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COUNTING INVARIANTS FOR THE ADE MCKAY QUIVERS
AMIN GHOLAMPOUR AND YUNFENG JIANG

ABSTRACT. We consider the moduli space of the McKay quiver representaas-
sociated to the binary polyhedral grougsc SU(2) C SU(3). The derived category
of such representations is equivalent to the derived cagegfocoherent sheaves on
the corresponding ADE resolutiori = G-Hilb(C?). Following the ideas of Na-
gao and Nakajima, by making particular choices of paramétethe space of sta-
bility conditions on the equivalent derived categories\a)ave recover Donaldson-
Thomas (DT), Pandharipande-Thomas (PT) and Szendroi (N@@@uli spaces. We
also compute the Gromov-Witten (GW) partition functionYofdirectly and express
the result in terms of the root system of the associated ADBkiDydiagram. We
then verify the conjectural GW/DT/NCDT-correspondenceabguming the DT/PT-
correspondence. The Szendroi invariants are the same asltifield Donaldson-
Thomas invariants fof©?/G defined by Bryan. This will allow us to verify the
Crepant Resolution Conjecture for the orbifold Donald3tm@mas theory in this case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. For a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold, there are three types of invari-
ants that give rise to virtual count of curves in the giversslac Hy(Y,Z):

e Gromov-Witten invariantsV, : obtained by virtual integration ovevt, (Y, /),
the moduli space of degreestable maps from curves of genydo Y, (see
[11),

¢ Donaldson-Thomas invarianks s: obtained by virtual integration ovéy (Y, /),
the moduli space of ideal sheaves of one dimensional sumeashefZ C Y,
of holomorphic Euler characteristicand with[ Z] = 3 (see[[16] 25]),

e Pandharipande-Thomas invariafitg, 4: obtained by virtual integration over
P,(Y, ), the moduli space of stable pait&, s) consisting of a pure 1-dimensional
sheafF onY of holomorphic Euler characteristicand with

[support.F)] = 5,
and a section : Oy — F with zero dimensional cokernel (see [23]).
We assemble these invariants into the following partitiamctions:

ZEw (A t) = exp (Z Z N975A29_2t6> ,

9=0 B#0
Zhe(q;t) =Y Lupq"t’,
nezZ B
Zhr(@it) =Y ) Papg"t’.
nezZ p

Note that in the GW partition function the degree zero majsret being consid-
ered. The exponential function is used to take the conidhutf stable maps with
disconnected domain curves into account.

1Also called stable pair invariants.
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These three types of invariants are conjecturally reladeshth other via simple but
highly nontrivial formulas:

Conjecture 1.1.[16,17/23]
Zow (Nit) = M(=q) X Zhr(g:t) = Zpr(g;t)

after the change of variablg= —¢**. Here M (q) is the McMahon generating function
for 3-dimensional partitions, ang(—) is the topological Euler characteristic.

We refer to this conjecture as GW/DT/PT correspondence.GWeDT correspon-
dence has been proven wh&nis toric (seel[18]). The DT/PT correspondence has
recently been proven by Bridgeland and Todal[3, 26] by usiegworks of Joyce
[11,/20] and Kontsevich and Soibelman [15], though somertieah details yet to be
checked. In this paper we assume the DT/PT correspondence.

We also consider another type of invariants called noncotative Donaldson-
Thomas invariants (NCDT). They were introduced by Szendeovirtual integration
over the moduli space of cyclic representations of a quiverith superpotential (see
[24,/12]). We denote the NCDT invariant corresponding todimension vectox by
D,. We assemble these invariants into the following partifiorction:

Zﬁ(JDT(q) = Z Dyq”.

In this paper we follow closely the remarkable ideas used &ydd and Nakajima in
[21,122]. In these articles they associate a natural quiverin caseY is a small toric
Calabi-Yau threefold. By defining appropriate stabilityhdd@ions on the moduli space
of the quiver representations and proving wall-crossimmitdas for the corresponding
counting invariants, they are able to find a relation amongFJINCDT invariants.
They use the equivalence of the abelian categories of er@herent sheaves and
quiver representations in order to relate DT and PT invésisonthe counting invariants
of the quiver.

In the cases that we consider in this papéis not necessarily toric. However, we
can define a naturdl*-action onY” that allows us to express the DT/PT invariants in
terms of the Euler characteristic of the moduli spaces. htregt to the toric cases,
an extra care needs to be taken as@hdixed loci onY and on the moduli spaces
involved are not necessarily isolated.

1.2. The main results. We consider the case that= S x C, whereS'is the ADE res-
olution of a germ of double point singulari€? /G for a finite subgrougsy C SU(2).
We associate t&” the McKay quiver arising naturally from the representatio@ory

of G. We are able to relate DT/PT/NCDT invariants by means oflsimvall-crossing
formulas as in[[21], 22]. The first application of the wall g formula is a closed
formula for the PT partition function of” = S x C. To express the result suppose
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that R is the set of positive roots of the ADE root system attachefl.t¥Ve use the
identification of the root lattice of the root system with (Y, Z). Let N be the number
of irreducible representation 6f.

Theorem 1.2.
ZSX(C

at)= ] H (1—t7(—
BeRt m=1
Assuming the DT/PT correspondence mentioned above, we get

Corollary * 1.3.

Zi (g t) = M(—™ T TTQ -t (=™~

BERT m=1
We calculate the GW patrtition function af = S x C by using localization and
deformation techniques:

Theorem 1.4.
ZSX(C H H —m.
BeRt m=1
Theorem$ 1]2 arid 1.4 prove:

Corollary 1.5. The GW/PT correspondence given in Conjecfureé 1.1 holdsher t
Calabi-Yau threefold” = S x C.

The BPS invariants of the Calabi-Yau threefalddenoted by, ; are conjecturally
expressed in terms of GW invariants:

[e§) 29—2
SN NNt =3 S 35 (2 (F)) 0
9=0 B#0 g=0 B#0 d>0

We have proven the following result

Corollary 1.6.
-1 itg=0pent
9970  otherwise.

As discussed i [12], the NCDT invariants arising from thekdg quiverQ are the
same as the orbifold DT invariants 6f /G defined by Bryan (see Appendix ta [5])
by means of the counting the configurations of colored baoXese G can be either of
the finite subgroups

i) G CSU((2) C SU(3)
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i) G CSO(3) C SU(3).
The colors of boxes are in bijection with the set of irredieikepresentations df,
and hence the orbifold DT invariants depend on the variadjles (¢,) indexed by
irreducible representation 6f. Bryan has formulated a Crepant Resolution Conjecture
relating the orbifold DT invariants of? /G and the invariants of its crepant resolution
given byY = G-Hilb(C?). This conjecture has been proven by Bryan and Young
[5] when G is an abelian subgroup ofO(3). We verify this conjecture for all7 in
case i above by proving a closed formula for the partitiorctiom of the orbifold DT
invariants (by assuming DT/PT correspondence):

Theorem* 1.7.
Cc3/G
Zpd () = Zcpr(a) =

m —m
I (- T a) 11
BeERT m=1 pelrr(G) pelrr*(G)
- -m
(- me) 1

BeRt m=1 pelrr(G pelrr*(G)

Here Irr(G) and Irr*(G) are respectlvely the sets of irreducible and nontriviakr
ducible representations @f.

One of the crucial fact being used in this paper is that thed¢peesentation theory
of an ADE Dynkin graph is of finite type (see Sectlon|4.1). Téeresentation theory
of a McKay quiver arising from a subgroup in case i above iatesl directly to the
representation theory of the corresponding ADE Dynkin grapor the case ii sub-
groups the situation is more involved as there is nho suchextielation to the finite
type graphs. We will study the case ii above in a future work.

1.3. Outline. In Section[2, we fix the notation and setup for the rest of theepa
We review the construction of the ADE McKay quivers and tlseiperpotentials, and
discuss the equivalence of the category of the quiver reptasons and a category of
perverse coherent sheaveson

In Sectior 8, we define the space of stability conditions enctitegories of framed
representation of the ADE McKay quivers, define the assediatoduli space and the
counting invariants, and finally determine the chambersesponding to the DT and
PT invariants.

In Sectiori 4, we relate the walls corresponding to non-gerséability parameters
to the ADE root systems attached to the McKay quivers. We ghatthe non generic
walls are in correspondence with the set of positive rootthefaffine root system.
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In this section we prove the wall crossing formula, Theoreh &nd the DT Crepant
Resolution Conjecture.

In Sectiori 6, we prove Theordm 1.4, GW/PT correspondencthécase at hand,
and Theorerh 1]2.

In Section ¥, as an illustration, we consider the concretangpte ofG = Dy, the
binary dihedral group in 12 elements.

2. MCKAY QUIVERS ASSOCIATED TO AN AFFINEADE DYNKIN DIAGRAM

2.1. McKay quivers. Let G be a finite subgroup a$U (2). It is well-known thatG;
admits an ADE classification, and it falls into one of threasskes of cyclic groups,
binary dihedral, and the binary versions of groups of symiesbf the platonic solids.
In this paper we consider the action@fon C? via the natural embeddingl/ (2) C

SU(3). Let

X =CG
andY = G-Hilb(C?). Then the Hilbert-Chow morphism

Tm:Y —- X

is the Calabi-Yau resolution of . Note that the resolution differs from the classical

minimal resolutionS — C2?/G by only a trivial factor ofC. Hence by the McKay

correspondence (see [20]), the fiberrobver the origin gives rise to an ADE Dynkin
diagram:

Non-trivial irreducible Simple roots
irreducible < ¢ components of } <« ¢ of an ADE
G-representation (1) root system

Denote the irreducible component of*(0) corresponding t € Irr*(G) by C,.
Then{C,} represents a basis féf, (Y, Z).

To anyG as above one associates a natural quiver with superpdiesdiied the
McKay quiver. Letlrr(G) be the set of irreducible representationg-ofind define

" (G) = Irr(G) — {po}

wherep, is the trivial irreducible representation. We defile= | Irr(G)|. The McKay
quiver Q has a vertex for each irreducible representagioa Irr G. We label the
vertex corresponding tp by the same letter. Two verticgsand p’ are joined by a
directed edge — (' if o/ appears in the decomposition of the representatign)’
into irreducibles. Her#& is the natural 3-dimensional representation of

G C SU(2) C SU(3).
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See Figuré 2]1 for the list of possible McKay quivers we cdesin this paper. LeD
be a Dynkin quiver (an extended ADE diagram with an arbitargntation). TherQ
is obtained by adding a loop to each vertextofthe double ofD).

Ao oRze
{20

B

D
<i><;>©<>©<><i>

FIGURE 1. ADE McKay quivers

We label the loop — p by, and the edge — o’ byr,,. LetCQ be the associated
path algebra 0. The superpotential

W e CQ/[CQ,CQ]

of the McKay quiver is given by the sum of cubic monomials ooedach directed
cycle
p—=p —=p"—=0p
of Q. One can see that (see [28]).
W= Z (o pToplo = LT op Tt p)- (1)

p, p' € Irr(G),
Tpp IS an edge oD
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Let I < CQ be the two-sided ideal generated by the partial derivativé®” with
respect td,’s andr,,’s, and define

A=CQ/I.
Denote byll the preprojective algebra
CD

E : Top'Tp'p — Tp'pT pp’
0 IS an edge oD

associated t@. There is a natural surjectiof — II, obtained by setting, = 0 for
anyp € Irr(G).

We denote bynod(A) the abelian category of finitely generated (rightinodules.
mod(A) is equivalent to the abelian category of finite dimensidaall )-representations.
Let D*(mod(A)) be the associated bounded derived category.

I =

2.2. Perverse coherent systemLet D(Coh(Y)) be the bounded derived category of
coherent sheaves an, whose objects have compactly supported cohomologies, and
let

Per.(Y/X) C D’(Coh(Y))

be the full subcategory of perverse coherent sheaves oégsityw -1, in the sense of
Bridgeland [4].
Following Van Den Bergh [27], for any € Irr*(G) let £, € Pic(Y') be such that

L,|c, = 0,y foranyp’ € Ir*(G).
Define M, to be the middle term of the short exact sequence
0— OP™ ' s M, — L, — 0.

Let M,, = Oy for the trivial irreducible representatign and define the projective

generator
P= P M,
pelrr(G)

__We also consider the abelian category of perverse coheysterss, denoted by
Per.(Y/X). It has as objects the triplds~, W, s) of an F € Per.(Y/X), a vector
spacelV, and a morphism

s: W &c Oy — F.
Morphisms inPer.(Y/X) are defined in an obvious way (s€el[22]).
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Definition 2.1. We define a new quive? by adding a vertexc and an edge
00 — o
to the McKay quiveg labeled byr... We denote byl = CQ/I the path algebra o

with the same relations as fot. We denote bynod(A) the abelian category of finite
(right) A-modules.

The following theorem links the theory of quiver represétas to the theory of the
perverse sheaves. The details of the proof can be found 87[21/22].

Theorem 2.2. We have an isomorphism of algebras
A = Endy (P),
and equivalence of categories
mod(A) = Per,(Y/X) and mod(A) = Per,(Y/X).
Forany 7 € Per.(Y/X), letV = (V,),cu(c) b€ the corresponding-module then
V, = H'(F @ M)).

3. STABILITY CONDITIONS

3.1. ¢-stability conditions. In this section we define a stability condition ood(A).
Let

C = (Cp)pEIrr(G) € RN
be a sequence of real numbers, and takec R. For a finite dimensionall-module
V= (Vo) penr(c)
and a finite vector spadé,, define
~ ¢-dimV + (o dim Vo

bV, Voo) = >, dim V, + dim Vi,

where{ = (¢, ().

Definition 3.1. i) An A-moduleV = (V, VL) is called f-(semi)stable if for any
nonzeroA-submoduld’’ c V,
0:(V')(<) < 0:(V).

i) For a given¢ € RN, An A-moduleV = (V, V) with Vo, # 0 is called ¢-
(semi)stable if it ig):-(semi)stable for

¢= (C? Coo)
where(,, is chosen so that:(1") = 0.
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iii) For a given ¢ € RY, an A-moduleV is called (-(semi)stable if thed-module
(V,0) is ¢-(semi)stable.

3.2. The moduli space and the counting invariants.Let ¢ € R" be a stability pa-
rameter and let
VvV € (Zzo)N.
We denote byt (v) the moduli space of-stable A-modulesV = (V,C) with
dimV = v.
M. (v) admits a symmetric perfect obstruction theory in the sef§2] as it is the

critical locus of the trace of the superpotential functian,= tr(1W), defined on a
smooth variety

S= ( H Hom(vpv‘/ﬂ)) X ‘//70‘

p—p’ is an edge iR

(seel[24.12]). Hence, there is a virtual fundamental dRa&gv)]*"" of virtual dimen-
sion zero. The counting invariants are defined by

#" M (v) = deg[M(v)]"").
From [2], there exists an integer value constructible fiomct
Von, - mc(V) — 7
such that the counting invariants are given by the weightddrieharacteristic:
#M(v) =) n-x(v = X(Mc(v), van,).
neL

Let q= (Qp)pelrr(G) and
a' =[]
p

Define the generating function for the counting invariarsts a

Ze(@) =D #M(v)q = Zx M (v), van, )q"- 2

v

For each point® € M.(v), the parity of the Zariski tangent space/ats the same
as tpe parity gfapo. This can be seen as follows: The paihe 9. (v) corresponds to
an A-moduleV, by [24, Corollary 2.5.3], we have

dim TpM, (v ZU + Z 20,0, +UPO—ZU = v,,(mod2).

[vp—rvp] p
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The first three terms add up to the dimensiorofind the last term is the dimension
of the linear algebraic group acting ¢h We can then express the Behrend function
as follows (se€ [2]):
van (P) = (=1)" (1 = x(FPp)), 3)

whereFp is the Milnor fiber ofw at P. .

We consider the following *-action onA. We let the weight of the action an,,,
l,, andr,, be 1, -2, and 0, respectively. Note that thieaction preserves the superpo-
tential 1V given in (1) and hence the induced action®andt.(v) has this property
that the symmetric obstruction theory B, (v) is C*-equivariant([24, 2]. Denote by

ME (v) the C*-fixed locus oft;(v). Itis not hard to see that if ad-moduleV is
C*-invariant theri,V = 0 for anyp € Irr(G). We can furthermore prove:

Lemma 3.2. TheC*-fixed locusyn¢ ™ (v), is smooth.

Proof. Supposé/ € ¢ (v). Denote byL, and R, the linear homomorphisms of

V corresponding té, andr,,. As we mentioned above, = 0 for anyp € Trr(G).
Moreover, since the weight of the action on &), is 1, given any cycle

Tp1p2Tp2p3 -+ - Tpnpnia
in Q (with p,,.; = p;) the composition
Rpipy 0 Rppps 00 Rppis

is notC*-invariant unless?,,,, ., = 0 for some:. In particular, at least one at,,, or
R, , is zero. This shows th@ln‘g* (v) is possibly a disjoint union of the moduli spaces
of stable representations of hereditary algebras, andehsrstnooth (seé [14]). O

Using this lemma, the restriction of the Behrend functiothefixed locus is easily
evaluated:

Proposition 3.3. For any P € M¢ (v),
VQJT((P) = (_1)%0‘

Proof. We know that the fixed locus of the Milnor fibeFS", is the Milnor fiber of
w|gc+. Moreover the fixed locus of the critical locusfis the critical locus ofv|gc,
which is 9¢"(v). By the smoothness dbt;" (v) (Lemmal3.2),x(F5 ) = 0, and
hence the claim follows froni [3). O

We will use the following corollary in Sectidd 4:

Corollary 3.4.
Ze(@) =Y (=1)"ox(M(v))a".

v

Proof. The claim follows immediately from Proposition 8.3 and (2). O
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3.3. Chambers corresponding to DT/PT theories.Let
r= dim p,
pelrr*(G)

ande > 0 be a sufficiently small real number.
Define the stability paramete¢§™ and(™™* by

im - p=Po im,=£ —rEe P = Po,
= . and == .
% {1 otherwise, % {1 otherwise.
¢ lies on the hyperplane iR” identified by the vector
(—r,1,1,...,1).
——
N-1

¢"™* lie on the two sides of this hyperplane.

Proposition 3.5. For any F € Per.(Y/X),
X(F) = dim H*(F),

and moreover, the coefficient of the degree one term of tHeeHipolynomial ofF
with respect to the polarization

t- ® &
pelr*(G)
(L,'s were defined in Section 2.2) is given by
rdim H(F)— Y dim H'(F @ M}).
pelrr* (G)
Proof. The first equality follows from the definition dfer.(Y/X). To prove the sec-
ond equality, note that the Hilbert polynomial of ayc Per.(Y/X) with respect to
any polarization is linear, and hence the coefficient of #agrede one term with respect
to £, is given by
X(F) = x(F® L") = (dim p)x(F) = x(F @ M;)
= (dim p) dim H°(F) — dim H(F ® M).
Since the leading term of the Hilbert polynomial is lineatiwiespect to the tensor
products of polarizations, this formula concludes the psmmon. O

The following proposition together with Theorém2.2 andgigitior[3.5 are used to
identify the moduli spaces gf"*-stableA-modules with the certain moduli spaces of
stable pairs or ideal sheaves. The proof is given in [22,i@2&], and is not repeated
here.
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Proposition 3.6. Suppose that’ = (V, C) is the A-module corresponding to the per-
verse coherent system
(F,s,C) € Per.(Y/X),

whereV is as given in Theorem 2.2. dfin the definition of ™+ is chosen to be less
than1/dim H°(F) then
i) If V is ¢?™~-stable, thenF is a coherent sheaf andis surjective. In other words

(F,s,C) is equivalent to an ideal shedf € Coh(Y') fitting into the following
exact sequence

0 - T Loy —2 . F - 0,
On the other hand, if fofF, s), s is surjective, then.F, s) is ¢m~-stable.
i) If V is ¢"™*-stable, thenF is a pure sheaf of dimension one and the cokernel
coker(s) is 0-dimensional. In other word§F, s) is a stable pair defined if23].
On the other hand, ifF, s) is a stable pair, theV" is (""" -stable.

Corollary 3.7. We have the following isomorphisms of the moduli spaces:
Pn(Y, ﬁ) = mgimﬁr (V),

LY, B) = Meim—(v),
wheren = v,,, and
B = Z (Vo dim p — v,)[C].
pelr* (G)
(C,’s were defined in Section 2.1.)

4. ROOT SYSTEMS STABILITY CHAMBERS, AND WALLS

4.1. Root systems.Following [13], in this section, we review some of the teroio:
gies in the theory of root systems that we will use in the nextisns. Letl’ be a
connected graph witi’ + 1 vertices{0, - - - , i }. Denote byb,; the number of edges
connecting the verticesandy, if i # 7, and twice the number of loops at the vertex
if i = j. Let{a;}i=01.. x be the standard basis f@"*+'. Define a bilinear form on
7EK+1 by

.....

1
(Oéi, Oéi) = 5ij — 5[?2]

Let Q(a) be the associated quadratic form. The element called afundamental
root if there is no loops at the vertex Let P be the set of fundamental roots. For a
fundamental rooty, thefundamental reflection, € Aut(Z*+1) is defined by

(A=A =2\, a)
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for A € ZX+1. The reflection;, satisfies the relations

Gla) = —a

and
goz()\) = A

if (A\,«) = 0. The Weyl group3(I"), associated td is generated by all the funda-
mental reflections.

Definition 4.1. The set of real roots is defined by
R*M) = [J w®).
we(T)
The subset oZX*! defined as
S = {a € ZES' \ {0}(a, o) < O forall oy € B}
is call thefundamental set

Definition 4.2. The set of imaginary roots is defined by

R™I) = |J w(©u(-6)).

weW(T)
Remark 4.3. One can verify easily thaiv,a) = 1if « € R™(I") and (a, ) < 0 if
a € R™(T).
Definition 4.4. The root system associatedliaos defined as
R(T) = R™(I') U R"™(T).
The set ofpositive rootds
R*(I) = R(I) N 25,

and R™"¢(T") and R™"™(T") are the corresponding positive real and imaginary roots,
respectively.

It is well known that an ADE Dynkin diagram has finitely manysjtove roots and
has no imaginary roots. The extended ADE Dynkin diagramaffore ADE diagrams)
are tametype graphs according to [13]. Any tame type graph has iefiypithany
positive roots. In the cadeis an ADE (respectively extended ADE) Dynkin diagram
we denote the corresponding root systerrfb@espectivelyﬁ). Droppingl from the
notation will cause no confusion. The following theorem eEliknown to the experts.
The proofs of the statements can be found in [7, 8, 13, 14]:
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Theorem 4.5. Let D be a Dynkin quiver (see Sectibnl2.1). There exists an indecom
posableD-representation of dimension vectarif and only ifa € R*. For each
positive real root € R+ and a generic. € RY with ¢ - @ = 0, there is a unique,

up to isomorphismg-stableD-representatiory/ with dimension vectoi. Moreover,

U gives rise to the uniqué-stablelI-module of dimension vectar.

For a given ADE Dynkin diagram let € R, and suppose that € R be a root in
the extended version of the same diagram. Define a + [ to be given by

o a,+ 6, if pehr’(G),
g apo if p = po. .
The following proposition is proven in [13]:

Proposition 4.6. Let R and R be the root systems of the ADE and extended ADE
Dynkin diagrams associated t&. Then
R™ = {ma"™|m € Z},
where ,
'™ = (dim p) perr(c)-
Moreover, R _
Rt ={a+pBlae R™, B e R"}.

Example 4.7.1n theE7 case, the imaginary roat is

2
1234321

2
5_234321

is a positive root forE;. Then

2m + 2

mat = o9 3m a3 Amad 3me3 2me2 mal

is a positive real root of-;.

4.2. Cutting lemma and non-generic walls. The following lemma is an analog of
[22, Lemma 3.4] and [21, Proposition 2.9]:

Lemma 4.8. LetU be a nonzerg-stableA-module withl,U = 0 for anyp € Irr(G),
thendim U € R*+. If @ € R+, and( is a generic point ifRY with ¢ - & = 0 then
there exists a unique, up to isomorphisjrstable A-moduleU with dim U = a and
[, U =0 foranyp € Irr(G).
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Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorefn 4.5 by noting that Armodule with
[,U = 0 for anyp € Irr(G) can be regarded asitkmodule. O

A stability parameter
(= <Cp)p61rr(G) eRY
is said to be generic if-semistability is equivalent to-stability. We are now ready to
classify the non-generic stability parameters for@feinvariantA-modules.

Definition 4.9. A hyperplane irR" corresponding to a non-generic stability parame-
ter is called a wall.

Proposition 4.10. The set of non-generic stability parameters for @feinvariant A-
modules is given by the union of the following walls:

Wa={CeRN|(-a=0,a€ R}

Proof. For a C*-invariant strictly (-semistabled-moduleV = (V,C) one has the
Jordan-Halder filtration

0=Vtlc...cVlcV'=V

whereV?/Vi* is stable and
0:(V! Vi) =0

forall0 <7 <n+ 1. ( is as defined in Definition 3.1 ii). By th&*-invariance of
V' we havel,V* = 0 forany0 < i < n+ 1andp € Irr(G). Note thatn > 1 since
V is not¢-stable. So at least one @F'/V'*), is zero. Hence there exist a nonzero
fz-stableA-moduleV” = (V', V) such that/}, = 0, dim V"' - ¢ = 0, andl,V’ = 0.
By LemmaZ.8dim V' € R+ and the proposition follows. O
Definition 4.11. The wallWW: is called the imaginary wall ifR”Y.

Remark 4.12. Let ("™ be as in Section 3.3, thefi™ - @™ = 0. From Proposition
[3.8 one can see that the wall;: is the wall separating the Donaldson-Thomas and
Pandharipande-Thomas theories. Our wall crossing formnlthis section does not
include crossing the imaginary wall.

4.3. Wall-crossing formula. The non-generic stability parameters (for theinvari-
ant A-modules) lie on a finite number of walls as in Proposifiord4 Bach component
of the set of generic stability parameters is called a chamlmside a chamber the
moduli spacedis” (v) are isomorphic. In this section we relate the corresponding
invariants of two chambers separated by a non imaginary wall

Fix ana € R™" and let(, € W, be a generic point. For@a < ¢ < 1, let
(F = (Cop £ €). Then lie in two chambers on two sides of the will,.
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Let U be the uniqu&,-stable A-module of dimension vectar given by Lemma
[4.8. Note that by definitiod,, - dim(U) = 0.
We have the following identities:
Proposition 4.13. i) Ext}(U,U) = C.
i) If V= (V,C) is a(,-stableA-module, then

dim Ext% (U, V) — dim Ext;(V, U) = dim(U,,).

Proof. i) As mentionedgarlier(‘,f can be regarded adkmodule. By [6], and using
the fact thatlim U € R, we get thafixty, (U, U) = 0. By using Serre duality
and the stability ot/ we have

Ext (U, U) = Ext (U, U) = C.

Moreover, Ext{, (U, U) = 0 for ¢ > 2. The following identities can be easily
verified:
U ifqg=0,1
Ext (I, U) = .
xt4(ILU) {O otherwise.

Now the claim follows the spectral sequence
Ext? (U, Ext? (I1,U)) = Ext} (U, U)

corresponding to the natural change of rings frdnto IT obtained by setting all
l,’s equal to zero.

i) This part follows at once from [12, Theorem 7.5] by notitligt thel,,-stability of
U andV implies that

Hom ;(U, V') = Hom 4(V,U) = 0.
U

For a positive integem, let U,,, be the unique indecomposabdemodule which is
obtained bym — 1 times successive extensionslofi.e. there is an exact sequence

0—U,-1 —U,—U—70

for eachm. This is possible by part i) in Proposition 4113.
As in [22,[21], we consider the following stratifications ftive C*-fixed loci of
M, (v) andM = (v').
e For L € Zx, let ME (v)] be the subscheme Oft: (v) consisting of the
pointsV such thatlim Ext' (U, V') = L. Similarly, let9¢ (v); be the sub-
scheme oft” (v) consisting of the point®” such thatlim Ext'(V,U) = L.
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e Forthe sequendel) = di, ds, . .. of nonnegative integers witfy = 0 for only
finitely manyi’s, letd . (v') ) (respectivelyt - (v')(4) be the subscheme of
M+ (v') (respectivelyit — (v')) containing the points” for which there exists
a uniqueC*-invariant stabled-moduleV fitting into the short exact sequence
0—V —=V — @1 (U)%4 — 0,
(respectively
0 — Py (U)% — V! — V — 0).
Then one can define a canonical morphism
Pt M= (V) (@) — M, (v),
with ¢ (V') = V. Note thatv’ = v + 3. md,, - dim(U).
M (V)L = o3 (M (V)7) -
¢+ has this nice property that its restriction ofim%(v )(a),z is a fibration with fibers
equal to theC*-fixed locus of the flag manifold
Flag ((D),C")

under the naturd inducedC*-action. Herg D) = Dy, D,, ... is a sequence of non-
negative integers defined by

i>j

We will denote the flag manifold above 1 when (D) and L are clear from the
context. Conversely, givefil), aC*-invariantl’ € D¢ (v), and aC*-fixed point of
the corresponding flag manifold, one can find a uniquetth@&wvariantV’ e smc (V')

fitting into either of the short exact sequences above. Toefmf all these clalms can
be found inl[22 211].

The following corollary is resulted immediately from thesdission above and
Propositio 4.113, ii):

Corollary 4.14.

Define

m(g:( )L - mc*( )L+dlmUpO
We are now ready to express and prove the wall-crossing farmu
Theorem 4.15.
im im —dimU,
Ze(q) = (1 = (=1)tmUngtin?) ° Zer(q).

We have identifiedxt’; (U, V) (or Ext} (V, U)) with C”.
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Proof. By Corollary[3.4 and using the property of the fibrations dedirabove (the
restrictions ofp..) we can write

Zer(@) = D (1) x(ME(V))q"

!

!

v

= 3 ()R (V) n)a”

!

v’,(d),L

_ Z (_1)UPO+(Zmdm)dimUpOX<Fl) . X(mgj(v)f)qv—l-(zmdm)dimU
v,(d),L

— Z (_1)(Zmdm)dimUpox(Fl)q(Emdm)dimU ) (_Dmox(gmg (V)f)q"
v,(d),L

_ (1 . (_1)dimUqudim(U))—L (—1)””0)((93?(8: (V)f)qv.
v,L

Then by Corollary 4.14,

Zg;(q)
im im —L v * v
=D (1= ()™ T () X V) i, 0
v,L
im im —L—dim U, v * v
=D (1= (=1)tmtng)tm?) (—1)ox(ME (V)i)a
v,L

im im —dimU,
— 1_(_1)d Upoqd U) 20 Zc;(Q)-

5. APPLICATIONS OF THE WALL CROSSING FORMULA
5.1. DT/PT/NCDT-correspondence. Let

v L,(Y,8)—Z and vp:P,(Y,B)— Z.
be the Behrend functions defined (Y, 5) and P,,(Y, 5). These two moduli spaces

admit symmetric obstruction theory (see [2]), and hencé I and PT invariants
can be expressed as the Euler characteristics weightee Betirend function:

L = Xx(1,(Y,8),vr) and P, 5 = x(P.(Y, B),vp).
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By Corollary[3.7 we have

Zhe | I a7 (@ ey | = Zem— (@),
pelrr(G)

Z};T H qdimp; (ql:1>p€Irr*(G) = Zcian (q)
pelrr(G)

Recall that ™ = (—r,1,---,1).
Definition 5.1. We define
R ={a € R""a- (™ < 0}
and R R
Ri’re ={a € R""™|a-¢"™ > 0}.
Example 5.2.In the Examplé 4]7; = 17 and
("™ = (-17,1,1,1,1,1,1,1).
Leta = ma™ + (3. Then
q- sz
=—1Tm+ (2m+2) + 3m+3) + (2m + 2)
+Am+4)+Bm+3)+2m+2)+ (m+1)

=17 >0,
and hence R
a=ma"m+ 3 € R
If we let
= _9 3 _4 —g —2 -1,
which is minus a positive root far;. Then
; 2m — 2

~ r_
C=mat B = o 9 3m_3 dm—4 3m—3 2m—2 m—1

is a positive real root 0@7 and
a/ . sz
=—1Tm+ (2m —2) + (3m — 3) + (2m — 2)
+@dm—-4)+Bm—-3)+2m—-2)+ (m—1)
=—-17 <0,
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and hencéx = ma™ + 5 € RT'.

The wall crossing formula in Theoreim 4115 gives the follogvirelations among
DT/PT/NCDT invariants:

Theorem 5.3.

_O‘PO

ZJeopr(@) = H 1 — (—gp, ) H 4"

acRHTe pelrr™ ()

Zhe | T ¢ () perr ) |
pElrr(G)

and

—%pg

Zir@= 1] |1-(a)™ I ¢

I pelrr™ ()

Proof. If ¢ is a stability parameter such that eagh> 0 for all p € Irr(G) then
M (v) = ) except whenv = 0. On the other hand, i is such that that, < 0 for
all p € Trr(G) then9z(v) is the same as the moduli space of cyclic representations
of Q defined by Szendroi i [24]. Now the theorem follows immeelafrom (4) and
Theoreni4.15. O

5.2. DT crepant resolution conjecture and the proof of Theoren{ I7. For the orb-
ifold X = C3/G, Bryan and Young[5] formulated a Donaldson-Thomas crepesit
olution conjecture. We briefly review their formulation ker

Let Rep be the set of all representationg-ofip to isomorphism. For any € Rep
let Hilb"(X') be the Hilbert scheme aff-equivariant zero dimensional subschemes
Z C C3such that?’(Z) = n as aG-representation. The orbifold Donaldson-Thomas
partition function ofX is defined by

Zir(@) = Y Lq, (5)

neRep

wherel,, = x(Hilb”(X), v) is the weighted Euler characteristic in the sense of Behrend
[2], andv is the Behrend function on Hitt.X).

The crepant resolution conjecture for the orbifold Donaid3$homas invariants is
stated as follows (segl[5]):

ZgT ((qp)pelrr(G)) = M(_Q)_X(Y)ZgT (Q; (Up>p€Irr*(G)) ZgT (q; (U;:l)pGIrr*(G)) ) (6)
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under the following change of variables

dim p

v, = qp, p € Irr*(G);
q = HpGIrr( )qp ’

whereM (q) is the MacMahon function.
Assuming the DT/PT-correspondence (see Conjetture 1elyet

Zh | T 9™ @)perr o) | = M=) X2 (4 (0p) perr (@) - ()

pelrr(G)

By Propositioi 46, for any € R, there exists a positive ropte R+ such that
a=ma™ + 3. So

—ap,
IT (1-Ca)™ I o
aeﬁi’r'e pElrr*(G)
— H ﬁ 1— H qdlmp H qiﬁp
BERT m=1 pelr(G) pelrr*(G)
Thus,
Z)P?T H qdlmp7 pEIrr*(G) (8)
pelr(G)
nn(- (- me) 1o
BERT m=1 pElrr(Q) pelrr* (G)

On the other hand, from the discussionlini[12, Section 7],attéfold Donaldson-
Thomas invariants of the orbifold are the same as the Szendroi invariants for the
ADE McKay quivers. In our case this translates into

Z)?T(Q) = Z]%CDT(q)v
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and hence

ZigT(Q) = M(—Q)_X(Y)ZgT H C_Idlmp Qp pelr* (Q)
pelrr(G)

’ Z}D/T H qdlmp pEIrr* (G)
pelr(G)

= M(_Q)_X(Y)ZET (q; (Up>p€Irr*(G)) ’ ZgT (Q; (U;1>p€Irr*(G)) ’

which is exactly the the DT Crepant Resolution formula (6).
Now by (7) and[(8) we get

Z%T H qdlmp pEIrr* (G) (9)

pelrr(G)

Y) H ﬁ 1— H qdlmp H q:I:Bp

BeERT m=1 p€lrr(G) pelrr*(G)

This finishes the proof of Theordm1..7.

—m

6. GW/PTCORRESPONDENCE

6.1. The GW-partition function of Y and the proof of Theorem[1.4. In this section
we compute the Gromov-Witten invariants Bf = S x C using deformation and
localization techniques. Recall théis the minimal resolution of?/G corresponding
to one of the ADE Dynkin diagramssS is equipped with a natural*-action. The
weights of this action on the fibers of canonical bunile at the fixed points of is
equal to -2. We introduce@* with weight -2 on the trivial direction of". This wayY
is equipped with &*-action in such a way it acts trivially on the fibers of the caical
bundleKy at the fixed points.

Let NV, s be the genug, C*-equivariant Gromov-Witten invariant of in the class
B € Hy(Y,Z). Note that

HQ(Y> Z) = HQ(Sv 6)

By using virtual localization, we first express Gromov-\&fttinvariants ofY” in

terms of the reduced Gromov-Witten invariants$fvith a single Hodge class (see

[18, Section 5]). The weight of th€*-action on the normal bundl¥ sy is -2. Hence
we can write
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Ng= [ R Nogw)
[Mg.o0(S.8)]"*"
whereM, (S, /) is the moduli space of stable maps,
p: C — Mg,O(Sv 6)

is the universal curvef : C — S is the universal map, andis the equivariant Euler
class.

Since the line bundlé&Vs,y is trivial up to theC* action, and is a family of genus
g curves, we get

R°p.f*Nsyy = Rp.f*Ngjy — R'p.f*Ngyy =0 RC_y —E/ @ C_y,

whereC_,, is the C*-representation of weight -2, arkj, is the Hodge bundle over
M, (S, B). Consequently,

—1
Ngﬁ:/ _ g(_l)g)‘g
[Mg,0(5,8)]"*"
= — (=1 A) 5"

The last expression is the reduced Gromov-Witten invaprést with a single Hodge
class. Note that to obtain reduced Gromov-Witten invasaftt one needs to remove
a trivial factor withC*-weight 2 from the ordinary Gromov-Witten obstruction theo
of S (see[18]).

In order to evaluate

(~1)97g) 510

we reduce to the case that= A, i.e. S is the resolution of typed;. This can
be achieved by using deformation invariance property ofn@neWitten invariants.
We consider the versal deformation space of the resolutien C?/G of type ADE
constructed by Brieskorn. The versal deformation spaceestified with the corre-
sponding complexified root space Res. An affine generic lassing through € Res
corresponds to a topologically trivial family of surfaceghwaffine generic fiber and
with the central fiber isomorphic t§. By deforming this line away from the origin
one gets another topologically trivial family of surfacethvaffine generic fibers and
a number of special fibers each isomorphic4a These special fibers are in bijec-
tion with the set of positive roots. The curve class of thgkamational curve in each
special fiber in the family is the same as the corresponding ¢lass. Using some
comparison arguments on the virtual classes of these twitiésrand the reduced vir-
tual classes of and the special fibers above, and applying the deformati@riance
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of Gromov-Witten invariants (see [18]), one finds that

(—1)9, )5 ((=1)9), )““1 "4 if Bisd times a positive root class,
99,8 0 otherwise.

Define the series

o
§ g)\ .A1 I'ed)\2g 2

9=0

F, has been evaluated in [18, Section 5]:

Fy(\) = cll (2 sin d—;\)

Putting altogether, and using the identity

5 i d\ _ eid)\
n— TS
2 (1 — eid))2
we get the evaluation for the partition function given in drem1.4.

6.2. GW/PT-correspondence and the proof of Theoreni 1]2By Theoreni 1.4 we
have

Zaw ity =[] H my=m.

BeERt m=1
Replacinge™ = —q yields
Zowiat) = T T - 0™
BeRt m=1
By Propositioi 4.6, after setting

dim p

ty=4q,", p € Inr™(G);
q = HpEIrr( )qp )
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we get

II ITa -t (=g™

BeERT m=1

_ H H(l i tﬁ on H qdlmp —-m
BeRt m=1 pelrr*(G)
H H on H q;ndimp—dp)—m
BeRtT m=1 pElrr*(G)

= II a=Ca)™ II @)
aeRTTe pElr* (Q)

which is exactly the expression in Theorém]5.3. This esthbE the GW/PT corre-
spondence and finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

7. AN EXAMPLE

In this section we consider the caée = D5, the binary dihedral group in 12
elements, corresponding to the root system of tigelLet

{po,p1,...ps}

be the set of irreducible representationsiaf. As usualp, stands for the trivial
representatiory,, p2, andps are 1-dimensional, ang, andp, are 2-dimensional. The
set of all edges in the corresponding quigeis as follows (see Figuie 2.1):

{Tpops 1 Tp3posr Tp1pas Tpap1To2ps) Tospzs Tpspas Tpapss Tpapss Tpspz;} .

We denote the variable correspondingtdy ¢;, and as before

Q' = 4’0" 664" g5
foranyv = (v;) € Z%,
The subsefz*" of the set of real positive roots for the extended Dynkin chag
D5 (See Definition 5J1) is given by = 1,2, 3,...):
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m m-1 m m m m m m
{ m2m2m m, m-12m2mm, m 2m-12mm, m 2m 2m-1 m,
m m m m m m m m
m2m 2m m-1, m-12m-12m m, m2m-12m-1m, m2m2m-1m-1,
m m-1 m m m m m m-1
m 2m 2m-1 m, m-12m-12m-1m, m2m-12m-1m-1, m2m 2m-1 m-1,
m m-1 m-1 m-1

m 2m-12m-1 m, m12m12m1m1m2m12m1m1m12m12m1m

m-1 m-1 m-1 m-1
m12m12m1m1m12m12m2m1m2m12m2m1m12m22m2m1}

Let ¢?™* ¢ R° be the corresponding PT stability parameter (see Seci®)nBaen
by the repeated use of the wall crossing formula (Thedrerfs)4vé obtain the gener-
ating function:

o
Zeim(q) = H
m=1
— ()" et amd) " (L= () GG )"
— ()" B G )" (L= () " G ) T
— ()" ") (1= () e G ) T

S

(1= ()

(1= (=)

(1= ()

(1= (=)™ a" g5 5™ 1qim ) " (1= ()" e ) T

(1= (=q0) " g5 a3 ™) ™™ ( —(— A A B

(1= (=) "3 3™ g ™) " (1= (—q0) a5 a3 gd™ gy ) "

(1= (=q)" " '™ g™ gy) ™ (1= (—q0)"at"g5 5™ g™ ) "

(1= (—q0)™ " g5 3™ 1q3im )T (L= ()" e T g g ) T
(1= (=gq0)™q" g5 "5 gi™ 1q§,” DT (- ( o) s g ) T
(1= (=q)"" 'y '™ @™ 2 ) " (L= (—qo) ™" gy g Py R ) T

The PT patrtition function ot in this case is then obtained by the following change
of variablesiq = quq1q242¢3qs andt; = ¢; ', fori = 1,2,...,5:
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o0

ZPT Q7 H

m=1

(1 =t(=g)") " (1 = to(=)") " (L= t3(=q)") ™" (1 = ta(=)™) ™"

(L—=ts(=q)™) ™" (1 —tats(—)™) ™™ (1 — tsta(—q)™) ™" (1 — tats(—q)™) ™"

(1 —tata(=q)™)™" (1 — tatsta(—q)™) ™" (1 — tatats(—q)™) ™"

(1 — tytats(—q)™) ™ (1 — t1tstaq™) ™™ (1 — totstats(—q)™) ™

(1 — tytstats(—q)™) "™ (1 — tytatsta(—q)™) " (1 — tytatststs(—q)™) "

(1 —titstits(—q)™) " (1 — tatatstits(—q)™) " (1 — taitatitits(—q)™) .
The set of all positive roots ab; root system is as follows

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0000, 1000, 0100, 0010, 0001, 1100, 0110, 0011, 0010, 1110,

0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
0111, 0011, O110, 1111, 0111, 1110, 1111, 0121, 1121, 1221("

One can then see easily the correspondence of the factdfsify,t) to the posi-
tive roots above in agreement with the expression in The@&nThe GW partition
function is obtained by replacingqg = ¢ in Zpr(q, t), in agreement with Theorem

[1.4.
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