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Abstract

This paper introduces a concrete relation between genus zero closed Gromov—Witten
invariants of Calabi—Yau threefolds and genus zero open Gromov—Witten invariants of
a Lagrangian A-brane in the same threefold.

Symplectic cutting is a natural operation that decomposes a symplectic manifold
(X, w) with a Hamiltonian U(1) action into two pieces glued along the invariant divisor.
In this paper we study a quantum uplift of the cut construction defined in terms of
equivariant gauged linear sigma models. The nexus between closed and open Gromov—
Witten invariants is a quantum Lebesgue measure associated to a choice of cut, that
we introduce and study. Integration of this measure recovers the equivariant quantum
volume of the whole CY3, thereby encoding closed GW invariants. Conversely, the
monodromies of the quantum measure around cycles in Kahler moduli space encode
open GW invariants of a Lagrangian A-brane associated to the cut.

Both in the closed and the open string sector we find a remarkable interplay between
worldsheet instantons and semiclassical volumes regularized by equivariance. This leads
to equivariant generating functions of GW invariants that extend smoothly across the
entire moduli space, and which provide a unifying description of standard GW po-
tentials. The latter are recovered in the non-equivariant limit in each of the different

phases of the geometry.
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1 Introduction

In this work we introduce a new direct relation between genus zero closed and open topological
string potentials. We find an explicit and computable description of this relation by studying

the quantization of a classical geometric construction known as symplectic cutting.

A symplectic d-dimensional manifold (M,w) with a Hamiltonian U(1) action admits a
well-known reduction to another manifold (My,wy) = (M,w) J U(1) of dimension d — 2,
known as the symplectic quotient. The symplectic cut of M consists of the union of two parts
(M+,w<) each of dimension d, glued along a codimension-two locus isomorphic to (M, wp).
Symplectic cutting and the inverse operation of symplectic gluing are basic constructions
of classical symplectic geometry and thanks to their functoriality property, it is possible to

relate classical and quantum geometric data of (M,w) to those of (M4, w<) and (Mg, w).

The symplectic cut construction has a very broad range of applications, and throughout
the paper we focus on the setting of toric Calabi-Yau threefolds. Every toric CY3 (X,w)
admits a Hamiltonian U(1)? action, and the corresponding moment map defines a polytope
with boundaries and corners where the action degenerates, see Figure [l The toric setting
admits a natural class of symplectic cuts associated with hyperplanes of rational slope within
the moment polytope of (X, w). As we explain in the main body of the paper, there is a close
relationship between this class of symplectic cuts and a class of Lagrangian submanifolds

known as “toric Lagrangians” studied extensively in the physics literature.

P3

Figure 1: Moment polytope of Opz(—3), with a hyperplane defining a symplectic cut.

In this paper we initiate our study of quantum symplectic cuts by considering equivariant
Gauged Linear Sigma Models (e-GLSM) with target (X, w)ﬂ We focus on worldsheets with

genus zero and one puncture (disks), and consider both A and B-type boundary conditions.

'Here the equivariant parameters ¢; are associated to a symplectic quotient description (X,w) = C™*3 //
U(1)" where they are related to rotations of the ambient space C"™3.



While the study of B-branes in e-GLSM is well developed, A-branes are much less understood.
One of the main results of this work is a proposal for including toric A-branes in the e-
GLSM framework. This proposal is motivated by the relation between symplectic cuts and
toric Lagrangians in classical geometry, and is supported both by a physical interpretation

and by explicit computations of the A-brane’s superpotential.

Main results
We now sketch the main results and the logical thread of the paper.

The partition function of an e-GLSM with a space-filling B-brane computes the equivari-
ant volume of X corrected by genus-zero worldsheet instantons, schematically

FP(t e) = FL (t,e) + FE. (t,¢). (1.1)

inst

We will refer to FP as the “quantum volume” of X P| Here the leading behaviour of the
semiclassical part F2 ~ vol(X)+ ... in the equivariant parameters defines the regularized
classical volume of (X,w), and the instanton part collects contributions of order e #* that
vanish at large ¢, for 3 the instanton charge. The CY3 quantum volume FP is a solution
of the equivariant Picard—Fuchs equations corresponding to a space-filling B-brane. Other
solutions correspond to quantum volumes of B-branes supported on toric divisors and their
intersections, both compact and non-compact.

The first main result of this paper is the observation that equivariance ties together
semiclassical and instanton contributions to quantum volumes in highly nontrivial ways, and
that this leads to a unification of solutions of PF equations from different chambers of the

Kahler moduli space into globally defined expressions.

Conventional solutions of Picard-Fuchs equations are expressed as power series in e %%,
which tend to obscure global analytic properties of quantum periods. By contrast, an impor-
tant feature of the e-GLSM framework is that it provides exact closed-form expressions for
FP . resummed to all orders in the worldsheet instanton parameters. These provide control
over the global analytic structure of FP (¢, ¢), which reveals remarkable phenomena that had

been missed by previous studies based on series solutions to PF equations.

To illustrate this point, let us consider the quantum volume of a space-filling brane in the

2Tt is known that FP encodes genus-zero closed Gromov-Witten invariants, thus providing a direct con-
nection to the closed topological string free energy through the relation FP ~ t%04 Faw — 2Faw upon
extracting the regular part in equivariant parameters [CPZ22].



resolved conifold (the computation can be found in Section

FP(t,e) =e " T'(ey — €1) T(eg + €3) T(eq + €4) o F} (61 +€3,61 + €456 — €0+ 1 e_t)
+e ' T(er — ) T(ea+e3) e+ €a) oFy (€24 €3,60 + €a56a — €1 + 1ye77)
(1.2)

This expression is suitable near the large volume point ¢t — +00, as oF}’s can be expanded

as a power series in e ',

However, as we show in Section {4} using analytic continuation it
is possible to write an equivalent expression suitable for expansion near the conifold point

t—0

F(El + 63) F(Gg + 63) F(€1 + 64) F(EQ + 64) %
F(El + €9 + €3 + 64)
X e3 o F (61 +€3,60 + €356 +ea +eg+eg;l —ef) . (1.3)

FP(t,e) =

The quantum volume FP” and its splitting have remarkable analytic properties in t.
On the one hand, both FZ (t,¢) and FL (t,¢) feature jumps across different phases of ¢t.
On the other hand, analytic continuation between — makes it manifest that the full
expression for FP(t,¢) extends smoothly across all phases. This involves highly nontrivial
cancellations in the jumps, whose physical origin can be traced to worldsheet instantons of
vanishing size. It is worth noting that both equivariance and worldsheet instanton effects are

essential to the unification of quantum volumes into globally defined objects.

To illustrate the other main results of the paper we switch to e-GLSM with target mani-
folds defined by symplectic cuts of X E| Let Xo = X J/ U(1) be the quotient manifold along
which the cut is performed, in the example of Figure [1] this is a U(1)? fibration over the
hyperplane. The quantum volume, which is defined by an e-GLSM with target space X,
will be denoted HP(t,c,¢) and will play a central role throughout the paperﬁ Exact all-
instanton expressions for H” can be found in the main body of the paper for all examples

that we consider. There is a natural splitting

HP(t,c,e) = HE (t,c,€) + HE (t,c e€). (1.4)

inst

into the semiclassical volume H2, ~ vol.(Xy) + ..., and instanton corrections HE, of order
e ke=Bt  Similarly to the case of FP, also the splitting of HP features remarkable
analytic properties. Both the classical equivariant volume M2, (t,c,¢) and the instanton
corrections HE (¢, ¢, €) feature jumps across different phases of (t,c). However the full ex-
pression for HP(t,c, €) extends smoothly across all phases, thanks to delicate cancellations

of the jumps from each piece.

3This makes sense thanks to functoriality of the symplectic cutting and gluing operations.
“Here c is the U(1) moment map parameter corresponding to the transverse position of the hyperplane.



The second main result of this paper is a direct relation between HP(t,c,€) and closed
topological strings on X. As remarked previously, Gromov-Witten invariants of X are en-
coded by FP(t,¢) (see footnote [2)). The latter can be obtained directly from H” by integra-

tion along the real line
+0o0

FP(t,e) = HP (t,c,€) de. (1.5)

—o0
A natural interpretation of this formula comes from the following observation. At large
volume, HP reduces to the equivariant volume of X, and integration over ¢ corresponds to
considering all possible transverse positions of the hyperplane (classically X is foliated by
copies of the hyperplane at different values of ¢). This gives a computation of the equivariant
(classical) volume of X by Lebesgue integration. Equation says that this relation
continues to hold in the quantum theory with genus-zero worldsheet instantons taken into

account. For this reason we refer to H? as the “quantum Lebesgue measure” E|

The third main result we obtain is a direct connection between H” and the open string
superpotential of a toric A-brane in X. As remarked earlier, there is a certain relation
between symplectic cuts and toric Lagrangians, whose details are developed in the main
body of the paper. We define the equivariant superpotential W (¢, c, €) of the toric A-brane
through the relation

1
2mi

OW (t,c,e) = (%D(t, c+2mi,e) — HP(t,c, e)) , (1.6)

where in the r.h.s. there appears the monodromy of the quantum Lebesgue measure under
a shift of ¢ by 27wi. Note that in order to compute this it is crucial to have exact analytic
expressions, which is made possible by the e-GLSM framework. The open string potential

for the toric brane is obtained by taking the regular terms in the e expansion of W
W(t,c,e) x Weing(t, ¢, €) + Wieg(t, c) + O(e) . (1.7)

In the main body of the paper we compute W explicitly in several examples, and show that
its regular part correctly reproduces earlier results derived from considerations of open-string

mirror symmetry. Once again there is a remarkable analytic structure underlying the splitting

D).

We provide a physical interpretation of the monodromy relation (|1.6)) in terms of target
space physics, by embedding topological strings into type IIA string theory on X x R* with

a D6 brane wrapping a domain wall stretched between toric Lagrangians at ¢ and ¢ + 27i.

5The alternative terminology “quantum Cavalieri measure” may be equally, if not more, appropriate. We
thank Johannes Walcher for this erudite suggestion.



Finally, these results lead us to the following proposal for the computation of equivariant

superpotentials of toric A-branes in toric Calabi—Yau threefolds

c+-2mi

W(t,c,e) = —/ HP(t,s,¢)ds. (1.8)
2mi |/,

Our proposal is corroborated by physical reasoning and by exact computations in selected

examples, concerning symplectic cuts of C?, resolved conifold, and local P2. Note that this

integral is very similar to the generating function of closed Gromov—Witten invariants (1.5]).

Both feature the same integrand, but different contours.

The aim of this paper is to provide a self-contained but pedagogical illustration of the
main ideas, with explicit computations for selected examples. To keep the paper readable
we have postponed a more systematic treatment of several technical details, including the

relation to mirror symmetry, to future works |[CLZ].

Relation to previous work

Our work has several direct connections to previous literature on open and closed topological
strings and to studies of Gromov-Witten theory in the context of symplectic cutting. Indeed
many of the results that we obtain have been obtained in earlier work, but the connections
that we establish among these fields, and our concrete approach to explicit results, are new.

Here we give a brief overview of how our work connects to previous literature.

The problem of computing of genus-zero open Gromov—Witten invariants for toric A-
branes was solved in the seminal papers [AV00; |JAKV02]. These works identify the moduli
space of a toric A-brane with a circle fibration over the moduli space of the underlying toric
Lagrangian. It is argued that worldsheet instantons regularize singularities in the moduli
space and turn it into a smooth algebraic curve . The superpotential Wky was obtained
from open periods of a certain 1-form on Y, and shown to satisfy integrality properties in

several examples.

In this paper we consider a generalization of Wyky, the equivariant superpotential .
As already stressed above, there is a stark contrast between the global behaviour of the
equivariant superpotential and Wyky: while the former is encoded by H”, which extends
smoothly across the entire moduli space, the latter is only defined phase-by-phase and features
jumps among different phases. The relation between the two originates from the splitting
into singular and regular parts. We show by explicit computation that the regular
part of W (t,c,€) coincides exactly with Wiky to all instanton orders, in several examples.
Agreement between Wye, and Waky is far from trivial however, since the definition ([1.8)
differs significantly from the Abel-Jacobi map proposed in |[AKV02; AV00]. A physical



argument explaining why these compute the same quantity is sketched in Section [} While
at the level of worldsheet instantons our results are simply in agreement with [AKV02; AV00|,
the equivariant superpotential includes much more information. In particular, it is natural
to expect that the leading singular terms W, encode classical geometric data of the toric

lagrangian.

A central role in our work is played by the quantum Lebesgue measure, which has not
been studied previously. A key property of HP is that it encodes both closed and
open string potentials in a unified treatment. Previous connections between closed and
open strings have been obtained by means of a rather different nature. In the context of
toric Calabi—Yau threefolds both the open and the closed string potentials are encoded by
the topological vertex formalism [Aga+05] whose underpinnings lie on the relation between
topological strings and Chern—Simons theory via large-N geometric transitions [GV99]. The
topological vertex is a powerful framework that computes all-genus open string instantons
in the presence of (stacked) toric A-branes in arbitrary positions. In the absence of branes
the vertex computes closed topological string instantons at all genera. However, the relation
between open and closed string invariants that we find appears to be of a starkly different
nature. In the context of the vertex, the closed and open string partition functions are related
by a discrete sum over partitions, while in our case W and F? are related by a change of
contour in a continuous integral. It should be noted that F? does not coincide with the
closed string free energy, but is related to it in a nontrivial way (see footnote . It seems
reasonable to expect that a relation between our framework and topological vertex may be
better understood in terms of the mirror B-model. The open-closed string relation in that

context was elucidated in [Bou+09|, and we plan to return to this in [CLZ].

Another approach to the relation between open and closed strings in genus zero was
developed by [May02; [LMO1]. This approach relates the toric A-brane open string superpo-
tential to the closed topological strings on a Calabi—Yau fourfold. While the geometric setup
appears to be rather different from ours, there are certain analogies with our framework.
In particular one may regard the fourfold as an extension of the CY3, where the additional
direction corresponds to the position ¢ of the hyperplane associated to the toric Lagrangian.
A difference with our work is that the domain of applicability of the fourfold setup appears

to have certain limitations due to technical issues.

From the GLSM perspective our work advances a concrete proposal for the inclusion
of A-branes in the partition function, namely formula . The inclusion of B-branes is
well understood following the thorough first-principles study of [HR13|. However much less
is known about A-branes. A proposal due to |[GJSO01; |GJS02] shows that the open string

superpotential Wy can be obtained by formulating a GLSM with target space an auxiliary



“boundary” toric variety. In [GZ02] open string superpotentials both in genus zero and
higher were shown to arise from a localization computation on the moduli space of maps

with Lagrangian boundaries.

While the relation between topological strings and symplectic cuts has not been consid-
ered in the physics literature, several studies of Gromov—Witten theory for symplectic cuts
have appeared in the mathematics literature. In [LRO1; IP98; 1P04; [P03; TZ14] a relation
between Gromov—Witten invariants on a manifold and its cut has been proposed. More re-
cently [Far13| established a relation between open Gromov—Witten invariants for Lagrangian
submanifolds, and the symplectic cut of its ambient space. While the class of geometries
considered in these papers does not exactly match with the ones that we study, many of the
ideas involved are closely related. Similar relations between local GW invariants and log GW
invariants (counts of maps with maximal tangency to a certain divisor) have been discussed
in recent works [GGR19; (Cho+21; | BBG22| and a correspondence to open Gromov—Witten
invariants for Lagrangian submanifolds was proposed in [BBG21]. Finally, the open/closed
relation involving CY4 of [May02; LMO01] has been recently examined and reformulated from

a rigorous mathematical viewpoint in [LY22a; LY22b; [Yu23|.

There certainly appears to be much common ground with all these works, we believe that

elaborating on these connections in greater detail would be very interesting.

Organization of the paper

Section [2| contains a review of basic constructions in symplectic geometry, including sym-
plectic cuts and toric Lagrangians. In this section we also describe a relation between cuts
in toric CY3 and toric Lagragians that is central to the rest of our work. The section also

includes a brief review of equivariant GLSMs, which is the main computational tool in the

paper.

Later sections contain a detailed exposition of the main ideas with explicit computations

of quantum volumes and superpotentials in three different examples of increasing complexity:

C3 (Section [3), resolved conifold (Section [4]) and local P? (Section [f)).

Section [0 provides a string theoretic interpretation of the computations performed through
GLSM techniques in previous sections. Here we explain how our formula for the A-brane
equivariant superpotential relates to the original computation of toric brane potentials via

mirror symmetry.

Section [7| summarizes the salient technical aspects of the main results and suggestions for

future work.
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2 Symplectic cuts and Lagrangians

Two of the most basic constructions in symplectic geometry are cutting and gluing. Given the
ubiquity of symplectic manifolds in physics, and especially in string theory, it is somewhat
surprising that neither of these operations has found many physical applications. In this
section we review the construction of symplectic cutting originally introduced in [Ler95]ﬁ
For completeness we include basic background on symplectic geometry, referring to [Da 01]

for more a more extensive exposition.

2.1 Geometric background

Let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold endowed with a G action ¢ : G — Diff (M). The action
is said to be a symplectomorphism if it preserves the symplectic structure ¢(g)*w = w for
all ¢ € G. Furthermore, the action is said to be Hamiltonian if there exists a moment map
i M — g* such that given any generator £ € g, the function (u, ) is a Hamiltonian for .
This means that if v(§) € ['(T'M) is a vector field associated to the action of &, then it is

related to the gradient of the Hamiltonian by contraction with w,

d{u, &) = tyeyw- (2.1)

We will be mainly concerned with actions by abelian groups G = U(1)" where the moment

map u: M — R” is real-valued.

" acts freely on the

A value t € R” for the moment map is said to be regular if U(1)
preimage = '(t) C M. The symplectic (Marsden—Weinstein) quotient M J/ U(1)" is defined
as the symplectic manifold obtained by taking the ordinary quotient by the U(1)"-action on

the level set p~!(t), for a regular value ¢ [MW74].

Example 2.1 (Symplectic quotient). Let M = C? with the standard symplectic structure

w=—i(dz; Adz +dzg AdZ) = db; Ad|z > + dby Ad|zof* .

6For the inverse construction, known as symplectic gluing, see [Gom95].

10
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Figure 2: The quotient C? / U(1) with moment map ju(2) = |21|*+|22]?. My = S? is the locus
where ju(z) =t > 0, which in this case, is described by a U(1)? fibration over an interval such

that on each of the endpoints one of the circles shrinks to a point.

The U(1) action ¥(a) : (21, 22) = (€%21,e%2y) induces the vector field v = Oy, + Op,. The
corresponding moment map 18
uz) = |al’ + |2/,
which satisfies dp = 1,w. The level set u='(t) for t > 0 is an S* of radius /t. The U(1)
action corresponds to rotations of the Hopf fiber, therefore the quotient gives the Hopf base
S? ~ Pl
C*JU1)=u"'(t)/U(1) =P

Here (P',wp1) is a symplectic manifold whose volume is t, as inherited by the ambient w

according to Marsden—Weinstein’s theorem. This construction is sketched in Figure[3

Before proceeding, it is worthwhile to stress a few general properties of U(1) symplectic
quotients as illustrated by the previous example. The first property is that symplectic quo-
tients produce manifolds of real dimension two lower than the dimension of M. The second
observation is that regular level sets pu~'(¢) are real-codimension one submanifolds of M,

therefore they subdivide M into the disjoint union of three manifolds

where My = p'(t) has real-codimension 1, while Ms are preimages of {s € R, s < ¢} and
have the same dimension as M. For instance, in Example My ~ 83, M. ~ B* and
M. ~ S3 x R.

The third and last property concerns the case of toric manifolds,
xX=cVyjuqy (2.3)

where M = C" and the torus action of U(1)" is induced by the natural action of U(1)" on C¥,
via a choice of an embedding of U(1)" C U(1)", for r < N. Using that Hom(U (1)", U (1)) =

11



Z™N such an embedding is equivalently specified by a choice of a matrix of integer charges

Q¢ and the associated moment map pg : CV — R is given by

N
1 (2) = ZQﬂzi\Q, (a=1,...,r). (2.4)

with z; local complex coordinates on CV. The level sets of g are parametrized by Kihler
moduli £ = (¢',...,#") € R" and the geometry of X depends on the choice of ¢ through the
moment map condition

Holz) = t. (2.5)
In general, the Kéhler moduli space is divided into open connected subsets of regular values
of t, known as chambers or phaseﬂ and manifolds obtained from different values of t are

symplectomorphic iff they belong to the same chamber.ﬂ

In this case, the ambient space CV can be seen as a U(1)M-fibration over a convex hull
RY,. The level set uél(t) corresponds to the restriction of this fibration to a real-codimension
r submanifold in the base cut-out by the moment map equation. This real submanifold of
Rjzv0 is called the moment polytopeﬂ of X. The quotient by the U(1)"-action on M, then
reduces the U(1)"-fibration to an U(1)Y~"-fibration over the moment polytope.

In Example 2.1 the convex hull is the positive quadrant of R? parametrized by (|21?, |22|?),
and the level set M is a U(1)? fibration over a segment. The map U(1) — U(1)? is the
diagonal embedding given by the matrix ¢ = (1,1) and the corresponding U (1)-quotient
identifies (01, 603) ~ (61 + a, 05 + «) leaving the local coordinate 6, — 6, as the angle variable

on P!,

2.2 Symplectic cutting

Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold with a U(1) action and associated moment map p. We

consider the symplectic manifold (Z,wz) where
Z =M xC, wy =w—idwAdw. (2.6)
with w the coordinate on the C factor. The U(1) action on M can be lifted to Z by

U, (a): (myw) = (P(a) -m, e w). (2.7)

"In some of the chambers the value of ¢ might be such that the U(1)"-action on the preimage is not
free but it has finite stabilizers. When this is the case, the corresponding quotient is better described as an

orbifold or a toric Deligne-Mumford stack.
8Otherwise, different chambers are related by birational equivalence, see [Mor94; [LR01}; |CLJ18; [McL20)

for discussions of how quantum cohomology behaves under transitions.
9The moment polytope is an actual polytope only when X is compact, however, by abuse of notation, we

use the name moment polytope also in the non-compact case.

12



with corresponding moment map
v (m,w) = p(m) — |w]*. (2.8)
The symplectic quotient is then

My =2 ) UQ) = v;(e)/UQ) = {u(m) — [w> = ¢}/U(1). (2.9)

This is a manifold with the same dimension as M, but generically with different topology.

To understand the structure of M consider the foliation of M by level sets of f.

e Given a fixed ¢, if m € M. then p(m) — ¢ < 0 and there are no solutions to v, = c.
Therefore the region M. C M does not contribute to (2.9)), i.e. v1'(¢)N (M. x C) = 0.

e Points m € M- satisfy pu(m) — ¢ > 0. Correspondingly, we have v;'(c) N (Ms x C) =
M- x S, where the circle direction corresponds to the phase of w. The U(1)-action
in acts diagonally on M~ x S! and the quotient is isomorphic to M- itself. This
description also makes it manifest that we can think of M. as a fibration over Rx
(parametrized by |w|* > 0) with fibers u (¢ + |wl|?).

e Finally, points m € M, satisfy p(m) — ¢ = 0 and we have that v '(c) N (M, x C) =
My x {0}. After the quotient by U(1) this gives precisely M j/ U(1).

The space v;'(c) is therefore a circle fibration over M~ U M, with S! shrinking over M.
Topologically, the U(1) quotient just takes away the circle over M-, but acts non-trivially
on the “boundary” component My. As a result M, can be described as a fibration over Rxg
with fiber isomorphic to u~!(c + s) over a generic point s > 0 and fiber My/U(1) over the

origin s = 0.

A similar construction applies to a different U(1) action on Z,
U_(a): (m,w)— (Y(a)-m,e*w). (2.10)
with corresponding moment map
v_(m,w) = p(m) + |w|?. (2.11)
The symplectic quotient is then
M. =7 ) U(1) = v= (0)/U(1) = {u(m) + [wf = c}/U(1) (2.12)

The manifold M _ has the same dimension as M and it can be described as a fibration over
R<o with fiber isomorphic to u~!(c + s) over a generic point s < 0 and fiber My/U(1) over

the origin s = 0.

13



Observe that both manifolds M. contain M, as a real-codimension two submanifold

and in fact we are lead to the following natural definition.

Definition 2.2 (Symplectic cut). The symplectic cut of M with respect to the moment map

it is the union
M_ Uy, M, (2.13)

which can be seen as a fibration of ;1 ~!(c + s) over R with degenerate fiber u=*(c)/U(1) over

the origin.

The construction of My may appear somewhat exotic at first, but they are in fact quite

familiar in the context of toric geometry, as the next example shows.

Example 2.3 (Symplectic cut of C?). If M = C? with the standard symplectic structure
and moment map p = |z1|> + |22|?, the manifolds M _ and M can be identified with P* and
Op1(—1), respectively. Let ¢ > 0, then

M_={|a] + |z + lw* = c}/U1)- = P*

_ (2.14)
My = {|z1]* + [z2]* = |[w]* = ¢} /U(1)4 = Op: (1)

where subscripts of U(1)+ denote the actions (21, 22, w) — (€21, €%29, eTi%w).

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Moment polytopes of M_ and M.

As toric manifolds, M+ are described by U(1)? fibrations over convex hulls shown in
Figure @ The gluing locus is a P! which is codimension-two in both M. In the case of
M _ this is the divisor corresponding to the line at infinity, while in M it is the exceptional
divisor corresponding to the zero-section of the tautological line bundle. This construction
explicitly shows that P? = C? U P! and that Opi(—1) is a blow-up of C* at the origin. The

parameter ¢ controls the volume of P!,

It is helpful to consider the two pieces of the symplectic cut M. together. We introduce
the coordinate s € R, and identify s = |w|* for My while s = —|w|*> for M_. The coordinate

10Tn the case when M is a toric variety, the manifolds M4 are also toric and My is a toric divisor of both.
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|w|? takes values in Rsq for M, while it takes values in [0,¢c] for M _ . Therefore the two
manifolds M+ map to the half-line

s € [—¢,+00), (2.15)

where the part over —c < s < 0 describes M _, while s > 0 describes M+. The union of these

spaces is the symplectic cut of C?, glued along the quotient locus P!,
M_Up1 M, . (2.16)

Their moment polytopes are shown in Figure [{ It is suggestive to compare this with the
decomposition M. U My U M- of C? in Figure @ Topologically one may be viewed as a U(1)
quotient of the other, where the U(1) only acts on M.

|Z2|2

Figure 4: Symplectic cut of C? along P!.

2.3 Cuts of toric Calabi—Yau threefolds
A toric Calabi—Yau threefold X admits a description as a symplectic quotient
X=C*tJUu) (2.17)

such that the matrix of charges describing the U(1)"-action satisfies

r+3

Y RE=0, (a=1,..7r)), (2.18)
=1

HObserve that p=1(c+s) =0 if s < —c.
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If this condition is satisfied, the canonical bundle of X is trivial and therefore the quotient
is a Calabi—Yau manifold. However, it is well known that the metric induced by the ambient
space C™*3 is not Ricci-flat. When considering string theory on X, the gauged linear sigma
model (GLSM) on C"*3 with standard Kéhler form is expected to flow in the infrared to a
CFT with a metric that is Ricci-flat at large radius [Wit93]. Since the RG flow only affects
D-terms and not the superpotential, properties of topological strings and mirror symmetry
can be studied using the GLSM.

We will now describe symplectic cuts of toric threefolds. The main takeaway of the
upcoming discussion is that the cut is defined by the choice of an affine hyperplane with

rational slope inside the ambient space C™+3.
In order to describe a symplectic cut of X let us start from the ambient space C"*3. This

space admits a natural Hamiltonian action by the torus U(1)""® given by

(1, .y pys) - (2150 20p3) = (€21, ..., @132, 3) (2.19)

This toric action gives a presentation of C"™3 as a U(1)"*3 fibration over the moment polytope
B = R’;gg. Fix a choice of subgroup U, (1) C U(1)"*?, where the label ¢ = (qi, .. ., g-+3) can be
identified with a vector of integer charges via the isomorphism Hom(U (1), U(1)"3) & Z"+3.

The moment map for the induced U,(1) action is given by

r+3

palz) = >l € Lie (U, (1) =R. (2.20)

Let ¢ € R be a regular value and consider the level set
My(c) == {z € C""3 | py(2) = c} . (2.21)

For generic (g, ¢), My(c) is a fibration of U(1)"™ over the intersection of the moment polytope
B with an affine hyperplane h C R™3

U3 —  My(c)
! (2.22)
hn B

where h is given by the equation qi|z1|> + -+ + ¢r43|2,43]%> = ¢. We similarly define the two
half-spaces on either side of My(c) as
Mc(c) :=={z € C | p,(2) S c}. (2.23)

=

In the following the dependence of My on ¢ will be implicit.
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Since all toric group actions commute with each other, it follows that My, M< descend to

a hyperplane and half-spaces in X, respectively
My,M< CC — X, X<CX, (2.24)

after the quotient by U(1)". Moreover, the U,(1)-action descends to a Hamiltonian action on

X (assuming ¢ is generic) [Del88; [LT94; Ler95|, therefore ¢ defines a symplectic cut of X
X = X_ Ux X, (2.25)
where the cut is along the symplectic quotient of X by the U,(1)-action

Xo=X [ Uy(1) = g (8) N prg () /U(1)" x Uy(1). (2.26)

2.4 Toric Lagrangian A-branes

Special Lagrangian submanifolds of toric Calabi—Yau threefolds admit a universal construc-
tion as torus fibrations over linear subspaces with rational slope [HL82]. We will be mainly
interested in the case of “toric Lagrangians”, whose properties under Mirror Symmetry are
discussed in [AV00; [AKV02|. After reviewing basic properties of toric Lagrangians, we will

show how they are naturally related to symplectic cuts.

A toric Lagrangian L C X can be described as a U(1)? fibration over an affine line ¢
in the moment polytope of X. We now describe the construction of each piece in turn by

starting with Lagrangian submanifolds in the ambient space C"*3.

The line ¢ is defined by considering two affine hyperplanes h', h? in the moment polytope
B of C™+3

r+3
W > @l =< (b=1,2) (2.27)
i=1
and taking their intersection with the pre-image of the moment map in ([2.4])
r+3
po @) D QM =t (a=1,....1). (2.28)
i=1
Provided ¢! are chosen suitably, together (2.27)) and (2.28)) specify 7 + 2 linearly independent
conditions in RL?, thus defining an affine half-line. If we denote by v = (v',v?,...,v") its

slope, an explicit parametrization for this line is
Rzo’U + Vo, (229)

where v is a point on the boundary of R’;OS (at least one of its entries vanishes) and Y, ¢?v’ =
>, Qfv' = 0 for all @ and b. This descends to an affine half-line ¢ in the moment polytope of
X.
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The U(1)? fibers over ¢ are constructed as follows. In C™™ one considers the sub-torus
T, C U(1)"™3 of rank r + 2 defined by the condition

T,: > v'6:;=0, (2.30)

where v* € Z are the entries of the slope vector v. In other words, if we identify v with a
choice of U, (1) subgroup of U(1)"*3, then we can define T, as the cokernel of the inclusion

and we have the short exact sequence of abelian groups
0— Uy(1) = UML) =T, = 0. (2.31)

The manifold L obtained by fibering T, over the half-line (2.29)) is Lagrangian, i.e. the
pullback of w vanishes. In order for this to be special Lagrangian, the pullback of the
holomorphic 3-form on X to L must be a real multiple of the volume form. This requires
that

}:ﬁzo, (b=1,2). (2.32)

Condition ([2.32)) restricts the possible orientations of v within the moment polytope. In fact
since the Calabi-Yau condition also requires that ), Q¢ =0 for a = 1,...,r, it follows that

the slope vector must be v = (1,...,1).

We have now constructed a special Lagrangian submanifold of C"*3. This descends to a
special Lagrangian L in the toric Calabi-Yau X. The half-line descends to a half-line
¢ in the moment polytope of X, while the torus T, descends to a U(1)? fibered over ¢ after
the symplectic quotient by U(1)". With these conditions satisfied, L is special Lagrangian

and can be used to model A-branes at weak string coupling.

The topology of L depends on the choice of ¢*. It is easy to see that for generic c?, L
will have a boundary at finite distance, i.e. at the locus where L intersects one the walls of
the moment polytope. It is then necessary to restrict to certain choices of these parameters
to ensure that boundaries are not present. For example, if X = C3 then » = 0 and ¢ can
be chosen to be {|z1]? — |23 = ¢'} N {|22|? — |23]> = *}. The vector v = (1,1, 1) defines a
2-torus 01 + 0, + 03 = 0, locally parameterized by (61,02, —0; — 63). If both ¢!, ¢? are positive
then £ is an affine line that intersects the locus |z3]> = 0 at |2|> = ¥ for b = 1,2. At this
point the U(1)3-fiber of C* degenerates to U(1)? parametrized by (6;,6,). Therefore L has
topology U(1)? x Rsg. If instead we choose, say ¢! > 0 with ¢* = 0 then the half-line ¢ ends
on the intersection {|z]? = 0} N {|23|> = 0} where 0, and 65 circles shrink. This implies that
U(1)? reduces to U(1) there, and L has now topology R? x S!. Tuning ¢ = 0 shrinks away
the finite-distance boundary of L.
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Generally speaking, the requirement that L has topology RZx S! implies that the affine line
¢ ends on the intersection of (projections of) two toric divisors in the moment polytope of X.
In turn, this implies that one of the two hyperplanes h® can be chosen to be homogeneous,

i.e. one can always choose ¢! = ¢ and ¢ = 0 after a suitable linear combination of the charge

vectors ¢°. The hyperplane equations (2.27) then become

r+3 r+3

WY gzl =ce, WY @lal =0, (2.33)
=1 =1

Even after fixing the choice of vanishing c?, there is a residual framing ambiguity in the
description of toric Lagrangians [AKV02|. Indeed the definition of the first hyperplane can
always be shifted by the second charge vector

o ~aq+fa (feZ) (2.34)

and for any f these define the same Lagrangian classically. The framing ambiguity is however

resolved by quantum effects.

The connection between framed toric lagrangians and symplectic cuts of toric Calabi—Yau

threefolds is now easily stated. Both are defined by a choice of an affine hyperplane
h=h! (2.35)

in the moment polytope B of the ambient space C"*3. However, the correspondence is not

one-to-one for at least two reasons:

e While symplectic cuts can be defined for generic choices of h, the affine hyperplane h'
associated to L must obey the condition (2.32)).

e Toric Lagrangians also involve in their definition a second hyperplane h%, which is
homogeneous. However, this will not play a role in the connection to symplectic cuts
for reasons that will become clear later and further elaborated in [CLZ]. The main
point is that a symplectic cut can describe toric Lagrangians in more than one phase,
e.g. for ¢! > 0,c¢> =0 and for ¢! =0, % < 0.

2.5 Equivariance and abelian GLSM

So far we have reviewed basic constructions of classical symplectic geometry. We close this
section by introducing two further constructions that will be central in our story, one of
them is equivariance and the other is the gauged linear sigma model. The presentation and

conventions follow closely [CPZ22].
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Recall from Section that toric Calabi—Yau threefolds admit a description as abelian
symplectic quotients X = C¥ J U(1)" with N = r + 3, where the U(1)" action is specified by

a charge matrix Q¢ encoding the moment map in (2.4)).

To define the equivariant volume of X we introduce N equivariant parameters ¢; associated
to the natural U(1)" action on CV by rotations of the coordinates z;. We define p; = |z]?
to be the so called momenta, i.e. coordinates on the moment polytope of the ambient space.

The equivariant volume is then
i€i|zi\2 a _ 1a
F(t,e) = N / Hdzz Adz; e 1‘[15 (i (2) — ) (2.36)

If X is compact it is possible to take ¢ = 0 unambiguously, and in this limit F(,¢)
recovers the standard symplectic volume of X (with symplectic structure induced by that
of CV). However, the Calabi—Yau condition implies that X is always non-compact
in our case. This implies on the one hand that we always need to require that R(e;) > 0
for the convergence of the integral. On the other hand, non-compactness also means that
the geometric interpretation of the equivariant volume is more subtle [NPZ22|. Equivariance
regularizes the infinite classical volume of X, this phenomenon will play a crucial role in

many of our constructions later.

The formula (2.36) can equivalently be written as the contour integral

do, e2a bat®
| 37
Y{H%Hzlwz 5020 (237

To obtain this expression one trades the J-functions for their integral representation and

performs integration over coordinates z;. In particular this means that the integration of
¢ is taken along iR. To fully define the integral one must then choose a closure for these
contours, and this is done according to the Jeffrey—Kirwan (JK) prescription related to the

choice of chamber for ¢

The threefold X has N toric divisors defined by z; = 0 for i € {1,..., N}. To each divisor

one can associate a differential operator defined as follows

= , 2.38
=&+ Z Qz ata ( )
such that D; F computes the equivariant volume of that divisor. The equivariant volume

F(t,¢) is annihilated by specific products of D;’s whenever the corresponding divisors do not

intersect. These constraints on F encode the equivariant cohomology relations of X. In this
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sense, more generally F (¢, €) can be regarded as a generating function of equivariant integrals

of all relevant characteristic classes of X.

The equivariant volume admits a natural quantum deformation, where classical geometry
is replaced by a 2d gauged linear sigma model from a disk D into X [Wit93; [HR13; HO15}
ST13]. The symplectic quotient is replaced by a two-dimensional (2,2) theory of N
chiral fields coupled to r gauge fields with charges @)¢. Equivariance can be introduced
by identifying €; as mass parameters of the chiral fields. Localization allows to express
the partition function as a contour integral over the Coulomb branch, where the integrand

includes contributions from 1-loop determinants of the matter fields

27
=1

- g T (6 e Bas
FP(t,e,\) = A Nf —0 et T (L =emaxi ) 2.39
(t.e,N) ] I1 (et (2.39)

The GLSM partition function (2.39) can be regarded as a direct generalization of the
equivariant volume contour integral (2.37)), where the rational functions are replaced by I'

functions. Indeed the two are related by the limit

Fl(te) = Jim FP(t e N). (2.40)

To make the match precise, one should also specify how the “quantum” contour QJK
is taken according to the choice of chamber for ¢ |Bon+15|. The relevant prescription for

selected examples will be explained below, while the more general definition of QJK contours
can be found in [CPZ22].

We refer to FP(t,e,\) as the disk partition function, or quantum volume of X. An
important remark is that this should not be confused with the topological string free energy,
but should instead be regarded as a regularization the (genus zero) quantum period of a
space-filling brane on X. The quantum volume is however related to the free energy, since by
mirror symmetry it encodes the genus zero closed Gromov—Witten invariants [CPZ22|. Since
it is a (non-compact) period, FP(t, ¢, \) satisfies equivariant Picard—Fuchs (PF) equations,

i.e. it is annihilated by the PF operator

17, AT AY S, Yat® 17y,
H ()\ DZ)ZE'YCLQ? © ! H ()\ DZ>_Za7aQ? (241>
{il X0 72 Q¢ >0} {il 224 7 Q7 <0}
where v = (7',...,7") € Z" is an integer vector subject to certain chamber-dependent

positivity constraints. Indeed, there is one such operator for each -, but only finitely many
of them are independent. We refer to [CPZ22| for more details on the general structure of
equivariant PF operators, while their explicit form will be given explicitly for the examples

that we consider below. These PDEs encode the equivariant quantum cohomology and reduce
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to the standard Picard—Fuchs equations in the limit ¢;, — 0. Equivariant PF equations encode
all equivariant periods of X, including the overall volume FP, as solutions with prescribed
semiclassical asymptotics. In this sense, the set of equivariant PF equations can be taken as
the defining property of the quantum geometry described by the GLSM. In particular the

GLSM partition function is the unique solution with asymptotics

/ ¢ Ty (2.42)
X

where w is the symplectic form of X, H. is the Hamiltonian for a one-parameter subgroup
of the torus acting on CV, and feq is the insertion of an equivariant Gamma class [HR13;
NPZ22; |(CPZ22|. Other interesting equivariant quantities can be studied by inserting different
equivariant classes under the integral .

It is interesting to observe that using the representation of the I' function

[(x) = /OOO y*leVdy, R(x)>0 (2.43)

the equivariant quantum volume ([2.39)) can be rewritten as follows

i T N
ico d N Y o) = ay_ ,

FP(t e N) = A7V / Hi X bat / [Tdy: g, F2e®90 e 2w (2.44)
—ioo g 0 =1

27
=1

where the contour for the ¢’s is deformed appropriately. This manipulation parallels the
Hori—Vafa derivation of mirror symmetry for toric Calabi—Yau threefolds [HVO00], but it has
the advantage of being on a firm mathematical footing thanks to equivariance, since a proper
analytic definition of the integral requires $(e;) > 0. Another advantage of this representation
over the original QJK contour prescription , is that in it becomes manifest that
the quantum volume does not depend on the choice of chamber. The smooth transition
across different phases of the geometry of X is a familiar feature of mirror symmetry, and
can be understood physically as a consequence of quantum effects that smooth out classical
singularities [OV96].

In this paper we will not develop a general theory of this type of integrals, leaving further

details about the general formalism to the upcoming work [CLZ].

Remark: In the remainder of this paper we will set the deformation parameter A = 1 to

lighten formulae, since restoring this parameter is straightforward.

3 C°

Having reviewed the classical notion of symplectic cuts in the previous section, we now turn

to discussing the role of cuts in topological string theory. We start from the simplest example,
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namely the flat C3. While this CY3 is trivial as a toric quotient, it still admits interesting
symplectic cuts. Another feature of this example is that the key relations between open and

closed string partition functions encoded by cuts take an especially simple form.

3.1 Symplectic cut and equivariant volumes

Consider C?, viewed as a U(1)? fibration over R%, with coordinates (p1,p2,ps) and p; = |z|>.
There is a natural U(1)? action that rotates fibers and which degenerates at the boundaries of
R?éo- Introducing three equivariant parameters for the U(1)% action on C?* denoted (e, €9, €3),
we can compute the equivariant volume of C? by a straightforward application of where
we assume €; > 0

Fle) = —— (3.1)

€1€2€3

Consider the symplectic cut of C? defined by the hyperplane

P2—p3=cC . (3.2)
This is the analogue of (2.21]), and it divides C? into two disconnected pieces. The corre-

sponding charge matrix is

The projection of this hyperplane to the base R?éo is shown in Figure .

P3 P3

p1

(a) Phase 1: ¢ >0 (b) Phase 2: ¢ < 0

Figure 5: Hyperplane for a symplectic cut of C3 in two different phases.

Taking the symplectic quotient C* J/ U(1) defined by the moment map (3.2)) defines a
Calabi—Yau twofold with Kahler parameter c¢. We denote its equivariant volume by H(c, €),
which can be computed by means of (2.37)

_ 1 [ do e’
Hled =2 Y{K o (e T D) =0 (3:4)
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! originates from integration on the free direction with coordinate z;.

The overall factor €]
The choice of contour depends on the sign of ¢ through the Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription. If

the value of ¢ is positive then we have to take the first pole and so the equivariant volume is

Hoyle,e) = m . (e>0) (3.5)
and if ¢ is negative then the second pole is relevant
e
H(Q)(C, E) = m R (C < 0) . (3.6)

The equivariant volume of the twofold therefore depends on the sign of ¢, at least at the

classical level.

The twofold defines a cut of C? along a locus whose transverse coordinate is ¢, the Kahler
parameter. One may expect that integrating over all values of ¢ would return the equivariant

volume of C3. This is indeed the case

/_ZH(c,e)dc:/O L)dw/oooﬁ(e_m de=——=F().  (37)

—00 61(63 + €9 €3 + 62) €1€2€3

Notice that it is crucial to perform the computation equivariantly, as well as to use different
expressions for the CY2 volume in different phases of ¢, since H(e, ¢) is continuous but not
smooth at ¢ = 0. In the spirit of Lebesgue integration, one may regard H as a sort of measure

for computing the volume of C? by slicing it along copies of the 2-fold.

3.2 Quantum cut and quantum volumes

We now examine how the simple geometric considerations of the previous section generalize
at the quantum level. To this end we consider a GLSM from a disk to C* with a space-filling
brane wrapping the whole CY3. The partition function, as defined by ([2.39)), evaluates to

FP(e) =T(e1) T(e2) I (es) . (3.8)

This may be regarded as the quantum generalization of the equivariant volume (3.1)), which
is recovered in the limit A — oo after restoring the dependence on A as in (2.39). The trivial

nature of this function is related to the absence of Gromov—Witten invariants for C3.

In a similar spirit we may compute the quantum volume of the twofold associated with the
symplectic cut (3.2). We can define its volume by means of the GLSM construction discussed
in Section Indeed since the twofold is described by a symplectic quotient of C* we can

compute its quantum volume by wrapping a space-filling brane on it. The quantum periods
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of this system are annihilated by the equivariant Picard—Fuchs operators (2.41]) associated
to the charge matrix (3.3
D2 —e” ¢ Dg 5 (39)

with Dy = €5 + 0. and D3 = €3 — 0,.. The unique solution with semiclassical asymptotics

(2.42) is the contour integral (2.39))

HP = F(El)ji do e T(ey + @) (e — @), (3.10)

JK 271
where the overall factor I'(e;) corresponds to the free C direction with coordinate z;.

As in the classical case, there is a choice of contour involved in the definition of #”, which
is determined by c¢. The GLSM for the twofold has two phases determined by the sign of c.
Here the “quantum” prescription (QJK) consists of taking the integral along the imaginary

axis in ¢ and closing with a semicircle at infinity either to the left or to the right.

In phase 1 we have ¢ > 0 and the relevant poles are located at ¢ = —ey — n with
n=20,1,... giving a series in e ¢
—eac - —c\n (62 + 63)”
H(Dl) (C, 6) =e 2 F(El) F(€3 + 62) Z(—e ) T
n=0 (c>0) (3.11)
e—c2¢

=Nl ta) g —em

In phase 2 we have ¢ < 0 and the relevant poles are ¢ = €3 +n, n =0,1,... giving a series
in e°
€sc - c\n (62 + 63)”
’Hg)(c, €) =e®T'(e1) T(e3 + €2) Z(—e ) T
n=0 (c<0) (3.12)

€3cC

=TD(e) T(ez + Ez)m

Remarkably, the expressions computed in the two different phases coincide exactly
HP (c,e) = Hg)(c, €) = Hg)(c, €). (3.13)

This is in contrast with the two different results for the classical equivariant volume obtained
in (3.5)) and (3.6), which are recovered in the classical limit (A — 00). In the quantum sym-
plectic cut we can define a single function H P valid for all phases of the GLSM, corresponding

to the quantum volume of the associated twofold.

The unification of different phases is due to quantum effects, as disk instantons with

vanishing size weighted by e*¢ become dominant near ¢ = 0 and smooth out the transition.
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This type of phenomenon is well known in string theory [OV96], and more specifically in
studies of mirror symmetry. Indeed the agreement of quantum volumes in different phases
can be demystified by observing that the general definition (2.39)) adopted earlier can be

reformulated as in ([2.44]) which gives in this case

ico d o) o0 . bl
HP (c,€) :F(Gl)/ 2—:264’0/ dyl/ dyo y12+‘Zj 1342d olemyimne (3.14)
—ico 0 0

This integral can be performed explicitly to give (3.13]), and it is manifest that the answer will
be the same for both signs of ¢. The fact that this integral presentation manifestly explains
the smooth transition from ¢ < 0 to ¢ > 0 is reminiscent of the mirror description of GLSMs,

we will return to this point in Section [6]

Finally, we comment on the second key property of symplectic cuts that we encountered
in the classical setting. In (3.7) we have seen that integrating the equivariant volume of the
twofold over ¢ gives the equivariant volume of C®. This statement generalizes to the full

quantum theory as follows
/ HP (c,e)dec =T(e)) T(e2) T'(e3) = FP(e) , (3.15)

as can be verified directly by using the integral representation of the beta function (A.1)).

In the quantum theory H” again plays the role of a “Lebesgue measure”, we henceforth
refer to HP as the quantum Lebesque measure. An interesting application of this measure is
to compute the volume of the two components of the symplectic cut decomposition ([2.25)

which in this case reads

C* = X_ Uy, X4, (3.16)
with volumes defined by
c +00
F2(c,e) = / HP(s,€)ds, FL(ce) = HP(s,€)ds, (3.17)
obeying the sum rule
FP(e) = FL(c,e) + FL(c,¢). (3.18)

The half-volumes can be evaluated explicitly with the aid of (A.3))

F(El) F(EQ + 63)

F2(ce) = e o F (€2 + €3, €3, €3 + 15 —€°) (3.19)

and noting the relation
FP(e 61,69, 63) = F2(—c, €1, €3,62) . (3.20)
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3.3 Holomorphic disk potential from quantum Lebesgue measure

We have shown by direct computation that the quantum Lebesgue measure encodes the
quantum volume of the Calabi-Yau threefold. We will now show that H” also captures
information about the open string superpotential in the presence of an A-brane supported

on the toric Lagrangian associated to the cut.

First we recall how the genus zero part of the toric brane superpotential is computed by
open-string mirror symmetry, following [AV00; AKV02|. According to the definition of toric
Lagrangian reviewed in Section ([2.4]), we consider a brane defined by the affine line (2.33))

P2 —p3=c, p1—p2=0. (3.21)

Choosing the phase ¢ < 0 gives a Lagrangian L that is a U(1)? fibration over an affine half-
line ¢ ending at p; = py = 0, p3 = —c. Since by(L) = 1 its moduli space is one-dimensional,
and corresponds to displacements of the line parameterized by ¢, along the ps-axis. Other
phases of the Lagrangian moduli space are reached by going through the origin of C* where

L becomes singular.

In the quantum theory this picture gets modified. An A-brane on L is described at weak
string coupling by an abelian local system, whose holonomy complexifies ¢ into the open
string modulus x = €€ valued in C*. The moduli space of the A brane in the absence of disk
instantons would therefore be the union of three cones, with a shared tip at ¢ = 0. Disk
instantons smooth out the singularity, and give a moduli space that is topologically a sphere

with three punctures. This can be described as the algebraic curve
Y:14+24+y=0 cCC"'xC", (3.22)
where a choice of framing for the toric brane has been implicitly made.

The geometry of ¥ encodes contributions of open string instantons that smooth out the
singularity of the bare classical moduli space. The disk potential can therefore be recovered

from ¥, by the following formula
Wakv(x) = —/ log(—y(x)) dlogx = Lig(—x) . (3.23)

Next we explain how to recover from the quantum Lebesgue measure. As we ex-
plained in Section [2.4] to a framed toric Lagrangian L we can naturally associate a symplectic
cut. The key step in the identification is the choice of affine hyperplane in the description of
L, and to adopt it as the defining plane for the cut, see . We claim that the genus zero
part of the open-string superpotential is related to the monodromy of the quantum Lebesgue
measure as follows |

OW (e €) = (?—LD(0+27ri,e)—7—lD(c,e)), (3.24)

1
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or by the equivalent integrated expression in terms of the quantum half-volume

1

Wie,e) = 5= (ff(c + 2, €) — FP(e, e)) . (3.25)
i

More precisely W (¢, €) is an equivariant generalization of the open string superpotential. The

relation between the two will be illustrated shortly with explicit computations.

In these definitions we have promoted ¢ from a real-valued variable to a complex-valued
one, and introduced analytic continuation in the complex c-plane. Indeed, an important
feature of both H” and F2 is that they are multivalued as functions of e, and this ensures

that the monodromy along a path from e to e“*2™ is actually non-trivial. It is straightforward
to see from ([3.11))-(3.12) that H” has branching at three points located at

e €{0,—1,00}, (3.26)

and that these three monodromies are all different. Notice how the three branch points

coincide with positions of the punctures of X in ([3.22]).

For illustration we consider the region ¢ < 0. In this region the appropriate expansion is
in terms of e® as given in (3.12)), and its monodromy is simply

) €3cC
H(c+ 271 €) = HP(c,€) = (€™ — 1) T(er) T(ez + 63><1+eem
1+ i
_om @ [T 761 rots T log(14+¢€°) +O(e;)| (3.27)
€1 | €2+ €3 €9 + €3 €9 + €3

According to (3.24)), to obtain W (c, €) we should take the primitive in ¢, which is easily done
using (3.19)

eQﬂ—iEB —1 F(El) F(EQ + 63)

Wi(e,€) = , e o k(62 + €3, €3;€3 + 15 —€)
27T1 €3 (3 28)
€3 | 14 mie €1 +€+e€ €5 2 . '
-3 —3(3—|—fy ! 2 3c—|— 3 —+L12(—ec)+0(e)
€1 €2 + €3 €2 + €3 €2 + €3 2

We finally come to the relation between W (c,€) and the genus zero open string super-
potential. The latter can be extracted from the former by taking the instanton part of the
regular term, i.e. the terms of degree O(e) where we discard polynomials in ¢ (we will refer

to these as semiclassical terms). In this case we find

Wst(c) = Lig(—e°) , (3.29)

reg

up to an overall normalization factor e3/e;. This coincides exactly with the open string

superpotential (3.23)).
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Remarks:

1. We have illustrated how relations — encode Wky for a specific choice of
phase of the Lagrangian A-brane (¢ < 0), and in a specific choice of framing. However
the relation holds in greater generality. As observed in the function H” extends
to all phases, however its monodromy will be different at ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 0 due to the
pole at e¢ = —1, recall . Computing the monodromy in the new phase will give
Waky for a toric brane on leg py (see Figure [5)). There is also monodromy around

(

e® = —1, which is related to the superpotential for a brane along leg p;.

2. It is not difficult to show that H” is invariant under a change of framing. More
precisely under a change of framing for the brane , one considers a new GLSM
where is replaced by (f,1— f,—1) for f € Z. The Kéhler modulus ¢ also changes,
according to the identification x = e and to the fact that under framing we have the
change of variables z — xy/ [AKV02|. The net result is that H? is framing invariant.
Nevertheless, appropriate shifts recover the framing-dependent superpotential
Waky for any value of f € Z. We refer to |[CLZ| for more details.

3. It is an important question how to fix the normalization factor from first principles.
For the moment we leave this to future work, but in what follows we will see that
fixing the overall normalization for the toric brane in C3 fixes the overall normalization
for other examples. Also observe that imposing the Calabi—Yau condition €; + €5 +
€3 = 0 reduces the regular semiclassical term to —wic — ¢?/2. In general, extracting
the regular semiclassical terms may be ambigous, and require additional geometric
input |[CPZ22]. As it turns out, geometries without compact toric divisors like C3 are
especially pathological when it comes to extracting instanton and semiclassical regular
contributions. We will see in Section [5] that in geometries with a compact divisor some
of these ambiguities are absent if we simply impose the Calabi-Yau condition on €’s,
and that the remaining ones can be handled by comparing with the normalization
prescription adopted in the case of C3.

In conclusion, the genus zero A-brane superpotential can be computed in the GLSM by
combining ([3.25) with (3.17)), resulting into the following simple formula in terms of the
quantum Lebesgue measure

1 c+2mi
W(c,e) = — HP(s,¢€)ds. 3.30
€o=5m [ s (3.30)
In exponentiated coordinates = e, this corresponds to the holonomy of H” around a small
loop around a puncture of X, corresponding to the phase in which W is being evaluated.

The transport of branes around such loops appeared in [AKV02] in the definition of open
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string flat coordinates. We will elaborate more on this point and its physical interpretation
in Section [6l

4 Resolved conifold

In this section we consider the resolved conifold O(—1)®O(—1) — P!, which is the symplectic
quotient C* J/ U(1) defined by the charge matrix

Q=(1,1,-1,-1). (4.1)

Denoting by z; coordinates on C* and defining momenta p; := |2|?, the moment map con-
straint reads

prtp2—p3s—ps=t. (4.2)

The classical conifold geometry has two phases, corresponding to the sign of the Kahler
parameter t. Physics is essentially the same in both of these and we shall focus on the phase
t>0.

4.1 Symplectic cut and equivariant volumes

The equivariant volume for the resolved conifold is defined by (12.37)), which gives

f
Fr=9 o e aET e IE

e—qt e—ezt

(4.3)

T Gta)ata) @—a)eta)ata)

where §(1) denotes that for ¢ > 0 the JK prescription instructs us to take the poles at —e;

,(2)
and —eg. In the limit ¢ — 00,5 — 0 with €5 - £ — 0, this recovers the equivariant volume of

C3 obtained in (3.1)) up to relabeling of ¢;

Consider the symplectic cut defined by the hyperplane with charges
q=1(0,1,—-1,0). (4.4)
The moment map constraints become

P1+Dp2—pP3—ps=1t
P2 —p3==¢C

(4.5)

corresponding to the “augmented” charge matrix

11 -1 -1
<o1—1 0> (46)
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(a) Phase 1: ¢ >t >0 (b) Phase 2: t > ¢ >0 (c) Phase 3: t > 0> ¢

Figure 6: Hyperplane for a symplectic cut of the resolved conifold in three different phases.

The projection of this hyperplane to the moment polytope is shown in Figure [0

Taking the symplectic quotient C* J U(1)? defined by the moment map ([4.5) defines
a Calabi—Yau twofold. Although this twofold is non-compact, equivariance regularizes its

volume and retains dependence on both Kéhler moduli (¢,¢). This can be computed by
applying the definition (2.37)) as follows

B doy de eP1tadac
Hied = § Sion G atotolEm—"—da—o) &7

In this case the Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription for the contour includes three different phases

ee4te—(62+e4)c

t = >t>0 4.8
Hy(t, e e) Gralera)’ © (4.8)
H e—elte(el—ez)c 0 4 9

t = t>c> .

@t c €) Graara) c (4.9)
e—elte(63+61)c
Hs)(t, ce) = , t>0>c¢ (4.10)

(63 -+ 62)(64 + 61)

where in the first case poles (2,4) are taken, in the second case the poles are (1,2) and in
third case the poles (1, 3).

Since the twofold defines a cut along a locus with transverse coordinate ¢, one may again
expect that integrating over ¢ would return the equivariant volume of the resolved conifold.

Indeed this works out as expected

[e's) 0 t 0o
/ de H(t,c,e) = / de Hs) + / de H ) —I—/ de Hpy = Ft,e€) . (4.11)
0o 0 t

—00 —

From the viewpoint of the symplectic quotient this can actually be expected. Indeed in
(@ we have essentially added an extra moment map to (4.3]), and then in (4.11) we have
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removed it by integrating over C.B

4.2 Quantum cut and quantum volumes

The quantum volume of the resolved conifold is computed by a GLSM from a disk to O(—1)®
O(—1) — P! with a space-filling brane. The defining property of FP(t,¢) is that it is
annihilated by the equivariant PF operator

Dl DQ —e*t Dg D4 = (61 —+ 8t)(62 —+ at) — eit(Eg — 3,5)(64 — 8t) (412)

and it has prescribed semiclassical asymptotics ([2.42)).

The general solution is (2.39)), and it can be computed explicitly in different phases. At

large volume it is expanded as a series in e~

FP(t,e) =e ' T'(ey — 1) T(e + €3) D€y + €4) 2 Fy (€14 €3, 61+ €561 — €2+ 1;e77)
+e 2T (e; — €) T(eg + €3) Tex + €4) o FY (62 +€3,60+ €4560 — €1 + 1 e_t) ,
(4.13)

for t > 0 or as a series in e

FP(t,€) = T'(e; 4 €3) (€2 + €3) ey — €3) o Fy (61 + €3,69 + €3;€63 — €4 + 1; et)

(4.14)
+ e D(er +€4)T(ea +€4) Te3 — €4) o FY (61 + €y, €0+ €45€64 — €3+ 1 et) .
for t < 0.

Near the conifold point instead it can be given as a series in 1 — e

F(El + 63) F(Ez + 63) F(El + 64) F(EQ + 64) %
F(El + €9 + €3 + 64)
X eESt 2F1(€1 + €3,€9 + €3; €1 + €3 + €3 1+ €4; 1— et) . (415)

FP(t,e) =

All three expressions are equivalent under analytic continuation. See Appendix [B]for deriva-

tions of these results.

In a similar spirit we may compute the quantum volume of the twofold associated with the
symplectic cut (4.5). The quantum periods of this system are annihilated by the equivariant
Picard—Fuchs operators (2.41)) associated to the charge matrix (4.6

D2 —e ¢ Dg = (Ez + 5& + (90) — 670(63 — 8t — 8,3) s

(4.16)
Dl —e_(t_c) D4 = (61 + 8,5) - e_(t_c) (64 — @) .

12Gince ¢; € iR in the finite-distance part of JK contours, the integral over ¢ € R gives a delta function.
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One can observe that the system recovers the threefold PF system for c-
independent solutions. Alternatively, any solution of integrated over ¢ will give rise
to a solution of . The system ([4.16|) resembles a sort of separation of variables for the
PDE associated to the operator in (4.12]).

The quantum volume for the hyperplane (4.5) that defines the symplectic cut can be
computed by considering a GLSM with a space-filling brane defined by charges (4.6))

HD(t, C, E) B % %%ewlec@ F(El + ¢1) F(EQ + le + ¢2) F(Eg — ¢1 — ¢2) F(E4 — ¢1) (417)
Q

The choice of contour is determined by the Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription, and it depends on the
values of ¢ and ¢. This integral corresponds to the unique solution to (4.16]) with asymptotics
(12.42).

In phase 1 we have ¢ > ¢t > 0 and 7-[{31) is computed via — §(2’4), meaning that we take
the poles €5 + ¢1 + ¢po = —n and ¢, — ¢ = —m for n = 0,1,... and m = 0,1,... and the
minus in front of the integral arises from the orientation of the contour. The sum over poles
converges to a closed form expression

_1)n+m

HE) = Z e(f4+”)te‘(€2+€4+m+”)c—( ooy I'(er+es+n)T(e3+ ea+m)

n,m=0 (4 18)

664(2570)67620
=I'(e1 + ) ez + €2) Ao ara(l fodara

In phase 2 we have t > ¢ > 0, and we compute via f(l %) taking the poles €; + ¢y = —n,
€o+ @1+ ¢o=—-mforn=0,1,..and m=0,1,...
D S ¢ (=1
”H(2) = Z e—(e1+n) e(e1—ez+n—m)c - P(Eg eyt m) F<E4 e+ TL)
=0 (4.19)

eel(—t+c)e—620
= F<E3 + 62) F(€4 + 61) (1 + eft+c)e1+€4(1 + efc)€3+€2 ’

In phase 3 we have ¢ > 0 > ¢ and the JK prescription in this case is to use the contour
— f(l 3); which encircles the poles €, + ¢; = —n and €3 — ¢ — ¢y = —m for n =0,1,... and
m =0,1,..., and where the overall sign arises from the orientation of the contour
H) = i e—<el+n>te(sa+61+m+n)c.(_—1)n+m D(es+e3+m)T(es+ € + n)
@~ n!m! S e
n,m=0 (4.20)

eel(—t+c)e€36
=T'(ea +€3) [(€s + €1) A toraarad re)a
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It is easy to check that expressions for H” in the three different phases agree exactly

As in the case of C?, this unification of phases can be understood as the consequence of disk
instantons that smooth out singularities in the classical moduli space of the symplectic cut

hyperplane.

The smoothness of HP is rather surprising from the viewpoint of the computation by
summation over poles, since the three phases correspond to three different contours. However
this property becomes manifest if we observe that the general definition (2.39)) adopted earlier

can be reformulated as in ([2.44])

HP(t,ce) = / 401995 oatroae / dyr dys dys dys

—ioco (27T1) 2 0

i1+¢1*1 €2+¢1+pa—1 537¢17¢271yf}47¢171e7y17927y37y4 . (422)

Xy Yo Ys

Once again HP? plays the role of a quantum Lebesgue measure: integrating over c recovers

the quantum volume of the whole Calabi—Yau threefold
/ HP(t,c,e) de = FP(t,e), (4.23)
with FP as given in (4.13)-(4.15). The proof of this identity is straightforward by using the

integral representation ([A.7)) of the hypergeometric series o F}.

Using HP” we can compute the volumes of the two components of the symplectic cut
g

decomposition of the resolved conifold
O(-1)@0(-1) =P — X_uUx, X,. (4.24)

Introducing half-volumes as in (3.17))-(3.18]), we obtain

c e(el+63)s

]:<D(t, C, 6) = F(€2 + 63) F(€4 + El)e_ﬂt /oo (1 + e—t+s)64+61(1 + eS)€2+€3 ds

€1+e3—1

w d
w
14+ e—t+cw)€4+€1<1 + ecw)52+53 (425)

1
=Tz +€3) I'ea + 61)e51(—t+6)+e3c/ :
0

_ D(ea +e3) (g + 61)651(—t+0)+630><
€1+ €3

—t
X Fi(€1 + €3,€0+ €3,€61 + €456 + €3+ 1, —e, —e +c) .

where F} is the Appell hypergeometric function of (A.2)). The two half-volumes obey the
relation
FD(t,c er,e0,e3,€4) = F2(t,t — ¢, €9, €1, €4, €3) . (4.26)
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4.3 Holomorphic disk potential from quantum Lebesgue measure

We now discuss how the quantum Lebesgue measure computes the open string disk potential
for a framed toric A-brane in the resolved conifold. We consider a Lagrangian described by
the affine line

p2—p3=c, pa—p2=0. (4.27)

Choosing the phase ¢ < 0 gives a Lagrangian L that is a U(1)? fibration over an affine half-
line ¢ ending at py = py = 0, p3 = —c and p; = t — ¢. The genus-zero quantum corrected

moduli space of an A-brane wrapped on L is described by the algebraic curve
Y:14+24+y+Qry=0 cCC"xC", (4.28)

where x = e® with ¢ € C complexified by the holonomy of the abelian local system on L,
Q = et with ¢ € C complexified by the flux of the B-field on P!, and a choice of framing
has been implicitly made. Note that topologically ¥ is a four-punctured sphere. The disk

potential is given by the formula
Wakv(z) = —/ log(—y(x)) dlogx = Liy(—z) — Liz(—Qz) . (4.29)

To recover this result from the quantum Lebesgue measure we define the equivariant
superpotential W (t, ¢, €) in terms of the monodromy
1

OW (1, e,€) = 5 <7—[D(t, ¢+ 2mi,€) — HO (L, ¢, e)) . (4.30)

™1

Note that HP (¢, ¢, €) is multivalued as a function of e¢, with branching at the four points
e € {0, -1, —e" 0o}, (4.31)

corresponding to the four punctures of ¥. The computation of the monodromy in (4.30))
therefore depends on the choice of phase for c¢. To recover the toric brane potential we
should work in phase 3 (f > 0 > ¢), where we may use expression for HP
HP (¢4 2mi,€) — HP (¢, €) = (eFmilertes) 1)—F(62 +€s) e . —F(el + ) e1(et)
(1 + ec)ertes (1 + ec—t)ertes
27i(e; + €3)

P ——— [ v(e1 + €2 + €3+ €4) + (¢ + i) (€1 + €3) €1

~ (ea+ e3) log(1 + e°) — (61 + €4) 1og(1+e0*t)+0(62)] . (4.32)
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where in the last step we took a Laurent expansion at ¢; = 0. The equivariant superpotential

is obtained by taking the primitive in ¢

1
W(t,c,e) = — (F2(t,c+ 2mi,e) — F2 (L, c,€))

27
= %(e%(eﬁ%) - 1)F(62 - Eg)f(@l - el)e‘elte“ﬁ%)c (4.33)
1 €1 T €3

—t
X Fy(e] + €3,60 + €361 +€45€1 + €3+ 1, —e, —e 1) |

where there monodromy of the F; function is trivial in this phase. Imposing the Calabi—Yau

condition €; + €5 + €3 + ¢4 = 0 and expanding around ¢; = 0 we find

e1t+e | e te €1 . €1+ €3 . . _t
W(t,c,e) = —— — Tic + Lig(—e®) — Lig(—e“ ") + O(e
( ) €1+ €4 2€1+64 €1+ €4 €1+ €4 2< ) 2( ) <)
(4.34)
The instanton part of the regular terms is
WiEsH(t, ¢) = Liy(—e®) — Liy(—e“) , (4.35)

in perfect agreement with (4.29) up to the overall normalization factor. To fix this we can
simply adopt the same normalization as for C* (by comparing them in the appropriate limit
t — o0, as remarked below (4.3))).

Remarks: As in the case of C3 it should be stressed that, while we have illustrated the
relation between HP and Wiy is a specific choice of phase (¢ < 0) and framing, the story
holds much more generally. Since Hp is defined for all values of ¢, it is straightforward
to analytically continue to other phases, and consider its monodromies around any of the
punctures . This will give the superpotential Wy for any of the corresponding branes.
Moreover H” has once again the property of being framing invariant, while recovering the

open string superpotential for any choice of framing.

5 Local P?

In this section we consider the toric Calabi-Yau geometry O(—3) — P? also known as local
P2 or the canonical line bundle of P2. This space can be defined as the symplectic quotient
C*' J U(1) with charge matrix

Q=(1,1,1,-3) (5.1)

The corresponding moment map constraint is
p1+p2+ps—3ps=t. (5.2)

and we shall work at ¢ > 0 from now on.
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5.1 Symplectic cut and equivariant volumes

The equivariant volume of local P2, as defined by (2.37)), is given by

_ dé e
]:(t’ E) B %1)7(2)7(3) 2mi (61 + ¢) (62 + QS)(E?, + ¢)(€4 - 3¢)
e—elt e—ezt e—63t
N (62 — 61)(63 — 61)(64 + 361) * (61 — 62)(63 — 62)(64 + 362) + (61 — 63)(62 — 63)(64 + 363)

(5.3)

where the poles at —e;, —e5 and —e3 have been taken as a consequence of the JK prescription
for the phase t > 0.

We consider a symplectic cut of local P? defined by the hyperplane of charge
¢=(0,0,-1,1). (5.4)
The moment map constraints become

p1+p2+ps—3ps=t (5.5)
—P3t+ps=c

corresponding to the “augmented” charge matrix

11 1 -3
(00 —1 1)' (5.6)

The projection of this hyperplane to the moment polytope is shown in Figure [7]

P3 P3 p3

P1

(a) Phase 1: ¢,t >0 (b) Phase 2: 0 > ¢ > —t (c) Phase 3: ¢ < —t <0

Figure 7: Hyperplane for a symplectic cut of local P? in three different phases.

The symplectic quotient C* /U (1)? defined by the moment map constraints in (5.5]) defines

a Calabi—Yau twofold whose equivariant volume is

_ [ do1dey ef1terze
Al cre) = ﬁ{ R e Py prrrmpe p sy R AL
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The Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription for the contour admits three different choices of phase

e—&g(t+30)—e4c e—E1(t+36)—€4C
Hay = + , c,t>0 5.8
W (61— ) (262 + €5+ €4) (€2 — €1)(2€1 + €3 + €4) (5:8)
e—eg(t+c)+egc e—el(t—f—c)-l—sgc
Ho) = + . —t<ec<0 (5.9
@ (61 —€2) (269 + €3+ €4) (€2 — €1)(2€1 + €3 + €4) (5.9)
1 6%53(t+3c)+%64(t+0) ( )
Hesy = = ) c<—t<0 (5.10
(3) 2 (61 + %(63 + 64))(62 -+ %(63 + 64))

where in H (1) the two sets of poles that contribute are (1,4) and (2,4), while for H ) we take
poles (1,3) and (2,3), and for H s only the poles (3,4) contribute.

Integrating over all values of ¢ returns the equivariant volume of local P?

00 —t 0 0o
/ de H = / de Hg) + / de He) + / de Hay = Flt,e€). (5.11)
o o —t 0

As in previous examples, this identity can be expected on general grounds, since the integra-

tion over ¢ removes the second moment map condition in ([5.5)).

5.2 Quantum cut and quantum volumes

The quantum volume of local P? is computed by a GLSM from a disk to the total space of
the bundle O(—3) — P2, together with a space-filling brane. By definition FP(¢,¢) is the

solution of the equivariant PF equation
[D1 Dy D3 —e (24 Dy)(1+ Dy) Dus] FP(t,€) =0 (5.12)
with the prescribed semiclassical asymptotics , where we have
Di=e+0, Dy=e+0;, D3=e3+0;,, Dy=¢e4—30;. (5.13)

The general solution is given by (2.39) and can be computed explicitly, see Appendix . At

large volume it can be expanded as a series in e™*

FP(t,e) =e " T (e — e1) I(e5 — €1) (31 + €4) %

1 2
><3F2<€1+3461+3+3,1+3—|—3 — €+ 1,6, —eg+1; =27
+e (e — ) (€3 — €2) T'(3€2 + €4) ¥

1
3’ 3 3 3 3

€ 2
><3F2(€2+ 4€2+ + - 2+—4+—;€2—€1+1,€2—€3+1;—276_t>
+e (e, —e3) T (2—63) F(363+64)

1 2
X 3F2(€3+€3 €3+ 3 +3, 3+ 3 +§ 63—€1+1 €3-€2+1 —276_t

(5.14)
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The quantum volume for the hyperplane (5.5)) that defines the symplectic cut can be
computed by considering a GLSM with a space-filling brane defined by charges (5.6). The
equivariant PF operators of the GLSM are

D, Dy —e 73(1 + D3) D3, Dy —e “Ds, (5.15)
with

D1:€1—|—at, D2:€2+at, D3:€3+at—ac, D4:€4—38t+ac. (516)

Similar to the conifold case, the two PF systems ([5.12)) and (5.15)) are related to each other.
For example, taking a solution of the system ([5.15]) and integrating over ¢ (provided that this
integral is well-defined) gives a solution of the system (/5.12]).

The quantum volume of the twofold is the unique solution to (5.15)) with asymptotics
(2.42). The general solution can be expressed by means of the GLSM partition function with
a space-filling brane on the twofold (2.39)), which in this cases specializes to

deo, d

HD(t, C, 6) = % ¢1—Q;2 et¢1+c¢2 F<€1+¢1> F(62+¢1) F(€3+¢1—¢2) F(€4—3¢1+¢2> s (517)
qik (2i)

where the contour depends on the values of ¢ and ¢ through the Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription.

In phase 1 we have ¢,t > 0 and the poles that contribute to (5.17)) are the two sets (1,4),
(2,4). This means that we take towers €; + ¢ = —n, €4 —3¢1 + o = —m (n,m =0,1,2,...)
plus the towers €3 + ¢1 = —n, €4 — 3¢1 + ¢po = —m (n,m = 0,1,2,...). The result is

0o oo ( 1)m F(E c )
D _ E E — 2“9 —(t+3c)(n+e1)—c(m-+eq)
H(l) - nlm! (e —ex+ 1), Lm+2n+2a + e+ e)e 1 4

n=0 m=0
N~ (D" T(a—e) ~(t43 -
T 2 2 +3c¢)(n+e2)—c(m+es) )
+;7; PPN —— (m+2n+2e + €35 +e)e
(5.18)
This expression can be resummed into the following closed-form
b e—sl(t+3c)—e4c
H(l) = F(62 - 61) F(2€1 + €3+ 64) (1 + 6—0)261+e3+e4 X
€3 € €3 € 1 4e~t=3¢ )
X of <61—|——+—,61+—+—+—;61—62+1;—
2 2 2 2 2 1+e¢)?
(1+e7) (5.19)

e~ (t4+3c)—eac

(1 + efc)2€2+€3+€4 X

+ F(&l — 62) F(QEQ + €3+ 64)

€3 € €3 € 1 de~t=3¢
% o F A T T PO 1o~
2 1<€2+ 5 + 2,€2+ B + 9 +2,€2 €1+ ,(1+e_c)2
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In phase 2 we have —t < ¢ < 0 and in this case the relevant sets of poles are the two towers
labeled by (1,3), (2, 3)

D __ o (_1)m F<€2_61> —(t+c)(n+e1)+c(m+es)
e

n=0 m=0 - 62 1)n) (520)
E1 — €2 _
§ : 2 : N 92 2 (t+c)(n+e2)+c(m+es)
e i nlml (62 —€e14+ 1) (m+2n 426 46 +ee

where an overall sign has been taken into account due to the orientation of the QJK contour.

Again, these series admit resummations in terms of hypergeometric functions

e—€l (t+c)+e3c

(1 + ec)261+63+64 X

H(DQ) = F(EQ — 61) F(2€1 + €3 -+ 64)

€3 €4 €3 € 1 4e~t¢
x oF T T T I P
2 1<61+2+2,61+2+2+2,61 €2 + 7(1—}-60)2)

e~ (t4+c)+esc

(1 _|_ 60)262+63+64 x

(5.21)

+ (e —€2) I'(262 + €3 + €4)

1 4e~t=¢
X oF — 1, —
2 1<€2+2+2 62+2+2+2 €1+ ,(1+ec)2)

In phase 3 we have ¢ < —t < 0 and the contour picks up the single tower of poles (3,4)

m+n

IR 1 1
3)—522 ‘n' (€1+§(m+n+63+64)>F(62+§(m+n+e3+e4)>><

n=0 m=0

x ee(msntdesten)tjtminteste) (5 99)

where again an overall sign comes from the orientation of the contour. This can be resummed

to the closed form expression

1. 1 € € € €
D _ = *63(t+36)+*€4(t+6){ I < €3 _4> r ( °3 _4>
H(3) 282 2 €1 + 9 + 5 €9 + B + 5 X

11
F - ._t+cl
><21<€1+2+2,2+2+2 1 (+e))

1 2 (5.23)
—ei(t+0>(1+eC)F<el+ >t 5 +1> <€2+ + = +1)

31
F 1 1__t+01 02}
X21<61+2+2+ €2+2+2+ 97 A (+e))

The equivalence of the three expressions under analytic continuation follows from identi-

ties among hypergeometric series ((A.6]), hence

H{)y=Hpy =Hi = H (tce) . (5.24)
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Worth of mention is a fourth expression for #” that holds near the “conifold” point ¢t = ¢ = 0

e—el (t+3c)—e4c

(1 + e—c)261+63+e4 X

€3 €4 €3 €4 1 4e_t_3c
X oF; =+ = =+ = +1; -1l 5.25
21(q+2+2¢rF2+2+,q+@+q+q+T TETSSE , (5.25)

HE(t,c,e) = 22Tt D () 46y 4 e+ €4) B(2¢; + €3+ €4, 265 + €3+ ¢4)

which is related to (5.19) via the hypergeometric identity (A.4)).

As in previous examples, the unification of phases is a consequence of disk instantons that
smooth out singularities in the classical moduli space of the symplectic cut hyperplane, and

it is best understood in terms of the integral presentation ([2.44)).

Once again HP plays the role of a quantum Lebesgue measure: integrating over ¢ recovers
the quantum volume of the whole Calabi-Yau threefold. In addition, we can use H” to
compute the volumes of the two components of the symplectic cut decomposition Fg (t,c,e).

The computations are straightforward, we leave details to the interested reader.

5.3 Holomorphic disk potential from quantum Lebesgue measure

To discuss the open string disk potential for a framed toric A-brane in local P? we consider

the Lagrangian modeled on the affine line

Py —p3=¢, p1—p2=0. (5.26)

Choosing the phase ¢ < —t < 0 gives a Lagrangian L that is a U(1)? fibration over an affine
half-line ¢ ending at p; = py = 0, p3 = —%(t + 3¢) and py = —%(t + ¢). The genus-zero
quantum corrected moduli space of an A-brane wrapped on L is described by the algebraic

curve
Y:l4+y+a+Qrly =0 CC*xC*. (5.27)

This is a genus-one curve with three punctures, and the brane that we study corresponds to
the puncture at = oo. For the purpose of computing the superpotential we need to change
coordinates. First we rescale the y-variable by substituting y — —yv/—Qa3 to ensure that
ly| = 1 as © — oco. Afterwards we redefine x — 1/z for convenience, so that the expansion

is now again at x = 0. These steps give the new curve

1+x+w—9y4—v—9y=0, (5.28)
Xz X

from which it is straightforward to compute the superpotential

Wy (2) = — / log(—y(x)) dlogz (5.29)
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by solving for y = y(x),

y(z) = —%(—le)Wu +a) = \/1- Le@ (14 a)2. (5.30)

We can now identify z = e¢ and Q = e~! with ¢, ¢ € C to compare with the GLSM predictions.
Since the superpotential ([5.29) is rather involved in this case, it will be more convenient to

reproduce its logarithmic derivative OWaky/0logx = —log(—y) given by (/5.30)).

To recover ([5.30]) from the quantum Lebesgue measure we consider the relation between

the equivariant superpotential W (¢, ¢, €) and the monodromy

DIV (1, ¢, €) = 2i (H2(t,c+ 21,0~ HP(1,c.6)) (5.31)

1

As in previous examples, note that HP(t,c,€) is multivalued as a function of e and has
branching at punctures of ¥. This needs to be taken into account when computing the
monodromy (|5.31)), as it will end up depending on the phase of c.

For the toric brane we are studying, the relevant phase is the third one (¢ < —t < 0). From
the expression for HP obtained in ((5.22]) we can immediately compute the monodromy@

HP (c+ 2nmi) — HD(C)
—ZZ "y rmantatra))T (ot tminteata)
= m'n' €1 5 m-—+mn—+ €3+ € €9 5 MmN+ €31+ €4

n=0 m=0
( mi(m+3n+3e3+es) 1) e%c(m+3n+363+64)+%t(m+n+63+64)

- { 363 + €4
(261 + €3 + 64)(262 + €3 + 64)

i 363 + €4 (C + mi
(261 + €3 + 64)(262 + €3 + 64) 2

1

2

~log B(-W) (1+¢) + /1 - erre(1 + eC)Q] +0(0)

t
(€3 + €4) + 5(63 +eq) —y(eg +ea+e3+ 64))

(5.32)

where we took a Laurent expansion in €’s around zero. The instanton part of the regular
terms is therefore

1
O Wirt(t, c) = —log [2( e O)V2(1 4 ) + \/1 — Zette(1 + e°)? } : (5.33)

in perfect agreement with ([5.29))-(/5.30]).

13An alternative derivation is to use the resummed expression (5.23) and note that the hypergeometric

function is analytic inside the unit disk.
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Remarks: As in previous examples, we can compute Waky from HP” in other phases, as
well as other choice of framing. The quantum Lebesgue measure HP is framing-invariant,
but its monodromy (computed in appropriate coordinates) recovers the framing-dependent
superpotential Wy in any choice of framing. Going to other phases we find that we can
again obtain Wiky. Fixing the overall normalization is an important but delicate matter,

whose systematic discussion we leave to future work.

6 Monodromy as domain wall tension

We have presented concrete evidence that the monodromy of the quantum Lebesgue measure
computes the open topological string genus-zero superpotential for toric A-branes in several

different examples. The key relation is

1
OW (t,c,e) = —,(’HD(t, c+2mi, ) — HP(t,c, e)) , (6.1)
i
or its integrated version
Wi(t,c e)zi<]—"D(t c+2mi, e) — F2(t, c e)> . (6.2)
) &y 27T1 < ) ) < ) &y

where W (t, ¢, €) is an equivariant generalization of the toric brane superpotential from which

the latter can be recovered.

In this section we sketch the physical meaning of these formulae by drawing a parallel
between our approach and previous works on open string mirror symmetry. We stress from the
outset that, while the overall physical interpretation generally agrees with previous proposals,
the details of its realization will differ significantly. As already remarked in the introduction,
a key feature of the equivariant superpotential W (,c,¢€) is that it comes from HP(t,c,¢)
which extends smoothly over the whole Kahler moduli space, thanks to the interplay between
equivariance and open string instantons. By contrast, open string superpotentials considered
in previous literature are always defined within a single phase of the moduli space, and
typically feature jumps from one phase to another. In these regards equivariance acts as
a regulator of certain divergencies in the open string potential, and W (¢, ¢, €) provides a

unifying description of previous results obtained in different phases.

6.1 Superpotentials from open string mirror symmetry

We start with a review of the computation of open-string superpotentials for Lagrangian A-
branes, as originally studied in the works [AV00; AKV02| in the absence of equivariance. In

these papers it was argued that the superpotential counting holomorphic disks with boundary
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on L arises by integrating a certain 1-form Aykv along a 1-chain on the mirror curve ¥

WAKv(t,C) = /c )\AKV- (63)

In this picture X is the quantum moduli space of the toric A-brane supported on a special
Lagrangian L, after corrections by genus-zero curves. Formula (6.3]) is natural from the
viewpoint of mirror symmetry adapted to open strings, as it relates curve counts to 1-chain

integrals.

The first piece of information that goes into the definition (6.3)) is the choice of 1-chain.
Its definition depends on the choice of phase for L in the semiclassical picture. As reviewed
in Section [2.4] there is classically a finite number of distinct phases for L, characterized by
the choice of an edge of the toric diagram where the affine half-line ¢ ends. In classical
geometry, the moduli space of the A-brane is a circle fibration over the toric diagram with
singularities at toric vertices. The circle direction corresponds in classical geometry to the

holonomy modulus of a U(1) local system on L, which has b; = 1.

In the quantum theory, singularities are smoothed out by zero-area disks, and the moduli
space is described by . When the phase of L corresponds to an external line of the toric
diagram, the 1-chain appearing in the definition is a contour that begins at the cor-
responding puncture on ¥ and terminates at a point (x,y) € ¥. The latter endpoint has
coordinates x = e and y = y;(x) corresponding to the branch of 3 that goes to 1 as x tends

to the puncture.

A toric A-brane in the quantum theory (at genus zero, or weak string coupling) is therefore
labeled by a point on X. A closed loop on ¥ based at x defines a domain wall for the A-brane,
as each point along the path corresponds to a different choice of moduli that departs from ¢
and eventually comes back. E See |[AVO0la; DG21] for studies of superpotentials from domain

walls from the viewpoint of the worldvolume QFT.

The second key piece of data in (6.3)) is the 1-form Aaxy. In [AKV02] it was argued that
this differential is determined by the tension of certain domain walls for L, which play the
role of appropriate flat coordinates for the open string. Consider a domain wall D, . oz

obtained by taking a path along which x = e shifts to e“t2™, this defines a flat coordinate

~ 1
Y =— log(—y) dlogz. (6.4)

27T1 Dc—»c+27‘ri

141 the projection of ¥ to C¥ has several branches, it is understood that we consider the lift of z to the
canonical branch where the superpotential Wky is always computed, namely the branch where y; (z) — 1
when z tends to the puncture. There are then two types of paths: those along which logy has trivial net
branching and those along which the branching is non-trivial. The former type corresponds to closed BPS
states, and are studied in [Kle+96; [ESW17; BLR19]. Here we are concerned with paths of the second type.
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Similarly, there is a flat coordinate ¢ arising as the tension of a domain wall that shifts logy

by 2mi. The differential is then given by these as follows
Aaky =Y de. (6.5)

It is further argued in [AKV02] that d¢/ dc = 1 where ¢ = log x, so that only the quantum cor-
rections present in Y contribute to Wakv. In conclusion, the derivative of the superpotential

corresponds to the tension of the domain wall D, . ox;

OWaky =Y . (6.6)

6.2 4d N =1 superpotential and quantum cuts from D6 branes

We now explain how the domain wall tension reviewed earlier enters in our construction.
Consider a semi-infinite domain wall D._,, corresponding to a path along which x goes from
e¢ to infinity along one of the punctures. This path defines a family of special Lagrangian
A-branes starting with the one supported at L and ending with a purely classical brane, since
all instanton corrections are suppressed near the puncture. We can then consider another
semi-infinite domain wall D i 9., and take the concatenation with the previous one with

inverted orientation

Doy 0Dy seioni ™~ Desyeroni- (67)

By construction, the tension of the composite wall equals the flat coordinate (6.4)).

The role of the semi-infinite domain wall D._,, is played in our story by the Calabi—Yau
twofold that defines the symplectic cut. Indeed as we explained in Section there is a
close relationship between Lagrangian A-branes and symplectic cuts. Both definitions share
a choice of hyperplane hy defined in (2.35)), which contains the affine half-line ¢ that models
the special Lagrangian L. Both the CY2 and L are U(1)? fibrations over the respective bases
(the hyperplane hy or £). In this regard, the CY2 that defines the symplectic cut of X can

be regarded as the support for a semi-infinite domain wall ending with the A-brane on L.

To make further progress and refine this picture, let us recall that the open string su-
perpotential Wuky has a target space interpretation as the 4d N/ = 1 superpotential of the
worldvolume QFT engineered by a D6 brane on L x R* when embedding the topological
string on X into Type ITA string theory on X x R* [OV00]. The domain wall is then en-
gineered by taking a family of D6 branes wrapping the 4-chain defined by the CY2-fold X,
that defines the symplectic cut . The path D,._., that defines the domain wall is the
image of the hyperplane h; under the Hori—Vafa mirror map projected to 3, see [CLZ| for

more details. The quantum Lebesgue measure HP (¢, c, €) is the equivariant volume of the
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domain wall labeled by D._,,. Taking the difference of domain walls as in therefore is

expected to give the tension of the domain wall D, .. o

1 1
— (HP(t,c+2mie) — HP (8, c,€)) ~ 2—/ log(—y) dlogz. (6.8)
Dc—>c+27ri

2mi i
Here ~ denotes that this is not an equality in the strict sense, but that taking a suitable
non-equivariant limit of the left hand side and selecting regular terms should reproduce the
right hand side.

Comparing with (6.4)), it is natural to identify the Lh.s. of as }A/(e), the equivariant
analogue of the open-string flat coordinate. Pushing this analogy, and recalling from (6.6])
that Y = 0.Wakv, it is therefore natural to expect that defines the derivative of an

equivariant extension of Wakvy(c), namely W(c,€). This is in perfect agreement with our
formula (6.1)).

To conclude, there is a reasonable analogy between our definition of the equivariant su-
perpotential and standard considerations based on open string mirror symmetry. A key
difference is that in both cases the relevant geometric objects are non-compact. As a conse-
quence of this, computations done in the non-equivariant setting usually neglect semiclassical
contributions from constant maps, and the focus is entirely on the non-constant instanton
contributions in each phase separately. Instead in our setting we can keep track of semiclassi-
cal contributions as well, since they get regularized by equivariance. Thanks to this we obtain
a function HP(t, c, €) that is globally defined, and whose monodromies around different loops

in the complexified c-plane encode all disk superpotentials Wky in the different phases.

7 Summary and outlook

In this paper we introduced and studied a quantum uplift of the symplectic cut construction
in the setting of toric Calabi—Yau threefolds. Our approach is based on the equivariant gauged
linear sigma model, whose target is the threefold after cutting. One the main characters in
our story is the quantum Lebesgue measure HP(t, ¢, €) associated to the choice of cut. The
measure corresponds to the equivariant quantum volume of the divisor that is invariant under
the U(1) action defining the cut.

The quantum measure encodes both closed and open topological string invariants. In-
tegrating HP(t,c,€) over all values of the transverse modulus ¢ recovers the equivariant
quantum volume FP(t, ¢) of the ambient CY3

+oo

FP(t,€) = HP(t,c,¢) de, (7.1)

—00

46



which is further related to the closed Gromov—Witten potential. The monodromy of HP(t, ¢, €)
along a circle in the complexified c-plane defines instead an equivariant open string superpo-
tential W(t, c,e)

1 c+-2mi
W(t,ce) = —/ HP(t,5,€)ds. (7.2)

2mi
The standard disk instanton potential for a toric Lagrangian associated to the cut can be
recovered from W (¢, ¢, €) by a suitable (phase dependent) Laurent expansion in the equivari-
ant parameters ¢;. Through equations —, the quantum Lebesgue measure provides
a direct relation between closed and open string invariants.

Equivariant partition functions F2, HP are globally defined across the entire Kihler mod-
uli space (extended by open string moduli for the latter). This is in contrast with conventional
generating series of closed and open Gromov—Witten invariants, which are typically defined
in specific regions of the moduli space, such as large radius. The apparent tension between
these results is resolved by observing that the equivariant partition functions include semi-
classical contributions due to constant maps to non-compact manifolds, whose volumes are

regularized by equivariance.

Neither the instanton contributions nor the semiclassical ones are independently globally
defined, since they exhibit jumps across different phases of the geometry. However their
sum is globally well-defined. This perspective extends and unifies previous computations of
GW invariants, in very concrete ways. In particular, the partition function of the equivariant
GLSM produces all-instanton resummed expressions for F”, HP” that can be written down in
closed form and which can be analytically continued across different phases with no difficulty.
A prototypical example of this are the large-radius and the conifold-point expressions —

(4.14) and (4.15]) in terms of hypergeometric functions.

The global nature of equivariant quantum volumes can be regarded as a realization of
the long-standing expectation that quantum cohomology rings are invariants of birational

equivalence classes [Mor94].

Further developments

Throughout this work we have come across several important questions that deserve to be

studied in greater detail.

Normalization factors. On a purely technical level, there are certain issues with the
normalization of the physical superpotentials obtained in the non-equivariant limit. In this
paper we have largely neglected these, since the normalization can be unambiguously fixed

by hand by matching the first open-string instanton contribution with that of the toric brane
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in C3. Nevertheless, it would certainly be satisfying to find a coherent explanation for the

overall factors.

Mirror symmetry. The global nature of quantum volumes F2, HP hinges in a crucial way
on equivariance. In our story this is naturally introduced by a deformation of the GLSM,
where ¢€; correspond to masses of chiral fields. A simple manipulation of the GLSM Coulomb
branch integral leads to an equivariant generalization of the Hori—Vafa mirror geometry, as
remarked around (2.44). On the one hand, this would be key to place on a more firm
footing, by providing the appropriate equivariant generalization of the right-hand side. On
the other hand, studying the equivariant deformation of Hori-Vafa mirror symmetry would
also open up the possibility to study non-compact B-branes as mirror non-compact A-branes.
Due to multivaluedness of the holomorphic top-form, we expect calibration to produce non-
compact mirror sLags very similar in nature to the non-compact A-branes studied in the
context of wrapped Fukaya categories. For mirrors of toric threefolds these can be studied
concretely by a straightforward extension of the analysis of compact A-branes initiated in
[BLR23].

Other phases, other cuts and framing. In this work we focused on a few examples, and
analyzed the relation to open strings only in certain phases of the c-plane. However a strength
of our framework lies precisely in the global global nature of #”, whose different monodromies
tie together equivariant superpotentials associated to different phases. Some of the additional
phases are most naturally accessible by changing the type of cut under consideration. In
addition to this, the open string superpotential is known to change under so-called framing
of the brane. Although we have partially addressed some of these points in the examples
considered in this paper, it would be very interesting to extend our discussion further to

include all these global issues in a coherent and systematic fashion.

Higher genus. Although we have restricted attention to genus-zero worldsheets, there are
good reasons to expect an extension of our observations to all-genera. From the viewpoint of
GLSMs, the summation over genera incurs in notorious technical complications related to the
holomorphic anomaly equations [Ber4-94]. On the other hand, in recent years the study both
closed and open instanton partition functions has advanced significantly through a variety of
approaches, including the topological vertex [Aga+05], the TS/ST correspondence [GHM16]|,
the study of resurgent structures of both closed and open strings [Mar0O8b; Mar08a; PS10;
Cou+16; (GM22|, and geometric interpretations and extensions of the latter from in terms of
Riemann-Hilbert problems |[Bril9; Bri20; |(CPT23; |Ali+-23; GHN22; |AHT23; |CLT20; GGH23].
In many of these works, higher genus worldsheet instantons play an important role in the

analytic continuation across the moduli space. In our work we observed that equivariance
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plays a similar role in the analytic continuation of genus zero string partition functions. It

would therefore be interesting to explore the role of equivariance in the higher genus setting.

Lift to M-theory. It would be certainly desirable to gain a better grasp on the physics
behind quantum symplectic cuts in the context of string theory. A promising direction seems
to be through an uplift to M-theory [AKV02; AV0O1b| where the symplectic cut of X appears
naturally. In presence of the D6 brane on L x R*, going to M-theory replaces X with a
G2 manifold fibered by a circle over X which shrinks at L. If we perform a 9/11 flip and
compactify instead on a (choice of ) S* from the U(1)? fibration of X we obtain a new manifold
whose topology resembles the symplectic cut .

We plan to continue our discussion of these and other questions in upcoming works [CLZ].

A Special function definitions and identities
In this appendix we collect technical formulas about special functions which we use in the
main text.

The beta function has the following integral representations

B@iy:%%gggzé@ﬂ%1—w“myzlmaégﬁﬁdr (A1)

where we have used the following change of variables © = y/(1 — y) under the integral. The

Appell F; function has the integral representation

ING) Vo (1 —w)eet
Fi(a;by,by;¢; 21, 29) = ) /0 (1= w1 )h (1w dw (A.2)

for R(a) > 0AR(c —a) > 0.

We use the integral representation of the 5 F; hypergeometric function
1
B(b,c —b)oFi(a,b;c;z) = / 27— )1 - z2) 7 da (A.3)
0

with £(c) > R(b) > 0 and R(z) < 1.
Below we list some relevant identities for hypergeometric functions. First we have

L) T(a+b—c)

2Fi(a,b;c; z) = T(a)T(b)

QFI(C—CL7C—b;C—CL—b+1;1—Z)(l_z)c—a—b

['(¢)T(c —a—b)

T e—aT(c—0)

oFi(a,bia+b—c+1;1—2) (Ad)

49



where ¢ — a — b is not an integer. Next we recall

1
oF1 (a, b1 — 2) = 27%Fy (a, c—bc1— Z) ., 2¢(0,00) (A.5)
and
C(c)T(b— a) 1
Fi(a,b;c;z) = F — Lia—b+1;—
2 l(aa 7672) (—Z)“F(b)F(c—a) 2l | G, a c—+ ;@ + 7Z

I'(c)T'(a—b)
(=2)"T'(a) (e —b)

1
o F (b,b—c—f-l;b—a—i—l;—) (A.6)
z

Finally, we have a different integral representation for the function 5[} as

xa—l

Bla,c+b—a)oFi(c,a;c+ b1 — 2) = d AT
(a,c a) o Fi(c,a;c z) /0 s x (A.7)

with (b + ¢) > R(a) > 0 and R(z) > 0.

B Disk partition function for conifold

Using the conventions from Section [4] we define the disk function for ¢ > 0 as the contour

integral
d
FP(t,e) = ]{ —¢ e T(e + @) T(eg + @) T(es — ) ey — @) (B.1)
(1),(2) 27
where the contour includes two towers of poles —e; —n and —es —n forn =0,1,2,.... After

performing the integrals the answer can be rewritten as follows

FP(t,e) =e ' T'(ey — 1) T(eg + €3) ey + €4) o Fy (61 + 63,61+ €4561 — €+ 1 e*t)

+ e—EQt F(€1 o €2> F(Ez + 63) 1"(62 + 54) 2F1 (62 + €3,€9 + €45 €69 — €1 + 1; e_t) .
(B.2)

The disk partition function satifies the following equivariant PF equation

<D1 Dy —c ' Dy D4)]—"D(t, 6) = ((el+at)(62+at)—e*t(eg—at)(q—@))fD(t,e) —0 (B.3)

and semiclassically it goes to the equivariant volume (with some insertions of I'-class). It is

natural to write it in the following way
FP(t €) =s.c. + tLig(e™) — 2Lig(e™) + O(e) , (B.4)

where the semiclassical terms contain singularities in €’s and instanton terms (the poles

n=1,2,...) are regular (for more details see [CPZ22|).

20



Using the functional definition (B.2)) and the identity (A.4]) we can rewrite the disk func-

tion as

D(es+e)T(es +€1) T(eg + €3) (e + €4) "
F(El + €9 -+ €3 + 64)
Xe VoFi (e +eg, 61 +egie1+ea+es+egsl—e ), (B5)

FP(t,e) =

or, equivalently, using ([A.5)) we can write

F(El + 63) F(EQ + 63) F(El + 64) F(EQ + 64) %
F(El + €9 + €3 + 64)
X e o Fi (€1 + €3,60 + €3561 + €2 + €3 +eq;1 —e') . (B.6)

FP(t,e) =

This form of the disk partition function is naturally related to the chamber ¢ < 0 and can
also be obtained via the following contour integral

FO(t,e) = — ]4 99 0 D6, + 6) T(es + 8) T(es — 6) Tles — 6)
(3)(4)
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:eegt F(€1 + 63) F(EQ + 63) F<€4 — 63) 2F1 (61 + €3, €9 + €3,€3 — €4 + 17 et> <B7>

+e“' T(e; +e4) Tea + €4) Teg — €4) o FY (61 + €460+ €4564 — €3+ 1 et)
where one can use ([A.4) to related the above expression to (B.6). The extra minus in front
of the contour integral (B.7) appears due to the fact that closing the contour along the

imaginary axis either to the left or to the right would carry opposite orientation.

We remark that all these different formulas can obtained from the following integral
expression
ico dgb

27

FP(t,e) = / dy1 dys dys dy, ey v uay ko=t ol ol amo=l (B g)
0

which is the representation ([2.44)) written for the conifold.

C Disk partition function for local P?

Using the conventions from Section |5 we define the disk function for local P? for ¢ > 0 by the

contour integral

d
FO(te) = f 99 0P, + @) Tles + 6) T(es + ) Tes —36) . (C.1)
27
(1),(2),(3)
where we take into account three towers of the poles: (—e; —n), (—ez —n) and (—e3 — n)
for n = 0,1,.... The disk partition function FP (¢, ¢) satisfies the following equivariant PF
equation
<D1 Dy Dy —e (2 + Dy)(1+ Dy) Dy >]—“D(t, ) =0, (C.2)

o1



The expansion in equivariant parameters e and the relation of FP (¢, €) to closed GW invariant

is discussed in [CPZ22]. Alternatively, we can write the disk partition function as

FP = / 2—¢ dyy dya dys dyy o2 Vg g0yt gty pemie
0

+e (e — €

1 2
><3F2< ;€1+3+3€1+%4+§;61—62—|—1,61—63+1;—27et)
2)

><3F2< 4€2+ +

1

> ey
dyr dya dys dys e~ H vy’ log
0

Y1Yy2Y3

—€ * € € € €. € e_tyS
e ”/ dyo dys dys y5> @y Ty P exp (— Ly — Y3 — U
0

Y2Ys3

e U T(eg —€)T(e3 — €1) T'(3€1 + €4) x

(C.3)

(63 - 62) F(?)EQ + 64)

1 2
3 3 362+%4+§;62—61+1,62—63+1;—27et)

—|— e_e?’t (61 — 63) ( €y — 63) F(3€3 —I— 64)

€4
X 3y (63 3 €3+ +

1 2
5 363"‘63_4+§;€3_61+17€3_62+1;_27et) )

where we use the 3F, hypergeometric function. This explicit expression matches with the

residue computation (C.1)) after resummation.
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