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QUIVERS AND CURVES IN HIGHER DIMENSION
HULYA ARGUZ AND PIERRICK BOUSSEAU

ABSTRACT. We prove a correspondence between Donaldson—Thomas invari-
ants of quivers with potential having trivial attractor invariants and genus
zero punctured Gromov—Witten invariants of holomorphic symplectic cluster
varieties. The proof relies on the comparison of the stability scattering dia-
gram, describing the wall-crossing behavior of Donaldson—Thomas invariants,
with a scattering diagram capturing punctured Gromov—Witten invariants via

tropical geometry.
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0.1. Overview. Donaldson-Thomas (DT) invariants are counts of stable objects

in a triangulated category C which is Calabi—Yau of dimension 3 [34, 49, 52, 70],

and have important applications in physics, in geometry and in representation

theory. In physics, in particular in quantum field theory and string theory, DT

invariants play an important role as counts of BPS states and D-branes [11].

From the geometric point of view, particularly interesting situations are when

C is the derived category of coherent sheaves [70] or the Fukaya category of a

Calabi—Yau 3-fold [48, 71]. In the context of representation theory, quivers with

potentials [32] provide a natural source of examples of Calabi—Yau categories of

dimension three [39, 50]. Due to its more algebraic nature, DT theory of quivers

with potentials provides an ideal framework to study and explore many questions,

which are also of interest in the geometric counterpart of DT theory.
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Stable objects in a triangulated category are defined with respect to a Bridge-
land stability condition on this category [21], and DT invariants are piecewise-
constant with respect to the choice of stability condition: they are constant in
the complement of countably many real codimension one loci in the space of sta-
bility conditions called walls, but they jump discontinuously in general when the
stability condition crosses a wall. The jumps of DT invariants across walls in the
space of stability conditions are given by a universal wall-crossing formula due to
Joyce—Song [19] and Kontsevich-Soibelman [52].

Remarkably, a very similar wall-crossing formula appears in the a priori very
different context of counting holomorphic disks in mirror symmetry [12, 45, 52].
This observation leads to the surprising expectation that in many cases DT in-
variants may be equal to counts of holomorphic curves, such as log and punc-
tured Gromov-Witten invariants of Abramovich-Chen—Gross—Siebert [1, 4, 46],
which appear in the algebro-geometric mirror construction of Gross—Siebert [47].
Therefore, one naturally expects DT invariants to be related in some situations to
counts of holomorphic curves in holomorphic symplectic varieties [17, 53, 56]. We
show this expectation holds in the context of DT invariants of quivers with po-
tentials. In particular, we prove a correspondence between quiver DT invariants
and punctured log Gromov-Witten invariants of holomorphic symplectic cluster

varieties.

0.2. Background and main result. We state our main result after a quick
review of quiver DT and punctured Gromov—Witten invariants.

0.2.1. Quiver DT Invariants. A quiver with potential (@, W) is given by a finite
oriented graph @), and a finite formal linear combination W of oriented cycles in
Q. Given a quiver with potential (@), W), with set of vertices @)y, one can define
a DT invariant nyﬁe € Z for every dimension vector v € Ny = @ier Zs; and
every stability parameter

0 € v~ C Mg := Hom(Ng, R),

as reviewed in §1.1. The dependence of Qj’(’ on the stability parameter 6 is
captured by a universal wall-crossing formula [49, 52]. Tt follows from the wall-
crossing formula that general DT invariants Qf{ % are determined by particular DT
invariants Q,JY“* called attractor DT invariants, which are defined for a stability
parameter 6 close to the attractor point t,wg = wg(y, —) € v+, where wg is the
skew-symmetric form on Ng obtained by skew-symmetrization of the Euler form
—see (1.4) [5, 53, 63].
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When Qf* = 1 for all i € @, and Q,JY“* = 0 unless v = s; for some ¢ or
v € kerwg, we say that (Q, W) has trivial attractor DT invariants. As reviewed
in Examples 1.11-1.12, this condition is known to hold for many quivers with
potentials of interest in representation theory and geometry. It is also expected
to be a general property of quivers with potentials describing the derived category
of coherent sheaves on non-compact Calabi—Yau 3-folds.

Throughout this paper we frequently consider rational DT invariants ﬁj’g,
which are a repackaging of the integer DT invariants ny“e defined by a universal

formula — see (1.3) for details.

0.2.2. Punctured Gromov—Witten Invariants. Given a pair (X, D) consisting of
a smooth projective variety X over C and a normal crossing divisor on X, punc-
tured Gromov—-Witten invariants of (X, D) are virtual counts of curves in X with
prescribed tangency conditions along D [4]. In general, such curves might have
components contained in D and logarithmic geometry is needed to make sense
of the contact orders with D [1, 46]. For general log Calabi-Yau pairs (X, D),
Gross—Siebert define particular genus zero punctured Gromov—Witten invariants,
which play an important role in their general construction of mirrors, and which
can be viewed as an algebro-geometric definition of counts of Maslov index zero
holomorphic disks in the non-compact Calabi-Yau variety U =Y \ D [47].

We consider these invariants for particular log Calabi-Yau pairs (X, D). A sym-
plectic seed s = (N, (e;)ier,w) consists of a finite rank abelian group, finitely many
elements e; € N, and a skew-symmetric form w on N, which is non-degenerate
over Q. We further assume that v; := t,,w € M is primitive — see (2.2). Given a
symplectic seed s, one first considers a toric variety Xy with fan > in Mg con-
taining the rays R>gv;, and then one defines a pair (X, D), where X is the blow
up of Xy along the loci of equation 1 + 2% in the toric divisor corresponding to
the ray R>v;, and where D is the strict transform of the toric boundary divisor
of Xx. Under an appropriate assumption — see (2.4), X is smooth, and so (X, D)
is a log Calabi-Yau pair. Moreover, w induces an holomorphic symplectic form
on the complement U =Y \ D. We refer to U as the cluster variety defined by
s, an to (X, D) as a log Calabi- Yau compactification of the cluster variety.

Following [47], one can define a genus zero punctured Gromov—Witten invariant
N T(fg’D) € Q of (X, D) for every curve class 5 and every combinatorial choice of a
so-called wall type. The invariant NT(?[‘;’D) is a virtual count of rational curves in
(X, D) of class § and whose combinatorics of intersections with the strata of D

is constrained by 7 — see §2.2 for details.
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0.2.3. Main result. We prove a correspondence between the DT invariants nyrve
of a quiver with potential (@, W) having trivial attractor DT invariants, and
the punctured Gromov-Witten invariants V. T(f;’D) of a log Calabi-Yau compactifi-
cation of the cluster variety defined by a symplectic seed s “compatible” with
(X, D). Here, the compatibility between a quiver ) and a symplectic seed
s = (N, (ei)ier,w) is the data of linear map ¢ : Ng — N such that ¥(s;) = e,
wqo = Y*w, and Y®Q is surjective — see §3.1 for details. If () and s are compatible,
then the holomorphic symplectic cluster variety U = X \ D is a finite quotient of
a symplectic fiber of the Poisson X cluster variety defined by @ [37, 40]. In par-
ticular, the dimension of U and X is equal to the rank of the skew-symmetrized

Euler form wg of ). Our main result, Theorem 3.6, states:

Theorem 0.1. Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT
invariants. Let s = (N, (€;)ier,w) be a symplectic seed and (X, D) a log Calabi-
Yau compactification of the corresponding cluster variety satisfying assumptions
(2.2) and (2.4). Let ¢: Ng — N be a compatibility data between s and Q. Let
v € Ng \ kerwg be a dimension vector such that v ¢ Zsys; for alli € I. Then,
for every general stability parameter 0 € ¥ (Mg)N~y+ C Mgr and point x € Mg
such that ¢Y(x) = 0, there exists a set of wall types T.F and a curve class 37
described in §3.3, such that we have the correspondence

> kNG (0.1)

TETY

V M
between the rational DT invam’ants §+’9 of (Q, W), and the genus zero punctured
Gromov-Witten invariants N ﬁ, of (X, D), where |v| is the divisibility of v in
No, and the coefficient k, is a positive integer defined in (2.8).

The proof of Theorem 0.1 is based on a comparison between the stability scat-
tering diagram for DT invariants [22] and the explicit description, obtained by
Mark Gross and the first author [10], of the canonical scattering diagram cap-
turing punctured Gromov—Witten invariants of log Calabi-Yau pairs obtained as
blow-ups of toric varieties.

Using Theorem 0.1, one can interpret the integer DT invariants Q;L’e as BPS
invariants underlying the rational punctured Gromov—Witten invariants NT(jg’D).
We will also show, under the assumptions of Theorem 0.1, that the DT invariants
QI{L’G are non-negative integers — see Theorem 1.8. Both the integrality and the
positivity of nyrve are highly non-trivial from the point of view of punctured
Gromov-Witten invariants.

While Theorem 0.1 is about DT invariants of quivers with potentials, it can

sometimes be applied to geometrically defined DT invariants when the derived
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category of coherent sheaves of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold admits a description in terms
of a quiver with potential. We give an explicit example of such an application to
the DT invariants of local P? in Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 0.1 relates all DT invariants of a quiver with potential, and so of a
Calabi-Yau category of dimension 3, to punctured Gromov—Witten invariants of
a log Calabi—Yau compactification of a holomorphic symplectic cluster variety of
dimension equal to the rank of the skew-symmetrized Euler form. In particular,
this result is very different from the MNOP correspondence [57] which relates DT
counts of ideal sheaves and Gromov—Witten invariants of the same 3-fold.

0.3. Related works.

The tropical vertex. The first example of the general correspondence given in
Theorem 0.1 was obtained by Gross—Pandharipande [43], following previous work
of Gross—Pandharipande—Siebert on the tropical vertex [44]: they proved a cor-
respondence between DT invariants of the m-Kronecker quivers, consisting of
two vertices connected by m arrows, and log Gromov-Witten invariants of log
Calabi-Yau surfaces. This correspondence was generalized by Reineke—Weist
to the case of complete bipartite quivers under the name of refined Gromov—
Witten /Kronecker correspondence [66, 67], and then to arbitrary acyclic quivers
with skew-symmetrized Euler forms of rank two by the second author [15, §8.5].
Theorem 0.1 generalize these results to higher dimension. Actually, even in di-
mension two, Theorem 0.1 is broader than previously known results as it can be
applied to non-acyclic quivers of rank two having trivial attractor DT invariants.
We give examples of such application in §4.1-4.2. There also exist a refined DT/
higher genus GW generalization of the Gromov-Witten/Kronecker correspon-
dence [15, §8.5] and extensions to different geometries in dimension two [16, 68],
and it is an interesting question to find out if they admit higher dimensional
generalizations.

Finally, there should exist analogues of Theorem 0.1 in the context of geometric
DT invariants of non-compact Calabi-Yau 3-folds. Such a correspondence is

proved in [14] for geometric DT invariants of the local projective plane.

Knots-quivers correspondence. An a priori different relation between quiver DT
invariants and open Gromov-Witten theory has been explored in the context of
the knots-quivers correspondence [36]. This correspondence involves DT invari-
ants of symmetric quivers, and so in particular with zero skew-symmetrized Euler
form, whereas Theorem 0.1 deals with the complementary case of dimension vec-

tors which are not in the kernel of the skew-symmetrized Euler form. It is a very
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interesting question to understand what is the precise relation between Theorem
0.1 and the correspondence in [36].

Quivers, flow trees and log curves. A correspondence between quiver DT invari-
ants and counts of tropical curves has been established by Cheung-Mandel [26]
and by the authors in their proof of the flow tree formula expressing general DT
invariants in terms of attractor DT invariants [7]. Using a tropical/log Gromov—
Witten correspondence, it was then proved by the authors that the universal
coefficients appearing in the flow tree formula are log Gromov-Witten invari-
ants of toric varieties [9]. For quivers with potentials having trivial attractor
DT invariants, the compatibility between Theorem 0.1 and the main result of
[9] should have a geometric interpretation as a degeneration formula in Gromov—
Witten theory for the degeneration of the log Calabi—Yau compactification of the
cluster variety to a toric variety and other simpler pieces, as studied in [10, 44].
In the two-dimensional case, this degeneration formula is studied in [44] and its

interpretation in terms of quiver DT invariants is discussed in [66].

0.4. Acknowledgments. The research of Hiilya Argiliz was partially supported
by the NSF grant DMS-2302116. The research of Pierrick Bousseau was partially
supported by the NSF grant DMS-2302117. Final parts of this paper were com-
pleted during the “Inaugural Simons Math Summer Workshop” at the Simons
Center of Geometry and Physics, organized by Mark Gross and Mark McLean.

1. DONALDSON—THOMAS INVARIANTS OF QUIVERS

1.1. Quiver DT invariants. A quiver @) is a finite oriented graph. We denote
by Qo the set of vertices of (), and (); the set of oriented edges of @), referred to

as arrows. We set
= 79 = EB Zs; .
1€Qo

We denote by Mg := Hom(N,Z) the dual lattice to Ng, and
MQ,R = MQ X7z R = HOH’I(NQ, R) y
the associated dual vector space.

Definition 1.1. A representation of a quiver (), denoted by
V= <{V;}i€Q07 {fa}a€Q1> )

is an assignment of a finite-dimensional vector space V; over C for each vertex
i € Qo, and a C-linear map f, € Hom(V;,V;) for each arrow (a : i — j) € Q.
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The dimension vector associated to a quiver representation is the vector

V= (VZ)ZEQO € NQ7

where ~; := dim V.
We have the following notion of stability due to King [51].

Definition 1.2 (King’s stability). Let V' be a quiver representation with associ-
ated dimension vector v € Ng. A stability parameter for 7y is a point

0 et ={0€ Mgg,0(y) =0} C Mgg.

The representation V' is 0-stable (resp. 6-semistable) if for all non-zero strict
subrepresentation V’ of V' we have 6(dim (V")) < 0 (resp. 6(dim (V")) < 0).

For a dimension vector v € Ng, we say a stability parameter 6§ € v+ is -
general if 6(7') = 0 implies 7’ collinear with 7. For v € Ny and a 7-general
stability parameter § € Mg g, the moduli space Mg of S-equivalence classes of
f-semistable quiver representations of ) dimension 7 is a quasi-projective variety
over C, which is constructed via geometric representation theory —see [51]. When
Q is acyclic, Mﬁ)f is projective. In general, the choice of a potential W =" _A.c,
that is, of a finite linear combination of oriented cycles ¢ in () and with coefficients
Ac € C, defines a trace function Tr(W)? : M — C on each of the moduli spaces
Mg: if ¢ is an oriented cycle of arrows aq, ..., «a, of Q), we define

Tr(c)? Mg — C

o

V=(Vi,fa) = Tr(fa, 0...0 fo,)

and we set
Te(W)) =) " ATr(c)!

Quiver DT invariants of a quiver with potential (@, W) are then defined as
follows. Fix a dimension vector v € N, and a ~-general stability parameter
0 € v+. The DT (Donaldson-Thomas) invariant, denoted by

+.,6
0 ez,

is an integer corresponding to the virtual count of the critical points of the trace
function Tr(W)g on the moduli space Mg of f-semistable representations of di-
mension . If the #-stable locus in Mf/ is empty, we have QI{L’G = 0. Else, Qf{ b s

defined as

QF = (=1 dim Gy H'(MY, ¢y (1C)) € Z, (1.1)

\n
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where IC' is the intersection cohomology sheaf on M?; normalized to be the
constant sheaf in degree 0 if M?; is smooth, ¢y (y)e is the vanishing cycle functor
defined by the trace function, and GIZV are the graded pieces with respect to the
weight filtration [29, 30, 58]. Note that if the cohomology groups in (1.1) are pure
and concentrated in even degrees, then

Q'\J/me = e(pr (bTr(W)Q/ ([C)) ) (12)

where e(—) is the Euler characteristic. This is for example the case if @) is acylic
(and so W = 0) by [58]. The data of DT invariants O can be repackaged into

the rational DT invariants

oOt= > %Qy@e@, (1.3)
7'ENg
y=kv', k€L>1

which are often more convenient to work with, particularly when calculating them
using wall structures [7]. Rational DT invariants can also be defined using the
motivic Hall algebra [49, 52, 64, 65].

Remark 1.3. In the literature on DT invariants, it is more common to work with
DT invariants Qg defined by

Qf = (—1) M (MY, drwye (1C)) € Z,

Y

and the rational DT invariants Qz defined by

ol . L e
Q= >, 5%eQ
’YIENQ
’\/Zk’\/,,kEZZl
In the notation of [7, §5.2], the DT invariants ¢ are obtained from the refined
DT invariants Qg(y, t) by setting y = 1 and ¢ = 1, whereas Qj’g are obtained by

setting y = —1 and ¢t = 1. When (1.2) holds, we simply have
im MY
Q) = (—1)" MOl

In this paper, we work with the DT invariants ije as they have better positivity

properties — see Theorem 1.8.

1.2. Attractor DT invariants. The DT invariants Qj/“@ of a quiver with poten-
tial W are locally constant functions of the ~-general stability parameter 6 € y*.
Their change across the loci of non-y-general stability parameters can be com-
puted by the wall-crossing formula of Joyce—Song [49] and Kontsevich-Soibelman
[52]. Using the wall-crossing formula, DT invariants can be expressed in terms of
the simpler attractor DT invariants, which are quiver DT invariants at specific

values of the stability parameter, defined as follows.
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The skew-symmetrized Euler form wg: Ng X Ng — Z is defined by

wo(1,7) = Y (4 — a;i)wvy}, (1.4)
,J€Qo
where a;; is the number of arrows in () from the vertex ¢ to the vertex j. For

every v € Ng, the specific point
Lwg = wo(y, —) € - C Mg

is called the attractor point for v [5, 63]. In general, the attractor point is not
v-general and we define the attractor DT invariants 2% by

Qb =, (1.5)

o

where 6, is a small y-general perturbation of wg(y, —) in y* [5, 63]. The integer
Q" is independent of the choice of the small perturbation [5, 63]. Thus, for a
fixed dimension vector v € N, we have a well-defined attractor DT invariant (25 -
for detailed discussion of these invariants see [5, 53, 63]. By iterative applications
of the wall-crossing formula, general DT invariants are uniquely determined in
terms of the attractor DT invariants. This reconstruction of the general DT
invariants from the attractor DT invariants can be made explicit using either the
flow tree formula [7] or the attractor tree formula [62].

We denote by I C Q) the set of vertices 7 of () such that ¢s,wg # 0, that is,
s; ¢ ker wg. In this paper, we will mainly consider quivers with potentials having
a very simple set of attractor DT invariants, as made precise in the following
definition.

Definition 1.4. A quiver with potential (Q, W) has trivial attractor DT invari-
ants if

(i) Qf*=1forallie I, and

(ii) QF* = 0 for all v € Ng such that v # s; for all i € Qo, and v ¢ ker wq.

Remark 1.5. For every k € Z>;, the only decompositions of ks; in Ng with
positive coeflicients contain only multiples of s;. As wg(s;,s;) = 0, it follows
from the wall-crossing formula that Q;S’f does not depend on 6. In particular, if
Q> =1 as in Definition 1.4(i), then we have QY =1 for all § € s;-. Similarly, if
Q:SZ* =0 for all £ > 1 as in Definition 1.4(i), then we have Q;r;f =0forall k >1
and 0 € s;.

Remark 1.6. If v € kerwg, then, by the wall-crossing formula, Qj’e does not
depend on 6, and so in particular we have Q;L’e = Qj’* for all § € v+. It also

follows from the wall-crossing formula that these invariants do not play a role in
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any wall-crossing of other invariants Q,Jyr,’e. In particular, if 4" ¢ ker wg, then Q,Jyr,’e

can be recovered from the attractor DT invariants nyrve with v ¢ ker wg.

Remark 1.7. A closely related notion has been introduced in [28, Def 7.3]: a
quiver is called genteel if QI{L’* = 0 unless v € Z>s; for some i € ()y. However,
to be genteel and to have trivial attractor DT invariants are slightly different in
general. For example, we allow Qj/“* # 0 if v € kerwg in Definition 1.4. On the
other hand, for a genteel quiver as in [28, Def 7.3], to have st: # 0 for k> 11is
allowed, whereas it is not for a quiver with trivial DT invariants as in Definition
1.4.

DT invariants of a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT invariants
have particularly nice positivity properties, as illustrated by the following result.

Theorem 1.8. Let (Q,W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor
DT invariants. Then, for every v € Ng \ kerwg and every ~y-general stability

i - - +0 ; o
parameter 0 € y—, the DT invariant Q77 is a non-negative integer.

Proof. By Remark 1.6, DT invariants ije with v ¢ ker wg can be reconstructed
using the wall-crossing formula from attractor DT invariants Q:/L,’* with ~" ¢
ker wg. For a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT invariants, the at-
tractor DT invariants Qj,’* with 4" ¢ ker wg are either 0 or 1, and so in particular
are positive. The result follows because positivity of DT invariants is preserved
under wall-crossing by the proof of [41, Thm 1.13] (see also [28]). ¢

We also define a stronger notion of trivial attractor DT invariants formulated
in terms of the cohomology groups H'(M?, Ore(wyg (1C)) as in (1.1).
Definition 1.9. A quiver with potential (Q, W) has cohomologically trivial at-
tractor DT invariants if

(i) H* (M, ¢rewye (1C)) = 0 for all ¢ € I and all k # 0, and
(ii) HO(MZ,QZ)Tr(W)g(IC)) = C and Hk(Mf/,ngTr(W)g(IC)) =0foral k e€Z
for all v € Ng such that v # s; and v ¢ ker wg.

The following result shows that DT invariants of a quiver with potential (Q, W)
having cohomologically trivial attractor DT invariants have a rather simple de-

scription as in (1.2).

Theorem 1.10. Let (Q,W) be a quiver with potential having cohomologically
trivial attractor DT invariants. Then, for every v € Ng \ kerwg and every ~-
general stability parameter 0 € v+, we have Qf/“@ = e(./\/lf/, Dre(we (1C)).

Proof. By assumption, the attractor cohomology groups H*(M?, ¢rw): (1C))

4
are pure and concentrated in even degrees for all v € Ng \ ker wg. By Remark 1.6



QUIVERS AND CURVES IN HIGHER DIMENSION 11

and the cohomological wall-crossing formula of [30], it follows that the cohomology
groups H*(M?, d1x(w)o (IC)) are pure and concentrated in even degrees for all
v € Ng \ kerwg and v-general § € 4. Hence, the result follows. ¢

In many situations the attractor DT invariants are known to be trivial. We

provide some examples below.

Example 1.11. It is shown by Bridgeland [22] (see also [28, Lemma 7.5]) that
if ) is acyclic then

1 if v=s,; for some i €
O+ = v @ (1.6)
0 otherwise

and so in particular @ has trivial attractor DT invariants. In [60], Lang Mou
shows more generally that the attractor DT invariants of a 2-acyclic quiver with
non-degenerate potential (¢, W) which admits a so called green-to-red sequence
are also given as in (1.6). Many quivers of interest in representation theory
admit green-to-red sequences — see for example [69, 72]. Tt is also known that
among the finite mutation quivers, which include the quivers associated with
triangulations of surfaces [54], all of them admit a green-to-red sequence, except
those associated with one-punctured surfaces of genus g > 1 and the so called
X7 quiver [59]. Moreover, it follows from [25] that (1.6) still holds for the quivers
associated with the one-punctured surfaces of genus g > 2, despite the fact that
they do not admit green-to-red sequences. Finally, by [60, Cor 1.2 (ii)], (1.6) does
not hold for the quiver () associated to the once-punctured torus, but still ) has
trivial attractor DT invariants because the dimension vector of the additional

non-zero attractor DT invariant is contained in ker wg.

Example 1.12. Given a toric Calabi-Yau 3-fold X, one can construct a quiver
with a potential (Q, W) such that

DPRep(Q, W) = D*Coh(X),

where D Rep(Q, W) is the bounded derived category of representations of (Q, W)
and D’Coh(X) is the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on X [61].
When X admits compact divisors, Beaujard—Manschot—Pioline [13] and Mozgovoy—
Pioline [63] conjecture that (Q, W) admits trivial attractor DT invariants. More-
over, Descombes formulates in [33, Conj 1.3] a conjecture for the values of the
non-zero attractor DT invariants €2 with v € kerwg. Both conjectures are

proved for X equal to the local projective plane by Bousseau—Descombes—Le
Floch-Pioline [20, Thm 1].
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We provide below an explicit example of quiver with potential having non-
trivial attractor DT invariants, following [31, §5.2.3].

Example 1.13. Let a, b, and ¢ be three distinct positive integers such that
a+b>c,b+c>aand c+a>b. Let @ be the 3-gon quiver with three vertices
S1, S9, S3, and a arrows from s3 to s9, b arrows from s, to sy, and ¢ arrows from
s1 to s3. For example, one can take a = 5, b = 4, and ¢ = 3, as in Figure 1.1. Fix
the dimension vector v = (1,1, 1). The corresponding attractor point is given by
tywo = (¢ —a,a —b,b—c), and so we have in particular that v ¢ kerwg. On
the other hand, it is shown in [31, §5.2.3], that for W a generic cubic potential
for @, if the stability parameter 6 = (61, 02, 63) satisfies ; < 0 and 05 > 0, then,
the critical locus of the trace function Tr(W/) on the moduli space M3 for a
stability parameter close to the attractor point is a smooth complete intersection
X of ¢ hypersurfaces of bi-degree (1,1) in P*~! x P*~1. Moreover, Tr(W) is
transverse in the directions normal to its critical locus, and so 27 = e(X), which
is non-zero in general (for example if dim X = a + b — 2 — ¢ is even, because the
cohomology of X is then concentrated in even degrees by the Lefschetz hyperplane
theorems). As QF* # 0 and v ¢ kerwyg, it follows that (Q, W) does not have
trivial attractor DT invariants. Additional explicit formulas and asymptotics for
the Euler characteristic e(X) can be found in [31, App E] and [55, §4].

Ay

FIGURE 1.1. A 3-node quiver with non-trivial attractor DT invari-

ants for a generic cubic potential.

1.3. Stability scattering diagram. Given a quiver (), we denote
NG ={y="~isi € No|v € Lo},
iel
and
N5 = Ng \ {0}.
We denote by Q[NS] the monoid Q-algebra of Ng, that is the algebra of polyno-

mials
¥
E Cy2

@
veNQ
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with ¢, € Q. Let m be the maximal ideal of Q[Ng], generated by the monomials
27 with y € N§. We denote by Q[N] the completion of Q[Ng] with respect to

this maximal ideal: it is the algebra of formal power series

E Y
CyZ

@
veNQ

with for every k € Zs¢ finitely many coefficients ¢, # 0 with v = . , v;s; and
Zz‘el % < k.
Definition 1.14. Let () be a quiver with d vertices. A Q-wall is a pair (9, f;),

where

(i) 9 is a (d — 1)-dimensional convex rational polyhedral cone in Mgg con-
tained in an hyperplane of the form ~;-, with 7, € Ng primitive.

(il) fo € Q[z"] C Q[NG] is a formal power series in 2™ with constant term
1, that is of the form

fo=1+ Z cy 27 (1.7)
YEZ>1Yo

with ¢, € Q.
Remark 1.15. Note that 7, in Definition 1.14(i) is uniquely determined by 0.

Definition 1.16. A Q-wall (0, f;) is incoming if t,,wg € 0, that is, if 0 contains
the attractor point for v,.

Definition 1.17. A Q-scattering diagram is a set © = {(9, f,)} of Q-walls such
that for every k € Zs, there exist finitely many walls (9, f) € © with f; # 1
mod m*.

We define the support of a @)-scattering diagram ® = {(?, f5)} in Mg by

Supp(®) = U 0C Mgg, (1.8)
0€D
and its singular locus by
Sing(®) = [ Joou | ond' C Mge, (1.9)
=) 0,0/€D

where 00 denotes the boundary of a wall 9, and the last union is over the pairs
of walls 9,9" such that codimd Nd’ > 2. For every point = € Mgg \ Sing(D), we
define

for =I5 (1.10)

€D
TED
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where the product is over all the walls of © containing x. Two @-scattering
diagrams © and ®’ are called equivalent if

fou=Tfoa (1.11)

for all z € Mgr \ (Sing(®) U Sing(D’)).
Given a path

a:[0,1] — Mgg \ Sing(®)

T +— aT)

intersecting transversally Supp(®), and 7 € [0, 1] such that «(7) € Supp(D), we

define an automorphism of QQ-algebras

po.ar: QING] — Q[NG] (1.12)

0 Ga,TWQ('Ya,Tv'Y) ¥
< ’fz),a(T) Z

where 7, ; is the unique primitive element in Ng such that 0 C ”yéx for all walls
0 containing a(7), and €, , € {£1} is the sign such that €, wo(Va,r /(7)) < 0.
The path ordered automorphism pp, is the product of automorphisms pgp o -
for all 7 € [0,1] such that a(r) € Supp(®), and ordered following increasing
values of 7. Finally, a scattering diagram is called consistent if for any path « in
Mg \ Sing(®) with «(0) = (1) the associated path ordered automorphism pg ,
is the identity.

Definition 1.18. A Q-wall 0 is called central if vy, € ker wg.
Given a (-scattering diagram ®, there is a natural way to produce a Q-

scattering diagram ® without central walls: ® is simply the set of non-central

walls of ©.

Lemma 1.19. If a Q-scattering diagram ® ¢ is consistent, then the corresponding

Q-scattering diagram §Q without central walls is also consistent.

Proof. 1t follows from (1.12) that the automorphism pg , - is the identity if v, , €
ker wg. Hence, removing the central walls does not change the automorphisms
Po.a: we have pz , = po o for all paths a. In particular, this implies that, if © is

consistent, then @ is also consistent. ¢

We now review following [22] how DT invariants of a quiver with potential can
be organized into a scattering diagram called the stability stability scattering.

Definition 1.20. Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential. The stability scattering

diagram ’D?tQ wy 18 the unique @Q-scattering diagram up to equivalence such that
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for every primitive dimension vector vy € NJ, and general point 6 € v, we have

g = exp Z 17| ﬁj’ez'y . (1.13)

YEZ>170

f@ st

(Q,w)y’

According to [22, Thm 1.1], the stability scattering diagram @?tQW) is con-
sistent. It follows from Lemma 1.19 that the corresponding scattering diagram
without central walls 5?22"4,) is also consistent.

Following [22, §11.4], we review the notion of a cluster scattering diagram.

Definition 1.21. Let @) be a quiver. The initial cluster scattering diagram @‘ﬂ,in
is the ()-scattering diagram with set of walls

D5n = {(si 1+ 2") }ier - (1.14)

Note that all walls of D ;, are incoming as t,,wg € ;- for all i € I.

By [53, Prop 3.3.2] (see also [41, Thm 1.21]), there exists a unique up to equiv-
alence ()-scattering diagram ’DCQl containing the initial cluster scattering diagram
0§ i and such that every wall 0 € D \ DG ;, is non-incoming. We refer to D
as the cluster scattering diagram.

Theorem 1.22. Let (Q,W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor
DT invariants as in Definition 1.4. Then, the scattering diagram 5?22714,) without
central walls corresponding to the stability scattering diagram ’D?tQ W) and the

cluster scattering diagram ’D% are equivalent.

Proof. By Definition 1.4 of trivial attractor DT invariants, we have Q/* = 1 and
Q:SZ* =0foralli eI and k € Z~,. By Remark 1.5, it follows that, for all 6 € s},
i €1, and k € Z-,, we have (), p = 1 and Q;r;f = 0. Applying (1.3), we obtain

ﬁzsi = (_2;_1 for all k € Z>;, and so, by (1.13), we have
- <_1)k_1 ks; - S;
fg?&,W)’e = exXp Z k TZ =1 + z s

kEZZl

for all @ € s;. Moreover, for i € I, we have s; ¢ kerwg, and so we have

e
f@?t

. L . . —~
G = fﬁ% 0 for all & € s;-. Hence, there is a representative ® of the

equivalence class of 5?22"4,) containing (s;, 1+ 2% as incoming walls for all i € I,
that is, such that D ;, C D by (1.14).

By Definition 1.4, we also have ﬁj’* =0 forall v € N5 such that either v = s;
for some i € I or 7y ¢ kerwg. It follows that ® does not have any other incoming
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walls apart from (si-, 1 + 2%) for i € I, that is, all walls in ® \ D ; are non-

incoming. Therefore, ® is equivalent to the cluster scattering diagram @% by the
uniqueness part of [53, Prop 3.3.2] (see also [41, Thm 1.21]). ¢

2. PUNCTURED GROMOV—WITTEN INVARIANTS OF CLUSTER VARIETIES
2.1. Cluster varieties.

Definition 2.1. A symplectic seed s = (N, (e;)ier,w) is the data of a finite rank
free abelian group N, a collection of elements e; € N indexed by a finite set I,

and an integral skew-symmetric form
w: NxN—=Z,

such that ker w = 0, that is, such that w ® Q is non-degenerate.
Given a symplectic seed s = (N, (€;)ier,w), we denote M := Hom(N,Z) and
Mg := M ® R = Hom(N,R), so that w € A\* M. As kerw = 0, the map

v:N— M (2.1)
Y Lyw = w(y, —)

is injective and has finite cokernel. In particular, the image Im(v) is of finite
index in M. For every i € I, we denote

v = v(e;) = te,w = w(e;, —) € M.
In addition, we will make the following assumption:
lv;|=1foralliel, (2.2)

where |v;] is the divisibility of v; in M.

We review the construction of a cluster variety starting from a symplectic seed
s = (N, (e;)ier,w) satisfying (2.2). Let ¥ be a fan in Mg containing the rays
R>ov; for all ¢ € I, and such that the corresponding toric variety Xy is smooth
and projective. Such a fan always exists by toric resolution of singularities [27,
Thm 11.1.9] and the toric Chow lemma [27, Thm 6.1.18]. For every i € I, we
denote by D; the toric divisor of X5, corresponding to the ray Rsqv; of 3. For
every i € I, fix t; € k*, and define the hypersurface H; C D; as the closure in D;
of the locus of equation

14125 =0, (2.3)

Up to refining 33, we can assume that H; is smooth for every ¢ € I. Moreover, we

assume that for every 7,5 € I , we have
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Note that if R>gv; # Rsov; for all ¢, 7 € I, then up to refining ¥, one can assume
that D; N D; = 0 for all 4,5 € I, and so that (2.4) is satisfied. If dim X = 2,
and t; # t; for all 4,5 € I, then (2.4) is also satisfied. Both assumptions (2.2)
and (2.4) will be necessary to apply the main result of [10]. We expect that these
technical assumptions can be dropped after an appropriate generalization of [10].
Let X be the blow-up of Xy along the codimension two locus
H:=|]H,
iel
and let D C X be the strict transform of the toric boundary divisor Dy, of X5.
As H is smooth, X is also smooth and D is a simple normal crossing divisor in
X.

For every ¢ € I, we denote by D, the irreducible component of D obtained
as strict transform of the toric divisor D; of X5x. We refer to the complement
U = X\ D as the cluster variety defined by the symplectic seed s, and (X, D) as a
log Calabi- Yau compactification of the cluster variety. As we will always consider
the pair (X, D) up to locally trivial deformations, we suppress the parameters t;
from the notation and from the terminology. The skew-symmetric form w on N
naturally defines a Poisson structure on U, which is in fact, by the assumption
ker w = 0, non-degenerate and defines a holomorphic symplectic form on U with
first order poles along D.

Remark 2.2. In the usual theory of cluster varieties [37, 40], a (skew-symmetric)
seed § = (N, (€;)ics, ) consists a finite abelian group N, a basis (&);c; of N,
and a skew-symmetric form ©. Given a symplectic seed s = (N, (€;);es,w) as in
Definition 2.1, one can define a seed § = (N, (€)ics,@) by N := @,; Zé&;, and

w = m*w, where 7 is the projection
T:N—N
€ —> €;.

If (e;)ic; generate N, then N is exactly the quotient of N by the kernel ker @. In
this case, U is a symplectic fiber of the Poisson X cluster variety defined by the
seed § [37, 40]. In general, N contains N/ ker & as a sublattice of finite index, and
U is a quotient by a finite group of a symplectic fiber of the Poisson X cluster
variety defined by s.

2.2. Punctured Gromov—Witten invariants. Given a log Calabi-Yau pair,
Gross—Siebert define in [47] punctured Gromov—Witten invariants indexed by wall
types. Using these invariants, they define the canonical scattering diagram which

can be use to construct the mirror geometry. In this section, we briefly review the
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definition of these punctured Gromov—Witten invariants in the particular setting
of log Calabi-Yau compactifications of cluster varieties satisfying assumptions
(2.2)-(2.4) of §2.1.

Let (X, D) be a d-dimensional log Calabi-Yau compactification of a cluster va-
riety satisfying assumptions (2.2)-(2.4) of §2.1. Let (B, &) be the tropicalization
of (X, D) as in [10, §2.1.1]: & is a collection of cones, containing a cone RZ, for
each codimension r stratum of (X, D), and B is the topological space obtained
by gluing together the cones of & according to the incidence relations between
strata. By construction, one can view & as a decomposition of B into a union
of cones. Let A C B be the union of codimension 2 cones of &?. Then, as
reviewed in [10, (2.4)], there is a natural integral affine structure® on the comple-
ment By := B\ A of A in B. For every cone o € &, we denote by A, the space
of integral tangent vectors to o, and for every point x € By, we denote by A, the
space of integral tangent vectors to By at x.

Following [2, 3, 47], we review below the necessary tropical language to define

moduli spaces of punctured maps.

Definition 2.3. A tropical type is the data of a triple 7 = (G, o, u), where:

(i) G is a graph, with set of vertices V(G), set of edges F(G), and set of legs
L(@),
(ii) o is a map

o:V(G)UEG)ULG) — £,
such that o(v) C o(FE) if v is a vertex of an edge or leg F,
(ili) u is a map
u: {(V,E)|VeV(G),E€EG)ULG),VedE} — | JA,,
oed

such that u(V, E) € Ag(p) for all (V, E) such that V' € 0F, and u(Vs, E) =
—u(V1,E) if E € E(G) and 0F = {V4, V,}.

Definition 2.4. An abstract tropical curve is a pair (G, ¢) consisting of a graph
G and of length functions ¢ : E(G) U L(G) — Rso U {00} such that {(E) # oo
for all £ € E(G).

We view an abstract tropical curve (G, ¢) as a metric graph, with edges F €
E(G) identified with the line segment [0, ¢(E)], and with legs L € L(G) identified
with the line segment [0, ¢(L)] if ¢(L) # oo, and with the half-line [0, +o00) if
(L) = 0.

' As described in [10, Thm 3.4], this integral affine structure extends over the complement of

a smaller discriminant locus. We will not use this fact in this paper.
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Definition 2.5. Let 7 = (G, o, u) be a tropical type. A tropical map to (B, P)
of type 7 is the data of an abstract tropical curve (G, ¥) and of a map h: G — B
such that

(i) h(v) € Int(o(v)) for all v € V(G)
(ii) for all £ € E(G) U L(G), h(Int(E)) € Int(o(E)) and h|lg : E — o(F) is
an affine linear map.
(iii) forall £ € E(G) with OF = {Vi, Va}, we have h(Va)—h(Vy) = ((E)u(V4, E).
(iii) for all L € L(G) with 0L = {V'}, we have h(E) =V + [0,4(L)]u(V, L) =
o(E)N (V + Rsou(V, L)) if ¢(L) # oo, and h(E) = V + Rsou(V, L) if
((L) = 0.

Definition 2.6. A tropical type 7 is realizable if there exists a tropical map to
(B, ) of type 7.

Definition 2.7. Given a realizable tropical type 7 = (G, o, u), the basic monoid
of 7 is the monoid @, := Hom(QY,N), where

QY ={(v)v.tp)e) € [] oe@zx [] Nlpw—pw =Leu(Vi,E) ,VE € E(G)}
Vev(o) EEE(C)

where o (v)z is the set of integral points of the cone o (v) and OF = {V}, Va}.

By construction, the cone Q)p = Hom(Q,R>o) parametrizes the tropical
maps to (B, &) of type 7: for every s = ((pv)v, ({)) € @/, the corresponding
tropical map is defined by (s(E) := g and hs(V') = py.

Definition 2.8. A wall type is a realizable tropical type 7 = (G, o, u) such that:

(i) the graph G is connected of genus zero, with a single leg: L(G) = {Lout }-

(i) dim Qg = d — 2 and dim Useqv hs(Louw) = d — 1, where hy : G — B are
the universal tropical maps indexed by s € QY

(iii) 7 is balanced: for every vertex V € V(G) such that dime (V) = d or

d — 1, with incident edges or legs F,..., E,,, then, for every point x €

Int(o(V)), one can view u(V, Ey), ..., u(V, E,,) as elements of A,, and we
have " u(V, E;) =0 in A,.

Given a wall type 7, we denote
Ur 1= u(‘/;)uta Lout) € AU(Lout) ) (25)

where V;; is the vertex adjacent to the leg Loy It follows from Definition 2.8(ii)
that u, # 0.
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We refer to [2] for the details of the general theory of punctured maps. A
punctured map to (X, D) is a diagram

C’O%X

|

w

in the category of log schemes, where X is equipped with the divisorial log struc-
ture defined by D, the base W is a log point, and C° is a puncturing of log
curve C' — W as in [2, §2.1]. In particular, the underlying curve C obtained for
forgetting the log structure is a nodal, and a punctured map f : C/W — X is
called stable if the underlying morphism of schemes f : C' — X is a stable map.
The tropicalization of a punctured map f : C/W — X gives a diagram

() 2L wx) = (B, 2)
S(W)

which is a family of tropical maps to (B, &) as in Definition 2.5, whose generic
tropical type 7 = (G, 0, u) is called the type of f : C/W — X. In particular, the
graph G is the dual graph of C, with vertices (resp. edges, legs) corresponding
to the irreducible components (resp. nodes, marked points of C'), the map o
specifies the strata of (X, D) containing the images by f of the components,
nodes and marked points of C'; and the map u gives the contact orders of f at the
nodes and marked points encoded by the log structures. Finally, the punctured
map f : C/W — X is called basic if 5(W) = Q/p and X(C) — B(W) is the
universal family of tropical maps of type 7, where (), is the basic monoid of 7 as
in Definition 2.7.

Let N1(X) be the abelian group of curve classes in X modulo numerical equiv-
alence. For each wall type 7 and class § € N;(X), there is a moduli space
AM-(X, B) of basic stable punctured maps to (X, D), of class 8, and whose type
admits a contraction morphism to 7 [47, §2.1]. In particular, for such a punctured
map f : C°/W — X, the log curve C has a single marked point corresponding
to the single leg Lo, of G, with contact order u,. Moreover, the underlying mor-
phism of schemes is a genus zero stable map to X. By [47, Lemma 3.9], ., (X, )
is a proper Deligne-Mumford stack and carries a natural zero-dimensional virtual
fundamental class [.#, (X, 3)]""". The corresponding punctured Gromov—-Witten

invariant is

NP = degl (X, B)]™ € Q. (2.6)
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Let A

cone

be the space of integral tangent vectors to the (d — 1)-dimensional

Tout

Tout +— U Lout (27)

s€Q g
formed by the universal family of legs Lo, over Q\T/R. The derivative of the

universal tropical map h = (hs)seqv, induces a map h, : Ar,, — Ag(L,,)- The

Tout

coefficient k. is defined as the order of the finite torsion subgroup of the quotient

AO’(Lout)/h* (ATout):
k’T = | (Aa(Louc)/h*(ATout))

2.3. HDTYV scattering diagram. For any log Calabi-Yau pair (X, D), Gross—
Siebert [47] showed that the punctured Gromov—Witten invariants defined by
(2.6) naturally define a canonical scattering diagram in the tropicalization (X, D)
of (B, Z). In joint work of the first author with Gross [10], it was shown that,

for log Calabi-Yau pairs obtained as blow-ups of toric varieties, and so in partic-

(2.8)

tors | :

ular for the log Calabi-Yau compactifications of cluster varieties as in §2.1, the
canonical scattering diagram can be calculated from an entirely combinatorial
scattering diagram in a vector space, referred to as the HDTV scattering diagram
in what follows. In this section, we review the definition of the HDTV scattering
diagram. The main result of [10] relating punctured Gromov—Witten invariants
and the HDTV scattering diagram will be reviewed in the next section.

Let N be a finite rank free abelian group and (e;);e; a finite collection of
elements e; € N indexed by a finite set 1. Asin §2.1, we denote M := Hom(N, Z)
and Mg := M ®@R = Hom(N,R). Let Q[M][(t;):es] be the algebra of power series
in variables ¢; indexed by i € I and with coefficients in Q[M]. We denote by m
the ideal of Q[M][(t;)ics] generated by the variables t; for all i € I. We recall

below the notion of scattering diagram in My following [10, §5].

Definition 2.9. Fix a primitive mg € M \ {0}. A wall in Mg of direction —my
is a pair (9, f,), where
(i) 9 is a codimension one convex rational cone in Mg contained in an hyper-
plane of the form ng, with ny € N \ {0} primitive such that mq € ng-.
(ii) fo € Qz™][(t:)ier] € Q[M][(t:)ier] with fo = 1 mod m, that is, f;, is a
power series of the form

=1+ > > cnaz" [t (2.9)

mo o A—(a;); icl
Z 1)t
€520m0 o\ {0}

with ¢, 4 € Q, and for all A, only finitely many m such that ¢, o # 0.

Definition 2.10. A wall (9, f;) in Mg of direction —my is incoming if my € 0.



22 H.ARGUZ AND P.BOUSSEAU

Definition 2.11. A scattering diagram in My is a set © = {(9, f5)} of walls in
My such that for every k € Z>q, there exist only finitely many walls (9, f;) € ©
with f, # 1 mod mF*.
Let © = {(0, f5)} be a scattering diagram in Mg. We define the support of ©
by
Supp(®) = U 0 C Mg, (2.10)

0D
and the singular locus of ® by

Sing(®) = [ Joou | 2o’ € M, (2.11)
€D 0,0/e®
where 00 denotes the boundary of a wall 9, and the last union is over the pairs

of walls 0,9 such that codimd N0 > 2. For every point z € Mg \ Sing(D), we
define

for=1] 5 (2.12)

€D
TED

where the product is over all the walls of © containing x. Two scattering diagrams

D and ©’ are called equivalent if

fo2= [0 (2.13)
for all x € Mg \ (Sing(®) U Sing(D’)).
Given a path
a:[0,1] — Mg \ Sing(D)
T — aT)

intersecting transversally Supp(®), and 7 € [0, 1] such that «(7) € Supp(D), we
define an automorphism of Q[(¢;);cs]-algebras

Po.ar : QIM][(ti)ier] — QIM][(t:)ier] (2.14)

m <no¢,77m> m
2 nam B

€L
Q,

0 containing a(7), and (n, ,,a'(7)) < 0. The path ordered automorphism pgp , is

where n,, ; is the unique primitive element in N such that @ C n . for all walls
the product of automorphisms pgp , , for all 7 € [0, 1] such that a(7) € Supp(D),
and ordered following increasing values of 7. Finally, a scattering diagram is called
consistent if for any path o in Mg \ Sing(®) with «(0) = «(1) the associated
path ordered automorphism pg , is the identity.

Let s = (N, (€;)ier, w) be a symplectic seed and X be a fan as in §2.1. For every
i € I, we denote by %; the fan in Mg/Ruv; defined by

Ei = {(J+RU¢)/RU¢|UEE,U¢EU}. (215)



QUIVERS AND CURVES IN HIGHER DIMENSION 23

It is the fan of the toric variety D; ~ D,. For every codimension one cone
p € X, there exists a unique codimension one cone p € ¥ containing v; such that
p = (p + Rv;)/Ry;. Finally, we denote by igl} the set of codimension one cones
p € ¥; such that p C e

Definition 2.12. The wnitial HDTV scattering diagram g s ;i of a symplectic
seed s and a fan X as in §2.1 is the scattering diagrams in My with set of walls

Dsmin = {(p, 1+ tizvi)}ielvpei[” : (2.16)

Note that all walls of Dg 5, are incoming as in Definition 2.10 because v; € p

for all p € igl]_ By [10, Thm 5.6], there exists a consistent scattering diagram
Dsx (2.17)

in Mg containing the initial HDTV scattering diagram ®g s; jn, and such that every
wall 0 € Dgx \ Dg xin 1S nON-incoming. Moreover, such a scattering diagram is
unique up to equivalence. We refer to D5, as the HDT'V scattering diagram of a
symplectic seed s and a fan ¥ as in §2.1.

For every point # € Mg \ Sing(®sx), we denote

o= I A (2.18)
De@s,E\gs,E,in
TED

where the product is over all the walls of the HDTV scattering diagram containing
x and which are not initial walls, and

moe= 11 A (2.19)

Degs,E,in
TED

where the product is over all initial walls containing x.

2.4. Scattering calculation of punctured Gromov—Witten invariants. In
this section, we state and prove Theorem 2.13, a version of the main result of
[10] relating HDTV scattering diagrams and punctured Gromov—Witten invari-
ants. Let (X, D) be a d-dimensional log Calabi-Yau compactification of a cluster
variety satisfying assumptions (2.2)-(2.4) of §2.1. Recall that (X, D) is obtained
as a blow-up of a toric variety (X, Dyx) and that we denote by (B, Z?) be the
tropicalization of (X, D).

Each cone of the fan ¥ in Mg corresponds to a stratum of (Xy, Dy), whose
strict transform in (X, D) is a stratum corresponding to an isomorphic cone of
Z in B. Gluing these identifications between cones of ¥ and cones of &, we
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obtain as in [10, §6] a piecewise-linear isomorphism

T (Mg, %) > (B, P) (2.20)

x+— Y(x)

between topological spaces endowed with a decomposition in integral cones.

We introduce notations that will be used to describe incoming walls of HDTV
scattering diagrams in Theorem 2.13. For every ¢ € I, let & be the exceptional
divisor in X obtained as the preimage of H; by the blow-up morphism

Bl: X — Xx. (2.21)

The projection & — H; is a P!-fibration and we denote by [E;] € N;(X) the class
of a P'-fiber. Every p € il[l] as below (2.15) defines a 0-dimensional toric stratum
x, of the toric variety H;, and we denote by E, the P'-fiber of & — H; above the
point x,. The tropicalization of E, ~ P! endowed with the restriction of the log
structure of X is a wall type 7, as in Definition 2.8, where the graph G consists

of a unique vertex adjacent to a single leg, Q\T/mR = p, U, = v; and

U hs(Lout> = T(ﬂ) .

s€Q)

We now introduce notations that will be used to describe non-incoming walls
of HDTV scattering diagrams in Theorem 2.13. Fix A = (a;)ic; € N and a
point x € Supp(Dsx) \ Sing(Dsx). Then, there exists a unique wall 9, of Dy x
containing x, and we denote by W, the unique hyperplane in Mg containing 0.

We define

ma .= — Zaﬂ)i € M, (222>
icl
Az = {A = (a;)ier €N |ma € W} C N, (2.23)

and we denote by T4 the set of wall types 7 as in Definition 2.8 such that x €
h(Touw) and YToma = u,.

Let o, be the smallest cone of ¥ containing z. As z ¢ Sing(Dsy), it follows
that o, is of codimension one or zero in Mgk and the linear span of o, contains
the hyperplane W,. As the fan X is smooth, it follows that o, is a regular cone,
and so the primitive generators m{”, ..., my" of the rays of o, form a basis of the
Z-linear span of og,. Therefore, for every A € A,, there exists unique integers
bi,...,b; € Z such that
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For every 1 < j < /, let D?”‘ be the toric divisor of Xy corresponding to the
ray R>om{® of X. By standard toric geometry, there exists a unique curve class
3% € Ni(Xy) such that, for every toric divisor D’ of Xy, we have

D= Y a0,
1€l JE€EJI s
where
ID/:{’iEI|Di:D/} and JD/:{]_SJSE|D;:D,}

Finally, define the curve class

Ba =BI'By — ) a[E] € Ni(X). (2.24)

iel

Theorem 2.13. Let s be a symplectic seed, ¥ a fan, and (X, D) a log Calabi-
Yau compactification of the corresponding cluster variety satisfying assumptions

(2.2) and (2.4). Then, for every point x € Supp(Ds ) \ Sing(Dsx), the functions
n and f"“t defined as in (2.19) and (2.18) respectively are given as follows:

95,271“

in X,D) _tv; U[E;

me=ep [ > Sk, N St (2.25)
icl,pesitl 21
TEP '
and

5‘:;@ = exp Z Z k, N(XD Dier @ivi Htf’ ) (2.26)

A=(a;)i€A: TETA el
where N( and N( D) are punctured log Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D)

defined as in (2 6) cmd kTp, k. are coefficients defined as in (2.8).

Proof. We explain how Theorem 2.13 follows from [10, Thm 6.1]. By [47, Def
3.10], for any log Calabi-Yau pair (X, D), the punctured Gromov-Witten in-
variants NT(;’D) define a canonical scattering diagram D x py in the tropicaliza-
tion (B, ) of (X,D). We refer to [47, §3.2] for the general notion of scat-
tering diagram (called wall structure in [47]) in (B, Z?). For log Calabi-Yau
pairs (X, D) obtained as blow-up of a toric variety Xy with fan ¥ in Mg along
disjoint smooth hypersurfaces H = U,y H; of its toric boundary, an initial scat-
tering diagram ®(x, gy in Mg is defined explicitly in [10, Eq. (5.6)]. A scat-
tering diagram ®(x,, ) in Mg is then defined using [10, Thm 5.6] as the unique
scattering diagram in Mg containing ® (x, #)m and such that the complement
D (x5,H) \ D (xy,H),in cOnsists only of non-incoming walls. Then, the statement of

10, Thm 6.1} is the equivalence of the canonical scattering diagram ® x py with
(X,D)
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a scattering diagram Y(®D(x,, )) constructed from Y (D (x, g)) in an explicit way
described in [10, §6] using the map Y as in (2.20).

By [8, Lemma 4.3], when (X, D) is a log Calabi—Yau compactifications of a
cluster variety, that is when the hypersurfaces H; are of the form given in (2.3),
the initial scattering diagram ® x, myn in [10, Eq. (5.6)] coincides with the initial
scattering diagram gy i, in (2.16). Thus, the scattering diagrams D (xy,m) and
D » are equivalent in this case by the uniqueness result in [10, Thm 5.6]. Hence, it
follows from [10, Thm 6.1] that the canonical scattering diagram ©x,py is equiv-
alent to T(®syx). Theorem 2.13 then follows from the definition of the canoni-
cal scattering diagram ®(x p) in terms of punctured Gromov-Witten invariants
NT(;’D) (see [47, Def 3.10] or [10, Def 2.33]) and from the explicit description of
the map Dgx — T(Dsx) given in [10, §6]. ¢

3. DT /PUNCTURED GW CORRESPONDENCE
3.1. Quiver and cluster compatibility.

Definition 3.1. Let @ be a quiver and let s = (N, (€;);er,w) be a symplectic
seed with index set I = {i € Qo|ts,wg # 0} as in §2.1. A compatibility data
between () and s is a linear map

¢: Ng — N (3.1)

with finite cokernel, that is, with ¥ ® Q is surjective, such that 1 (s;) = e; for all
i €1, and Y*'w = wq, that is, w(e;, ;) = wq(s;, s;) for all 4,5 € 1.

Remark 3.2. By Definition 2.1 of a symplectic seed, w ® Q is non-degenerate, and
so the rank of w is equal to the rank of N. As ¢ ®Q is surjective, and ¢¥*w = wgq,
it follow that the rank of NV is equal to the rank of wg. In particular, the cluster
variety defined by the symplectic seed s has dimension equal to the rank of the

skew-symmetrized Euler form wg.

In what follows we provide examples of compatibility data.

Example 3.3. Let @) be a quiver. Let s = (N, (¢;);er,w) be the symplectic seed
defined by N = Ng/kerwg, e; = 7(s;) for all i € I, where ¢ : Ng — N is the
quotient map, and w the non-degenerate skew-symmetric form on N induced by
wq. Then, 1 is a compatibility data between () and s.

3.2. Comparison of scattering diagrams. Let ) be a quiver, s = (N, (¢&;)ier, w)
a symplectic seed, and ¢ : Ng — N a compatibility data between s and @) as in
(3.1). We denote by

Y 1 Mr — Mgr (3.2)
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the dual map of .

Let ®¢ be a consistent ()-scattering diagram in Mg g without central walls, as
in Definitions 1.17-1.18. We define a scattering diagram (¢)*®¢g = {(¢'¥V)*(0, f>)}
in My in the sense of Definition 2.11 as follows: for every wall (0, f;) of D¢, we
define (¥V)*(0, fo) == ((¥V)71(0), (¥V)*fy). Here, (¢»V)71(d) C Mg is the preim-
age by ¢ of 0 C Mgg. Note that as (0, f,) is not central, the primitive direction
Y% € N5 of 0 is not in kerwg, and so, as ¥*w = wg by Definition 3.1, we have
1(ny) ¢ kerw. In particular, ¥(n,) # 0, and so, as () ~1(9) is contains in ¥(n,),
one deduces that (¢¥)71(0) is of codimension one in Mg if non empty.

Now to define (¢0¥)* f,, first observe that one can write:

fo=1+) gz (3.3)

k>1

with ¢, € Q. Decompose 7, € Ng in the basis (s;)icq,:

Yo = Z Y0,iSi
1€Qo
with 7, € Z>o. Note that as D is without central walls, it follows from Remark
1.6 that if ¢, # 0, then 7; = 0 if ¢ ¢ I, and so % = > .., %5, and Y(%n) =
Y ic1 Yo,i€i- Finally, we set

(W) fo =14 epakteoo” (Htf%”) . (3.4)
k>1 icl

Note that the finiteness condition in Definition 2.11 for (¢Y)*®¢ follows from

the finiteness condition in Definition 1.17 for ©4. Hence, (¢¥)*® is indeed a

scattering diagram.

Lemma 3.4. Let D¢ be a consistent QQ-scattering diagram in My without central

walls. Then (YY) D¢ is also consistent.

Proof. Let « : [0,1] — Mg \ Sing((¢")*®Dg) be a continuous path intersecting
Supp((¢¥)*®¢) transversally. Then ¢ o av is a path in Mgr \ Sing(Dg) inter-
secting Supp(®g) transversally. In order to prove Lemma 3.4, it is enough to
show that if the automorphism peo, yvea of QING] defined in (1.12) is the iden-
tity, then the automorphism piyvyo,.a of Q[M][(t:)icr] defined in (2.14) is also
the identity. It is sufficient to prove this result for every finite truncation with
respect to powers of the maximal ideals m of Q[NS] and Q[(t;)ies]. In other
words, for every k > 1, we consider the induced automorphisms p%é Voo and
p(swkv)*g@a acting on Q[Ng]/m* and Q[M][(t;)es]/m"* respectively.
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Denote by M’ the image in M of the map
Ng — M (3.5)
Y byp(y)W -

As NéL is a cone of maximal rank in Ng, 1 ® Q is surjective by Definition 3.1 and
w®Q is non-degenerate by Definition 2.1, it follows that M’ is also a cone of max-
imal rank in M. As p(gjv)*@@a’x is an algebra endomorphism and p(gjv)*@@a’x =1d
mod m, it is enough to prove that péka)*sQ,a,x is the identity on Q[M'][(t;):es] in
order to conclude that it is the identity on Q[M][(¢;)ic1]-

It follows from the definition of M’ that the additive map

N}y — M a7 (3.6)
v= Z Yisi = ()W, (Vi)ier)
1€Qo

is surjective, and so induces a surjective algebra morphism
p 1 QING]/m* — QIM][(t)ses] /m".

Comparing the explicit formulas (3.3)-(1.12) for ® with (3.4)-(2.14) for (¢¥)* D,

one checks that

<k <k
p@V)*QQ,a CY=po pﬁ@,wvoa :

In particular, as ¢ is surjective, if we have pgz oo = 1d, then we also have

p(kav)vaa = Id, and this concludes the proof. ¢

Using the above construction Do +— (¢¥¥)*®¢, we compare in the following
result the stability scattering diagram 5?22",[,) defined in 1.17 and the HDTV
scattering diagram ®g s, defined in §2.3.

Theorem 3.5. Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT
invariants. Let s = (N, (€;)ier,w) a symplectic seed, > a fan as in §2.1, and
Y : Ng — N a compatibility data between s and Q) as in (3.1). Then, the
Q-scattering without central walls 5?22,‘4,), obtained from the stability scattering

diagram ﬁitQW), and the HDT'V scattering diagram D s, are related as follows:
—st
W) Dqw) =Dss-

Proof. By Theorem 1.22, the ()-scattering diagram 5?227‘,[,) and the cluster scat-
tering diagram @‘le are equivalent. Hence, it is enough to show that (wv)*’D% and
D, x are equivalent. Comparing the explicit descriptions (1.14) and (2.16) of the
initial scattering diagrams @Cl,in and D, 5 i, using that v; = te,w = Ly, )w for all
i € I, one obtains that (Q/JV)*QCQLm is equivalent to a scattering diagram containing
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D5 x.in, and whose walls not in D, 53, are non-incoming. On the other hand, @ch
is consistent and so (Q/JV)*Qg’m is also consistent by Lemma 3.4. It follows that
(Q/JV)*Qg’in is equivalent to a consistent scattering diagram containing ®; x ;, and
whose walls not in @, 5 ;, are non-incoming. Therefore,(@/)v)*’Dch’in is equivalent
to D, » by the uniqueness result in [10, Thm 5.6]. ¢

3.3. DT /punctured GW correspondence. In this section, we prove our main
result, Theorem 3.6 below, relating quiver DT invariants and punctured Gromov—
Witten invariants.

Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT invariants.
Let s = (IV, (€;)ier,w) a symplectic seed, ¥ a fan as in §2.1, and (X, D) a log

Calabi-Yau compactification of the corresponding cluster variety. Let
’17/) : NQ — N

be a compatibility data between s and @ asin (3.1). Let v = (7;)ier € Ng \ker wg
be a dimension vector and 6 € ¥V(Mg) Ny~ C Mgg be a general stability
parameter contained in tY(Mg). Let © € Mg be a general point such that
YV (z) = 0. Then, viewing v = (7;)ic; as an element of N, one defines a curve
class 37 € NE(X) and a set of wall types 77 as in (2.24) by taking A = 7.

Theorem 3.6. Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential having trivial attractor DT

invariants. Let s = (N, (e;)ier,w) be a symplectic seed with index set

I'={i€Qoliswq # 0}

and (X, D) a log Calabi- Yau compactification of the corresponding cluster variety
satisfying assumptions (2.2) and (2.4). Let ¢: Ng — N be a compatibility data
between s and Q) as in (3.1). Let v € Ng \ kerwg be a dimension vector such
that v ¢ Zsys; for all i € I. Then, for every general stability parameter 6 €
YV(Mg) Nyt C Mggr and point x € Mg such that " (x) = 6, we have

=+0 1 (X,D)
%= > kN (3.7)
v 7'67;””

where ﬁj’g is the rational DT invariant of (Q, W) as in (1.3), and NT(,)E%D) are
the punctured Gromov-Witten invariants of (X, D) as in (2.6).

Proof. Denote 7 = ;. By (1.13), we have

—+,0 ./
fmst = exp Z PARYVaL

Dq.w) b
v €Z>070
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Applying the definition (3.4) of (¢¥)*, we obtain

(W) fo ) 9 = XD )ORE U Evneteg | E4

V' =())ic1€L>170 iel

Using v = (7])ier = D_;erVisi and v = Y. visi, we have tyw = >, vv; and
SO

ot? ; fvg ¢
(W) I, 0 = P ST e eEenm ] . (38)
v¥'=(7))ier€L>17 icl
By Theorem 3.5, we have (wv)*ﬁig,vv) = D, and so
VA * _ in out
(W) far 0 = T = 15213
Combining (3.8) with Theorem 2.13, we obtain

Z h/| ﬁ;ﬁvez&ez Vivi H tz% (3.9)

v =(7])ier€Z>170 i€l
(X,D) _tv; L[E:] (X,D) > cq aivi a;
= D0 D kNt Y Y kNG e [ [
i€l,pex; £>1 A=(a;)i€A; TETS el
rep

It remains to isolate on both sides the terms proportional z2-ier Yivi [Lic t) As

we are assuming that v & Zsys; for all i € 1, it follows that z2ier v [T, ¢1" is
not equal to z&"t 1 for any ¢ € I and ¢ > 1. Hence, we conclude that
S+0 (X,D)
|7| Q'y Z k NT ﬁz )
TETY
and so (3.7) follows. ¢

4. EXAMPLES: LOCAL P? AND CUBIC SURFACES
In this section, we give two examples to illustrate Theorem 3.6.

4.1. The local projective plane. Let ) be the 3-node quiver in Figure 4.1.
The skew-symmetric form wg on Ng = Zs, @ Zsy @ Zsg satisfies
wo(s1, $2) = wo(se2, s3) = we(ss, s1) = 3.
Moreover, wq is of rank two and its kernel is given by ker wg = Z(s1 + s2 + s3).
Let s = (IV, (ei)1<i<3, w) be the symplectic seed defined by N = Z?,
€1 = (]'7 1) ;€2 = (_27 1) , €3 = (]-7 _2) )

and w(—, —) = det(—, —). Then, the map ¢ : Ng — N defined by 9 (s;) = e;
for all 1 < ¢ < 3 is a compatibility data in the sense of Definition 3.1. To
construct the corresponding cluster variety, note that w is non-degenerate, and
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AN

FIGURE 4.1. The quiver attached to the local projective plane.

so we can use it to identify M with N and v; = t,w with e;. Therefore, we
consider the fan ¥ in R? consisting of the three rays Rsger, Rsoea, Rsges. The
corresponding toric surface Xy, has three toric A, cyclic quotient singularities,
which can be resolved torically if one insists on having Xy smooth and projective
as in §2.1. Let X be the surface obtained by blowing-up a point on each of the
toric divisors of Xy corresponding to the rays Rspe;, Rspe2, R>ges, and D be
the strict transform of the toric boundary divisor of Xy. Then, U = X \ D is the
cluster variety defined by the symplectic seed s, and (X, D) is a log Calabi—Yau
compactification of U. As coker ~ Z/3Z, the holomorphic symplectic cluster
variety U is a Z/3Z-quotient of a symplectic fiber of the Poisson X" cluster variety
defined by Q.

Then, as reviewed for example in [20], there exists a potential W on @ and an

equivalence of triangulated categories
® : D"Rep(Q, W) = D"Coh(Kp>) (4.1)

between the derived category of representations of (@), W) and the derived cate-
gory of coherent sheaves on the non-compact toric Calabi—Yau 3-fold given by the
local projective plane Kp2 = Op2(—3), sending the three simple representations
of @ to the spherical objects Ey = 1,O[—1], Ey = 1,(Qp2(1)), E5 = 1,(O(—1))[1]
in D’Coh(Kpz2), where ¢ : P? < Kp» is the inclusion of the zero section.

By [20, Thm 1], (Q, W) has trivial attractor DT invariants, and so Theorem
3.6 applies. Theorem 3.6 computes ﬁj’g for 0 € Mg C Mgg, that is, for 0 =
(01,02, 05) such that 6,460,403 = 0. For every v € Ng\ker wg such that v ¢ Zxys;
for all 1 <14 < 3, the intersection v+ N Mg is a line separated into two chambers:
the attractor chamber R>yt,wq, and the anti-attractor chamber —R>gt wq. If 0
is in the attractor chamber, then the set of wall types 7;9 is empty, and so, by
Theorem 3.6, we have Qz = 0. If # is in the anti-attractor chamber, then the
set 7:/9 contains a single wall type 7'79 , given by the half-line coming out of the
origin and passing by T(6) in the tropicalization B of (X, D) — see [47, Ex 3.14].
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Moreover, we have k; = |ty(,yw| — Therefore, by Theorem 3.6, we have

— Ly ()W
- @"m ‘Nj;jfvﬁ?. (4.2)
Using the equivalence (4.1), one can deduce a result comparing geometric DT
invariants of Kp2 and punctured Gromov-Witten invariants of (X, D). For every
v = (r,d,x) € Z3, one can define a geometric DT invariant ﬁ: using the moduli
space of Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves on P? of rank r, degree d, and Euler
characteristic y — see for example [18]. By [20, (5.4)], under the equivalence (4.1),
a coherent sheaf of class v is mapped to an object of D’Rep(Q, W) of dimension

vector
V() = (=x,7+d = x,7+2d - x).

While there are in general walls in the space of Bridgeland stability conditions
+.0
. v(v)
2, , these walls are absent for normalized coherent sheaves, that is, with slope

on D*Coh(Kjp2) separating the quiver DT invariants €/, and the geometric DT

W= g satisfying —1 < p < 0: we have

§+ _ §+’6

v 7 ()

(4.3)

for 6 in the anti-attractor chamber —R>gi,)wg. Indeed, in this case, moduli
spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves coincide with moduli spaces of #-semistable
quiver representations by [35, Prop 2.3] and using [20, §5.2, proof of Thm 1]
to compare representations of () with representations of the Beilinson quiver
obtained by removing from () all the three arrows between a given pair of vertices.
A pictorial proof can also be obtained by looking at the scattering diagram D,, of
[20] for ¢ = 0: the rays of Dy going out from the orbifold point, where the quiver
description is valid, go directly to the large volume region, where the geometric
description is valid, without any further scattering. Therefore, we obtain the

following result.

Theorem 4.1. For every v = (r,d,x) € Z> with p := g satisfying —1 < pu <0,
we have the following correspondence between geometric DT invariants ﬁj of the

local projective plane Kp2 and the punctured Gromov—Witten invariants NT();’D)

of the log Calabi-Yau surface (X, D):

a - el yoen)
ly(0)] TP

where 6 is a point in the anti-attractor chamber —Rxgty)wq-

Proof. The result follows by combining (4.2) and (4.3). ¢
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Remark 4.2. One can check that the classes v such that 0} = 1 are exactly the
classes of the exceptional vector bundles on P?, and that the corresponding curve
classes ij(v) on (X, D) are exactly the curve classes coming from exceptional
curve classes of toric models of (X, D). Moreover, under the correspondence
vV Bf/(v), the mutations of exceptional vector bundles on P? [35] correspond to
the mutations of the toric models of (X, D) [40].

Theorem 4.1 is compatible with the heuristic picture of [14, §7] describing
DT invariants of Kp2 in terms of holomorphic curves via mirror symmetry and
hyperkahler rotation. In particular, the holomorphic symplectic cluster variety
U is exactly the mirror of (P? F), where F is a smooth elliptic curve, when we
obtain X by blowing up three points whose sum is linearly equivalent to zero on

the toric boundary divisor of Xs,.

Remark 4.3. Using [15], one can refine Theorem 4.1 to a refined DT /higher genus

Gromov-Witten correspondence.

4.2. Cubic surfaces. Let ) be the octahedral quiver in Figure 4.2. This quiver

is mutation equivalent to the elliptic Dynkin Dfll’l)

be the symplectic seed defined by N = Z2,
€1 = €2 = (170)763 = €4 = (071)765 = € = <_17_1)7

and w(—, —) = det(—, —). Then, one checks that the map ¢ : Ny — N defined
by 1(s;) = e; for all 1 < i < 6 is a compatibility data in the sense of Definition

quiver. Let s = (N, (&;)1<i<3,w)

3.1. In particular, this shows that wg is of rank two.

FIGURE 4.2. The quiver whose cluster variety is the cubic surface.

A log Calabi-Yau compactification (X, D) of the corresponding cluster variety
is obtained by blowing-up two general points on each of the the three toric divisors
of P2. In particular, X is a cubic surface in P3, D is an anticanonical triangle

of lines on X, and the holomorphic symplectic cluster surface U = X \ D is an
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affine cubic surface. As v is surjective, U is isomorphic to a symplectic fiber of
the Poisson X’ cluster variety defined by Q.

The quiver () can be obtained from an ideal triangulation of the 4-punctured
sphere — see for example [23, Fig 9]. In particular, as reviewed in Example 1.11, it
admits a quiver with potential W [54] such that (@, W) has trivial attractor DT
invariants, and so we can apply Theorem 3.6. As in §4.1, for every v € Ng \ ker wg
such that v ¢ Zss; for all 1 < i < 6, the intersection v+ N Mg is the union of
the attractor chamber R>ot,wg and of the anti-attractor chamber —Rx>ge wg. If
f is in the attractor chamber, then ﬁz = 0. If 0 is in the anti-attractor chamber,
then 7:{9 contains a single wall 7'3 , and so, by Theorem 3.6, we have

a _ lwewl yen) (4.4)

! [ A

This example is particularly interesting because all the punctured Gromov-Witten
invariants NT(f;’D) have been explicitly computed in [42] — see also [19]. In par-
ticular, it follows that every non-zero DT invariant ﬁj’e is equal to either one or
two.

Moreover, the collection of these DT invariants has a physics interpretation
as the BPS spectrum of the 4-dimensional A = 2 supersymmetric SU(2) gauge
theory with Ny = 4 flavors. The quiver with potential (@, W) is the BPS quiver of
this theory — see for example [6, §4.7] and [24] where the two mutated versions of
(@ are respectively mentioned. The BPS quiver has a natural origin from the class
S construction of the gauge theory by compactification of the 6-dimensional N' =
(2,0) A; superconformal field theory on a 4-punctured sphere [38, §10.7], whereas
the description of BPS states in terms of punctured Gromov—Witten invariants
of (X, D) arises from the realization of the gauge theory on the worldvolume of a
Mb5-brane wrapping a torus Lagrangian in U = X \ D, as reviewed in [19, §1.3].
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