN™*(M (k)/Spec K')(2) — HP~*(M (k)/ Spec K')(2).

Proof. As in above, without loss of generality, we consider the case when there is only one marked
point p; € C. Let Y = Crit*“(¢) be as in (3.1). There are commutative diagrams in dgj

(3.55) NC¥(DR(Y )y ) ——————> NC®(DR(Y /W)y)
Tll ln
PC¥(DR(Y)y) i PCY(DR(Y /W)y)
RPC REC

PCY(M(k)/K) @, C(C, we,10g) ——> PC" (M(k)/K) ®, C(C, Op,)

and
(3.56)

k[3](2) it NC"(DR(Y)y) - NC"(DR(Y /W)y )

s NC NC

NC*(M(k)/K) ® C(C,we) ——= NC*(M(k)/K) ® C(C,wc,log) ——= NC* (M(k)/K) ®x C(C, Op,)

sol sll lsz

PCY(M(k)/K) ® C(C,wc) ——= PC™ (M(k)/K) ® C(C,we,108) —— PC(M(k)/K) ®) C(C, Op, ).

Here in diagram (3.55), the lower square commutes by applying PC" to diagrams (3.51), (3.52), and
in diagram (3.56), the middle and lower horizontal sequences are fiber sequences and commutativity
of the right upper square follows from applying NC" to diagrams (3.51), (3.52). Obviously, we have
equivalences
RPCoT; =S, 0 RN, i=1,2.
As noted in the proof of Theorem 3.26, the map ) is induced by the null-homotopy
pPo Qy «L 0

from the Lagrangian fibration structure on Y — W. The composition of Q with Serre duality defines
the (—2)-shifted symplectic form Qp in (3.48). Therefore, to prove the proposition, it is enough
to show the composition map

(3.57) So 00 : K[3](2) — PC®(M(k)/K) ®, C(C,we)

is null-homotopic after the specified base-change (3.54). Note that the map (3.57) is determined by
s 0 Sg o Q and the null-homotopy

(3.58) rosoSyoQ=580RY opoQy
PC'O
=RICoTyopoQy R
Thanks to | , Prop. 5.6] which in turn is based on | , Prop. 2.6 (ii)], the canonical map

HN73(Y)(2) - HP73(Y)(2) is zero. Hence we have a null-homotopy
T1 9] QY «71-) O7
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which gives
(3.59) rosoSyoQ=roS8 oRN0Qy
=ro RfCoTlon

RPC ’
=R§Cop/OTlOQy 2 «?f(n)()

Composing the paths (3.58) and (3.59) determines a loop (denoted by Rs (T2(y) o p'(n))) in
[PCT3(M(k)/K) @ C(C,0,,)(2)|

which comes from a loop (denoted by Tx(y) o p'(n)) in [PC3(DR(Y/W)y)(2)|, which we now
determine.
We first describe the null-homotopy 7. In the coordinates used in the proof of Corollary 3.21,

Qy = Z dgrr; A ddRyi; TioQy = (d + ddR)Oz € PC*3(DR(Y)X)(2),

where
a:iﬁmmm+¢eDMYE%U@DRwﬂmy:mT%DRkan

Indeed, taking the realization of PC73(DR(Y), )(2) as in [BBJ, Def. 5.5], we have

dar (Z yiddRIz) =Qy, d (Z yiddei) = —dqr¢, d¢ =0,
=1

i=1

where the last vanishing is because ¢ is a polynomial on variables x; and dz; = 0 ([ , Ex. 5.15]).
Next we describe the null-homotopy T»2(7) using the above presentation. As dgrx; are sections
of Ly coming from Lyy |y which maps to 0 via Ly — Ly, therefore we get

ToopoQy =p oTy oy = 0.
Similarly, we also have
p'(a) = p'(¢) e DR(Y /W3 (0),

which will be shown to vanish after the specified base change.
As the number of marked points is assumed to be one, consider the homotopy pullback diagram

(3.60) Y — 7
| e |
Y—=W,
and the base change map ¢ : DR(Y /W) (0) — DR(Y'/Z)%(0). By our assumption
vop/(¢) =p'oue) =0.

Therefore the loop Ts(7) o p'(n) becomes trivial after going to |PC™3(DR(Y'/Z))(2)|. There are
similar diagrams as (3.51), (3.52) after base change via (3.60), therefore we have similar diagrams
as (3.55), (3.56) after the base change. The commutativity of the diagram

PCY(DR(Y/W),) PCY(DR(Y'/Z)y)
REC l l REC
PC(M(k)/K) ®k C(C, 0p,) — PC*(M (k)/K") @ C(C, 0y,)

implies that the loop Ry (Tb(y) o p/(n) in |PC3(M(k)/K) @ C(C, 0y, )(2)] becomes the trivial
loop under the map ¢, therefore our claim holds. O

Remark 3.28. The above result remains hold if we replace Z in diagram (3.54) by a closed sub-
scheme in Z ((H"¢)") with r > 1.
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4. VIRTUAL PULLBACKS

We retain notations from §2. We recollect general theory of virtual pullbacks arising from (—2)-
shifted symplectic structures and then apply to our setting. The theory is a rather recent develop-
ment coming out of defining Donaldson-Thomas type invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds [BJ, , OT]
(see also [CL1, , ]). Our main reference is the virtual pullback construction of Park | ]
which makes the virtual class construction of Oh-Thomas [OT] functorial.

4.1. Virtual pullbacks via symmetric obstruction theory. First recall relevant notions and
results from | ]

Definition 4.1. ([ , Prop. 1.7, §A.2]) A symmetric complez E on an algebraic stack X’ consists
of the following data:
(1) A perfect complex E of tor-amplitude [—2,0] on X.
(2) A non-degenerate symmetric form 6 on E, i.e. a morphism
6:0x > (EQE)[-2]
in the derived category of X, invariant under the transposition 0 : EQE — E®E, and the
induced map ¢y : EY — E[—2] is an isomorphism.
(3) An orientation o of E, i.e. an isomorphism o : Ox — det(E) of line bundles such that
det(tp) =00 0".
Remark 4.2. If a symmetric complex is of form
E=(V5VY)
where V is a perfect complex of tor-amplitude [0,1] and ¢ is self-dual under the isomorphism ¢g
above. Then we have a canonical isomorphism det(E) = Ox and orientations of E are given by

(4.1) 0 2V 6
on each connected component of X (e.g. [OT, Eqns. (59), (63)]). We choose the plus sign in above
as a canonical choice of orientation.
For a symmetric complex E, there is a quadratic function ([ , Prop. 1.7, §A.2]):
(4.2) qe : € — Ak,

from the virtual normal cone € of E, characterized by some naturality conditions. For example, for
a Deligne-Mumford morphism f: ) — X between algebraic stacks, we have

(4.3) f*q]E = qf*E : f*Q:]E = Q:f*]E d A'y.
When E = E[1] for a special orthogonal bundle E, qg is given by the quadratic form on E.
Definition 4.3. (] , Def. 1.9, §A.2]) A symmetric obstruction theory for a Deligne-Mumford

morphism f: X' — ) between algebraic stacks is a morphism ¢ : E — L in the derived category of
X such that

(1) E is a symmetric complex.
(2) ¢ is an obstruction theory in the sense of Behrend-Fantechi [31'1], i.e., h°(¢) is an isomor-
phism and h~1(¢) is surjective, where Ly := 7271 is the truncated cotangent complex.

Remark 4.4. Do not confuse this with the “symmetric obstruction theory” in the sense of Behrend-
Fantechi [BF2] where “obstruction is dual to deformation”.

The obstruction theory ¢ induces a closed embedding of the intrinsic normal cone
Cf — QIE

Definition 4.5. A symmetric obstruction theory ¢ : E — Ly is isotropic if the intrinsic normal cone
¢ is isotropic in the virtual normal cone €k, i.e. the restriction qg|e ;1 Cp > g — A! vanishes.

Isotropic symmetric obstruction theory implies the existence of square root virtual pullback which
we now briefly recall. For a symmetric complex E on an algebraic stack X, let Q(E) be the zero
locus of the quadratic function qg : €g — AL, there is a square root Gysin pullback [ , Def. A.2]

if X is a quotient of a separated Deligne-Mumford stack by an algebraic group.
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Definition 4.6. Assume that f : X — ) is a Deligne-Mumford morphism between algebraic

stacks with an isotropic symmetric obstruction theory ¢ : E — L. It induces a closed embedding
a:€; — Q(E). The square root virtual pullback is the composition

4/ O!Q(E)
2 A

where spy @ Ay (V) — A (&y) is the specialization map ([ , Const. 3.6]).

(4.4) VI AL) =5 Au(E) 25 A*(Q(R)) +(&),

The map \/? commutes with projective pushforwards, smooth pullbacks, and Gysin pullbacks
for regular immersions. Moreover, it has a functoriality with respect to morphisms compatible with
symmetric obstruction theories | , Thm. A.4] as explained below.

Let f : X — Y be a Deligne-Mumford (DM) morphism of algebraic stacks having reductive
stabilizer groups and affine diagonals'®, which are satisfied if X and ) are quotient stacks of separated
DM stacks by algebraic tori. Let g : ) — Z be a DM morphism of algebraic stacks. Assume
g i Eg — Ly, ¢gor : Egoy — Lgoy are isotropic symmetric obstruction theories, ¢y : Ef — Ly is
a perfect obstruction theory [ ] and they are compatible, i.e. there exists a perfect complex D
and morphisms « : Egop — D and g : f*E, — D fitting into diagram (4.5) of exact triangles and
preserves orientation (the orientation of Eyo s is given the orientation of E,).

v aV )
(4.5) DV[2] E,of E;
I
fE,—2 DT .E,
f*abgl Pyor l o l
Tzilf*Lg Lgof L/j

Here ¢gop = ¢l 0 @, ¢y =10 ¢ with Ly is the cone of 727" f*Ly — Lgof and 7 : Ly — Ly the
truncation. Then we have

(4.6) Vige ) = feon/d,

where f' is the virtual pullback of Manolache [ ]. Finally, we remark that the above extends to
the equivariant setting when there is a torus action.

4.2. Virtual pullbacks for moduli stacks of quasimaps. In this section, let
Y = Crit*(¢) := W xZuyy W, H=Gx F

be as in (3.9) and C — 9, , be the universal family. Denote

(4.7) Map, ,,([Y/H]) := Mapgsg/on, ,, (C: [Y/H] x My,n)

to be the derived mapping stack of C to [Y/H] (relative to M, ,,) as in | , §4.3 (4.d)], where
we omit the inclusion functor from classical stacks to derived stacks for C and 91, ,. This is the
“global” version of derived stack (3.5) when Spec(k) is replaced by 9, ,,. By Lurie’s representability
theorem [Lur] (see also | , Cor. 3.3]), this is a derived Artin stack locally of finite presentation'!.

Let Hr := G x C* and recall R-charge R : C* — F and R, : C* — C* as in Definition 2.5.

Consider the derived version of diagram (2.3):

10The original assumptions of [ , Thm. A.4] are (1) Y is the quotient of a DM stack by a linear algebraic group,
(2) X has the resolution property and (3) f is quasi-projective. We learned from Hyeonjun Park that (1)—(3) can be
replaced by the assumption stated above where details will appear in a forthcoming work [BP].

M fact by [TV, Prop. 1.3.3.4], it is enough to check it for an atlas {U;} on 9 . By taking some etale cover of
Ui, we may assume U; Xon, ,, C is a scheme (e.g. [Sta, Tag OE6F]). Then we are reduced to the case (3.5).
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Definition 4.7. We define derived stacks mtapifl:w“’g([Y/HR]) and Map;,“*([Y/H]) by the
following homotopy pullback diagrams:

(4.8) Map,, = [V Hr]) ——= Map),,“([Y/H]) — Map,,, ([Y/H])
e

Ry =wiog n X=Wlog
%UHHR g,n %unHﬂﬂl

Bung g.n

Here the right square is the “global” version of (3.38) when Spec(k) is replaced by M, ,. And
QﬂapR"_“"Og ([Y/HR]) is the derived stack of quadruple ((C’,pl, .oy Pn), P, %), where (C, p1,...,pn)
is a prestable genus g, n-pointed curve, P is a principal Hg-bundle on C' with an isomorphism
%: P/G Xcx Ry = Wiog, and u: P xpg, (G x R) — Y is a (G x F)-equivariant map.

Consider the left two terms of diagram (4.8). We have the product of evaluation maps
(4.9) ev™ 1= evy X -+ X evy, : Mapis =5 ([Y /Hg]) — [Y/Hg]" — [W/Hg]",

and the structure map [W/Hpg]| — [pt/Hgr]. They fit into the following diagram

(4.10) Map,y, ™" ([Y /Hr])

e

[W/HRg]" x [pt/Hr]™ %unHR qwmg %unﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁg
| : |
[W/Hg]" [pt/HR]",

where f:= p X{pt/p,)n ev™ is the induced map to the fiber product.
We have a similar diagram when considering the middle two terms of diagram (4.8):

(4.11) Mapy " ([Y/H]) w

\

[W/H]" x

X=Wlog
[pt/H]" %unH gn T %unH)g)n

Lo

[W/H]" ————— [pt/H]".

Wiog

These two diagrams are related by the following base change.

Lemma 4.8. We have the following homotopy pullback diagrams of derived stacks

(4.12) Map, = ([Y/Hr]) Map; " ([Y/H])

| : I

(VW /HR]" X (o1 Bunfes 20— [W/H]" Xy Buny o

Hpr,g,n

| D |

X=Wlog
%unH%n .

Proof. The map W — pt and Hr — H induce a Cartesian diagram of smooth stacks
(4.13) [W/Hr] — [pt/HEr]

| o

[W/H] —— [pt/H].
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As the horizontal maps are smooth, so it is also a homotopy pullback diagram of derived stacks.
Combining this with diagrams (4.10), (4.11) and a diagram chasing, we obtain a commutative
diagram of derived stacks:

My~ ([V [ Hi]) —— [/ HE]" Xy By 5 —— Bump e

Hp,g,n Hr,g,n

| | A

Smap;;wlog([y/H]) [W/H]™ X ot/ 1] %unH s Wlog %un};ﬂfg

where the right and outer squares are homotopy pullback diagrams, so is the left square. O

Lemma 4.9. Let Z € W™ be a H-invariant closed subscheme. Then we have the following homotopy
pullback diagram of derived stacks

n Ry =wio n =Wlo
(4.14) [Z/HE] X fpt/p] Bung, 0% ——=[Z/H"] X oy Bunjy o

| : |

X=Wlog
%unH%n .

Here we treat classical stacks as derived stacks via the natural inclusion.

Proof. Extending diagrams (4.10), (4.13), we have Cartesian diagrams of classical stacks:

(4.15)  [Z/HE] X (pt/r)» Bun Bx=wios [W/HR]™ X [pt/Hp]" PBunix=wes ___ qgypx=wios

Hr,g9,n Hr,g,n Hr,g,n
l : | e
[2/m] (W Hg] ot/ ]
l D e
[2/17) [/ H] [t/ ")

We claim the right two vertical maps are smooth, so the diagrams are also homotopy pullback
diagrams. To prove the right upper vertical map is smooth, recall the following Cartesian diagram

[T, pFP" P pt

\L O L O l
% —wlog H?:l pi n n
e e O —— [pt/Hg)",

where C is the universal curve, P 1s the universal Hg-bundle over C and p; is given by the ¢-th

marked point. Since Hr and %unHR are smooth, so is [[/_, p¥P", therefore the claim holds.

The right lower vertical map is smooth as [H/Hpg] is smooth.
Similarly we also have the homotopy pullback diagram

Wlog

(4.16) [Z/H"] X [pt/H]" %UDXH;L?;)?’ [W/H] [pt/H]" %unH an i J— %UDXH;L?;)?’
| : R
[Z/H"] (W /H"] [pt/H"].
By a diagram chasing on (4.15), (4.16), we obtain (4.14). O

Remark 4.10. As argued in Proposition 2.8, we have a factorization of the evaluation map

%unH; o = [pt/(G x R(Ker Ry))] — [pt/HEg].
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Combining with the Cartesian diagram (as in (4.13)):
[W/(G x R(Ker Ry))] — [pt/(G x R(Ker By))]

| - |
[/ Hg] [pt/Hx].

we obtain an isomorphism of stacks:

(4.17) [W/(G x R(Ker Ry))]"™ X [pt/(G x R(Ker Ry )] %unH>; o= = [W/HR]™ Xpt/H ] %unH; .

If Z € W™ is a H-invariant closed subscheme, we similarly have an isomorphism of stacks:

(418)  [Z/(G x R(Ker R))"] X [pu/(cix R(er o) Bungys, 7 = [Z/HE] X /) Bung 0

Hr,g,n Hp,g,n

Now consider the classical truncation of f and f:

f = to(€) s M = to (Mapyfs = ([Y /Hg])) — [W/HR]" X o/ Bunggs oo,
f = to(8) : M i= to (Map} ([ /H])) — [W/H]" X [yy/rye Brumy .

(4.19)

The restrictions Ey := L¢|ps, Ey := Lg|ar of the derived cotangent complexes to the classical trun-
cations induce morphisms in derived categories (ref. | , Prop. 1.2]):

Ef - Ly, E;y—Ly,
whose compositions with the truncation L, — 7>, =: L, give morphisms
QZ/)fSEfHLf, (biEiHLi

Theorem 4.11. Let Z < W™ be a H-invariant closed subscheme such that Crit(¢)™ < Z < Z(H"¢).
Then after base change to [Z/HZ] X [pt/mg]n %unHR o 5 (resp. [Z/H™] X [pt/m %uan “los) by
(resp. ¢5) are isotropic symmetric obstruction theories in the sense Definitions 4.8, 4.5.

Proof. By Proposition 3.25, we know E f = L¢|as is a symmetric complex. Lemma 4.8 implies
L¢ = h*Ls.

Therefore E; := Lg|as is also a symmetric complex, which we spell out explicitly as follows. Let
7 : C — M denote the universal curve, P — C be the universal Hg-bundle and W := P x g, W. As
in Proposition 3.25, we have

(4.20) Ef = (Rﬂ'* (W (w;,log ®w,,)) — Rm,, WY Wfrylog)) .
The relative Serre duality
R (WY Hwr log) = (R (W (w105 ®wrr))) * [1]
defines a non-degenerate symmetric form on Ey:
0 — (B ®E)[-2],
and a canonical choice of orientation of it (ref. Remark 4.2) by the canonical trivialization
O = det(Rmu (W K wr log)) @ det (R W X (wy 10g @ wr))[1])-

The tor-amplitudes of E, E; are obviously in [—2,0]. By | , Prop. 1.2], we know both ¢; and
¢y satisfy that kO is isomorphic and h~! is surjective, i.e. they are symmetric obstruction theories.

Next we show the isotropic condition after the specified base change. Consider the base change
of (4.19) via the embedding Z € W™:

M - M
| D I
Ry =wiog n Wiog
[Z/HE] x [pt/Hg]™ %UHH; q1lz — [W/HE] X[pt/Hg]" %unHiz,quz )
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M -

| . s

[Z/H"] X [pt/H]" %unXH?;j;’g S [W/H]'n, % [pt/H]n %unxzwlog

where the base change of M and M keeps the same as evaluation maps factor through Crit(¢)" < Z.
Here we denote the maps after base change using same notations for simplicity.

Combining with Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, we obtain a Cartesian diagram of classical stacks
M h:to(h)

I .

[Z/HE] % ot/ BUngy 0% —— [Z/H"] X /110 Bunly oo

And the pullback of ¢ and ¢ defines symmetric obstruction theories on the vertical maps.
Therefore, we have embeddings of cone stacks

€ h¥Cs
[ N j T
Cx, h*es, Ay,

where the horizontal embedding follows from |

, Prop. 2.26]. By Equ. (4.3) and the above
diagram, to show qg,|¢, = 0, it is enough to show qg,|¢, = 0, which we prove by taking a cover.

For any flat morphism ¢ : Speck — %uniﬁzﬁfg, denote its base change to [W/H]™ X[p k)
Buny, °* (resp. [Z/H"] X pe/myn Buny; ) by Spec K (resp. Spec K'), i.e.

Spec K —7—= [Z/H™] X [p1/}n Bunjy

| e

Spec K —— [W/H]™ X p/ppn Bunjy %

H,g,n
L O \L
g

X=Wlog
Speck %unH%n

Here the fiber products are affine as the right vertical maps are affine.
We have the following Cartesian diagram (below M (k) is defined by the diagram):

ng 6*€i Ci
i J
_ & =y 1
Qa*(EL) = U*QEL QEL AM
M (k) z M
g £
Spec K’ 7

[Z/H"] X[pt/H]n %UDXHZL?;)?’ .

Here the isomorphism in the left up corner follows from | , Prop. 2.26]. By the base change
property (4.3), to show qg,|c, = 0, it is enough to show qg, 05 0i = 0, i.e. 5% (g,)le, = 0 for any
diagram as above. - N o

Note that M'(k) (over K’) has a derived enhancement to a (—2)-shifted symplectic derived stack
(M (k), *Qpry) (over K') as constructed in Proposition 3.27 via Theorem 3.26 , where the complex
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(6*Ei) is the restriction of the derived cotangent complex to the underlying classical part. By
Proposition 3.27, the image of [1*Qp)] under the map

HN~(M (k)/Spec K')(2) — HP~(M (k)/ Spec K')(2)
is zero. By [ ] or [XP], we know g (g ,)le, = 0, hence we are done. O

Remark 4.12. The symmetric obstruction theory constructed above depends only on the derived
structure of the mapping stack, not the shifted symplectic structure constructed in §3.3, §3.5 which
is used to verify the isotropic condition.

Next we define virtual pullbacks for moduli stacks of quasimaps. Let
QMG (Cxit(8)/G, B) < to (Mapys ™= ([Y/Hr]))

be the open substack where quasimap stability (in Definition 2.6) is imposed. In the rest of this
section, we work under the following simplifying condition.

Assumption 4.1. We assume Ker(R,) = 1.
By Proposition 2.13, we know the evaluation maps factor through the stable locus:
evi 1 QM= (Crit(¢) /G, B) — Crit(¢)* /G < W*/G, Vi=1,2,...,n.
Therefore the map (4.19) restricts to
Ry =wiog . s n Ry =wiog
(4.21) [ QMg (Crit(9) /G, B) — [W*/GI" X prjye Bungy, o0,

where we have used the isomorphism (4.17) for the target.
Let Z < W™ be a H-invariant closed subscheme such that there are closed embedding

(4.22) Crit(¢)" — Z — Z(H"9¢).

Denote the stable locus by

(4.23) 7%= 7 o (W)™

By base change of (4.21), we obtain

(4.24) I 2 QM R~ (Crit(9)/G, B) — [2°/G"] xppjape Bungrs o,

where the domain keeps the same as evaluation maps factor through [(Crit(¢)™)®/G™] < [Z°/G™].
By Theorem 4.11, the base change of ¢ to (4.24) gives an isotropic symmetric obstruction theory
which enables us to define a square root virtual pullback as (4.4). By Proposition 2.8, the map f is
F-equivariant. As the Hessian of ¢ in Proposition 3.3 is equivariant under the action of Calabi-Yau
torus Fy € F', so the symmetric obstruction theory ¢; is Fy-equivariant.
To sum up, we have the following Fy-equivariant square root virtual pullback.

Definition 4.13. Let Z € W™ be a H-invariant closed subscheme such that (4.22) holds. Then we
have a group homomorphism

(4.25) Vi A (%ungfgf;;g x[pt/G]n[ZS/G"]) AP (QMj?f“log(crit(gb)//G, B)) .
Here AL?(—) denotes the Fy-equivariant Chow group.

Remark 4.14. One can also define square root virtual pullbacks in K-theory by [ , App. BJ.
By | , Prop. 1.15, Def. A.3], we know the above pullback map is determined by the pullback
map when Z = Z(@"¢).

Remark 4.15. The degree shift in the above group homomorphism is calculated by
rke Ry (WK (w10 @ wr)) = f c1(P x(gxcx) W) + (1 — g —n) dimec W,
B

where P is any principal (G x C*)-bundle on a genus g curve C.

Remark 4.16. Here we work in Setting 2.1 and have embedding Crit(¢) — Z(¢). Note that
Crit(¢)™ = Crit(H"¢) as closed subscheme in W". In general, by Remark 2.2, for some r > 1, we
have an embedding Crit(H"¢) — Z((H"¢)") as closed subschemes in W". Using Remark 3.28, we
may simply take Crit(¢)” — Z — Z((H"¢)") in Definition 4.13 and hereafter in general.
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4.3. Properties of virtual pullbacks. In this section, we show several properties of virtual pull-
back (4.25) which will be used to prove a gluing formula in §5.2. The formulation is similar to case
of (twisted) Gromov-Witten theory, and quasimap theory to smooth GIT quotients [ , §5.3],
[Beh, pp. 608], | , 86.3], [ , §2.3.3].

We write QM;?;‘L:“”O% (Crit(¢)/G, B) simply as QMg ,(8) or QMg ,, if § is not relevant in the
discussion. Let Z € W™ be an H-invariant closed subscheme such that (4.22) holds. We work under
Assumption 4.1.

4.3.1. Normalization of nodal curves. Let ni,ns, g1, g2 be non-negative integers and
n=mny+mn2, ¢g=g1+ga.

We have the following Cartesian diagram:

(4.26) H51+ﬁ2:5 QMg ny+1(81) X x QMg, ny11(P2) ——= QMg.n(B)

| . |

RX:UJlog Ry =Wlog
Hrg,g92,n2+1 Hr,g9,n

| D |

gl

gﬁghnﬁ-l X m92,n2+1 Dﬁgﬂl?

Ry =wiog
—_—
Bunyy, oo 41 X [pt/q) Bun Bun

where gl in the bottom is the gluing morphism that identifies (nq + 1)-th and (ng + 1)-th marked
point, which is finite and unramified | , Prop. 5.2.2, Lem. 6.2.4]. In fact, it is the composition
of a finite flat morphism and a base change of a regular closed immersion (see diagram (5.7)).

The upper-right vertical map in above factors through the following map f, and we obtain the
following Cartesian diagram:

gl

(427) Hﬂ1+32:ﬂ QM!hﬂthl(ﬂl) XX QM927H2+1([32) QMg,n(ﬂ)

fnodcl/ O lf

Ry =wiog Ry =wiog s n gl Ry=wiog s n
Bunyy, o0, 1 Xpt/6] By, g0 01 Xpr/c)n [27/G] —— Bungy S0 X pyapn [27/GT]

| D |

gl
m917n1+1 X m92,n2+1 mtg,m

where Z € W™ is any H-invariant closed subscheme which satisfies (4.22). By Theorem 4.11 and
Definition 4.13, the map f has an isotropic symmetric obstruction theory whose pullback along gl
gives an isotropic symmetric obstruction theory of frode (€.g. | , Eqn. (1.14)]). The following is
straightforward from [ , Prop. 1.15, Def. A.3].

Proposition 4.17. Notations as above, we have

(1) gl!O \% f! = V frllodeogl!’ (2) \/Fogl* :gl*o frllode'
4.3.2. Gluing nodal curves. Recall Setting 2.1 and let X := W*/G. Denote
(4.28) oW ->W

to be an automorphism commuting with the action of G x Fy, so that c*¢ = —¢.
The above involution obviously preserves Crit(¢):

o : Crit(¢) — Crit(¢),
and also induces an automorphism on X:
o: X - X.

Remark 4.18. (1) When the involution ¢ is homotopic to the identify, i.e., fitting into a continuous
[0, 1]-family of operators X — X that commutes with Fy-action, then

of =id: HEM(X) - HEM(X).
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(2) Recall the R-charge as in Definition 2.5 and Setting 2.1. Assume the composition
R, :C* B F X C*
is a nontrivial map (so it is also surjective), then we can take o € R*(—1) to be a preimage of —1.

Then o is homotopic to identify, commutes with the action of G x Fy and satisfies 0%¢ = —¢.
(3) Under Assumption 4.1, we simply take o = —1 and the automorphism (4.28) has order two.

Recall the notation (—)* for stable locus (4.23). Then there are Cartesian diagrams

(4.29) ZE@TIN o ZETON ¢ x XM x X7 x X e X x X2 x X
l/ O A O A
n s n s s 0’71
Z(n11¢) X Z(n22¢) X Z(22¢) an X Xn2 X X X X S an X Xn2 X X X X,

where A is given by the diagonal embedding X — X x X, i.e.
A(:1715' sy Lngs Yl - - ayn27$) = (xlv" -5 Lng, Y1, - "7yn25IaI)a

o is applied to X™ x X i.e.

U(‘Tlv' <y Ty Y1, - '7yn27x7y) = (U‘T17" 3 O0Tny, Y1, - "7yﬂ270'$7y)7
and A satisfies

A(T1, o Ty YLy ey Ungs ) = (OT1, oo Oy s YLy -+ s Yrigy OT, T).

Consider the following Cartesian diagram (which defines fz):

(4.30)

Ry
no+1 Bun “log
[pt/G] 2 HR 92,n2+1

fa = s
Ry=w n s n s
- X =%log zZ@"1 ¢) Z({H"24) X x
Q Q — >y
]Wyl,nﬁrl XA(X) Mg2,n2+1 unHR,gl,n1+1 ><[pt/c;]"lJrl x G™1 x G2 x

f1xf2 n 2 Ry
“log Z@"1¢)° Z@"2¢)° Z(@H ¢)°® “log
[
Q]ng,nﬁrl X QMg2,n2+1 %unH g1y 41 X[pt/G]"1+1 el X i) X > [pc/G]"2+1 %unH g2, ma+17

where A is given by the embedding A : X — as in (4.29), f1, f2 are defined as the map f in

(4.24). Since Z(Tf’)s X Z(n:f)s X Z(22¢)s satisfies (4.22) with respect to the function f"+72+2¢,
the map fi x f» has a square root virtual pullback.'? Again by | , Prop. 1.15, Def. A.3], we have

Proposition 4.19.

(4.31) (i % f2)' 0 By =igg 04 /f.

Consider also the Cartesian diagram (which defines fa):

fa
- > “log Z@E@™1 ¢)° Z@"24)° Ylog
QMg nq+1 Xx QMgy not1 %HHHR g1,m1+1 X [pt/gr1itl X T GgmT X = gms XXX ygme+1 %““HR g2,n2+1
ZL O lA
" v xTz e EX=log Z@")°  Z@E26)° v  x Bun BX =log
QMg ny+1 X @Mgy nyt1 Uppgrmy+1 Xpr/a)m1tl T g X T gz XA XA X gnatl “"HR g2ama 17

where A is given by the diagonal embedding X — X x X.
The involution (4.28) naturally induces an involution on the moduli stacks of quasimaps.

Definition 4.20. Let o be an involution as (4.28). We define the induced involution
o 1 QM= (Crit(¢) /G, B) — QMylx " (Crit(¢) /G, B),

0((071917 s 7pn)7P7u7 %) = ((C7p17 s 7pn)7pua U, %)7
where o - u : P Crit(¢) % Crit(¢) is the composition of u and o.
121 general, we have a closed embedding Z((H"1¢)™) x Z((@™2$)™2) x Z([@2$)™3) — Z(([@™1T72+2¢)") if

r = r1 + ro + r3. By Remark 3.28, we have a square root virtual pullback without the condition Crit(¢) < Z(¢) in
Setting 2.1.
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In the discussions below, we use the following shorthands:

QMi = QM‘]'L7"1'+17 B, = %unHRf“"lOg i=1,2

gi,ni+17
x =Wlo Ry=wi, Z(nld))s Z(n2¢)5
B = Bung; o1 X (o6 BUE g, i1 Xpt/G g X T oy
Z:=B X[pt/G] X.
Lemma 4.21. We have a commutative diagram
(433) QM<717711+1 XA(X) Qqu,ﬂ2+1 % z

]

QMglqnl‘Fl XX QMgzﬂerl > Z
where o is a canonical isomorphism.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram

QM XA(X) QM3 a
‘o
v fa Z@™M ¢)° | Z(E"26)°
QM1 X x QM ————>=B1 X gon1+1 —gmpo X gms— X X X pangt1 Bg ————= X" x X"2 x X
iA lz / O lA
— \
QM1 x QM2 A X" ox Xn2 x X2
lo lo
n El n s 2 s
QM1 x QMo &)%1 X pani+1 Z(n11¢) x Z(n22¢) x Z(2¢) X pena+1 By —> XM x X2 x X2,

parts of which are the Cartesian diagrams (4.30), (4.32), and o acts on QM7 and X™* x X.
By a diagram chasing, there exists a canonical map o : QM1 x 5(x) QM2 — QM; x x QM3 making
the above diagram commutative. The map o is furthermore an isomorphism, as are the maps

0: QM x QMy — QM x QMs, o :X™ x X" x X? - X™ x X" x X2, O

Let C be the universal curve over QMy, n,+1 X x @M, n,+1 and C’ be the pullback of the universal
curve from QMg, n,+1 X QMg, ny+1 alongi. Asin | , Pp- 607-608], there is a commutative diagram

q17n1+1 XX Qqu,n2+l

(4.34)

where 21, zo are marked points where evy,, 11, €v,,4+1 are evaluated and p is the (universal) partial
normalization which glues x1,x2 to x := pox1 = poxg (which becomes a node).
Let P be the universal principal Hr = (G x C*)-bundle on C. There is a Cartesian diagram

(4.35) PP g, W) e P oy, W

(e
c—> ¢

)

where u is the universal section and v’ is its pullback.
For any locally free sheaf E on C, we have evaluation maps

u; i p*E — 2 xip*E =z E, i =1,2.
By pushforward to C via p, we obtain a short exact sequence of sheaves

(4.36) 0— FE — pup*E 5 zy2*E — 0,
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where u = pyus — pyui. Equivalently, this is given by applying — ® F to

(4.37) 0— Oc — pxOcr — 2,0 — 0.
Applying Ry to (4.36), we obtain an exact triangle

(4.38) Rr.E — R\ p*E — 2*E.
Note also the following short exact sequences (e.g. | , pp. 91]):
(4.39) 0 — Py — wy — 140 — 0,
(4.40) 0 — wr — pawr (T + T2) — 240 — 0,

where the first sequence follows from the dual of (4.37).
Recall Lemma 4.21, we have a commutative diagram:

(4.41)

_ fa
V= QMg ni+1 XA(x) @Mgz,na+1 z

= (o

fa
Y= QMg ny+1 Xx QMgy ny+1 Z =B Xpya X

rB
T |

Z@" ¢)°  ZEH"2¢)°
Gl X G2 ’

_ RX:Wlog RX:wlog
B =Bung, 0 1 Xpt/a] Bung, o 1 X [pt/Gn

where the fiber product in Z is given by evaluation maps B — [pt/G], X — [pt/G] at the node
(obtained by identifying the two marked points), pa is the projection, and fx is as in diagram (4.30).
This gives rise to a commutative diagram:

(4.42) y 7 y
idy XevAl \ lfA
Frode xidx

Y Xprj) X ——————= 2 = B Xpyya1 X

pl 0 lp

y jnode B,

where eva is the evaluation map at the node (obtained by identifying the two marked points in
QMGLM-H and QM<727712+1)'

As X = [W?/@] is smooth and affine over [pt/G], the map idy xeva is a regular embedding by
[Vis, Def. 1.20], [I', App. B.7.5], therefore there is a Gysin pullback (idy xeva)'. By diagram (4.30),

fa has a square root virtual pullback 4/f% such that (4.31) holds. Similarly, (fnode X idx) has a

square root virtual pullback 4/(fnode X idx)' as the base change by fnode Which comes as the base

change of f in diagram (4.27). Note that the map fa does not clearly have a square root virtual
Z@"0)  ZEE20)°
Gl €]

n2

pullback as
to introduce ¢ and fx.
The rest of this section is to prove the following compatibility.

x X does not satisfy condition (4.22), and this is the point we need

Proposition 4.22. Notations as above, we have

o o (idy xevA)! 04/ (faode x idx)' = \/E.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume for simplicity that n; = ng = 0, so that
(443) Wr,log = Wr,

and C’ has only two marked points z; and x2 glued to the node z in C. We will use the functoriality
of square root virtual pullback (4.6) to prove the claim. For this purpose, it is enough to construct
diagram (4.5) in this setting for maps

(ldy XSUA) oo, (fnodc X 1dX)7 fA
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By base change along
ZE@9) | 2@
G™ G™2
we further reduce the construction of diagram (4.5) to the case where in diagrams
(4.41) and (4.42) is replaced by X™ "2 As ¢ is an isomorphism (Lemma 4.21), we first construct
diagram (4.5) for maps:

s X™ -ﬁ-nz7

2@ ) Z@"20)°
G™ G2

e:=1id xeva, h:= fuode X idx, ¢g:= fa.
We introduce some shorthand notations used only in this proof:
(4.44) Wi=u*T, =P xy, W, A:=Rr,(u*Ty(—x1 —x2)), B:=Rme(W), C:=2a*W.
By a base change in diagram (4.35), we get
(4.45) P, =T,
Therefore using diagrams (4.34) and (4.35), we have
(4.46) A = R (u*p*T,(—x1 — 12)) = Rmups (p*u*T,(—21 — 22)) = R W R ps Ocr (—21 — 22)).

By applying Rr. (W ® —) to (4.37), or equivalently applying (4.38) to E = W, we obtain an exact
triangle

(4.47) B — R, (p*W) — z*W.
By applying R, (W ® ps«(—)) to the short exact sequence
0— Oc¢/(—x1 —x2) = Ocr = 2150 @ 12,0 — 0,
we obtain an exact triangle
(4.48) A — Rrl, (p*W) — 2*W @ 2*W.
Combining (4.47), (4.48) and the quotient map (whose kernel is the diagonal z*W):
WO *W — *W,
we obtain an exact triangle
(4.49) A% B C.
By applying R, (WY ® —) to (4.40), we obtain an exact triangle

(4.50) Rr.(WY Q@wr) “> Rre(WY ® pewnr (71 + 72)) — Ry (WY @ 2,0).
Applying relative duality for p, we have
RHom(psOcr (—x1 — x2), wr) = pu(Ocr (1 + 22) @ p'wr) = pylwnr (21 + 2)).

Then it is easy to see a° is dual to oy under the isomorphism (4.46) and relative duality for 7.
Noticing that

Rr,(WY ® 2,0) =~ Ry (z*WY @ O) = 2*WY.
Then (4.50) becomes
(4.51) BY[-1] % AV[-1] - CV.
Consider the following symmetric complexes

E, = (A% A"[-1)), €'y = (B2 BY[-1)),

where E, is the pullback of the direct sum of symmetric complexes E,,Ey, (each one as defined in
Theorem 4.11) via the diagonal base change in (4.32) and E; is the pullback of Ef via base change
from f to fuode defined in (4.27) and base change from fyode 10 A := frode X idx as in (4.42). Define

D= (B 2%, Av[-1]), E.:=C"[1].

Here the map in D is the composition of the differential in e*E;, with a® in (4.51) and E, is a vector
bundle concentrated in degree —1 and coincides with the cotangent complex of map e.
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With notations as above, we define morphisms « : E;, — D, 8: DV [2] — e*E;, by

(4.52) B, —— (4 —= Av[-1]) DY[2] =—— (4 22 pv[-1))
I U Y Y R
D=—= (B —=* Av[-1]), e*E, == (B — BV[-1]).

We claim that d, = a° o dj, o a, so « is well-defined. Note that dj, is given by applying Ry to

Hessy

W—— WY Qup,
and dg is given by applying Rm,p.p* to the composition

Hessy

W(—x1 —x2) > W —> WY Q@ wp,

where the first map is induced by the natural inclusion O¢(—x1 — z2) — Oc.
By adjunction, we have a commutative diagram

PP W —— pup* WY @ wr)
w WY ® ws.
Applying Ry to it, we get a commutative diagram:
R psp™W —— Rmypep* (WY Q@ wr) = Ry (WY ® prwn (1 + x2))

| &

R, W i R, (WY Q@uwy),

where the isomorphism uses Eqn. (4.43) and p*wx 1og = Wa' log-
By definition, «q fits into

R?T*p*p*W(*xl - $2) = RW*(W@)p*Oc/(*xl - $2)) —— R?T*p*p*W = RW*(W@)Z’*OC/)

R

R V.

By a diagram chasing, we get d;, = a® o dj, o .
Cones of both a¥[2] and 5V [2] are E. and they fit into a commutative diagram:

(4.53) b2k, — ~E,

|l
5 [2]

e*Ep, ——D ——=E,,

where we use EV[2] @ E for E = E, and e*E,.

Next we construct the bottom part of diagram (4.5). This is done by considering derived stacks
and the restriction of their cotangent complexes to their classical truncations.

Consider the derived enhancement of f in diagram (4.27) where the Z is replaced by W™ (ex-
actly as in diagram (4.10)). The homotopy pullback via the following diagram defines a derived
enhancement of fpode:

(454) QMnode QMq,n

fnodel O lf

Ry =wiog Ry =wiog n gl Ry =wiog n
BUNg, g1,m1+1 X [ot/G] BUN G g, 1 X [pt/G1 X ——= Bung o 0% X /G X

l D |

gl
m91,n1+1 X gﬁgzﬂlzﬁ'l Dﬁgﬂl’
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where the underlying classical stack satisfies

to(QMyode) = QMg ny+1 Xx QMgy nor1 =: V.

Further homotopy pullback via diagram (4.42) defines a derived enhancement of h = frode X idx.
Let E;, be the restriction of the (derived) cotangent complex to its classical truncation, then we
obtain a symmetric obstruction theory ( Theorem 4.11):

én :Ep — Ly = 7771y,

Consider two derived enhancements of g = fa as follows. One of them is constructed via diagram
(4.32): by considering derived enhancement fq,fz of fi, fo where the Z(nll¢) X Z(. 2¢) n (4.32)
is replaced by X™*"2 (as f in diagram (4.10)) and then define fa to be such that dlagram

f,
(455) QMg17n1+1 X x QMg2,n2+1 £ B X pt/G]m1+1 Xmtl X x X2t X [pt/G]n2+1 B,

l g lA
f1 xfy

1 1
QMg, iy +1 X QMgy ny 11— B1 X[paym+r XM X2H s cina 11 B,

is homotopy pullback, where B; := %ung’;_;‘;’f 41 (@ = 1,2). Then E, defined above satisfies

Ey = L¢, |y which gives rise to the symmetric obstruction theory
¢g : Eg — L.

The other derived enhancement is defined similarly, by replacing those X in the right hand side
of diagram (4.55) by C' = [(W x%,, W)*/G] — X = [W*/G], i.e. as the homotopy pullback of
derived stacks:

f
(456) QMghnlJrl X QMg27n2+1 2 B X [pt/G]n1+1 cmtl Xc xCmatl X [pt/G]n2+1 By

| 1

f1 xfo 1 1
QM(Jlx’ﬂl‘Fl X QM‘]27712+1 %1 X[pt/G]"1+l Cn1+ X Cn2+ X[pt/G]"2+l %2.

Note by (4.9), the maps f3, f3 in the first derived enhancement factors through f‘l, £, respectively, so
we have the following commutative diagram of derived stacks

fa 1 1

QMy, ny+1 Xc QMgy 41— By Xppejapratr C™ 7 x o xC™2 4 X gpna 1 By
fa 1 1

QMg17n1+1 X x QMg2,n2+1 —_— %1 X[pt/G]"1+1 Xt X x x X"zt X[pt/G]"frl %2,

where ¢ is induced by the natural inclusion C' — X. The classical truncation of j induces an
isomorphism of classical stacks

to (QMglﬂllJrl Xc QMg2,n2+1) = 1o (QMglﬂnJrl XX QMg2,n2+1) = y,

because maps in My, n,+1 already evaluate at C'. Consider the restriction of the cotangent com-
plexes to the classical truncation, we have a commutative diagram

(4.57) Ey =~ (j*Lgy )|y — Lgsojly =D

I
L

[ — — =1
L,=71 L,.

It is straightforward to check the upper horizontal map coincides with « in diagram (4.52).
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Using Lemma 4.23, we then have a commutative diagram of derived stacks
(4.58) QMnode - QMg, ny+1 X QMgy na+1
e:=id xemt lg:—Lof'A—onj
QMuode X[pt/G] X ——p——7—> 2 = B X[pyyq) X

s

fnode
QMnodc

)

where B = %ung’gqftfl +1 X[pt/G] %ung’ggi +1 X[pt/c)» X ™. Restricting cotangent complexes to
the classical truncations and using the fact that to(r) is an isomorphism and Leoy|y = Le|y (which
follows from Lemma 4.23), we obtain a commutative diagram

(4.59) (€*Lu)ly = *Ep 2 b Ly 2 D — > Lo|y = E.
G*Lh Lg Le
72 1e*L, L, L.

Combining diagrams (4.53), (4.57), (4.59), we obtain diagram (4.5)with
e:=1id xeva, h:= fuode X idx, ¢g:= fa.
Notice that we have
0*Lg 2 Lgoo = Lfs, 0*Le = Leow, o*Eg=Eg,,
where Ey, is the symmetric obstruction theory used to define \/g . Here the last isomorphism is

due to the following commutative diagram of derived stacks

%1 X[pt/G]"l+1 XM x X x X2 X[pt/G]"ffl %2

lA
f1 xfo

QM‘]17711+1 X QM‘]27712+1 ﬁ%l X[pt/G]7‘1+1 XM x X x X x X" X[pt/G]”2+1 %2

(Tl lo’
f1><f2

QMg17n1+1 X QMgg,n2+1 e %1 X[pt/G]"1+1 X" x X x X x XM X[pt/G]"2+1 %2,

where o is applied to QMy, »,+1 and X" x X.
Consider the pullback of diagrams (4.53), (4.59) by the map o, we obtain the desired diagram
(4.5) for maps (idy xeva) o 0, (fuode X idx), fa, therefore we are done. O

Lemma 4.23. Let QMode and QMy, ni+1 Xc QMy, ny+1 be defined by diagrams (4.54), (4.56)
respectively, where C := [(W x %y, W)*/G]. Then there is a map of derived stacks

(460) r: QMql,n1+1 Xc Qqu,n2+1 - QMnode

whose classical truncation is an isomorphism. Moreover, the restriction of the cotangent complex of
T to the classical truncation is zero.

Proof. Let C — Mg, C; = My, n,+1 (2 = 1,2) be the universal curves. Define Choqe to be the
pullback of C via the gluing morphism gl in (4.27). Then we get the following diagram with the
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square being Cartesian

Ci X Mgy mat1 U My, mys1 % Co

Chode m!]l mi+1 X 9:ng27"2+1
l O lgl
C mg.,nv

where n is the normalization of nodal curves. By viewing classical stacks as derived stacks, the
square is also a homotopy pullback diagram as horizontal maps are flat.

Recall that for a base Artin stack S, a stack X flat and proper over S, and a derived Artin stack F’
which is locally of finite presentation over .S, by definition the derived mapping stack Mapgsy s (X, F)
represents the sheaf that sends any derived S-stack T to the simplicial set Homggy /T(XT, Fr) of
morphisms of derived stacks over T, where e = XIS‘T. In particular, base-change implies canonical
isomorphism

(4.61) Mapgse/s(X, F) x5 T = Mapasyr (X7, Fr).

Applying to the situation where S = My, T = My, n,+1 X My, not1, and X = C, for any derived
Artin stack Z over C, we obtain the following homotopy pullback diagrams of derived stacks

(462) s”ta“pdSt/DJ?gl1nl+1 xDﬁg2,7l2+1(Cﬂ0dev Z x mgl,ﬂ1+1 X gﬁgzﬂlz‘ﬁ'l) m917n1+1 X mgz,ﬂ2+1

l 0 Lgl

fmapdSt/zmg,n (C.Z x M) My,n

By definition, as the gluing of C; and Cs, Cpode is the pushout

Py +1Xid
gﬁglﬂh-ﬁ-l X gﬁgzﬂlz-ﬁ-l >C1 X mgz,n2+1

id Xpn2+1l | l
mt.(117n1+1 x Ca > Cnodeu

where p; denotes the i-th marked point. Consider also the homotopy pushout

pn1+1><id
m917n1+1 X m927n2+1 > (1 X S)ﬁgz-,anrl

id Xpn2+1l O l

d
Mg, ny+1 X C2 Chod

node’

whose classical truncation recovers the previous diagram.
For brevity, let 92 := My, 1, +1 X My, ny 1. Applying Mapggeon, ,(— Z x M4 2) to the above
diagram, we obtain a homotopy pullback diagram

(4.63) mapdSt/mn,2(Cg§f1ca Z x My o) 2)-"n?l]@(:'lst/zm1,2(C2 X My, ny+1, 2 % My 2)

| D l

Mapase/om, , (C1 X Mgy ny41,Z x My 2) Mapage/on, , (M1,2, Z x M 2).

By the base change property (4.61), we have

ﬂﬁapdSt/mm (Cl X mg27n2+1,z X 931172) = imapdSt/m Cl, Z X mg17n1+1) Xon 931172,

91,"1+1( g1,m1+1

Mapgse/om, ,(C2 X Mg, n,+1,Z x M1 2) = Mapaseon,, .0 (€20 Z X Mgy ny 1) Xty pir Mz,

Mapase/on, ,(M1,2, 2 x M1 2) = Z x My 5.
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Combining them with diagram (4.63), we obtain an isomorphism
(4.64) fmapdSt/ml,z(ngfica Z x M 2)

= mtapdst/imgl,nl+1(cl7 Z x mgl,n1+1) Xz S)jta‘pdst/i)."JT (627 Z x m!]z,ﬂ2+1)'

g2,m2+1

Via the inclusion Cphoge = to (ngge) — ngge, we obtain a map of derived stacks

(4.65) fmapdSt/ml,Q(ngfica Z x My 2) — SmapdSt/z):nl,z(Cmodea Z x My ),

whose classical truncation is an isomorphism.
To summarize, combining diagram (4.62), Eqns. (4.64), (4.65) and using notation as Eqn. (4.7),
we obtain a map of derived stacks:

mtapgl,nlJrl (Z) Xz mapgg,nQJrl (Z)

l

S)ﬁal:)dSt/Emgl,nlﬂ x9ﬁ92,n2+1(cnode7 Z X Mgy nyp1 X gﬁgzﬂlz-ﬁ-l) > Mgy ni+1 X Mgy nyt1

i 0 Lgl

mta'pg,n(z) mtg;n'

Let Y = W xky, W, Hp = G x C* and Z = [Y/Hg]. By a base change through diagram (4.8)
and some diagram chasing, we obtain a map of derived stacks

mapr =Wilog ([Y/HR]) X [Y/G] m’tapgR;fzzw-:ig ([Y/HR])

g1,m1+1
Ry =uw
* Map,,~*([Y/Hr])
D l
Ry =wiog Ry =wiog Ry =wiog
%unHR791=n1+1 X [pt/G] %unHR,,gz,anrl %unHRﬁg-,n
D l
gl
Mgy ni+1 X Mgy nyt1 Mg, n,

where squares are homotopy pullback diagrams and * contains QM4 as an open substack. By
restricting to the open locus where stability is imposed, we obtain the map (4.60). The statement
about cotangent complex of r is straightforward to check by a direct calculation similar to that in
the proof of Proposition 4.22. O

5. QUASIMAP INVARIANTS
In this section, we use virtual pullbacks introduced in the previous section to define quasimap

invariants and prove a gluing formula in the cohomological field theory.

5.1. Definitions. In the rest of this section, we use notations in the following setting.
Setting 5.1. Let W, G, 0, Fy, x, ¢ be as in Setting 2.1 and set
X =W/G, Xo:=W/G

to be the GIT and the affine quotient, so the natural map m: X — X is projective. Without causing
confusion, let

¢: X —->C
denote the descent (after quotient by G) regular function which is Fy-invariant and Crit(¢) € X be

the critical locus such that Crit(¢)™ is proper.
Let R : C* — F be the R-charge as in Definition 2.5 such that Ker R, = {1}.
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Definition 5.2. (| , Def. 3.2.2]) An element 8 € Homz(X(G),Z) is said to be effective if it
comes from a quasimap class to W /yG. All effective classes form a monoid (by considering possibly
disconnected domain curves), denoted Eff(W, G, 6).

We denote the submonoid of effective classes in Crit(¢) by Ny (Crit(¢)).

Definition 5.3. We define the Novikov ring as

APEOID =4 Y] ass® | age AR (Y)
BEN (Crit(¢))

Similarly we also define AL (—)[[z]] for any (—) with Fy-action.

Remark 5.4. Since infinite sum is allowed in the above, this space does not have a ring structure.
Nevertheless, for each given genus g and number n of marked points, any effective § € Homyz(X(G), Z)
has the property that §(6) is bounded below. In what follows, we only consider infinite sums which
are bounded in the negative direction and such elements are closed under multiplication.

When 2g — 2 +n > 0, we consider the composition of the forgetful map and the stablization map:

Ry=wiog st =—F
%unHR,g,n - My — Myn,

which is flat, so is the base change

Bung 2 x(2°/G") — My, x (2°/G™),

where Z € W™ is a H-invariant closed subscheme satisfying condition (4.22). Composing with the
smooth map

%unRx:uﬂog % [pt/G]" (ZS/Gn) _ %ung);,:gﬁfg % (ZS/Gn),

Hp,g,n
we obtain a flat map

R, =w og s n AT S n
(5.1) vBungy O X e (Z°/G") = Mg n x (Z2°/G).
Recall the map f (4.24), we then have

QM (Crit(6), B) > Bunjpe 5% X e (2°/G™) £ Mg x (2°/G™).

Hp,g,n

We define box (or exterior) products
A (M) @ AL (Z°/GM) — AL (Mg x (2°/G™)), (. 8) = (a x ),

By @ AL (Crit(9)) — AL (Crit(9)™),  (y1,- - ¥n) = 71 X -+ X Y,
where x is the exterior product of [, §1.10].
Fix Z = Z(#H"¢) in above and define the following;:

Definition 5.5. When 2g — 2 + n > 0, we define the following map

_ Z n S
(5.2) Dynpi=pso \/ﬁo v¥oXl: Ax(Myn) ®A£° (%) — Af" (Pt ioc;

where
Ry =wi, .
s+ AL (QMgy ™" (Crit(¢), 8)) — AL (D)o
is the localized pushforward map for the projection p, defined using Theorem 2.14 and Eqn. (A.2).

Definition 5.6. The quasimap invariant with insertion {y;}7, in AL°(Crit(¢)) is
<F)/17 v 57n>g)6 = (I)g,n,ﬁ ([Mg,n] (?:1”)/1)) € Afo (pt)loc-
More generally, K",y € AL°(Crit(¢)") can be replaced by an arbitrary class y € AL (),
and we simply write
<7>g,ﬂ =Py np ([Mg,n] "Y) € Afo (Pt)10c,

or <7>g Bm if n is not clear from the context.
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5.2. Gluing formula. In this section, we use properties of virtual pullbacks proved in §4.3 to prove

a gluing formula for the map (5.2) in the formulation of cohomological field theory
As in (5.2), we can define a map (where n = ny + no):

o o Z("+2¢)S
(5.3) Pgi+1,n1,80 @ Pz nat1,8 A, (Mg17n1+1 X Mgz,anrl) ®A§0 <W - Ai‘o (Pt)oc

(o, 0) = (p1 X p2)sr/ (f1 % f2)' (11 x v2)* (@K 0),

where
n-+2 S
X Ry =wiog Z( ¢) Ry =wiog
(5.4) Vi X vy Bl g1 X [p/Glmt ( iz ) XIpt/Glratt BN 6
- - Z(n+2¢)s
- Mgl,n1+l X M927"2+1 x ( Gn+2

is defined similarly as (5.1) and p1 x pa : QMy, n,41 X QMy, ny+1 — Dt is the projection. Here
although the notation is in the product form, the map is not necessarily the tensor product of two
maps in general. Let

(5.5) ne Ak ()

be the class of the anti-diagonal A : X — in (4.29).
For any v € AL (), we have its box (or exterior) product with 7 ([F, §1.10]):

ZErey  ZEF

Fo
/777614‘* < Gn G2

n+2 s
which is also considered as an element in AL° () by the pushforward of inclusion.

For n = ny + na, g = g1 + g2, we have the gluing morphism

L Mgl;ﬂ1+1 x M9277l2+1 - M!]Jl'

@), Z@20)
Gn1 G2
with n = ny + no by the pushforward of inclusion.

Note also that any class in Af 0 (Z

) can be considered as an element in Af“ (Z(nd’)s >

Gn

Gnl G'Vlz G'Vl
a € Au(Mg ny+1 X Mg, np41). Then

Theorem 5.7. Let v € Im (Af" (Z(nld’)s X Z(n2¢)s> — Af“ (Z(nd’)S)) be in the image and

(5.6) Conp(() BN = Y (@oumr1,6 ©Pyynairp) (B (YEIM)).
B1+B2=p

Proof. For a decomposition 5 = 31 + P2, we introduce the following shorthands:

QM = QMyo~"""(Crit(9), 8),  QM; = QM;(B;) = QM v (Crit(¢), Bi), i = 1,2,

P Ry =Wlog . RX:wlog — RX:WIOg
By = %UDHR,gl,nlJrl’ By = %unHR7927n2+1’ B = %unHm%" ’

For any Deligne-Mumford stack X, we write the structure map X — pt as px.
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Asin | , Proof of Prop. 6.22], we have the following commutative diagram with all squares
being Cartesian (here we use notations as diagrams (4.26), (4.27)):

pt
Uﬁ1+32_BW \m

gl

(5.7)

L s, 4 ,=5 QM1(B1) x x Q@M2(B2) - QM
fnode O f
n NS gl n NS
B i=B1 Xpy/c] B2 Xpp/clr 2 G - B X [pe/c]»
S12 (] s
l no\s
%1 X[Pt/G] %2 (%nd)) i B x Z(n¢)
TB12 O TB
l
12 B1 X[pr/c) B ? B
g12 O g
in 9l 7
m911n1+1 X m927n2+1 Q mg,n
mx lp O st
M.{hﬂlﬁ-l X M!]z,nﬂ-l X M!]l;nﬁ-l X M!]z;n2+1 L—>Mq,n H!Ln X '
Then
(5.8) D p((Lx0) BY) = poars 0V F o v* ((1x0) B )

((
= poms 0V f1 o s* (g% st* 1ea) (7)
= pguis o VI 0 5 ((g%jxp*0) B7)
= PQMx* © \Fo s*((g*jxinx (st x sta)*a) X 7)
= pous 0V [ o s* (g% gla(sta x sta)*a) B7)
= PQM=* © \FO S*((

= pQMx © \/_o s ((g¥5(st1 x st2)*a) X 7)
= pours o/ o 91*512((912(5t1 x st2)*a) X7)

= PQMx © gl* V fr!lodcy]ikZ(a’Y)
= Z PQM, x x QMo © A/ Foqe © Via(a 7).

B1+B2=p

gliegis (st x sta)*a) K 7)

Here we use Proposition 4.17 in the 9th equality. We explain that the 4th equality follows from
[Beh, Prop. 8]. Indeed, loc. cit. states that iq is proper, finite, and

B3 N T .
p [Mgl,ﬂ1+1 x M!]z,ﬂ2+1] = 19x [m917n1+1 X mgz,ﬂ2+1]'
For a € Ax(M g, py+1 X Mgy ny+41), by Poincaré duality, we can write

a = g N [Mgl,nﬁrl X Mgzﬂerl]v
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for some & € A*(M g, ny+1 X Mg, nyt1), Wwhere the cap product is defined on DM stacks by [Vis, §5],
following [F, §17.2], and extended to Artin stacks by [BS, App. C] based on [IKre]. Then
(59) p*a = p* (5 N [Hgl,ﬂl‘f'l X M!}z,ﬂ2+1])

= (p*f mp*[Mglﬂll‘f‘l x Mgz,ngﬂ])

(P*€ i [Mgy ny+1 X Mgy np41])

= i9x (190" 0 [Mgy a1 X Mgy ny41])

inx ((st1 x st2)*¢ N [ g1 X Mgy nyt1])

= 190x Stl X St2 ( !h ni+1 X Mg2 n2+1])

= iq4(st1 x sta)*a.

Recall diagram (4.42), we have

(5.10) Y z y
Y Xppijc) X — 2 B X[y X
idy xeva ( lpy O psl
y fnoclc B,
where idy xeva is a section of py and hence
(5.11) (idy xeva)' o pd = id}.

Proposition 4.22 gives

(5.12) o* o (idy xeva)' o \/m = \/E

To sum up, we have

(5.8)
Cynp((Lx0)K7) = Y PQMxx @Mk © A/ Fhoqe © Via (@ XY)

Bi1+B2=p5
(5.11) .
=7 D) PauixxQx © (idy xeva) 0 pf 0 y/ floge 0 vir(@ )
B1+B2=p8
5.10 ) .
C10 S st o (idy xeva)t 0 4/ (fuode x idx)! e i o via(a7)
B1+B2=8
(5.12) —1yx% ! o
= Z PQMixxQMyx © (07 )% 0 fAOPBOVm(aW)
B1+B2=p8
(4.33)
=Y Poa sk © A/ FK © P 0 Vs (aKY)
B1+B2=p8
(4.30) .
=0 PO @Mk 1Ak 04/ fK 0 Df 0 Vs (aKY)
B1+B2=p8
4.31 _
42 D Poaxums 04/ (f1 X f2)! 0 Ay 0 pf o vy (a®7)
B1+B2=8
Lem.5.10
e Y Pamx@unx 04/ (fi x f2)' o (11 x vo)* (@R yKI7)
B1+B2=p5
(5.3)
= Z ((I)gl,m-ﬁ-lxﬁl ® (1)92,7124-17,32) (a (’7 n))-
B1+pP2=p
where (v1 X v9) is defined in (5.4). 0

Remark 5.8. One can similarly show the genus reduction axiom in the cohomological field theory,
which we leave to the reader to check details.
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Remark 5.9. In general, without the condition on embedding Crit(¢) — Z(¢) in Setting 2.1, by
Remark 4.16, we simply replace Z(HH'¢) by Z(({'¢)") for some large r > 1 in the above theorem.
Lemma 5.10. We have A, opgoviy(ay) = (1 x v2)*(aXyXn).

Proof. Recall notations in diagrams (4.41), (5.7), we have a Cartesian diagram

A ] £l VA no El z 2 El
Z=B X[pt/G] X %1 X[pt/G]n1+1 (nld)) X (712¢) X (2¢) X[pt/G]n2+1 %2
lsl D \LS
n s n s A n s mn s 2 s
By x Z(n11¢) x Z(:j’) x X x By A B, x Z(n11¢) x Z(n22¢) % Z(2¢) x B,

and a commutative diagram

Ps 2@19)° | ZE)°

Z =B Xpia) X B = B1 X[pi/c1 B2 X[pt/c)r —Gm o

By x By x Z(@"1¢)° % Z(:;ﬁ)‘ <« X B, X [pt/G] By x Z(n11¢)‘ % Z(:;ﬁ)‘

Gn1
lSQ /
3

Zn1¢s Z712¢s
%1)(%2)( (Gnl) X (Gng) 9

where s9 is the projection map and all maps in this diagram are smooth.

Therefore for any 6 € A, (B1 x Bs) and v € Af“ (Z(Tld’)s X Z(Z‘b)s ), we have

(5.13) Axphsiasi(0RY) = Axsis3(0R7)
AysT(ORYR[X])
s*(OXvEn).

In the notations of diagram (5.7), for any o€ Ay (Mg, ny+1 X Mgy ny11), We have
(5.14) T2(@By) = 12 ((912(st1 ¥ st2)* ) K7)
= 51255 (((g91 % g2)" (st1 x stz)"a) K7),
where g1 x g2 : B1 X Ba — My, ny+1 X Mg, no41 is the product of forgetful maps. Note also
(5.15) (1 x 1) (@Y RIn) = s (((91 % g2)* (st1 x st2)*a) Ky XIn).
Let 0 = (g1 X g2)*(st1 x st2)*a and combine with Equs. (5.13), (5.14), (5.15), we are done. O

5.3. WDVYV type equation. In this section, using the gluing formula (5.7) proved in the previous
section, we show a Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde (WDVV) type equation for the invariants
defined in (5.3). In the special cases discussed in §5.6, we show that such a WDVV type equation
implies the associativity of the quantum product defined on critical cohomologies.

Let n € N. Fix a collection of classes

sie AR (Z(9)*/G), 1<i<n, 7jeAl(Z(p)*/G), 1<j<A4.
For any partition A u B = {1,2,...,n}, we denote
da =6, -0, € AL ((Z(9)°/G)H)
where A = {i1,- -+ ,i,}, and we similarly denote d5. Let
A:=Au{n+1,n+2}, B:=Bu{n+3,n+4}.
As suggested by the notation, evaluation maps of QM; = QM(i’izf“’g (Crit(¢), B1) are associated
to marked points labelled by AL ¢, and evaluation maps of QMy = QM;?%?:lc’g(Crit(@, B2) are
associated to marked points labelled by B s e.

Recall the class n € AL () of the anti-diagonal with < X x X, where the two

factors are associated to points ¢ and e respectively.
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Theorem 5.11. Notations as above, we have

> > Do, 41438 ® Po,Bl+3,8, ([Mo, 143 X Mo,Bj4+3] KoK Y1 Ky K1K o5 K ys K v4)
B1+B2=p AuB={1,2,...,n}
- Y Pojapas ®Posirss, ((Mojajs x Mo s3] [64 Ky 673 67605 692 5K74)

B1+B2=8 AuB={1,2,...,n}
Proof. By the gluing formula (5.6), the left-hand-side of the above becomes
> Do 41138 @ Po 51138, (Mo, 4143 % Mo, p43] K04 Ky K v2 K1 0p Ky K74)
B1+B2=B AuB={1,2,...,n}
= Po,n+a,8 (L* [MO,\A|+3 X Mo,\BHs] 0AX N ¥y X dp X3 74) .

Similar formula holds for the right-hand-side. The assertion then follows directly from the commu-
tativity of the box-product. O

5.4. Specialization for the zero-potential. In this section, we show that our QM invariants
(when ¢ = 0) specialize to the QM type invariants of smooth GIT quotients as defined in | 113
Let ¢ = 0 in Setting 5.1 so Crit(¢) = X = W /G. Recall the following maps of derived stacks

(e.g. (4.10)):

Map =% (W xLyy W)/Hg]) — Map. =" ((W/Hg])

I

[W/HR]n X [pt/Hg]" Bun

Ry =wiog
Hp,g,n

with the induced maps of cotangent complexes
(5.16) f* Ly, > Lg — Lg,  i*Le — Lgo; — L.
As ¢ = 0, the classical truncation i of i is an isomorphism
i'x Mapys ™" (W xpsw W)/Hg]) = Mapys~*"*((W/Hg]).

The restriction of the relative cotangent complexes of f and g = 7 o f to the classical truncation
defines relative obstruction theories

p:F—-Ls ¥:G— Ly,
where f and g are the classical truncations of f and g, and we restrict to the open substack
QM := QMglx~ " (Crit(¢), ) = Mapgs™"*([W/Hx])

of stable R-twisted quasimaps to X. We describe ' and G explicitly as follows.
Let m : C - QM denote the universal curve with universal section pi,...,p,, P — C be the
universal Hr-bundle and W := P x g, W. The log canonical bundle is

Wiog = wWr(S), where S:=pi + -+ pp.
As argued in Theorem 4.11, we know
F~Rm, WRO(-S))", G=Rme(W)"

Restricting the first sequence in (5.16) to the classical truncation gives a compatible diagram of
relative perfect obstruction theories:

[*Lap =R WK Os)" ——=G —=TF

| |

f*Lyg L, Ly.

13The slight difference is that there is no twist in the formulation of [ ].
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By Manolache’s virtual pullback | , Cor. 4.9], we have
! ! *
g'zp = fgp O TR,
where 7% is the flat pullback.

Applying the left hand side to [%un Hr gwrlfg], we obtain the virtual class of QM defined as in
[ , Prop. 4.4.1, §5.2]. Using the above equality, we obtain

(17) QM = 7 [(W/Hl" g B e].

Hr,g,n

Recall Theorem 4.11, the restriction of foi to the classical truncation gives an isotropic symmetric
obstruction theory ¢; : Ey — Ly with

(5.18) Ef ~ (R WRO(-S)) = R WRO(-S5))"),
and a virtual class:
(5.19) QM3 = /14 [[W/HR]" % o1/, Bunfpy 2]

defined using Definition 4.13. In below we show these two virtual classes are the same.

Proposition 5.12. There is a map 6 : Ef — F such that ¢y = o6, making F a mazimal isotropic
subcomplex in the sense of | , Def. 1.4]. Therefore for some choice of sign in (4.1), we have

VI = £
In particular, virtual class in (5.19) can recover the virtual class in (5.17).
Proof. The restriction of the second sequence in (5.16) to the classical truncation gives a map
F——E; —=TF"[2]
| b
Ly=—L; —— 0.
Asp=0,W x%*w W = T*[—1]W is the shifted cotangent bundle of W, and hence there is a zero

section W — T*[—1]W whose classical truncation is an isomorphism. This induces a map
j = Mapy =" ((W/Hp]) — Mapg~ " (W xFayy W)/Hr])
whose composition with i is the identity. Then we have a fiber sequence
J*Lgoi — Le > L

whose restriction to the classical truncation gives a commutative diagram

Ef— >TF
¢fl l%’
Ly =——L;.

That is, ¢y = pod. It is easy to check F is a maximal isotropic subcomplex of E;. Finally, the
equality on virtual pullbacks follows from [ , Prop. 1.18]. O

5.5. Dimensional reduction to symplectic quotients. In a forthcoming work, we will show
that the quasimap invariants defines in the present paper have dimensional reduction to quasimap
invariants of symplectic quotients as defined by [ , ]

Let M be a symplectic vector space over C (also known as a quaternionic vector space) with a
Hamiltonian action by an algebraic group G. Let g be the Lie algebra of G and

p: M — g*
be the moment map. Define W := M x g with the induced G-action. Let
¢: W —C, (2,§eMxg— (@),
where (—, —) denotes the pairing of dual vector spaces. Note that
dp = (dpy,dpa) : M x g — M* x g*, with dgo = p.
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Hence d¢(z,&) = 0 implies p(z) = 0. In particular, we have closed embeddings
Crit(¢) = =1 (0) x g = Z(¢).

And the critical locus is characterized as the zero locus of d¢1 | u=1(0)xg-
The quotient stack [1~1(0) x¢ g] is a vector bundle over [ ~1(0)/G] with fiber g, and

[Crit(¢)/G] = u™'(0) xc g
is a closed substack. Moreover, taking the stable locus of 1 ~1(0), denoted by u~1(0)*, we obtain a
vector bundle

pH0)* xg g — pH(0)°/G
over the symplectic reduction.

Let F be a reductive group with a character x : FF — C* acting on M so that the symplectic
form 2 transforms under F' as x, i.e. Q induces an F-equivariant isomorphism M =~ M* ® x. By
definition, the moment map

p:M—g*®x

is F-equivariant with F' acting trivially on g. In particular, the function

oW —-C,
is a F-equivariant map with F' acting on C by character x.
The quasimap invariants of symplectic quotients as defined by | , ] give a map
s As(Mgn) ® AL (171 (0)°/G)®™ — AL (Db)ioc-

We expect the following diagram
Ay (Mq,n) ® Afo (= H(0)s/G)®" —— A (Mg,n) ® Aﬂljo (= 1(0)* xc g)®"

‘P?fii‘,%l l‘b
Afo (pt)loc Aﬂ};o (pt)loc

to be commutative. Here the upper horizontal map is given by the smooth pullback of the projection
of vector bundle = 1(0)* x¢ g to the base u~1(0)*/G, and the right vertical map is given as (5.2)
(noticing that u=1(0)* xg g S Z(4)°/G).

It is worth mentioning that there is an isomorphism [Dav, Theorem A1l]

HEM (1 (0)° xg g) = Hy,(W/G, ¢4),

where HEM denotes the (equivariant) Borel-Moore homology (Eqn. (A.4)), by abuse of notation ¢
denotes the descent function W /G — C and ¢, denotes the vanishing cycle functor in Eqn. (A.5).
We refer to the appendix for more discussions on the critical cohomology Hg, (W /G, ps) and its
properties.

By considering the K-theoretic version of what have been defined in §5.1, one will have dimensional
reduction to the K-theoretic QM invariants of symplectic quotients which have been extensively
studied (particularly on Nakajima quiver varieties) by the Okounkov school (e.g. [AO, , ,

, D

5.6. On quantum critical cohomology. In this section, we discuss how our pullback map (4.25)
can be used to define a quantum critical cohomology in two cases.

5.6.1. Compact-type case and geometric phase. We consider two special cases of our Setting 2.1.
The first special case is referred to as the equivariantly compact-type case, which is motivated by
the compact-type condition of | , Def. 4.1.4].

Setting 5.13. Notations as in Setting 5.1 and we assume ¢|xr, = 0.

The assumption implies Xf° < Z(¢). In particular, there is an element

Fo
(5.20) 1:= % e AL (Z(6))ioc-

Recall the canonical map defined in Eqn. (A.7), we have the following.
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Proposition 5.14. In Setting 5.13, the canonical map induces an isomorphism:

(521) HIJ?‘OM(Z(QZ)))ZOC 5 HFo(Xa @cb)loca
and the natural inclusion map induces an isomorphism:
(522) HIEDM(Z((ZS))loc E’ Hg,M (X)loc'

Proof. We first show (5.21). For any Fp-equivariant sheaf A on X, we denote the compactly sup-
ported cohomology

HYp (X, A) :=pxiA.

Recall that Borel-Moore homology (resp. critical cohomology) is the dual of the above cohomology
when A = Qx (resp. A = v4Qx). The Milnor triangle (A.6) gives a long exact sequence

o H. g (X, hg) = HE g (X, 04) — Hl p (Z(6),Q) — -+

If we can show HJp (X,%¢)ioc = 0, the isomorphism (5.21) would then follow from the same
argument as | , Lem. 4].

Let p : X — X be the natural closed embedding. For any Fy-equivariant sheaf A on X, the
equivariant localization [ , Thm. 6.2] yields that the map

ng(Xv A) — ng(Xv P*P*A)
becomes an isomorphism after applying localization, so we are left to show
(523) H;FO(Xv P*P*qub)loc =0.

Let j : X* — X be the open complement of i : Z(¢) — X, and let 7 : X* — X* be the Z-cover

obtained from pulling back the exponential map exp : C — C* along ¢. The composition j o 7 is

denoted by I. Setting 5.13 implies that p factor as the composition of h : X0 — Z(¢) with i.
Recall that g := i4i*[4*. Then we have

PP it L ™ = peh® ™00 1, ¥
= pap*lal*.

Since p is a regular embedding, we have p* = p'[d] where d is the relative dimension. By definition
of X* and Setting 5.13, we have the Cartesian diagram

& — X*
L
xR o x

Base-change (ref. | , Prop. 3.1.9]) implies that p' ol = 0, therefore (5.23) holds.
To show (5.22), recall the following long exact sequence

w1 (Z(¢)) = H" (X) — HgM (X\Z(9)) — .
Since X0 < Z(¢), so XT* = Z(¢)Fo. By localization, we know H}?;M(X\Z(éb))loc =0. O

—

The second special case we consider is referred to as the geometric phase, which is motivated by
the definition of geometric phase in | , Def. 1.4.5].

Setting 5.15. Let M be a vector space with an (H = G x F)-action, so that the G-action on the
0-stable locus M* of M is free. Let V. — M be an equivariant vector bundle together with a section
s € (M, V) which is G-invariant and transforms under F as character x~' : F — C*.

Let W be the total space of V¥ with the induced H -action and projection w: W — M. Define

bW T, g(u”) = (som(v”), v,
Let Z(s) € M be the zero locus of s. Assume furthermore that Z(s)*/G is smooth. Denote
Z:=n1YZ(s)), Z°:=nYZ(s)*), W?*:=x YM?).
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By an abuse of notations, we still write X = W?*/G and ¢ : X — C for the descent function.
There is an isomorphism: [Dav, Thm. Al]

(5.24) HEM(Z°)G) = Hp, (X, 04),

which goes in literature by the name dimensional reduction. Since Z¢/G is the total space of a vector
bundle over Z(s)*/G, we obtain by the assumption in Setting 5.15 that Z*/G is smooth. Hence,
there is a fundamental class

(5.25) 1:=[2°/G) e AL (Z°)@).

Recall the anti-diagonal class n € AL (> defined in (5.5). By an abuse of notations, we

denote its image in the corresponding Borel-Moore homology (via cycle map) also by 7.
In below we show the class n (after localization) sits in a smaller space.

Lemma 5.16. In Setting 5.13, we have
ne HEM(Z(0))ioe ® HEM (Z(6))10c-
In Setting 5.15, we have
ne HEM(Z° /@) o ® HEM (Z° | R)ioc-
Proof. In Setting 5.13, X0 = Z(¢)°. By the equivariant localization | , Thm. 6.2]:
HIEOM(Z(QS))lOC = HIEOM (X)loc'

Therefore the claim obviously holds.
In Setting 5.15, we have a commutative diagram

A 2 (\s

canl = \L can

Ay

TS
HFO (Xa 900) - H?‘()M(sz <P<Z5¢7) = HFO (Xa 90¢)®27

where TS is the Thom-Sabastiani isomorphism in §A.4 and we refer to §A.3 for the pushforward of
critical cohomology.
Note that n = Ax[X]. After localization and using the isomorphism (5.24), we know

ne HEM(Z*/G)ioe ® HEM (Z° /o 0
Using Lemma 5.16, we can write
n=mn81" € HEZ"(Z(¢))ioc ® HE" (Z(9))1oc,
n=ni B € He (2°/Gioc ® HE (27 /Gioe,
in Setting 5.13 and Setting 5.15 respectively. Moreover, QMg]?,’i:wlc’g(Crit(@, B) has a virtual class
[QM ™" (Crit(0), A i= N/ o v* ([M ] R17") € AR (@M~ (Crit(6), 8) ),

where 1 is given by Eqn. (5.20) or (5.25), v* is the flat pullback of (5.1) and +/f' is defined in (4.25).
Recall the evaluation map (2.7):

ev™ : QM%:M"g(Crit(@, B) — Crit(¢)",

which is proper at Fy-fixed locus, therefore we have a localized pushforward evy (see §A.1).
We extend the definition of quasimap invariants (Definition 5.6) to the following.

Definition 5.17. In either Setting 5.13 or Setting 5.15, let v1,...,vn € Hpy (X, ©4)ioc-
(1) The quasimap invariant

Gt )y o o= o (0 BB ) - el (ol [QM ™ (Crit(9), B)]'T) )

Here cl : Afo(—)loc — Hﬁ)M(—)loc is the cycle map and - is the intersection product in X"
with support on Crit(¢)™, we use (5.21), (5.24) to identify 7;’s as BM homology classes, and
Dx 1is the localized pushforward (Eqn. (A.3)) from Crit(¢)™ to a point.
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(2) The quasimap class is

<717 cees Ins *>g,6,n+1 = <717 <o Ins ni>g,5,n+1 771 € HF() (X7 SD¢>)lOC'
(3) The quantum product of v1,7v2 € Hp, (X, ¢¢)ioc 18
Y1 *®Y2 = Z <’717'727 *>07513 Zﬂ € HFO (X7 ()O(b)loc[[z]]'
BEN 4 (Crit(¢))

Remark 5.18. Quasimap invariants defined in Definition 5.17 are consistent with those in Definition
5.6 via the cycle map. They also satisfy the gluing formula and WDVV type equation as Theorems
5.7 and 5.11.

Remark 5.19. All invariants defined above depend on the choice of R-charge, which has been used
as an input in the definition of twisted quasimaps. Similar to the case of quiver varieties | ,
§4.3.12], we expect “constant quasimaps” to have not-necessarily zero degree, which depends on the
R-charge. Therefore, we do not expect the 5 = 0 component of Definition 5.6 (3) to recover the
classical product.

Remark 5.20. The above quantum product involves only three pointed QM invariants and is the
analogy of “small quantum product” in the theory of quantum cohomology. One can also define
the “big quantum product” using genus zero invariants with more than three points. The WDVV
type equations proved below will enable us to define Dubrovin type quantum connections exactly as
before (see e.g. [KM, §4], [RT, §9]).

5.6.2. WDVYV for the quantum product. Next we show the associativity of the quantum product as
defined in Definition 5.17.

Fix a collection of cohomology classes §; € Hp, (X, py) with i = 1,...,n and v; € Hp, (X, pyp)
with j = 1,2,3. For any partition A u B = {1,2,...,n}, we denote

5,4 :5i1"'5im EHFO (XA,QDA¢),

where A = {i1, -+ , i} subjects to the ordering condition i1 < - -+ < 4,,, and similarly denote Jp.
We introduce signs (—1)€1(4) (=1)¢2(4) by

(L AY2 AY3) AL A AG) = (=1 (v Ay A da) A (73 A dB),

(A2 Ag3) A (1A A Ga) = (1) (11 A vz A da) A (72 A 65).
Theorem 5.21. Notations as above, for any 8 € N (Crit(¢)), we have

Z Z (_1)61(A)<<7177276A7*>01ﬁ1773’687*>0,ﬁ2

B1+B2=p AuB={1,2,...,n}

= Z Z (_1)62(A)<<717’7376A7*>01ﬁ17727537*>01ﬁ2'

B1+B2=8 AuB={1,2,...,n}
As a corollary, by setting A = B = (J, we get the associativity of the quantum product.
Corollary 5.22. The quantum product in Definition 5.17 is associative, i.e. for any vi,v2,7s,
(71 #72) *v3 = 71 % (72 * 73)-
Proof of Theorem 5.21. Notice that by definition
<<717 V25 6A7 *>01ﬁ1 ) V3, 637 *>0,ﬁ2 = </717 V25 6A7 77i>01ﬁ1<77i7 V35 637 77J>01ﬁ2n.7
And for any 6 we have
<’717 V2, 5147 777;>0751 <7717 V35 537 6>01ﬁ2
= ®g 1 41+3,8, ® o, B|+3,8, [Mo,|a)+3 X Mo |pj+3] I K7 Ky KnK g Ky3XH).

Taking |A| = |B| = &, the assertion now follows from an analogy of Theorem 5.11 as explained in
Remark 5.18. O
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5.7. Towards quantum cohomology for (—1)-shifted symplectic derived stacks. In future
investigations, we expect to study a more general theory of quantum critical cohomology.

Let X be an oriented (—1)-shifted symplectic derived Artin stack over C (e.g. | , Def. 3.6]).
There is a perverse sheaf Py on X | , Thm. 1.3] (see also [I[XL.1] for the moduli scheme case).
When X has a torus F-action so that the shifted symplectic form transforms under a character x :
F — C* (see Definition 3.8), then Py is equivariant under Fy := Ker(x)-action. Its hypercohomology

7‘[ = Hcypo(.)(,,PX)v

is a generalization of the critical cohomology Hp, (X, ) in Appendix A.2.

Let R : C}, — F be an R-charge, the stack Mapffﬁ:w“’g(év/@”}%) is well-defined in the same way
as in §2.3. With an appropriate stability condition, there is a substack of “quasimaps”:

QMyG™"" (X /Ch) € Mapx™ """ (X/C}),
which is expected to yield a map

(I)EJ?Z,B : HBM(MQ*”) ® H®n - HI%)M(pt)loc

where § € Hom(Pic(X),Z), and provisional also an algebraic version
(I)!a]{i,ﬁ t Ax(Mg,n) ®CE" — Afo (Pt)ioc
along the lines of the preset paper, where C is the Chow group of certain stack associated with X.
In the case when X comes from the setting of gauged linear sigma models, i.e., it is a global
derived critical locus, one can take C to be the equivariant Chow group of the critical locus (or zero
locus) as in diagram (1.6), and q)gli 5 and Q)f]ofl’ g are related by the commutative diagram in loc. cit.
In the case when X = T*[—1]M is the (—1)-shifted cotangent bundle of a quasi-smooth derived
Artin stack M, there is an analogue of the dimensional reduction isomorphism | |:

HEM(M) = H,

and we may take C = Af" (M). With some care, the method developed in this paper is expected to
define both the provisional maps @3% 5 and @;OZ 5 as in Definitions 5.5, 5.17, which satisfies certain
compatibility conditions. The details will appear in a forthcoming work.

6. VARIANTS OF QUASIMAPS AND APPLICATIONS

In the previous sections, we defined virtual counts of quasimaps from arbitrary prestable curves to
the critical locus. Following works of the Okounkov school | , 86], | , §2.2, §2.5], [KZ, ]
which are based on | , §7.2], | , §7.2], one can consider a variant of the above quasimaps
by labelling a distinguished component of the genus 0 curves and putting relative marked points on
them. In this section, we use such a variant to define analogues quasimap counts. Our discussions
are kept sketchy as most constructions are similar as before.

6.1. Quasimaps with parametrized components and relative points. Notations as in Setting
2.1, we concentrate on the genus 0 case and label the distinguished component by

D ~ P!,
with relative points on it, which are distinct smooth points p1,...,p, € D. We fix a principal
C*-bundle Py on D and an R-charge R : C* — F (Definition 2.5) with a fixed isomorphism
(6.1) Py x¢x Ry = wp log, where R, := xoR.
The induced F-bundle Fy r is defined by
(6.2) Por = Py xcx R.

The isomorphism (6.1) then induces an isomorphism
(63) . PO,F XF X = WD, log-

Note that when R, is a non-trivial map, Py is determined by the R-charge as any C*-bundle on a
rational curve D is determined by its degree.
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Definition 6.1. A stable genus 0, D-parametrized R-twisted quasimap to Crit(¢)/G relative to
P1,s--.,Pn is given by the data

(Ovplla' s ,p;,ﬂ',P,u) )
where

e (C,py,...,p),) is a prestable genus 0, n-pointed curve with a regular map 7 : C — D,
e Pg is a principal G-bundle on C.
e u is a section of the vector bundle

(Pg xc " Po.p) xgxr W — C,

subject to the conditions:

(1) w(p;) = p; for all 7.

(2) There is a distinguished component Cy of C' such that 7 restricts to an isomorphism 7|¢, :
Cy = D and 7(C\Cy) is zero dimensional (possibly empty).

(3) There is a finite (possibly empty) set B < C' of points such that u(C\B) is contained in the
stable locus (Pg x¢ m* Py p) Xgxr Crit(¢)®.

(4) The set B is disjoint from all nodes and markings on C.

(5) we (2opi +2.q5) ® Ly is ample for every rational number € > 0, where Lg := Pg x¢g Cy, C
is the closure of C\Cy, p; are markings on C and g; are nodes of C n Cp.

The class 8 of such a quasimap is given by the degree of the principal G-bundle Pg.

Remark 6.2. By stability, there should be a marked point in the last component of every rational
tail attached to the distinguished component Cy of C. As all points in the same rational tail are
contracted to a point in D, by the condition 7(p}) = p;, we know there can not be other marked
points in the same rational tail (see | , Figure 1] for an example of its shape).

Therefore, all components of C' (other than Cj) have exactly two special points (marked points
or nodes), and 7* Py p X p X = welog 18 automatically satisfied. Pullback of the isomorphism (6.3)
provides a preferred choice of such an isomorphism.

Remark 6.3. When n = 0, by stability, C = Cy = D = P! in above. Definition 6.1 dramatically
simplifies. In §7, §8, we will study in detail the so-called vertex function (also known as hemispherical
partition function) defined by such quasimaps with oo ¢ B.

We denote
(6.4) QM = QML= (Crit(¢)/G, 8, D)

el,p1,....pn

to be the moduli stack of stable genus 0, D-parametrized R-twisted quasimaps to Crit(¢)/G with
relative points pi1,...,p, € D in class 8 as in Definition 6.1. It is a closed substack of the similar
moduli stack of quasimaps to W /G considered in | , Def. 3, Thm. 8]. In particular, it is DM of
finite type. Similar to Theorem 2.14, if the F-fixed locus in the affine quotient (Crit(¢)/.zG)™ is
finite, then the Fy-fixed locus (QM )% is proper. Note that properness in this setting holds without
assuming Ker(R,) = 1 or using balanced twisted maps, since the data of principal F-bundle is fixed,
and hence so is the r-Spin structures occurring in the theory of balanced twisted maps.
Forgetting maps and principal bundles gives a morphism
QM5 %, (Crit(6)/G, B, D) = U, ...,

rel,pi,...,pn

to the stack Uy, ,... p, of underlying n-pointed trees of rational curves with one parametrized compo-

nent Cp =~ D and relative points p1,...,p, € D. In fact, denote D[n] to be the Fulton-MacPherson
stack of (not necessarily stable) n-pointed trees of rational curves with one parametrized component

—_—

Cy =~ D, which is a smooth Artin stack locally of finite type over C | , §7.2]. Let U < DI[n]
be the open substack where every component of the rational curve (other than D) has at least two
special points. Define Up, .. ,. by the following Cartesian diagram

n

- >
UP1;~~~7Pn U

ok

{(plaPQa s 7pn)}(—> Dn7
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where m sends the n-pointed trees of rational curves to the image of marked points under the
contraction to D. Away from the big diagonal of D™ (i.e. the locus of n-distinct points on D), the
map 7 is a smooth morphism. Therefore we know U, ... p, is also smooth.

6.2. Corresponding quasimap invariants. Let C be the universal curve over S := Uy, . p,.-
Similar to (4.8), we consider the mapping stacks (relative to .S):
Mapg “'**(C, [Crit(¢)/H] x S) — Bunj; ~**(C/S) — Buny. ~**(C/S),
where Bun)~“*s(C/S) := Mapy "*(C,[pt/e] x S) for e = H =G x F or F.
Pulling back the pair (Py p, 3) given in (6.2), (6.3) from D to C' € S via the map in Definition

6.1 defines a section S — Buny **(C/S). The base-change along this section defines/gives the
following pullback diagrams

Mapy~“'*#(C, [Crit(¢)/H] x S)p Bung(C/9) S

R

Mapy~ “'*%(C, [Crit(¢)/H] x S) —= Bunj; ~**(C/S) — Bun}. "**(C/S9),

where QMTR"_M“g (Crit(¢)/G, B, D) is an open substack of Mapy~ “'**(C, [Crit(¢)/H] x S)p deter-

el,p1,...,
mined by the stablhty conditions in Definition 6.1. Similar to Theorem 3.26, each ‘fiber’ of

f: Maps “'*(C,[Crit(¢)/H] x S)p — Bung(C/S) Xpt/ap [W/G]™

has a (—2)-shifted symplectic structure. The construction of §4.2 (as in Definition 4.13) then defines
a virtual pullback

(6.5)  A/f': Al <%unc(C/S) [pt/G]"

As in Definition 5.5, we can define

(’:b)S) A (QME S, (Crit()/GL5.D)) .

.....

Z n S
BT, = ponrs oV T o v (Bunc(e/s)]09-) - 4P (ZE) A p

where 2( ) 2( )
TL S TL S
v : Bung(C/S) X [pe/cr (7G”¢ ) — Bung(C/S) x (7@? )

is a smooth map.

More generally, one can put insertions in above: let P — C be the universal (G x F)-bundle on
C, for T € Kgxr(pt), we form

P XGxF TE KF(C),

where the F-action is induced from the quasimap stack @M. One can restrict this class to the
distinguished component QM x Cy = QM x P! and also QM x Q — QM x P! for a finite number
of distinct points Q in P'.

Definition 6.4. Notations as above, we define

(6.6)
(I)R’?_f) ({Tz}‘Ql ) = PQMx e} (n eFO ((P XGxF Ti)|QM><{mi}) ﬁ) e} \/70 14 %UHG C/S) X —])
T;€EQ
A (20 AL

The above construction can be generalized to the case when
D=DiyuDyu---uDy

is a chain of rational curves (D; =~ P!) with relative points p1,...,p, € D and Q is a finite number
of distinct smooth points in D. One fixes a principal C*-bundle Py and an R-charge R; : C* — F
(Definition 2.5) on each component D; such that (6.1) and (6.2) hold on each D;. Then one defines

VA n(b s
AP ()2, Q) A (%) = AL (D) 1oe

exactly as Eqn. (6.6).
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If each p; is fixed by a torus K action on D, and each 7; has corresponding equivariance, the
above map can be defined on (Fy x K)-equivariant Chow groups.

6.3. Degeneration and gluing formulae. When D =~ P! degenerates to a union D; U, Dy of
two smooth rational curves gluing at p such that Q < D is identified with Q' < Dy u, Dy (where
Q' n{p} =), and [D] = B, [D;] = B (i = 1,2), one has a degeneration formula:

(6.7) QLR BD (77419 ) = 1R utb2DivnDz (73191 ),

.....

where Ry - Ro is defined using the multiplication in F. Using a diagrammatic notation as | ,
Eqn. (23)], it is represented as

D,

_ M

b1 Pn b1 --- Ds Ps+1 -+ Pn

Let p1,...,ps € D1, Ps+1,--.,Ppn € Da. We break the rational curve Dq U, Do into Dq and Dy with
relative points p1,...,ps,p and Psy1, ..., Pn, p respectively. We then have a gluing formula as (5.6):

658) @I (nh2 Q)-)
= Y (2 (o @0 D) @D (mihuicqan,, @ D2)) (~ E)
B1+B2=p

where the right-hand-side

n+2 1\s
(6.9) ¢R17ﬂ17D1 ® @Rz,ﬁz,ézn AFo (Z(n12¢)
is defined similarly as (5.3). The only difference between (6.8) and (5.6) is that here we parametrize
component D and relative points, so the nodal point p can not be deformed. Using a diagrammatic

) - Aib (pt)loc

notation as | , Eqn. (25)], the formula can be represented as follows
D X7
p'4E _ \ ¢
pl ps p5+1 pTL p1 pé, \ps+1 pTL

The proof of (6.8) and (6.7) follows the same way as the proof of Theorem 5.7 and as well as in the
symplectic case [Oko, §6.5] [PSZ, Eqns. (23), (24)]. We leave the details to interested readers.

6.4. Quasimaps invariants with parametrized components, relative and smooth points.

6.4.1. Generalities. For distinct smooth points p1,...,Pn,q1,---,qm € D, one can consider the open
substack

Ry =wiog . Ry =wiog
(6.10) QM, 1y, %, (Crit(9)/G, B, D) = QM. g, "%, (Crit(¢)/G, 8, D),

51, g1;--,dm

consisting of quasimaps such that 7=1(q1),...,7 1(gm) € Co are away from the base locus B (where
7 is as in Definition 6.1). Then we have evaluation maps’

evp,, evg, QM3 %%, (Crit(9)/G, B, D) — Crit(6)/G.

rel,py,...,
Sm,qi;..., qm

As in (6.6), we have in this setting:

(6.11)
oy, (k21 Q) = [Tevyso (H e (P xaxr 7)lou x(a)) ) o/ F ov*([Bung(C/9) B -)
""" j=1 z;€Q
D (ZEZ) - ancrivonse
14 As [Oko, pp. 80, §6.4.9], here evp, are evaluation maps at relative points p} in Definition 6.1. As any principal

Zr-bundle on a rational curve is trivial, the target of the evaluation map is the GIT quotient without the finite group
automorphism as in Proposition 2.8. Maps €vq; are evaluations at 7r*1(qj) e Cp.
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6.4.2. Some distinguished quasimap invariants. Let D = P! and (C;“ be the 1-dimensional torus
acting on P!, i.e. in the homogenous coordinate [z,y] € P!, g € Cy acts via

qlz,y] = ¢ 'z, qy].
In below, we use the following notations
h:=—ci(q), T:=FxC;, Ty:=F xCj.

Write 0 = [0, 1] and o0 = [1,0]. If p; and g; are all either 0 or oo, then C}¥ and T act on

QM i= QM2 (Crit(#)/G, 5, D),

.....

Sm,qi,..., qm

and P xgxF « also has C:‘;—equivariant structure obtained via the R-charge R : (C;“ — F. In this
case, the map (6.11) can be defined equivariantly with respect to the Tp-action.
Asin | , §2.4, §2.7], we also introduce a few invariants needed in the below discussions.

Definition 6.5. (1) When n =0, m =1 and ¢; = oo € P! and Q = {0} in (6.11), we define
1
V7(2) =Y. 0507 ({71,{0}) € AD (Crit(9)/G)ioc [ 2]
ﬁ 0
This is called the vertex function (or hemispherical partition function) with descendent insertion .
When 7 = 1, we simply write
V(z):=V=1(2),
which is an analogue of Givental’s I-function [Giv] (see also [Oko, §7.2.1]).

(2) When n =1, m =0 and p; = o0 e P! and Q = {0} in (6.11), we define

V() = Zz%g’ﬁ*”’”(h}, {0}) : AT(2()°/G) — AT (pt)1oc 2]
B

This is called the topologically twisted vertex function® with descendent insertion 7.
(3) We denote the limit

If 7 =1, we simply write

i(2) 1= m V7 (2) - AT (2(0)°/C) — AD (pOocl[2].
Notice that since m = 0 (i.e. no smooth points labelled), the pushforward can be defined using only
Fy-localization (as the Fyp-fixed locus is already proper), hence VTisa polynomial in /2 and the above

limit is well-defined.
(4) Whenn=m =1,let p =0€ P! and ¢; = 0 € P! and Q = ¢ in (6.11), we denote

J(2) = N PBEAT AT (2(9)°/G) — AT (Crit(9)/@iocl[=]-
B oe]
We sometimes view J(z) as an operator
AL (Crit(0) ) Grocll 2]l — AR (Crit()/G)ioell <]
by using the embedding Crit(¢)/G — Z(¢)*/G.

Definition 6.6. Let n =2, m = 0 with p; = 0 and py = o0 in (6.10). We take the R-charge to be
trivial, which is possible as wiog,p = O in this case. For each o € X(G), we define
Z(F¢)®

a(z) = N 2P (g AT (=) 5 ATo ocllz]-
M (2) = 3 o), 0) Az (ZE) A2 00el]

150ne call it “topologically twisted” as domain curves of relative quasimaps can develop rational tails attaching
to the distinguished component Cp = P! and we integrate over all such possible configurations.
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Fix a basis aq,...,ay of the free part of the character group X(G). For a curve class 8 €
Homy(X(G),Z), we write §; = B(a;) € Z. Then we can write

(6.12) 2P = zfl szN

Since the definition of the J-operator involves a smooth marked point, Ty = (Fp x C)-equivariant
localization is needed to define invariants (Fp-fixed locus is not necessarily proper). The degenera-
tion and gluing formulae hold for this Ty-equivariant case to prove the following result, where our
argument follows closely [Oko, Thm. 8.1.16].

Theorem 6.7. For any 1 <i < N, we have
0J(z) B o
() = - MU ) @ () (- B + 5 (a(Fa) 0 ()

where the tensor is defined as (6.9) and the class n is applied to the factor of M*i(2) labelled by oo
and the factor of J(z) labelled by 0, L, is the line bundle on X = W |G associated with o € X(G).

Proof. Let C be the universal curve with universal map [u] : C — [W/H]. For any a € X(G), extend
it trivially to a character a € X(H), write L, for the corresponding line bundle on [W/H] and
Lo = [u]*L, for the pullback. Let i : QM — C be the section of mga : C — QM corresponding
to the marked point 0 € Cy which is mapped to 0 € P! under contraction map 7 in Definition 6.1.
Then
(P xaxr @) |omxioy = TQmsis(1*La)
= TQM= (Ea ® i*OQM)
= FQM*(EQ ®7T*(OQ))

Therefore we have

Me(2) = g (el mQure(La @ 7*(00))}, {0}) |
B

here compared to (6.11), we write explicitly the insertion inside the bracket for convenience .
Recall the definition of curve class

BEHomZ(X(G),Z), 6(6) = degC(PG XG(CE)'
As in [Oko, Eqn. (8.1.4)], we have

(6.13) Bla) = (2;)6{07@1\4* (Lo @T*(Og — Ox)) €Z

In fact, we have (see e.g. Equs. (7.1), (7.2)):
Op1 (—{0}) = Opi (=1) g™,  Op1(—{o0}) = Op1(~1) q.
Hence we obtain (recall i := —c1°(q)):

1’7 (La @7 (O — Ox)) = ¢f° (T (La @7 Opi(=1))® (g — ¢ "))
= —2h-rk (moms (Lo @ m*Op1(—1)))
= —2h - x(C,P xg Co, @ m*Op1(—1))
= =2 x(P', mx (P x g Ca) ® Op1 (—1))
= —2h- degp: (74 (P x ¢ Ca))
= —2h-degq (P xg Cp)
= —2h- ﬂ(a)v

where the third equality is by the base change to a C-point (C,p},...,p,,m, P,u) of QM and the

sixth equality is by Riemann-Roch and adjunction formula x(C, —) = x (P!, 74 (—)).
By definition, we have

0J(Z) 1 N ~ 5 R, 1[p>1
= =— Z ﬂ(az)zf zf, Q)O%B )
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Combining with Eqn. (6.13), we have

0J(z) _

—2h—~
0z;

2 I (CEYRENEL I ChINTY

BERS LEP (e rgra(Lo, @ T (O2)). (})

ZZB

We simplify the two terms in the right hand side separately below.
The degeneration and gluing formulae (6.7), (6.8) imply that the first term is equal to

(Z 5(I)R 1,6,P* <{C WQM*(£O(1®7T ( {O}) Z ﬁ@RﬁP) 777).
Q

Let i, : QM — C be the section of mgar : C — QM corresponding to the marked point at co. Then
eU:oLa = i;koﬁa = WQM*iOO*i;koﬁa = TTQM=x (Eoz @ioo*OQM) = T‘—QM*(EQ ®7T* (OOO))7

where we use the smoothness condition at o0 in the last equality. Therefore by projection formula,
the second term becomes

1 1
- E 2P (c1(La;) N —) OQIS’B’P :
Zg 0

Combining the above, we obtain the statement. O

6.5. Quantum connections and quantum multiplications from parametrized quasimaps.

6.5.1. Quantum connections. In the special cases of Setting 5.13 or Setting 5.15, similar to Defini-

tion 5.17(1), the operator @ .5, ?pn can be defined on critical cohomology
Q17 -4qm

HFU(X7 (p)®n - HFO (X7 (p)®m

loc *

By using the analogue of Definition 5.17(2), M®(z) becomes an operator:

M (2)(—&n") i : Hry (X, 06) [2] = Hro (X, 05)10c[2]-

Here we recall that Fy-equivariance can be enhanced to Tp-equivariance as special points used to
define M“(z) are Tp-invariant.
Next we introduce the quantum connection. Consider the trivial bundle:

Hry (X, 00) x Cl[21, 29, .-y 2n ]| = Cll21, 205 - -, 28],

where z;’s are as in (6.12).
One can define a “quantum connection” on this bundle:

N
(6.14) V=d- Z (2)(— @) s dzi.

1 2h21

Using Theorem 6.7, the J-function in Definition 6.5 is then a gauge transformation'®, which trans-
forms V to a connection of the form

whose flatness is then obvious.

16T his means J satisfies dJ = JA — BJ which is the equation usual gauge transformations satisfy. We know there
are examples where J(0) = 0, meaning it is not invertible in the formal power series. However it may be possible that
J has convergence property on the Kéhler moduli space such that it is invertible for generic z.
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6.5.2. Quantum multiplications. Using the analogue of Definition 5.17(3), we obtain a quantum
multiplication

* 1 HFU(X7 (P¢)®2 - HFO (X7 (p¢)l00[[2]]7

and hence an operator

(6.15) Y (=)t Hiy (X, 00) = Hri (X, 08)10c[2];

for any v € Hp, (X, pg). It is an interesting question to explore the relation between the multiplica-
tion * here and the quantum product * in Definition 5.17. We note that even for the special choice
of ¢ discussed in §5.5, this comparison already appears to be unclear at the moment [IX7, Footnote

1], [ , §1.2].

6.5.3. Bethe ansatz. Similar to §5.6, via a topological version of the invariants on critical cohomology,
a quantum multiplication is expected to exist without the assumption in Settings 5.13 or 5.15. For
each character a € X(G), the topological version of &(z) : Hg, (X, py) — Hp, (Pt)1oc[[2] in Definition
6.5(3) defines a element in Hp, (X, ¢g)ioc[[2] using Verdier duality, the quantum multiplication
&(z) * (=) by which is given as in (6.15).

The following is an analogue of [AO, Prop. 9], | , Thm. 17], which are partially developed
from physics consideration of Nekrasov and Shatashvili [NS1]. It states that eigenvalues of the
above multiplication can be computed from the saddle point equation of the integrant when we
write the vertex function V*(z) (Definition 6.5 (1)) as a contour integral.

Let g be the Lie algebra of a complex n-dimensional reductive group G and (si, ..., s,) be the
coordinates of g.

Ansatz 6.8. Assume V(z) has a formula in terms of an integral of a meromorphic n-form on an
n-cycle in g, which in the limit lims—¢ is approximated by the saddle points of the integrant, then
the eigenvalue of &(z)» (—) is given by the symmetric polynomial a(sq, ..., s,) with (s1,..., s,) lies
in the saddle locus of the integrant.

In §7.4, §7.5, §8.1.4, §8.2, we will compute vertex functions and corresponding saddle point
equations for several quivers with potentials.

7. VERTEX FUNCTIONS AND BETHE EQUATIONS FOR Hilb™(C?)

In this section, we compute vertex functions for the Hilbert schemes Hilb™ (C?) of points on C3
(ref. Example 2.3). We determine their “saddle point equations” via the Mellin-Barnes integral
method. This gives the “Bethe equations” for the representation of the 1-shifted affine Yangian as
studied by [ ].

7.1. Cohomology on P!. We first recall some basics on equivariant cohomology of P!. Following
§6.4.2, we write

P! = ProjC[z, ],
with a Cj-action so that weight of z is —1 and weight of y is 1. The point o is [1: 0] in the
homogeneous coordinates, and 0 is [0 : 1]. In particular, the local coordinate function around oo is

y/x which has weight 2 and the tangent space at oo has weight —2. The line bundle O(1) has the
space of global sections being

HY(P', 001)) =C?,

with C¥-eigenbasis given by 2 and y. In particular, y : O — O(1) g~ ' is up to scalar the only
Cy-equivariant section that is non-vanishing at the point 0. Equivalently, endow the ideal sheaf
O(—{0}) € O with the induced equivariant structure, we have

(7.1) O(-1) g = O(—{0}),
with the isomorphism induced by y. Similarly, we have

(7.2) O(-1) ¢! = O(—{0}),
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which is induced by x : O — O({0}), up to scalar the unique C¥-equivariant map non-vanishing at
oo. With the above convention, we have

b @ttt if d >0,
H* (B, 0(d) ") = 0, =t
—(q72+q74+"'+q2d+2)7 if d<—-2.
Let c1(q) = —h € HZ,(pt). For any character a of a torus T' containing C7 as subtorus, let
q

u:=ci(a) € H¥(pt). We express the equivariant Euler class of
xp1 (O(d) ¢"a) = H*(P',0(d) ¢%a)
in terms of I'-functions in below. For this purpose, we define
Pan(2) 1= T(2/2h),

which is a meromorphic function of z € C with only simple poles at z = —d(2h) with d € N. The
quasi-periodiciy of I'-function then yields

z
(73) 1—‘25(2’ + 2h) = ﬁl—‘gh(z),
or equivalently
2h z—2h
FQFL(Z) = 7F2h(z + 2h), FQFL(Z) = %th(z — 2h),

where all the equalities are as meromorphic functions. We also have the special value
Dop(2h) =T(1) = 1.
Then by quasi-periodicity, we have the following equality of meromorphic functions in u:

FQh(U)

(7.4) e’ (xp1 (O(d)g"a) — a) = WNM’

VdeZ.

This is an analogue of the Pochhammer symbol. Using quasi-periodicity, we evaluate the residue

(75) Resy—_o4n th(u), for d = 0,
to be
. B . (2h)d+1
(7.6) u:llszldh(u + 2dR)Tap(u) = u:llngdh(u + 2dh) ({0 7 20) -~ (u £ 2d7) Topn(u + 2dh + 2h)
Top(2h)(2R)4H1 ~(=1)%(2n)
~ (—2dh)(—2dh + 2h) - -+ (=2h) d!
(2h)d+l

T (0(d)g?) — 1)
Combining it with Eqn. (7.4), for any d € N, we also have

Ton(—2dh)
Ton(0)

where although both the numerator and denominator on the right hand side are taking values at
poles, the ratio is well-defined. Hence we make the convention that

(7.8) el (1) _ 1
' e (xer (0(d)g?) e (xe1 (O(d)g?) — 1)

although e”'(1) is zero, we keep this factor for convenience and write the above, which is equal to
(7.5), so that the right hand side of (7.7) makes sense.

(77) Resu:,th FQh(U) =2h
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7.2. Vertex functions with insertions. Work in the setting of Example 2.3. Fix an R-charge
(7.9) R:C* - F = (C*)?3, tw— (t774,t772,t7°%), with o; € Z.
Then we have

Ry =x0oR:C* > C*, tw—t7 7177277,
Recall Definition 6.1 and consider the moduli stack (6.4) (with n = 0)

QME(P! Hilb"(C?)) := QM x=wres (Hilb™(C?), d, P!)
of stable genus 0, P!-parametrized, R-twisted quasimaps to Hilb"(C?) in class
d € Homz(X(GL,,),Z) ~ Z.

The action of F on W (ref. Example 2.3) induces an action on QM (P!, Hilb" (C?)). Moreover the
action of C¥ on P! induces an action on QM (P!, Hilb"(C?)) which commutes with the action of
F. Therefore the moduli space has an action given by the products

(710) T:=F x C;‘, To = F() X C;‘
Proposition 7.1. There is a T-equivariant isomorphism
QME(PL, Hilb™(C?)) = P,y a(X,n),

to the moduli space of Pandharipande-Thomas (PT) stable pairs (F,s) on X = Totp1 (L1 D L2 D L3)
with [F] = n[PY] and x(F) =n+d [PT, . Here L; = Op1(—0;) satisfies L1 ® Lo ® L3 = wp1.

Proof. This is similar to [Oko, Exer. 4.3.22] and [Dia, Thm. 1.9]. Let Pr denote the principal F-
bundle obtained by removing the zero section of Opi(—01) @ Op1(—02) ® Op1(—03). By Definition
6.1 and Remark 6.3, a C-point of QM (P!, Hilb" (C?)) is given by a principal G = GL,-bundle Pg
on C = P! and a section u of the vector bundle

(Pe x¢ Pr) xaxr W = (P x¢ Pr) xaxr V® (Pg ¢ Pr) xaxr EndV)®

3
= PG ng@(PG Xa gndV)@)(—D(PF XFcfgi)
i=1
=VOENAVRLL ®ENAV R Lo DENAY ® L3, where V := Pg xg 'V,

such that outside a finite (possibly empty) set B < C of points, u(C\B) is contained in the stable
locus (Pg x¢ Pr) xaxr Crit(¢)®. Recall the setting of Example 2.3, we know this is equivalent to
a section s € H°(C,V) and commuting homomorphisms ¢; : ¥V — V ® L; such that on C\B, the
morphisms s and ¢;’s generate V. Interpreting ¢;’s as Higgs fields, the above is equivalent to a pure
one dimensional sheaf F' on X with a section s : Ox — F such that Coker(s) is zero dimensional.
The above construction works in families and gives an isomorphism of two moduli spaces which is
obviously T-equivariant. O

Remark 7.2. To do wall-crossing, besides using the e-stability on quasimaps (Remark 2.7), one can
also consider the Z;-stability | , , ] on Calabi-Yau 4-folds which generalizes PT-stability.

Definition 7.3. An R-twisted quasimap in QM (P!, Hilb" (C?)) is smooth at oo € P! if o0 ¢ B for
the base locus B in Definition 6.1. Denote the open subscheme of such R-twisted quasimaps by

QM [ o i= QM (P Hilb™ (C?))sm, 0 € QM (P!, Hilb"(C?)).

Observe that the open subscheme QM f

<m0 18 invariant under the action of 7' (7.10) and there
is a well-defined evaluation map

v : QM o, — Hilb™(C?),

which is T-equivariant (here C¥ acts trivially on the target). Although this map is not proper, it
is Tp (and in particular T')-equivalently proper, i.e. it is a proper map on the Tj (and in particular
T)-fixed locus, because the T-fixed locus coincides with the Tp-fixed locus which is a finite number
of reduced points:
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Proposition 7.4. (] , Prop. 2.6], Proposition 7.1)
(QME®, HIb"(C*)" = (QME(P", Hilb"(C?))) "
are finite number of reduced points. Therefore

(QMcfsm,OO) T (QMcfsm-,OO)TO

are also finite number of reduced points.

We can then define the equivariant pushforward map by torus localization!”:
(7.11) Voo 1 AL (QM Gl o) — AL (Hilb™ (C?))ioc,
’7|(V,u)
’7 [ Z EVoox —
(V,u)E(QMfsm,@)T \/GTO (TZ\]},U)QMme,oo)

where TV QM fsm,oo is the virtual tangent complex given by the restriction of the tangent complex
of the derived enhancement of QM (fsm)oo to the classical truncation.
Let V be the tautological bundle on QMFE

1 . . . . . .
sm.oo X 7, which is T-equivariant. The inclusion

{0} — P! induces an embedding
L QM ¥ {0} > QMG o x P
Pullback along ¢ defines ¢*V on QM(fsmm. More generally, for any 7 € Kgxr(pt), we have (V) €
KT(QMfsm,oo x P1) and also 7(1*V) € KT(QMfsm,ao) defined similarly. More specifically, write
T = YR s,
where sy, are irreducible representations of GL,,. Let Fr(V) be the framed bundle of V, then
T(V) = Y #1515 - Fe(V) xaL, Sa,-

2

Parallel to the tautological insertions/descendent insertions in DTy setting, e.g., |
there are vertex functions with descendent and tautological insertions.

Definition 7.5. With evyy given by (7.11), we define
| ) 1= evos (e70(7(1*V))) € AL (Hilb™(C?))ioc,

where d denotes the degree of quasimaps.
The vertex function with descendent insertion 7 at 0 € P! is defined as

| TH(2) = Z | Y424 e AT (Hilb"™(C?))10c[2])-

deZ

3 Y ]7

Similarly, the vertex function with tautological descendent insertion 7 at 0 € P! is defined as

[Pz m) = Y evs (€75 (31 (V) @ €™) - €™ (7(4V)) ) 7 € AT (HID™ (C))ioe [m] [ 2]
d

where C* acts trivially on moduli spaces and e™ denotes a trivial line bundle such that c(lc* (e™) = m.

Remark 7.6. One can also consider K-theoretic vertex functions which recover the above one by
cohomological limit (e.g. | , §0.4]).

We expand |7)% under the torus fixed points'® \ € Hilb"(C3)%0, labelled by 3d Young diagrams
(i.e. plane partitions) of n-boxes (i.e. size n). Define QMfOO:)\ by the Cartesian diagram

(7.12) QM oy —{\}

oo

eV

QMfsm)oo —2> Hilb"™ (C3).

171t is consistent with Definition A.1 by virtual localization formula [OT, Thm. 7.1].
I8For Calabi-Yau subtorus Fy € F, we have Hilb™(C3)F = Hilb™(C3)F0 as schemes | , Lem. 4.1].
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Replace (QMJ,,, ;)" in (7.11) and Definition 7.5 by the subset (QMj*,_,)", one defines

| T>§ € A?;o (pt)locu
E2EDNEE
A

where we use localization formula (A.1) to identify

AR HIYC e P AP (D)o
AeHilb" (C3)Fo

which obviously satisfies

Definition 7.7. We write

|oa(2) = D15 2" € AL (Pt)ioe 2],
d

and similarly define | 7)x(z,m) € AL (pt)ioc[m][[2]] based on ev(o0) = A € Hilb™(C3)%o,

7.3. Computations of vertex functions. Now we fix a 3d Young diagram A of size [A\| = n. We
write each o € X as (i1, 42,43) with 4; € N.

Lemma 7.8. (QMfOO:A)T consists of pairs (V,u) such that
V= C—D ‘C;Zl 5512 ‘C;iao(zil,izﬂ's) qul’iz’is )

(il,iz,ig)e)\
where z;, i,.is € N subject to the condition
(713) Zi1,i9,i3 = Riy—1,i2,i35 Ri1,in—1,i3y Zi1,i2,i3—1;
and

T
ue H' |PLYV® @ EndV)®L;
i=1,2,3
is the T-equivariant section given by the canonical maps
O = O(20,00 - {0}),  O(zis—1is,is - {0}) = O(ziy.iz,is - {0}),
O(2iyis—1,is *{0}) = O(Ziyinis {0}): O(241i0,ia—1 - {0}) = O(24yin 5 - {0}).

Proof. Under the isomorphism in Proposition 7.1, it follows from similar analysis as [ , §5.2]
which we recall as follows. Note that (QM, ;foo: )T consists of pairs (V, u), where

V=L
oeEA
with each £, a T-equivariant line bundle on P!, and w is a T-equivariant section of
W=vVa®e @ End(V)® L;
i=1,2,3
which is smooth at co. The latter is equivalent to the following two conditions.
(1) s:Op1 — L(g,0,0) is a T-equivariant section non-vanishing at co € P!,
(2) for each o = (i1,1i9,43) € A, the maps
L —1i,i) @ LT = Liy insigs Liinin—1ig) ® L3 = Liyinsias Linsinsia—1) @ L3 = Liy i is
are all T-equivariant and non-vanishing at co € PL.
An C¥-equivariant section of a line bundle exists and non-vanishing at oo € P! only if the line bundle

is O(d) q? for some d € N and such section is unique up to scalars by (7.2). Keeping this in mind,
the two conditions above then implies that
Liiyinis) = L1 L3 2 L300 (2iy g i) 4717279,
where z;, 4,4, € N for each (i1,42,43) € A subject to the condition
=

Ziy,ig i3 Riy—1,ig,igy Ri1,ia—1,izy Riy,iz,iz—1s

for any (iy,42,13) € \. |

To determine the pushforward map in (7.11), we need to compute:
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Lemma 7.9. For any T-fized point (V,u) € (QMF,_,)" < (QM},, )", we have

(T T (xer ()e” (xer (Diy End(V) ® L1))
VT QM) = T End(V)) /

for certain choice of sign.

Proof. Recall that QM . is an open subscheme of QM®x=“1o=(Hilb"™(C?),d,P') whose virtual
class is constructed by the pullback map (6.5) (take fundamental class of Bun as domain). More
specifically, relative to

%unH x=Wos (L) ~ Bung (P,

the symmetric obstruction theory is given by Eqn. (4.20) whose restriction to the closed point
(V,u) € (QMf,_,)" (in K-theory) is

(7.14) RI'(W) + RI'(W)Y,
where W is the W-bundle given in the proof of Proposition 7.1:
(7.15) W=VBENdVRL ®ENAVRQ L ®ENAY ® L.
The tangent complex of Bung (P!) at point V (in K-theory) is
(7.16) —RI'(EndV).
Taking half of (7.14), plugging in (7.15), and adding (7.16), we get
3
m = RI(V) + Y. RI(EndV ® £;) — RT(End V)
i=1

in K-theory. Taking the Euler class finishes the proof. |

Let t; (i = 1,2,3) be the torus weights of F' and h; = c¢f'(¢;). For o = (i1, ia,43), we introduce the
following notations

3
{o,08) = 4101 + 1209 + 1303, do = 25 +{0,0), Xo=1] 't5%t5", hg=— Z ijh;.
=1

Then
‘C;il 5512 ‘C;iao(zil,izﬂ's) qu = O(ZD + <07 D>) Xo ng = O(dﬂ) Xo qu_<a7D>'
Using Lemma 7.9, we obtain the following explicit calculations of vertex functions.

Proposition 7.10. Notations as above, we have

| ae Z Snde T OW)0))e™ (e (End(V)))

(z0)e e (xp1 (V))e™ (xp1 (D;_, End(V) ® L;))
Z Snde (T (Eoer £o)li))e™ (e (o ren £o” ® £2))
(soyoen €T (xp1 (Xaer L£))T (xp1 (D1 X wer Lo ® Lo ® L1))

_ 2\ 2oer ds Ton(he + {0, 0)h — (ds)2h)
= Z <%) (2h) "M (ha — (o, 0)h + 2d.h) H 2F2h(h + {(0,0)h + 2h)

A

(Zn)ne/\
1—[ 1—[ Tapn hgth/+<U7D>hf<a’7D >ﬁ7(dg* D/)2ﬁ,+hi+a’iﬁ)
i=1 o,0’e Ton(he—hy +{o,0)h—{o,0’)h+h;—0c;h+2h)

I Ton (o 140, 05h—{o,0'sh—(da—dos)2h)
o,0’eX Ta2pn (ho—hy +{o,00h—{o,0’yh+2R)
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Similarly,

| TOA(z,m) =

Z S € O (V) @ ™) e (7(V) g0y) € (xmn (End (V)
Zo)oe eTo (X]PI (V)) eTo (X]Pl (@13:1 gnd(]}) ® El))

1—[ \ F2I§(h(gg—<aim>h>—ﬁ(dg%2)h)
ne n(ho+{o,0)h+2
Z Znek h — <0‘ D>h + 2d h) th(hzn+<d,ﬂ>ﬁ7(dg)2fi+m)

(Z0)aex 0EX  T'ap(ho+{o,0)h+2h+m)
1—[3 1—[ F2h(hD_hD/+<U)D>h_<0)ul>h_(dg_dn/)2h+hi+aih)
i=111o,0’ex T2p(ho—hyr +{o,0)h—{o,0")h+h;—o; h+2h)

[L . Dl (do—d, )20
o,0/eX Tap (ho—hy +{o,00h—{o,0'Yh+2h)

(z

A

Remark 7.11. The factor I'25(he + {(0,0)h — (ds)2R) for o = (0,0,0) is T'an(—d(9,0,02R) with
d(0,0,0) € N, hence undefined. Nevertheless, by (7.6), (7.7), (7.8), we understand it as

— d 0,0,0 — d 0,0,0

d(0,0,0)! di,0,0! eTo(1)
where e70(1) = 0. Similarly, in the formula of |7)x(2) and |7)x(z,m), many factors are undefined
because they have poles. To make sense of the expressions in Proposition 7.10, we interpreter all
such ratios as above. By Proposition 7.4, we know all the e7°(1)-factors in the denominator are
cancelled by some e’ (1)-factors in the numerator, therefore the expressions are well-defined.

Lon(—d0,0,02R) =

In what follows, we use Ansatz 6.8 to explore potential representation theory behind.

7.4. Contour integral. As in [AO, §1.1.6], [PSZ, Prop. 4.1], one can use Cauchy residue formula
to write the generating series in Proposition 7.10 in terms of a contour integral.
Define the following

HDE)\ Hs 1 HD o’/ e)\( h’ﬂl + h’s)
Hu,u’e)\(hm - hD/) ’

A} = I (T Hilb™ (C?)) =

which is well-defined and non-zero by | , Lem. 4.1], and
3
A>\ e HDE)\ hu HS:]. Hu,u’e)\(hﬂ - hu’ + hs)

' [Tosoren (o — i) ’
A [1o.0exTon(he = ho + 0,00k — (o, 0")h + 2h)
9 - Hue)\ FQh(hu + <0', D>ﬁ + 2h) H?:l Hu,u’e)\ th(ﬁm — Ay + <0’, D>h _ <0’, D/>h +h —oih + 2h)7

A)\
Ay = A%‘ X A_i’
A Dan(he + (o, 2)h +m + 2h)
AN AT 2h
A,\(m) = A2 X Ai‘ X g\ 5%

Proposition 7.12. Notations as above, we have

so=ho—(o.on  Top(s [T, Donlso — s + h + ok
A 2h — (—2n) i=1 ds.
| TOx(z,m) = J al HT $0)z Ton 5D+m H T P— H Sa,

DEA o,0’eX DEA

which is independent of (sc)s. And C is a real n-cycle determined by the properties
(1) in the s(g,0,0)-plane, it encloses 5(g,0,0y = —d(2h) for any d € N;
(2) inductively, in the S(i1,in,is) ~Plane, it encloses
S(i1+1,i2,i3) — S(i1i2,is) +o1h+ hy = 7d(2h), V de N,
S(i1,ia+1,i3) — S(i1,iasis) + ooh + hy = —d(2h), YV deN,
—d(2hr), V deN.

8(irinsia+1) — S(irin,i) T 03N+ h3
Similarly, we have

Sg— D o,o0 ]——‘ o — oo h 7
|T>>\ J A)\ HT Z/2h’) " < >hr2fz 1_[ HZ L 2h(8 Sor * oift ndSD7

DEA o,0’eEA P2h - SD

DEA

which is independent of (sa)s, and C' is the same as above.
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Proof. We evaluate the integral via iterated residues. For this purpose, we fix a linear order s; of
the variables s; in such a way that the orders of s;, 41,4455 Siy,i0+1,i5, Si1,iz,is+1 are all bigger than
the order of s;, i,.i5- Such an ordering always exists but might not be unique. In other words, we
evaluate

so th H th So — Sor + hy + Uih)
R s, ° -R s A So 1=1 ,
€Ss,, €Sg, >\ HT (Z2h 1—‘25 Pa— m ) H 1—‘25( — SD,)

DEA o,0’eX

where the residue of s, is taken at s = —do2h + fic + {0, 0) .

Now evaluate the iterated residue inductively. For example, the initial step is to evaluate s(g,0,0),
which is always the first in the above-mentioned order. The factor I'sz(8(9,0,0y) has a pole at s 9,0y =
—d(0,0,02h, the residue of which is

Ton(—d(0,0,02h)

T21(0) ’
where the ratio is understood the same way as in Remark 7.11 hence well-defined and non-zero. In
particular, I'y;(0) = % the factor (0) is the corresponding factor from A7, and the I'ap(2h)-

(2h)

factor is the corresponding factor in A3. Similar for the inductive process. The iterated residue then
is given by the formula stated above. O

7.5. Saddle point equations.
Proposition 7.13. At h — 0, critical points of the integrant of | 7yx(z,m) in Proposition 7.12 are

determined by the equation
Si+m s; — 85 — hs
z =
n n 8; — SJ + hs’

i s=1j#1i

foranyi=1,... ]\
Make substitution Z = 22k in |Tyx(2). At h — 0, critical points of the integrant of | TH)A(2) in
Proposition 7.12 are determined by the equation

(7.17) l_[]_[ . Sﬁzs

foranyi=1,... |)\.

Proof. We prove the first statement, as the second is proven in a similar way. Recall Stirling’s
approximation formula. For x contained in a bounded region, as i — 0, we have

InTop(z) = (1/2R)(x(In(x) — In(2R) — 1) + o(R)).

Keeping this in mind, apply Sﬂ(as )ln( ) to
L5 22nS0) Don(s 1—[ HZ 1 Ton(s0 — S0 + hy + O'iﬁ)7
Ton( Su+m Bt Iop(sc — sar)
we obtain
2h(ln( z) —In(ss +m) + In(ss) — Z In(se — s0) + Y. (s — s5)
o’#0o o’#o
3 3
- Z Z In(ser — 8o + hs) + Z Z In(ss — $or + hs) + o(h)).
s=1o'#o s=10o’#no
Setting it to be zero, taking limit 7 — 0, and exponentiating, we obtain the desired equation. O

7.6. Bethe equations. We recall the Bethe equation of the Fock space representation of the affine
Yangian of gly as written in | , Eqn. (6.1)]:

3
_ a; —u a; —a; —h .
e N R

) )
a-fa-+h
i i J ]

Here we write the functions additively and focus on the case when k£ = 1 in loc. cit.. With the
substitution s; = a; — u — A, 2 = ¢~ 'p, this is a special case of Proposition 7.13 with m = .
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It is known from | | (see also [L.Y] for related study from physical point of view) that

P HE* (Hilb™(C?))

is a representation of the 1-shifted affine Yangian Y; (g/[\l) In particular, the Borel subalgebra action
is constructed from the general cohomological Hall algebra framework [KXS]. Different shifts of
Yangians associated to the same Lie algebra have isomorphic Borel subalgebras.

Now we give evidence that Eqn. (7.17) is related to the Bethe equation of Y3 (g/[\l) Notice that
the result of | , Cor. 5.7] gives an algorithm of calculating the Bethe equation from the ¢-
characters of the representation. Recall that a Drinfeld fraction of a representation of the Borel
subalgebra which lies in a certain category O is a collection of rational functions of the form

[1G-e ]Gt

? J

with one rational function for each simple root. The degree of each rational function in such a
collection agrees with the shift of the Yangian when the action of the Borel algebra extends to the

action of a shifted Yangian [[1Z]. In the case the Lie algebra is g/[\l, such a Drinfeld fraction is one
single rational function ¥. The g-character of such a representation can be written in the form
[ , Eqn. (4.30)]:

Xg = m(Y)(1 + Zmi)XOa

where m(%)) is determined by ¢ in an explicit way (which we omit here), and in turn determines a
factor in the Bethe equation where z is replaced by the variable s;. The factor x¢ is not used in the
algorithm. The factor (1 + )}, m;) determines a factor in the Bethe equation (the formula of which
again we omit), although we expect it to be independent of the shift of the Yangian.

Our result in (7.17) is expected to be related to the Bethe equation for Y; (g/[\l )-representations.
Although the Bethe Ansatz for such representations has not been studied, the algorithm [ ,
Cor. 5.7] can be formally applied. In particular, the factor 1/s; in (7.17) agrees with the Drinfeld
fraction for representations of Yl(g/ﬂ)

We conclude this section with the context of the Bethe equations obtained from quasimaps to
quivers with potentials. As has been mentioned, this is largely motivated by works of the Okounkov
school [AO, , ]. Tt is well-known that cohomology (resp. K-theory) of Nakajima quiver
varieties carry the structure of representations of the Yangians (resp. quantum loop algebras) | ,

, ]. Such representations also carry the structure of integrable systems, known as the Casimir
connection and the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov connection (resp. their g-analogues). These structures
of integrable systems are realized geometrically as the quantum connections and shift operators.

Nevertheless, there are large classes of representations of the Yangians which can not be realized
as cohomology of Nakajima quiver varieties. Indeed, if the Lie algebra is non-simply-laced, the
Yangians are constructed from quivers with potentials which do not reduce to symplectic quotients
[YZ]. For simply-laced Lie algebras, quivers with potentials are necessary to construct the higher
spin representations [BZ]. Moreover, | | indicates that the construction of cohomological Hall
algebras of more general quivers with potentials provides a generalized notion of Yangians, examples
of which coming from toric local Calabi-Yau 3-folds are expected to recover shifted affine super
Yangians. Therefore, it is natural to expect that quivers with potentials provide a more general
framework for geometric construction of quantum groups, whose associated integrable systems are
expected to come from quasimaps to quivers with potentials.

More precisely, in the example of Hilb"(C?), the quantum group in question is the 1-shifted affine
Yangian which has a triangular decomposition

Vi(gh) =Y Y@y,

which acts on @, Hg/'*(Hilb™ (C?)). The algebra structure on Y+ as well as its action are constructed
via the usual framework of cohomological Hall algebra [I<5]. The algebra Y is commutative, whose
action is realized as cup product by tautological classes on @,H§*(Hilb"(C?)). The coproduct

of V1 (g/a) is expected to come from a stable envelope construction. The braiding on the module
category is an R-matrix, which is expected to relate to some S-operator. The quantum connections
and the S-operator form a commuting system.
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8. MORE EXAMPLES OF BETHE EQUATIONS

Following the same strategy as above, one can compute vertex functions and saddle point equa-
tions for other quivers with potentials. In below, we give a brief overview for two more examples,
one is the quiver with potential that describes perverse coherent systems on Op:(—1, —1) as studied
by Nagao-Nakajima [NN], the other one defines the higher sly-spin chains in the lattice model.

8.1. Perverse coherent systems on Op:(—1,—1).

8.1.1. The target. Let m € Z~o and consider the following quiver with potential (where V; denotes
a complex vector space of dimension v; for i = 0,1 in below):

ay
m
Vel 5 2w
N2
pl,..,pm+k a1, s qm

[m]

The quiver Q:;l with potential ¢,, given by
aibirasby — a1baazby + p1biqi + pa(bigz — b2q1) + -+ + P (b1Gm — b2gm—1) — Pm+1b2Gm.-

A+
Let SJJT(QM’¢M)(UO,@1) be the corresponding moduli stack of cyclic stable framed representations®®

Ceyelic
(ref. [NN, §4.3 & Fig. 9]*°). It is a projective scheme which parametrizes stable perverse coherent
systems in stability chambers between PT chamber and the empty chamber in [NN, Fig. 1] (e.g. it

recovers the moduli space of PT stable pairs on Op1(—1, —1) when m — o0).
A+
We define an acton of F' = (C*)3 on mé?yzi’fT”)(vo,vl) as follows: for (t1,t2,t3) € (C*)3, it acts
trivially on by, scales by by t3, scales a; by t;, scales ay by to, scales ¢; by tg_l, and scales p;

by tltgtg_i. It is straightforward to check that the torus weight of the potential ¢, is titsts. In
particular, the Calabi-Yau subtorus Fy = {(t1,t2,t3) € F |t1tats = 1} preserves ¢,.

8.1.2. Torus fixed representations. Consider combinatorial arrangement as in the figure below:

Definition 8.1. ([Sze, §2.4], [NN, §4.5]) A finite type pyramid partition of length m is a finite
subset A\ of the combinatorial arrangement of length m such that for every stone in A, the stones
directly above it are also in A.

The following are the pictures for some finite type pyramid partitions with length 3 and length 4
(ref. [NN, Figure 12]):

A finite type A finite type
pyramid partition with length 3 pyramid partition with length 4

190ne can also consider the quiver with potential (Q;, ¢m) as in [NN, §4.3 & Fig. 10], the whole section extends
to this setting.
20Here we use the labelling in the arxiv version of [NN].
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In general, finite type pyramid partitions with length m consists of: 1 x m black stones on the
first layer, 1 x (m — 1) white stones on the second layer, 2 x (m — 1) black stones on the third,
2 x (m — 2) white stones on the fourth, and so on until we reach m x 1 black stones.

Notation 8.2. We write o for a stone regardless of its color, o for a white stone, and e for a black
stone.

The following result classifies torus fixed cyclic stable framed representations.

Proposition 8.3. ([NN, Prop. 4.14))
(@ 6m)

Ceyelic

(@ m)

Ceyelic

(v07vl)F = (Uovvl)Fo

are finite number of reduced points and parameterized by finite type pyramid partitions of length m
with vg white stones and vy black stones.

At each F-fixed point A, the tautological bundles Vy and Vi have basis respectively labelled by
the white and black stones in A. Each basis element spans a F-weight space, with the F-weight
determined by the position of the stone.

Example 8.4. For example, by our conventions on the torus action, the weights of the black stones
on the top layer of a finite type pyramid partition are

1 t3; 135 .. tgn_l.
The weights of the black stones on the layer 3 are
tits, tatg; Lit3, totds sttt oty L
The weights of the black stones on the layer 5 are
13, titots, t5t5 5 t1ts, titats t5ta; ..., t1ty 1t 5t L,
The last one is the 2(m — 1) + 1 = (2m — 1)-th layer, where the weights of the black stones are
L e T S L 73 S A A

We use the following terminology in order to describe the relative position of one stone with
respect to another one:

front

left <—T—> right
() V(1)
back
(t3)

Furthermore, in this terminology the word above will mean up with respect to the paper surface, and
below will mean down with respect to the paper surface.

8.1.3. Torus fized quasimaps. Fix an R-twist as (7.9), where o; € Z (i = 1,2, 3) such that
—01 — 092 — 03 = 72
As in §7.1, we define C} action on P! and

TZFXCZX;, T():F()X(C:‘;.

5+
For \ e mg?ygjm)(vo, v1)¥, as in the previous section, we define the moduli stack

A+
QM,f(Pl,W(Qm’d)m)(vo,vl))oozx

Ceyelic

of R-twisted quasimaps to E)ﬁé vg, v1) which are smooth at o0 and whose image under eval-

cyclic

uation map evy is A\. Here d = (do,d1) € Z? denotes the degree. As F acts on the target and C}
scales the P!, the moduli stack has a natural T-action.
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Proposition 8.5. Let A\ be a finite type pyramid partition of length m with vy white stones and vy
black stones. For each o, we denote the black stone in front of (and above) it by egont, the black
stone at the back of (and above) it by enack. For each o, we denote the white stone on the left of

(and above) it by olese, the white stone on the right of (and above) it by orighs.
Then the T-fized points of QM (P!, mtgff;jm)(vo, v1))oo=x are finite and labelled by the following
data: for each stone o, we associate a number ds € Z. The collection (ds)sex 1s subject to the following

conditions:
(8.1) de = (i —1)o3 if e is the i-th stone on the first layer,
do = dego,

do = da,,. for each o,

de > d

de > d

+ o3 for each o,

o T 02 for each e,

owgne T 01 for each e,

with Y, .\ do = do and Y, de = d;.
Proof. This is similar to Lemma 7.8. On a fixed point, we have
V():@;Co, V1:®£c

with each £, a T-equivariant line bundle on P! and all the maps are T-equivariant. For example,
the condition d, > d + o3 for each o comes from the fact that the map

®£;1 _’Eo

®front

Lq

®front

of vector bundles on P! is C¥-equivariant and non-zero at o € P*. O

8.1.4. Vertex functions and saddle point equations. As in Definition 7.7, one can define the vertex
function without insertions:

|29 (2) € AL (Pt)ioc (=],
and can explicitly compute it as Proposition 7.10. As the expression is very complicated and not
so suggestive, we do not present it here. By the Mellin-Barnes integral method as in Proposition
7.12, we can write the vertex function as a contour integral, with variables s? (i = 1,...,v) and sj
(j =1,...,v1). As in Proposition 7.13, we obtain the following saddle point equatlons.

Eo=fﬁ@?+( / FHH@O’S — h3) (s} *SW

11 1-— z)hg)nizl(so e hl)(s T ) for each j=1,...,v0,
Z1 = 1 Hfol(gis 7h1)(s 7807712) foreach j=1,...,1
[T sk + (1 —i)hs)  T124(s5 — 7 + hs)(s5 — s7) .
where By, := ¢’ (t,) (k = 1,2,3) are the equivariant parameters.
Based on calculations, it is expected from | ] that the direct sum
D HEH O (o 01)

(vo,v1)

of critical cohomologies carries the structure of a representation of the shifted super affine Yangian
of gl(1|1). Therefore, it is natural to expect the above equations to be related to Bethe equations of
the shifted super affine Yangian of gl(1]1), which to our knowledge has not been worked out from
representation theoretic point of view.

8.2. Higher sls-spin chains. For any k € Z-(, consider the following quiver with potential
Q
A a)
o o) 6 = tr(1*FQQ).
Q

They are related to non-simply-laced Yangians and higher spin representations of simply-laced Yan-
gians, which originate from physical literature including | , Ce,
Fix the dimension vector to be N at the square node and n at the c1rcular node. Let

Gi=GL,, F:=(C*)N x (C*)?
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where (C*)V < GLy is the maximal torus with coordinates (€%, ..., e% ) and the action of (t1,t2) €
(C*)? is given by scaling the arrow @ by t; and the arrow [ by t5. Define the G-character
0:=det™" : G — C*,
which gives the usual cyclic stability. Define the F-character
X:F —C*  (e™,...,e" t1,ty) — tith.
Then the Calabi-Yau subtorus is
Fo={(e™,....e" t1,t2) | t1t5 = 1}.

By definition,

W = Hom(C",C") x Hom(C",C") x Hom(C",C"),
and the torus Fy-fixed points of Crit(¢)/G are labelled by the following set

N
{)\=(k1,...,kN)eNN 0<k; <k, Zk:n}
=1

In what follows it is convenient to consider A as an N-tuple of 1-dimensional Young diagrams with
length no more than k& and n many boxes in total. The position of each box o € X is determined by a
pair (i, h) called its coordinates, where i = 1,..., N says the box lies in the i-th Young diagram, and
h € N says this is the h-th box in this 1-dimensional Young diagram. Note that the cardinality of this
set is equal to the dimension of n-th weight space in the sls-representation (Symk ((C2))®N. Indeed,
the action of the Yangian on the cohomology has been constructed by Bykov and Zinn-Justin [BZ].
Consider the moduli stack QM E (P!, Crit(¢)/G)w=x of quasimaps as (7.12) with R-charge:

R:C* > F, tw (1%, .. N 77 1772)
subject to the condition o1 + kog = 2.

Proposition 8.6. The (Fy x C¥)-fized points on QME(P!, Crit(¢)/G)sw=x are labelled by tuples

{(zo)oe,\ | subject to (1) and (2)}

Here for each o € X\ with coordinates (i, h), we write {o,0) := hog + 01 — e, and do = 2, + {0, 0).
Then, the tuple (zo)oex is such that each z, € N, and

(1) for each i =1,...,N, the sequence (z;p)nen form a 2-dimensional Young diagram;
(2) 2ioerdo = d.

We omit the proof, which is similar to that of Proposition 8.5. The same calculation as in the
proof of Proposition 7.13 gives the following constraint of eigenvalues of quantum multiplication.
Write A := ¢l (t2), then we have the following equations for variables s;’s:

N
[[-2—% . ﬁ sizsitho g
i1 % —s; +kh PRl s;i—s;—h
By specializing a; = -+ = ax and & to certain values, these equations agree with the well-known
Bethe equations of higher slp-spin chains in the lattice model e.g. [Ba, Eqn. (54)], | ].
When k = 1, by dimensional reduction [ , Thm. A.1], we have an isomorphism

HE (X, ) = HE (T* Gr(n, N)).

Following §5.5, the quasimap invariants of the quiver with potential above should recover those in
[’S7]2L. In particular, we see our Bethe equations recover theirs [’S7, Thm. 2?2 when k = 1.

In the framework discussed in §7.6, the above is an example of reproducing higher spin Bethe
equations using quivers with potentials. We further expect that the same method can be applied to
recover Bethe equations for non-simply-laced Yangian representations as studied in [YZ] and higher
spin analogy of sl,-spin chains considered in [ ]

2176 be more precise, [ | considers K-theoretic invariants. The K-theoretic version of our quasimap invariants
will have dimensional reduction to theirs (see §5.5). Alternatively one can recover their cohomological limit from our
(cohomological) invariants.

22In loc. cit., they use K-theory instead cohomology theory, so & is multiplied instead of being summed.
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APPENDIX A.

In this section, we recall the notions of Borel-Moore homology, vanishing cycle functor, critical
cohomology and their basic properties. Some standard references are [I, v, ]. We also refer to
[KX5] for the construction of cohomological Hall algebra (COHA) structures on critical cohomologies.

A.1. Equivariantly localized pushforward. When a map is proper, one has its pushforward in
Chow groups. It is useful to extend the definition to the equivariantly proper setting. Let

f:X-X
be a Fp-equivariant map between Deligne-Mumford stacks, where Fj is a torus. Let j : Y — X be
a Fy-invariant closed substack, by [[{re, Thm. 5.3.5], there is an isomorphism
(A1) iyt AR(YT0),0 5 ARV ).

Here for any AL° (pt)-module M, we write its localization
Mloc =M ®Ai0 (pt) Aﬁb (pt)locu
where AL? (pt)joc is the field of fractions of AL (pt).

Definition A.1. Assume Y is proper over X’. We define an equivariantly localized pushforward:

FyFog0liva)
R SL NSIEN

(A2) f* : Afo (Y)lOC Afo (X/)locv
where fyr, := flyr : Y0 — X' is a proper map and fy r,, is the usual pushforward.
One can similarly define an equivariantly localized pushforward
(A.3) Ja HﬁM(Y)loc - I%)M(X/)locv
for Borel-Moore homology (introduced in Eqn. (A.4)) by using the isomorphism
Z.Y>l< : Hg)M (YFO)loc E’ Hg)M (Y)loc
due to | , Thm. 6.2].
A.2. Borel-Moore homology, vanishing cycle and critical cohomology. Let D%(X) be the

bounded derived category of constructible sheaves of QQ-vector spaces on a complex algebraic variety
X, and Dx be the Verdier duality functor for D2(X).
If X is smooth of dimension d, then
Dx (=) = (=)"[2d].
We also refer to the sheaf Dx (Qx) as the dualizing sheaf, and use the shorthand
]D)X = ]D)X (Qx)

In particular, Dy is the vector space dual. We write the structure morphism of a complex algebraic
variety as px : X — pt. Then the Verdier dual of the compactly supported cohomology is

(A4) HZ(X)Y :=Dpt(px1Qx) = px«Dx,
which is the Borel-Moore homology HPM (X) of X in the usual sense (e.g. [Iv, §IX]). We refer to
[ , §2.6], [ , §C.2] for basic properties of six functor formalism used in this paper.

There is a cycle map [, §19]:
cl: Ay (X) — HPM(X),
which is a graded group homomorphism. We refer to [I[<V, §3.2] for a more general theory of Borel-
Moore homology on stacks.
We will also consider the critical cohomology in the following setup. Let X be a complex manifold
and
¢: X —->C

be a regular function, referred to as the potential function. We define the functor of vanishing cycles:
o : Do(X) — DL(Z(9)),

(A.5) ©s(F) 1= RTRe(p)=0(F)|z(s), where Z(¢) := ¢~ (0).

Here we use an equivalent definition due to | , Ex. VIII 13].
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By Remark 2.2, without loss of generality, we may assume for some r > 1, there is an embedding

Crit(¢) — Z(¢"),

and note that the underlying topological spaces of Z(¢") and Z(¢) are the same, so are their Borel-
Moore homology. Denote the embedding of the zero locus by

i:Z(¢) > X.
Recall the Milnor triangle (also known as the canonical triangle):
(A.6) Yy — pp — 1%,
which is a distinguished triangle of functors to D%(Z(¢)). We are primarily interested in the complex
»4Qx, which is supported on the critical locus of f. If X is smooth, then ¢4Dx is also supported
on the critical locus. Without causing confusion, we also consider both ¢4Qx and psDx as objects
in D%(X).

The critical cohomology®® of (X, $) is defined to be
H(X,04Qx)" = Dpipx1pQx = pxspgDx.
For simplicity, we also denote this by H(X, ¢4). More generally, for any A € D%(X), we denote
H(X,A) :=Dppx1A.

The Milnor triangle (A.6) gives a natural transformation ¢4 — ¢*. Using the description of ¢, in
Eqn. (A.5), this natural transformation is induced by

RFRC(d))ZO — ld .
In particular, applying Dptpz1, we obtain a canonical map from BM homology to critical cohomology
(A7) can : HPM(Z(¢)) = Dppz1Qz = Dppz1i*Qx — DppziveQx = H(X, py).

Without causing confusion, for any closed subscheme V' € Z(¢") (with r > 1), we also denote the
composition of can with HEM (V) — HBM (Z(¢")) =~ HEM (Z(¢)) as

(A.8) can : HBM(V) — H(X, pg4).

A.3. Functoriality. The functor ¢ is natural in the sense that if f : X — Y is a map of complex
manifolds and ¢ : Y — C a regular function, then there is a natural transformation

(A.9) Vo fsx = [xbpor,

and hence by duality, a transformation

(A.10) frpgor = o -

Both of them agree and become natural isomorphisms when f is proper (ref. | , Ex. VIII 15]).

As in the case of Borel-Moore homology, critical cohomology has functoriality under pullbacks and
proper pushforwards assuming potential functions are compatible. More precisely, let f : X — Y be
a map of complex manifolds, and ¢ : Y — C a regular function. Usual adjunction gives morphisms
in D%(Y):

Qy — f+Qx, fiQx —» Qy[—2dim f], where dim f :=dim X — dimY.
Applying Dyipy1pe to the latter, and composing with Eqn. (A.10), we obtain

Dpipy19sQy — Dpipyr19s iQx [—2dim f] — Dpipy1 fipgorQx [—2 dim f],
which we denote by
[ H(Y, 04) = Hyi2dim f (X, @gof)-
While the homological degree is useful in general, in the present paper we sometimes omit it for
simplicity. Similarly, assuming f is proper, applying Dyipy1pe to Qy — f+Qx, using Eqn. (A.9)
and the fact that f, = fy for a proper map, we obtain the proper pushforward

Je t HX, @gor) = Dpipy1 fivgorQx — Dpipy19s f+Qx — Dpipy196Qy = H(Y, @g).

230ne can say it is more appropriate to call it critical homology as we take the dual of a cohomology. Here we
follow the convention from the literature and call it critical cohomology.
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A.4. Thom-Sebastiani isomorphism. Given complex manifolds X,Y with regular functions ¢ :
X —>C,¢:Y — C, one can define g [H¢' : X x Y — C as the sum of the two pullback functions.
Denote

. . . k j

iz(e) X iz =jok: Z(9) x Z(¢)) > Z(¢H) > X x Y
to be the natural inclusions. There exists an isomorphism of functors from D%(X x Y):

% TS
k*oomer = 9 X0y,

called Thom-Sebastiani isomorphism (e.g. [Mas]). It is easy to see that this is compatible with the
natural morphism in Milnor triangle (A.6), i.e. the following is commutative

(13

(A.11) k* ¢ gmer g X Qg

L

L 70 B %)

Indeed, by [Mas, Lemma 1.2] the natural transform TS comes from

RI'Regp=0xRe¢'=0 = RI'Re¢mo'=0,

which in turn commutes with RT'Reg>0xReg'>0 — id and RI're¢mer=0 — id, hence implying (A.11).

A.5. Equivariance. If X carries a Fy-action, where Fj is a complex linear algebraic group, we
denote H ;" Fo (X)¥ to be the Verdier dual to the corresponding equivariant compactly supported
cohomology of X. More generally, we can consider cohomology valued in an equivariant sheaf (see
[ ]). For any equivariant complex of constructible sheaves A on X, we define

H, 5y (X, A) :=Dyp A

We denote this by Hp, (X, A) for simplicity (when A = Q, we simply write it as HEM (X)). This is
a module over Hf, (pt), the ring of conjugation invariant functions on & := Lie(Fp)*.
Suppose X is a smooth complex algebraic variety and endowed with a Fy-invariant regular function

o: X —C.

As in [Dav, §2.4], we assume every z € X is contained in a Fy-invariant open affine neighborhood.
The vanishing cycles functor ¢4 applied to any Fp-equivariant complex of sheaves on X, results in an
equivariant complex of sheaves. All the discussions above carries to the equivariant setting. Notice
here that the function ¢ has to be Fy-invariant for the vanishing cycle functor to be well-defined in
the equivariant setting. With this definition of equivariant (co)homology, one has the cycle map

c: Au([X/Fo]) — HEM(X),

where we follow e.g. | , Def. A.2.(2)] to define the left hand side via Totaro construction [Tot].
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