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DONALDSON-THOMAS INVARIANTS FROM TROPICAL DISKS

MAN-WAI CHEUNG AND TRAVIS MANDEL

ABSTRACT. We prove that the quantum DT-invariants associated to quivers with genteel potential
can be expressed in terms of certain refined counts of tropical disks. This is based on a quantum
version of Bridgeland’s description of cluster scattering diagrams in terms of stabilitiy conditions,
plus a new version of the description of scattering diagrams in terms of tropical disk counts. The
weights with which the tropical disks are counted are expressed in terms of motivic integrals of
certain quiver flag varieties. We also show via explicit counterexample that Hall algebra broken lines
do not result in consistent Hall algebra theta functions, i.e., they violate the extension of a lemma
of Carl-Pumperla-Siebert from the classical setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In [GHKKIS|], Gross-Hacking-Keel-Kontsevich used scattering diagrams to construct canonical
bases for cluster algebras. Several articles [Reil0l, [GPT0L [KS, [Kel11] have developed con-
nections between DT-invariants and various scattering diagrams or cluster transformations. Building
off these ideas, Bridgeland constructed Hall algebra scattering diagrams whose classical inte-
grals often recover the cluster scattering diagrams (cf. our Prop. for the quantum analog). On
the other hand, [GPS10, [CPS| [FST5] [Man] show how to express various scattering diagrams in terms
of certain (refined) counts of tropical curves or disks. By extending and combining these ideas, we

obtain new expressions for quantum DT-invariants in terms of refined counts of tropical disks.

1.1. Quantum DT-invariants from tropical ribbons. Let (Q, W) be a finite quiver @ without
loops or oriented 2-cycles, plus a choice of finite potential W, i.e., a finite linear combination of
oriented cycles in ). Denote the vertex set of @) by QQo. There are standard notions, reviewed in
g2l of the associated category of representations rep(Q, W), the corresponding Grothendieck lattice
N = Z% and the moduli stack M of objects in rep(Q, W). Points  in Mg := Hom(N,R) can be

The second author was supported by the National Science Foundation RTG Grant DMS-1246989, and later by the
Starter Grant “Categorified Donaldson-Thomas Theory” no. 759967 of the European Research Council.
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viewed as stability conditions on rep(Q, W), determining a substack 14(6) of f-stemistable objectsﬂ
in rep(Q, W), cf. Definition We let Z; denote the quantum integration map taking varieties over
M to elements of a quantum torus algebra C;[N®], cf. E.g., if W = 0, then Z; is the generalized
Poincaré polynomial. We are interested are the invariants Z;(log(1s5(6))).

Some additional notation and terminology regarding this setup will be needed. The lattice N is
equipped with the natural basis {e;};cq,. Let B denote the skew-symmetric Euler form on N, cf. (2),
and deﬁneﬂ p*: N = M, p*(n) = B(-,n). We say 8 € Mg is general if it is not in the intersection of
two distinct hyperplanes of the form nt for n € N\ {0}, cf. Remark

We will also need the following setup coming from the theory of tropical curves and scattering

diagrams, cf. for details. By a weight-vector, we will mean a tuple w = (w;);eq, where each

w; = (wi;);=1,...;, consists of positive integers w;; < wiz < ... < w;y,. Denote the length I(w) :=

> ;li, and let Aut(w) be the group of automorphisms of the second indices of the w;’s which act
wyi—1

trivially on w. Define the “multiple cover contributions” Rw = [];; % € C[t*!] where

q =t

One says that a tropical disk h : T' — Mg (cf. has degree A,y if the unbounded edges E;; are
labelled by the indices of w, and if the weighted outgoing direction of h(E;;) equals w;;p*(e;). Let
A, be a collection of affine hyperplanes {A;; C Mg} with A;; a generic translate of ej. For § >0,
we say that a tropical disk matches the constraints 0A., if h(E;;) C 6A;; for each ¢,j. The type 7 of
a tropical disk is the data of the underlying weighted graph T" plus the data of directions of h(E) for
each edge F of I'.

Each tropical disk includes the data of a special endpoint vertex Vo, € T'% and we will impose an
additional constraint on the image of V,,. Specifically, given § € My and a tropical disk type 7, we
say that 7 € T () if the following holds: given e > 0 and any sufficiently small § > 0 (small relative
to €), there exist tropical disks of degree Ay, and type 7 which match the constraint A, and have
h(Vs) € Be(0) (the radius € open ball about ). Let T (0) denote the corresponding space of tropical
ribbon types, i.e., tropical disk types plus the additional data of a cyclic ordering of the edges at each
vertex. We wish to count elements of ‘%w(O) with a multiplicity which we define next.

The form B descends to a form B on p*(N) given by B(p*(n1),p*(n2)) = B(ni,n3). For 7 €
T (0), let v(7) denote (—1) to the power of the number of vertices of 7 where the ribbon structure
does not agree with the orientation induced by B, cf. §4.2.2l The ribbon structure induces an
ordering E;, ;,,... E

L (w)Ji(w)

on the E;;’s. Given such a tropical ribbon type 7, let Flag(7) denote the
variety over M whose fiber over a (stacky) point corresponding to a representation M is the space of

composition series
0=MyCM; C... CMZU“’H =M

such that the first w;,;, quotients M;/M;_, are isomorphic to the simple representation .S;,, then
the next w;,;, quotients M;/M;_, are isomorphic to the simple representation .S;,, and so on. The
following is the quantum integral case of Theorem

More precisely, 155(0) is the Hall algebra element associated to the substack of #-semistable objects.
2In [GHKKIS|, p* is defined by inserting n into the first entry of the skew-symmemtrizable form. This discrepancy
is because the form B here and in [Bril7] is negative the form used in [GHKKIS].
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose (Q,W) is genteel over g9 (cf. §3.2.3). Then for general 6 € Mg,

(1) Z(008(Le(0) = | Ty 3 VPTRSla(7)
w TETw(0)

See for details on our version of the genteel property and modifications thereof. We note here
that genteelness of (Q, W) is known to at least hold for acyclic quivers with W = 0. More generally,
the possibly weaker condition of genteelness over g? holds whenever ) admits a green-to-red sequence
and W is non-degenerate [Moul, Cor. 1.2(i)].

The same statement applies with Z; replaced by the classical integration map Z (i.e., the ¢t — 1 limit,
i.e., taking generalized Euler characteristics), and similarly for Z; replaced by other projections Z' of
the Hall algebra defined in For the classical version though, one should view Z(RyFlag(T)) as
living in 2!, a logarithmic version of the Weyl algebra, cf. Example These factors Z;( Ry §lag(T))
and Z(Rw$lag(7)) can be more easily computed as products in the quantum torus algebra or Weyl
algebra, respectively, cf. Remark

Alternatively, one can replace the sum over tropical ribbons with a sum over tropical disks, and then
the tropical ribbon multiplicities v(7)Z;(Rw&lag(7)) are replaced with Block-Gottsche [BG16] style
refined tropical disk multiplicities Ry, [, [Mult(V')];, and similarly for the classical cases, cf. Remark
again. Our intention in this paper though is to give a representation-theoretic description of the
tropical multiplicities, which is why we state Theorem in terms of moduli of flags.

See Example for a sample computation of a term on the right-hand side of (TJ).

1.2. Hall algebra broken lines violate the Carl-Pumperla-Siebert Lemma. One might hope
(as we had hoped) that Theorem holds without applying the integration maps, i.e., as an identity
in the Hall algebra. Unfortunately, this fails as a result of the fact that elements of the Hall algebra
with parallel dimension vectors need not commute (although we see that the result does hold after
modding out by the ideal generated by these commutators). In we show that similar issues cause
problems for theta functions.

As in [CPS|IGHK15, [GHS], the construction of theta functions in [GHKKIS] is based on enumerat-
ing broken lines (an abridged version of tropical disks). This enumeration depends on the designated
endpoint of the broken lines, but according to [CPS| §4], different choices of endpoint are related by
path-ordered product, essentially meaning that these choices glue to give well-defined global functions
on the mirror. [Manl Thm. 2.14] gives a refined version of this lemma of Carl-Pumperla-Siebert, im-
plying that the analogous gluing property holds for quantum theta functions, ¢f. Lemmal5.2] Refining
further, [Chel6l [Che] defines Hall algebra broken lines, and from these one might hope to define Hall

algebra theta functions. Unfortunately, this is not a well-behaved notion:

Proposition 1.2 (Prop. in the main text). The Carl-Pumperla-Siebert Lemma does not hold for

Hall algebra broken lines.
Our proof is via the explicit construction of a counterexample for an Az-quiver, cf.

1.3. Motivation. When B has rank 2, the tropical disk counts of Theorem can be replaced with
tropical curve counts, cf. [GPS10, Thm. 2.8] and [FSI5, Cor. 4.9]. In higher-dimensions this is
only the case for certain limits of choices of 6, cf. [Man, Thm 3.7]. The tropical curve versions are

nice because in the classical limit they can be related via [NS06] to log Gromov-Witten invariants,
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cf. [GPS10, Prop. 5.3]. As the authors have learned from Mark Gross, the classical versions of our
tropical disk counts should also have an algebraic Gromov-Witten theoretic meaning: according to
the announced result [GS18, Thm. 2.14], they should be related to certain punctured Gromov-Witten
invariants (one also expects the existence of correspoding holomorphic disk counts defined from the
perspective of open Gromov-Witten theory, e.g., as in [Lin| for the case of K3 surfaces). One expects
DT/GW correspondence results to follow from [GSI8, Thm. 2.14] combined with [Bril7, Lem. 11.4].

On the other hand, the quantum tropical curve counts in rank 2 are Block-Gottsche invariants
[BG16], which have been related to higher-genus Gromov-Witten invariants in [Boul9l Bou| and to
real curve counts in [Mik17]. Upcoming work of the second author will extend the correspondence
of [Mik17] to higher-dimensions, although an extension to tropical disks is still more distant. Still,
we hope that Theorem will lead to new refined DT/GW correspondence results, and we further
hope that this correspondence will be enriched by our interpretation of tropical ribbon multiplicities
in terms of moduli of composition series.

A version of Theorem for bipartite quivers was previously observed in [FS15, Thm. 5.3].
Their argument was based on the observation that in these cases, is equivalent to a representation-
theoretic formula of Manschot-Pioline-Sen [MPS11]. We therefore hope that our result may be related
to some generalization of this MPS formula. With this in mind, we strongly suspect that our tropical
counts are closely related to the attractor flow trees studied by physicists, cf. [AP19] in particular, as
well as [KS14].

We note that [LMY19], which appeared immediately after this paper was first posted, deals with

similar problems on scattering diagrams and tropical disks using a differential-geometric perspective.

1.4. Outline of the paper. In we review Joyce’s construction [Joy07] of the Hall algebra
associated to a quiver with potential, following [Bril7, §4-5]. Then in we use [Bril2, Lem.
4.4] to describe certain products in the Hall algebra in terms of moduli of composition series. We
review the quantum and classical integration maps in §2.5[2.6

We review the definition of scattering diagrams in and in Theorem [3.5] we generalize previously
known results about initial scattering diagrams uniquely determining consistent scattering diagrams.
We then we review Bridgeland’s Hall algebra scattering diagrams (and some variants) in If the
potential W is genteel, then the Hall algebra scattering diagram is determined by an easily understood
initial scattering diagram which we describe explicitly in

We review the notion of tropical disks in and in we focus on the tropical ribbons and
multiplicities associated to an initial scattering diagram. The description of scattering diagrams in
terms of tropical disks (Theorem is given in and proven in This is applied to the Hall
algebra scattering diagram in §4.5 to prove our main results, Theorems [£.9] and [1.10]

We turn our attention to theta functions in We review the definitions of broken lines and theta
functions in explaining how these apply to various flavors of cluster varieties in Finally, in
we work out an explicit counterexample to show that a foundational result of [CPS] (cf. Lemma
does not extend to the Hall algebra setting (Proposition .

Acknowledgements. The authors are very grateful to Ben Davison for patiently and repeatedly
explaining the definition of the quantum integration map and for checking the corresponding part of
our draft. We also thank Tom Bridgeland, Lang Mou, and Tom Sutherland for helpful conversations.

Additionally, we are grateful to the anonymous referee for suggesting numerous improvements.
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2. THE MOTIVIC HALL ALGEBRA OF A QUIVER WITH POTENTIAL

2.1. Preliminaries on quivers with potential and their representations. Let () be a finite
quiver. Denote the sets of vertices and arrows of @ as (Qo,Q1). Let CQ denote the path algebra
of Q. Suppose that @Q is equipped with a finite potential, i.e., a finite linear combination of cycles,
denoted W € CQ. Define a two-sided ideal Iy C CQ on @ by

Iy = (0, W :a € Q).

Here, if by ... bk is a cycle of arrows in @, then

k
Oa(br .. bk) = ap,bis1.. . bpby...bi1,
=1

where 0g4p, is 1 if @ = b; and 0 otherwise. Then the Jacobi algebra for (Q, W) is the quotient algebra
CQ/Iw. Let rep(Q, W) := modCQ/Iy be the abelian category of finite-dimensional representations
of the quiver with potential (Q, W), i.e., finite-dimensional left CQ /Iy -modules.

Set N = Z%, M = Homz(N,Z), Mg = M ®z R. Let {e;}icq, be the natural basis indexed by
the vertices of Q. Denote N® := {3}, aje; € Nl|a; € Z>q Vi}, and N := N®\ {0}. There is a group
homomorphism

dim : Ko(rep(Q,W)) - N
sending a representation to its dimension vector. For vertices i,j € Qo, let a;; denote the number
of arrows from i to j. Let B denote the integral skew-symmetric bilinear form on N determined by

setting
(2) B(ei, ej) = a]‘i — aij.

We note that our B is negative the pairing (-,-) used in [Bril7]. We will also use a second Z-valued
bilinear form x on IV given by

(3) X(ei, ej) = (Sij — Qg .

Note that B(a,b) == x(a,b) — x(b,a).

It is well-known (cf. [Bril7, Lem 4.1]) that there is an algebraic moduli stack M parameterizing all
objects of the category rep(Q, W). Briefly, objects of M over a scheme S are isomorphism classes of
locally free finite-rank Og-modules FE, together with morphisms p : CQ/Iyw — Endg(E), cf. [Bril7,
§4.2] for details. Furthermore, M decomposes as
(4) M = |_| Md

deN®
where M, is the open and closed substack parametrizing objects of dimension vector d. There is a
2-category of algebraic stacks over M, and we let St /M denote the full subcategory consisting of

objects f : X — M for which X is of finite type over Spec C and has affine stabilizers. We similarly
write St /C for the analogous category of stacks over Spec C.

2.2. Construction of the Hall algebra. We now review the motivic Hall algebra developed by
Joyce [Joy07], following the presentation of [Bril7l §5].

Let K (St /M) be the free abelian group with basis given by isomorphism classes of objects of
St /M modulo the relations given in [Bril7, Def. 5.1]. In particular, one imposes the scissor relations

[f: X =>M=[fly:Y > M+[flv:U— M],
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where [f : X — M] is an object of St /M, Y C X is a closed substack, and U := X \ Y.
One endows the group K (St /M) with a K (St /C)-module structure by setting [X]-[Y — M] =
[X XY — M] and extending linearly. There is a unique ring homomorphism

(5) T : K(St/C) — C(t)

taking the class of a smooth projective variety X over C to its Poincaré polynomial
2d
> dime H*(Xan, C)(—t)* € Cg],
k=1

where ¢ := t? and H*(X,,, C) denotes singular cohomology. For X € K (St /C), we will often denote
| X| = Y(X).
Let
Ky (St /M) = K(St /M) @k st /c) C(1)-
As a C(t)-module, the (motivic) Hall algebra H(Q,W) is Ky (St /M). To define the multipli-

cation, the convolution product, on H(Q, W) and make it into a C(t)-algebra, we consider the stack

M@ of short exact sequences in rep(Q, W). There is a diagram
M L M
(6) l(al,ag)
M x M,
where a1, as,b sends a short exact sequence
0— A4 —-—B—A5—0
to Ay, Ao, and B respectively. The convolution product is defined to be
m=b,o(ar,a2)" : HQ,W)x HQ,W) = HQ,W).

This product can be expressed as

boh

X, 25 M X, B M) = [2 2 M,

where Z and h are defined by the Cartesian square

Z—" s MO s M

L o

X1XX2M>MXM

The following is due to Joyce [Joy07, Thm. 5.2], see also [Bril2, Thm. 4.3].

Theorem 2.1. The product m gives H(Q, W) the structure of an associative unital algebra over C(t).
The unit element is 1 = [My C M]|.

We note that the decomposition of M induces an N®-grading

(7) HQ, W)= @ H(@Q W)a,

deN®
where H(Q,W)q is the submodule of Ky (St /M) generated by objects of the form [X — My C M].
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2.3. k-fold products. We will also need a description of the k-fold product my : H(Q,W)®* —
H(Q,W). For this we follow [Bril2, §4.1-4.2]. Let M) denote the algebraic moduli stack of k-
flags. That is, the objects of M®) over a scheme S are isomorphism classes of k-tuples of objects

(E1,p1), -, (Ek, pr) of M(S), together with monomorphisms
(8) 0=FEy— Ey <> By

respecting the maps p; and such that each factor F; .= E;/E;_; is flat over S. Given another scheme
T, an object (E1, p}), ..., (E}, p}) over T, and a morphism f : T — S, a morphism in M®*) lying over
f is a collection of isomorphisms of sheaves ®; : f*(E;) — E! respecting the maps p; and the maps in
the sequences of monomorphisms as in .

For each i = 1,..., k, we have a morphism of stacks a; : M®*) — M taking an object as in (8] to
its i-th factor F; = F;/E;_;. We also have another morphism b : ME) 5 M taking the object as
in to the final term (E}, p) of the sequence. One easily sees that the stack M), together with
these morphisms a1, as, b, is equivlaent to the data we had when defining M) as the stack of short

exact sequences above. We now obtain a diagram generalizing @:

MEF) L M
J{(alx“wak)
Mk

Lemma 2.2 ([Bril2], Lemma 4.4). The k-fold product my, : H(Q,W)®* — H(Q,W) is given by
my = by o (a1,...,ax)".
2.4. Hyo, and the composition algebra. Next, recalling the notation ¢ = ¢2, let
Creg(®) =Clt,t 7 [A+q+ P+ ...+ ") k> 1] C C).
Let Hyeq(Q, W) be the C,eq(t)-submodule of H(Q, W) generated by elements of the form
X = M]
such that X is a variety over C (so in particular, X € St /C, and so we can apply T to X).

Lemma 2.3 ([Bril7], Thm. 5.2). Hee(Q, W) is closed under the Hall algebra product and thus forms
an N®-graded C,eg(t)-subalgebra. Furthermore, Hyeg(Q, W) forms a Poisson algebra under the bracket

(9) {a,b} == (t =t~ 1) a,1].

Now, for any representation A € ob(rep(Q,W)), let pa denote the corresponding (stacky) point in
M, and let 4 be the element of H(Q, W) corresponding to the inclusion [ps < M]. Let
(10) ka = |Aut(A)|d4 € HQ,W)

be the element [SpecC — pa € M]. Clearly, k4 is in Hyes(Q, W).
Given a collection of objects Ay,..., Ay, M € ob(rep(Q, W)), let Flag(As, ..., Ax; M) denote the

space of filtrations
O=MyCcMyC...CMp=M

of M such that M;/M;_1 = A; for each i. We also consider the quotient stack §lag(A1,..., Ax; M) in
which the identification of M) with M is no longer part of the data of an object. This has the effect
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of enlarging the automorphism groups since now automorphisms of M induce automorphisms of flags,
S0

() Slag(Ar, .. Ay: M) = [§Tag(Ar,. ... Ay: M)/ Aut(M)].
By Lemma we have the following:

Lemma 2.4. Given a collection of objects Ay, ..., A € ob(rep(Q,W)), let d = Z?Zl dim(A;) € N®.
The product k4, - - Kka, s represented by a complex variety Flag(As, ..., Ar) — Mg whose fiber over
a point pyy is S/[\Jag(Al, ..y Ak; M), Equivalently, the fiber of §lag(Ay,..., Ag) over the geometric
point [Spec C — pyy € My) is Flag(Ay, ..., Ag; M).

For each vertex i € @y, we have an associated simple representation S; € rep(Q, W) of dimension
vector e;. We denote §; := dg, and k; = kg,. More generally, for each k € Z>(, we will write the
semisimple representation Ska as Ski, and we will write dx; == dg,, and Kg; == Kkg,,. As in [Joy07, Ex.
5.20], we define the composition algebra C(Q, W) to be the subalgebra of Hyes(Q, W) generated by
the elements k; for i € Qg. By Lemma [2.4] products of the elements k; are given in terms of spaces

of composition series.

Example 2.5. For i € @, let us apply Lemma to x¥. The only point in My, is the one

.
corresponding to the semisimple representation Si;. Furthermore, Flag(S;,...,S;;Ski) (S; occurring
k times before the semicolon) contains only one (stacky) point—all maximal flags of Sy; are related
by automorphisms of Sy;. The stabilizer group for this point (i.e., the space of automorphisms of C*
which fix a maximal flag) is the unipotent group Ui (C). Thus,

12 ki = |U(C)|kF = gFk=1D/2k
(12) | i =q

K2

Using and the fact that
E
| Aut(Sks)| = | GLx(C)| = ¢** D2 T](¢ — 1),
j=1

We can re-express as
1
(13) Opi = kimf
Hj:l(q] -1
Alternatively, this could be realized directly as
Opi = KF/|31ag(Si, . ., Si; ki)
(S; again appearing k times before the semicolon). will be useful in

2.5. The quantum torus algebra. Let C;[N®] denote the quantum torus algebra, by which we
mean the N®-graded algebra defined by:

Ci[N®] i= Creg(t)[z" : n € N® /(21272 = ¢Bmuma) ymatnz o)y € N®)

(the monomials 2™ adjoined here are non-commuting). This forms a Poisson algebra under the
bracket

[a, b]

14 b} = .
(14 fa.b} = =22
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Note that
{2™, 2"} = [B(n1,ng)]z™ "2,

where for any a € Z,

(15) [a]; = ——— = sgn(a) (¢t~ g ¢7lalF3 1y glal=3 4 ylal=1y

The usual commutative algebra C[N®] also forms a Poisson algebra, with bracket defined by
(16) {2, 2"} == B(ny,ng)z™ 1",
Note that there is a surjective homomorphism of Poisson algebras defined by

Tt : C([N®] = C[N®], t—1, 2" 2"

Remark 2.6. Note that C;[N®] viewed as a Lie algebra with its Poisson bracket is isomorphic as a
Lie algebra to (t —t~1)~1. C,[N®] with its commutator bracket via the map

T

T —.
t—t-1

We may thus view 7,1 as a Lie algebra homomorphism (¢t — ¢t=1)~1 . C,[N®] — C[N®]. Similarly,
as noted in [Brild, §5.9], Hyeg(Q, W) with the bracket from @ is isomorphic as a Lie algebra to
(t—t71) 71 Hyee(Q, W) with its commutator bracket. In §2.6, we will discuss the “integration map”
7T = Tyt 0 Ly as a homomorphism of Poisson algebras Hie,(Q, W) — C[N®], but this can also
be viewed as a homomorphism of Lie algebras (t — ¢t71)™! + Hyeo(Q, W) — C[N®]. Similarly, we
may view the quantum integration map Z; : Hyeg(Q, W) — C;[N®] as a Lie algebra homomorphism
(t—t71)1 - Hoog(Q.W) = (£ — 1) 1C, [N,

In place of the quantum torus algebra C;[N®] considered above, one may use the quantum tropical
vertex group of [KS11) §6.1] or the quantum torus Lie algebra of [DMal §2.2.3]. These alternatives are
nice because they still admit well-defined Poisson algebra maps 74,1 to C[N®], but now the Poisson
bracket for the domain is simply the commutator bracket. While this is often convenient, we shall not

use this viewpoint here.

2.6. The integration map. There are several constructions of (quantum) integration maps in
the literature, i.e., homomorphisms (of algebras, Lie algebras, or Poisson algebras) from H(Q, W) or
Hiee(Q, W) to the (quantum) torus algebra. Reineke [Rei03, Lem. 6.1] first constructed the analog
of such a quantum integration map for finitary Hall algebras associated to quivers without potential.
Joyce [Joy07, §6] then constructed classical and quantum integration maps with domain Hies(Q,0).
The classical version of Joyce’s map (of Lie algebras) was generalized to quivers with potential in
[JS12} §7] (cf. [Bril7, Thm. 11.1] for an interpretation as a map of Poisson algebras). On the other
hand, a very general construction of algebra homomorphisms from a full Hall algebra to the “motivic
quantum torus algebra” (which can then be further integrated to the usual quantum torus algebra) has
been outlined by Kontsevich and Soibelman [KS|, §6]. Making this more precise and more algebraic,
in [KS11] §7], Kontsevich and Soibelman defined a (monodromic) mixed Hodge structure (building off
Saito’s theory of mixed Hodge modules [Sai90]) on the equivariant cohomology of the vanishing cycle
complex, and then [DMDb] and [DavI8] built on these ideas to rigorously define a quantum integration

map Z;.
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We give a brief sketch of this integration map
I - Hreg(Qa W) — (Ct[N@]

essentially as in [Dav18| §3.3]. We then use this to compute the integration in the simplest cases. We
note that by the definitions of the Poisson structures in @D and , it is clear that Z; being a map
of algebras implies it is also a map of Poisson algebras, thus also giving maps of Lie algebras as in
Remark 2.6

Recall that M is the moduli stack of objects in rep(Q, W) := modCQ/Iw . Let M° be the moduli
stack of objects in rep(@,0). Given an arrow a € Q1, let t(a),h(a) € Qo denote the tail and head of
a respectively. For any i € Qg and d € N®, let d; denote the corresponding component of d. Denote

MG = H Homg (C%@ , Cor@),
a€Qy
and
GLqs = [] GL4,(C).
1€Qo

Then M° = | |;c yo M where MG is the stack-theoretic quotient
(17) Mij = Mg/ GLa,

where the action by GL, is the one induced by the conjugation action of GLg4, (C) on C% for each
1€ Qo.

Viewing elements of M; as modules over the path-algebra CQ, we see that multiplication by W
gives an endomorphism of Mvg Since the trace is invariant under the action of GLg4, we obtain a
function

Tr(W): M° — C,
the critical locus of which recovers M:

M = crit(Te(W)) € M°.

Let Y be a smooth complex variety and let f : Y — C be a regular function on Y. The corresponding
vanishing cycle functor ¢ is defined as follows (following [Dav18| §3.1], also cf. [KS11l §7.2]). Let
Yo == f71(0), and let Y<o := f~'(R<p). For a sheaf F on Y and U an analytic open subset of Y,
define

Lx_,F(U) = ker (F(U) = F(U\ (UNX<o))-

Then ¢y := (Rl x<oF)[1]|x,-

The stacks MG for d € N® are not quite smooth complex varieties, but each is a quotient of
a smooth complex variety by the action of an algebraic group, cf. . One can thus extend the
definition of ¢ to regular functions f on M} using an equivariant version of the vanishing cycle
construction as in [DM20], §2.2].

Let Qd denote the constant sheaf on M$. For each u € C*, we can define @TT(W)/“QCZ' Now
consider [X — M| € Hyeg(Q,W). Composing with the inclusion Mg C MY, we can consider the
pullback

Py @y = (X = MY orew) Q-
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This sheaf W%(W) /u@ , on X in fact has the structure of a mixed Hodge module on X, and so the
compactly supported cohomology H (X, @%(r(w) /u@ d) has a cohomologically graded rational mixed
Hodge structure. Recall here that a rational mixed Hodge structure is a finite-dimensional vector space
V over Q, plus the data of an ascending filtration W, of V' (the weight filtration) and a descending

filtration F* of V ®g C (the Hodge filtration) such that the filtration induced by F* on
CrY (V) := W, &g C/W,_1 ®¢ C

determines a pure Hodge structure of weight n. By a cohomologically graded rational mixed Hodge
structure on H (X, o3, yy),,Q,), We mean a rational mixed Hodge structure on HZ (X, o5 )/, Q,)
for each ¢ € Z.

Let us abbreviate H} (X, @ﬁ(w)/u(@d) as simply Hj. Up to isomorphism, the sheaf ‘p%r(W)/qu

is independent of u. However, there may be non-trivial monodromy p on H} as u travels around
the origin in C. This p is quasi-unipotent, i.e., the eigenvalues are roots of unity. Let Gr,VLV(Hé)l
denote the generalized eigenspace for the possible eigenvalue 1 of u, and let GrTVLV(Hé)# denote the
direct sum of the generalized eigenspaces for all eigenvalues of p other than 1. Finally, the quantum
integration map Z; is defined by taking the Serre polynomial (cf. [DLOT] §3.1.3], also [KS, p. 69])
defined as follows:

(18)  Zo([X — Ma)) = e\ D2% 3 7 (=1)7 (dim(Gry (Hg)1) (=) + dim (G (Hi) 1) (=)™ )
I,NEZ

where x is defined as in .

The map of above is essentially the same as that of [DavIi8 (18)], although the two look
somewhat different. The tX(%9)_factor in our is simply to account for the twisting of the monoidal
structure in [Davi8, (16)]. The extra factor of (—t) on the dim(GrlY (H%)1)(—t)" ' -term in our
is needed because [Dav18| actually works with the category of monodromic mixed Hodge modules, a
difference which results in a shift for part of the weight filtration. See [Davl, Prop. 2.5] for details on
the relationship between these two perspectives. [Davi8, Prop. 3.13] thus yields the following:

Proposition 2.7 ([Davi8|, Prop. 3.13). Z; : Hyeg(Q, W) — C¢[N®] is a homomorphism of Cyeg(t)-
algebras.

This construction simplifies quite a bit for [f : X — My] with Tr(W)[pg = 0 and X a smooth
projective variety. In this case, o(w) = Id, and so Gr)Y (HY) equals H*(X,Q) if n = i and vanishes
otherwise. Recalling the definition of Y from , we thus recover the following;:

Proposition 2.8. If [f : X — Mg C M| € Hyeg(Q, W) and Tr(W)|ams = 0, then
(19) Zi([f : X = M]) = T(X)px(dd) 4,
In particular, if W =0 (e.g., for Q acyclic), Z; equals the quantum integration map of [Joy07, §6].

Example 2.9. Recall sy; = [SpecC — pger = Mye,|. We have WlMZe» =0, T(kg;) = 1 (the

Poincaré polynomial of a point), and x(ke;, ke;) = k?. Hence, Z;(ki;) = th? Zkei Tn particular,
(20) Ti(kq) = tz°.

As a check, one can use (12) to confirm that T;(x¥) = Z;(k;)*.
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Composing Z; with 7,1 induces the classical integration map:
1= Tt—1 OIt : Hreg(Q, W) — (C[NEB}

The classical integration maps of [JS12) §7] and [Bril7, Thm. 11.1] are always (even for nonzero W)
given by the ¢ — 1 limit of , i.e., by taking Euler characteristics. Note that is sufficient to
completely determine the restrictions of Z; and Z to the composition algebra C(Q,W) in which all
our computations will lie. Since Z agrees with the classical integration maps of [JST2| §7] and [Bril7,

Thm. 11.1] on the generators «;, the maps necessarily agree on all of C(Q, W).

3. SCATTERING DIAGRAMS FROM HALL ALGEBRAS

3.1. Background on scattering diagrams. Here we review the basic definitions and properties of
scattering diagrams from the perspective useful for understanding the Hall algebra scattering diagrams
of [BrilT].

Let A denote a finite-rank lattice equipped with a Z-valued skew-symmetric form {-,-}. Let AV :=
Hom(A, Z) be the dual lattice, and let (-,-) : A® AY — Z denote the dual pairing. We have a map

p* i A= AY
(21) n— {,n}
Fix a strictly convex rational polyhedral cone oye C Ag. Let AY := o0 N A, and let AT = A%\ {0}.

Let g :== P, cp+ 9n be a Lie algebra graded by A*, meaning that [gn,, gn,] € Gny+n,- We say that
g is skew-symmetric with respect to {-,-} if

(22) [gn17gn2] == O Whenever {’)’I,17’)’I,2} = O
For each k € Z>1, let
kA+::{n1+-+nk€A+|nz€A+f0reaChZ:1,,k}

Let g2k = @D,.cra+ On- Note that g=% is a Lie subalgebra of g. Let gy denote the nilpotent Lie
aAlgebra g/g=", and let g == @gk. We have corresponding Lie groups G := exp g, G = exp gk, and
G :=expg= I'&nGk.

For each n € A", we have a Lie subalgebra gi'z = erz>1 grn C g. We say that g has Abelian
walls if each glr‘L is Abelian. In particular, g has Abelian v;alls whenever g is skew-symmetric. Let
Gl = exp(glL) cG.

The Abelian walls condition is usually assumed to hold when working with scattering diagrams,

but when defining Hall algebra scattering diagrams, one needs a slight generalization as in [Bril7, §2].

Definition 3.1. A wall in Ay over g is data of the form (9, g5), where:

e gy € glr‘La for some primitive n, € A*. The element —p*(n;) is called the direction of the
wall. We call g, the scattering function associated to the wall.

e 0 is a closed, convex (but not necessarily strictly convex), rational-polyhedral, codimension-one
affine cone in Ay, parallel to ng. We call d the support of the wall.

A scattering diagram D over g is a set of walls in A} over g such that for each k > 0, there are
only finitely many (9, g5) € © with g, not projecting to 0 in gx. If (91, go,) and (92, go,) are two walls
of ®, and if codimyy (91 N02) = 1, then we require that [go,, go,] = 0 (note that this is automatic for
Abelian walls).
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A wall with direction —v is called incoming if it contains v. Otherwise, the wall is called outgoing.

We will sometimes denote a wall (9, go) by just 0. Denote Supp(®) = (J,cp 0, and

Joints(D) = U oou U 01 N0a.

0ED 01,0260
dim (91 MNd2)=rank(A)—2

Note that for each k > 0, a scattering diagram © over g induces a finite scattering diagram D
over g with walls corresponding to the ? € © for which the projection of g, to gi is nonzero.

Consider a smooth immersion 7 : [0,1] — Ay \ Joints(®) with endpoints not in Supp(®) which is
transverse to each wall of © it crosses. Let (9;,60,), 4 = 1,..., s, denote the walls of DF crossed by 7,
and say they are crossed at times 0 <t; < ... <ty <1, respectivelyﬂ Define

(23) By, = exp(go, )"0V (1) € Gy,
Let (I)f;@ =@y, - - Py, € Gi, and define the path-ordered product:

¢, 0 =lmds 5 €.
k

Definition 3.2. Two scattering diagrams © and ©’ are equivalent if ¢, 5 = ®, p/ for each smooth

immersion «y as above. ® is consistent if each ®, p» depends only on the endpoints of .

We say that = € Ay is general if it is contained in at most one hyperplane of the form nt for
n € A. For ® a scattering diagram over g and x € A} general, denote

gz, = Zgb € ﬁa

REES

where the sum is over all walls (9, go) € © with 0 5 z. One easily sees the following standard fact (cf.
[GHKK18, Lem. 1.9]):

Lemma 3.3. Two scattering diagrams © and ®' over g are equivalent if and only if gz o = gzo for
all general x € AY.

Example 3.4.

(1) For © a scattering diagram, consider a set of walls {(9,¢;) € g,”la) € ®|i € S}, where S is
some countable index set and ny, and ? are independent of ¢. Then replacing this set of walls
with a single wall (9, ;¢ gi) produces an equivalent scattering diagram.

(2) Replacing a wall (9, g5) € © with a pair of walls (9;,¢95), ¢ = 1,2, such that 9; Udy = 0 and
codimyy (01 N'D2) = 2 produces an equivalent scattering diagram.

The following theorem is fundamental to the study of scattering diagrams. The 2-dimensional
version was first proved in [KS06], and this was generalized to higher dimensions in [GS11) §3] for
scattering diagrams over the module of log derivations. The higher-dimensional version for scattering
diagrams over skew-symmetric Lie algebras follows from [KS14, Prop. 3.2.6, 3.3.2] (cf. [GHKKIS|
Thm. 1.21] for a review of this argument from our viewpoint). As pointed out to us by Lang Mou,
this result had not previously been proven in the presence of non-Abelian walls.

31f t; = ti41, then the corresponding elements go,, go, |, € gﬂb must commute, and so the ordering of the corresponding
walls does not affect @'jy' o-
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Theorem 3.5. Let g be a AT-graded Lic algebra, and let D, be a finite scattering diagram over g
whose walls are of the form (ni-, g;) for various primitive n; € N*. If g has Abelian walls, then there
is a unique-up-to-equivalence scattering diagram © such that © is consistent, © D Di,, and D \ Diy
consists only of outgoing walls. Even if g does not have Abelian walls, if there exists a consistent
scattering diagram © D Dy, such that © \ Diy consists only of outgoing walls as above, then this © is

the unique such scattering diagram, up to equivalence.

We note that an earlier version of this paper claimed existence more generally, but we have since
realized that proving the consistency of the scattering diagram D3° in @ requires the Abelian walls
condition, and so our argument was flawed. Fortunately, the existence of the Hall algebra scattering
diagram is already given by [Bril7, Theorem 6.5], restated below as Theorem |3.8

Proof. As noted above, the only new statement is the uniqueness statement in the case of non-Abelian
walls. We prove this using an argument inspired by that [GHKKIS| Lem. C.7]. Let ©,9’ be two
consistent scattering diagrams over g with incoming walls @i, as in the statement of the theorem.
We shall prove by induction on k that ®* and (D’)* are equivalent over g for each k, and then the
equivalence of ® and ®’ follows. Note that D! and (D’)! are both equivalent to the trivial scattering
diagram, hence to each other.

Now suppose that ©* and (D’)* are equivalent over g;. Let ®” be a scattering diagram over g1
such that

92,9" = Ju Dk+1 = Jg (D/)k+1
for each general x € AY. Since D* and (D’)* are equivalent over gj, we must have g, o~ € g=*\g=*F"1,
hence g, o is central in gr41. Hence, (D)* UD" is a well-defined scattering diagram over g, 1, and
by Lemma it is equivalent to %1, Our goal now is to show that ®” is equivalent to the trivial
scattering diagram.

Since both ® and ®’ were assumed to be consistent, and the scattering functions of ©” are all
central in gxy1, ©” must also be consistent (over ggi1). Furthermore, this consistency plus centrality
of the scattering functions implies that, up to equivalence, the support of every wall of ©” is an entire
affine hyperplane in Ay. But then all walls of ©” (up to equivalence) are incoming, and since the
incoming walls of © and ®’ are the same, this implies that D" is equivalent to the trivial scattering
diagram over gg1, as desired. (]

A scattering diagram playing the role of ®;, in Theorem will be referred to as an initial
scattering diagram. The consistent scattering diagram © (up to equivalence) with incoming walls
Din as in the theorem will be denoted Scat(Diy).

Example 3.6. Consider A = Z2. Equip A with the skew-symmetric form {-,-} represented by

1 0
(with respect to Poisson bracket) with basis {z™ : n € AT}. Let

©in = {(ell’ - Li(_zel;t))v (e2l’ - Li(_ZBQ; t))}v

where Li(z,t) denotes the quantum dilogarithm as in below. Then ® := Scat(®Dj,) is obtained
by adding a single outgoing wall (R>o(1, —1), — Li(—z(Y; 1)), cf. Figure

The consistency of this scattering diagram is equivalent to a version of the quantum pentagon
identity of [FK94]. The classical limit is essentially the ¢1 = ¢ = 1 case of [GPS10, Ex. 1.6] (with

0 -1
( > , and consider the quantum torus algebra C;[A] as in §2.5| Take g to be the Lie subalgebra
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—Li(—219;1¢)

—Li(—2O1;¢)

—Li(—2M1;¢)

F1GURE 3.1. The quantum A, scattering diagram.

some small changes in sign conventions). We will see in Example that this is the scattering
diagram obtained when applying the quantum integration map to the Hall algebra scattering diagram

associated to the As-quiver.

3.2. Hall algebra scattering diagrams.

3.2.1. Setup for Hall algebra scattering diagrams and their variants. We now take A = N, A® = N®,
and {-,-} = B. Recall that H(Q, W) admits a grading by N® as in . In particular, we can
write Hyeg(Q, W) = Hieg(Q,W)o @ Hreg(Q, W)so for Hieg(Q,W)so = Pyen+ Hreg(Q, W)a. Let
ghell i= (¢t — t71) 71 . Hyee(Q,W)s0, viewed as a Lie algebra using the commutator bracket as in
Remark 2.6

The Lie algebra g'a!! typically is not skew-symmetric and does not have Abelian walls. To get

Hall

around this issue, let i***" denote the Lie ideal of g generated by the commutators we wish to

vanish, i.e.,
P = (g, g s daydy € NT,{dy,d2} = 0).

Here, for S a subset of greg, (S) denotes the Lie ideal generated by S, i.e., the intersection of all Lie

Hall iskew

ideals of g which contain S. Then for any Lie ideal i which contains , we define

g = gl i,

Hall " gHall /i is skew-symmetric if and only if i D i***%. Since

Note that for any Lie algebra ideal i of g
the commutator bracket on the quantum torus algebra makes it into a skew-symmetric Lie algebra,

we in particular have
ker(Z;) D iV,
The resulting Lie algebra g? := g*(Z¢) is just the quantum torus algebra (t —t=H~1. C¢[N®] with

its commutator bracket as in ([4). Similarly, ker(Z) D i***%, and g := g="?) is just C[N®] together
with its Poisson bracket as in . In general, let 7' : gH2!! — g denote the projection.
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Hall "gi 99 or g°, we denote the corresponding Lie group G by GHall, G, G4, or G,

For g equal to g
respectively. The notation for the associated completions and scattering diagrams will be similarly

obvious except for sometimes using “Hall” instead of “reg.”
3.2.2. The Hall algebra scattering diagram.

Definition 3.7. Given 6 € Mg, an object E € rep(Q, W) is said to be #-semistable if
e (E) =0,
e every subobject B C E satisfies 0(B) < 0. If, furthermore, this inequality is strict, then we
say that E is f-stable.
The notion of semistability given above is due to [Kin94]. Let M (f) C M denote the substack of
M representing the f-semistable objects, and let 14(6) := [Mys(0) € M] € G-

The scattering diagram defined in the following theorem of Bridgeland is what one calls the Hall

algebra scattering diagram.

Theorem 3.8. [Bril7, Theorem 6.5] There exists a consistent scattering diagram D% in Mg over
gl such that:

(1) The support Supp(DH) consists of those 8 € My for which there exist 0-semistable objects
in rep(Q, I);

(2) For 6 C Supp(®Ha) \ Joints(DH), there is a unique wall (3, g,) € DT for which d > 6.
For this wall, we have exp(gy) = 155(0) € GHall-

Remark 3.9. We say 0 € My is general if it is not in the intersection of two distinct hyperplanes of the
form nt for n € N\ {0}. Since the joints of DH2!l are codimension 2 subsets of Mk and have rational
slope, Theorem gives the scattering functions of 72! at all general points # € Mg. Alternatively,
we could use a more refined notion of general. Call § € My special if at least one of the following
holds:

e There exists a pair of f-semistable objects with non-parallel dimension vectors;
e Some E € rep(Q,W) is f-semistable, but for 0 < ¢ < 1, E is either not (6 4+ ep*(dim(FE)))-
semistable or not (0 — ep*(dim(F)))-semistable.
The former condition accounts for joints where two walls of different slopes intersect, while the latter
accounts for intersections of walls with the same slope. That is, § € Joints(DMe!!) if and only if ¢
is special. Theorem [1.1] will still hold and will be slightly stronger if we define general to mean not

special.

Note that we obtain new scattering diagrams ', D7, and ©° over g', g¢, and g, respectively, by
applying Z', Z9, or Z¢ to ®Ha!l. The scattering diagram ©°' is what Bridgeland calls the stability

scattering diagram. We call ©9 the quantum stability scattering diagram.

Example 3.10. Let us consider the Ay quiver 1 — 2 with W = 0. The corresponding matrix B is
0 —1
1 0
from Theorem [3:8] in this case. Note that there are 3 indecomposable representations of As up to

as in Example [3.6] Let us explicitly describe the Hall algebra scattering diagram ®Ha!!

4Note that we could define the Hall algebra scattering diagram using the full Hall algebra H(Q,W) in place of
Hyeg(Q, W) (as is done in [Bril7]), or alternatively using just the composition algebra C(Q, W). The advantage of using
Hyeg(Q, W) or C(Q, W) instead of H(Q, W) is just for convenience when we talk about applying integration maps.
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isomorphism: C — 0, 0 — C, and C — C (the last map being nonzero). Consider 8 = (1,0)= .
For any point § € 9, one can see that the representations (C — 0)®* are f-semistable for any
positive integer k, and we find 14(0) = 3", +,(C — 0)®*. We similarly compute that for 6 € (0,1)*,
Ls(0) = > 350(0 = C)P*, and for 0 € RZS(L —1), we have 15(6) = >,-,(C — C)®*. Note that
(C—C) contains (0 — C) as a subrepresentation, and so (C — C)®* is not (—a, a)-semistable for
a € Ryg. There are no other f#-semistable representations for any 6 in this example, so the Hall
algebra scattering diagram is as in Figure [3.2] Note that ©7, obtained from applying the quantum
integration map Z to the scattering functions of DMl (cf. for such computations) yields the
consistent scattering diagram of Example

log (Zkzo(c - 0)@k>

log (Y420 = ©)*)

log (Zkzo(c — (C)@k)
FIGURE 3.2. The A Hall algebra scattering diagram.

3.2.3. Genteel potentials. We say that a quiver with potential (Q, W) is genteel (or that W is genteel)
if the only incoming walls of D!l are

(24) i = {ei, log Lss (0" (1)) }-

Theorems [3.5] and [3.8] together imply the following:

Lemma 3.11. If (Q,W) is genteel, then D2l .= Scat(DHall) exists and equals D! (up to equiva-
lence).

It is expected (cf. [KS14, Conj. 3.3.4]) that for every 2-acyclic quiver @, a generic potential W will
be genteel (at least over ad(g?) in the sense explained below). The following is proved in [DMal, §7.1]:

Lemma 3.12. If Q) is acyclic — or more generally, if the only cycles in QQ are composed of loops
(i.e., 1-cycles) — then (Q,0) is genteel.

Remark 3.13. On its face, Lemma is, in the cases without loops, the same as [Bril7, Lem. 11.5]
(and the proof in [DMa] is inspired by that in [Bril7]). However, [Bril7, §11.5] uses a slightly different
and possibly flawed definition of genteel. In [Bril7, Def. 11.3], an object E € rep(Q, W) is called
self-stable if it is stable with respect to the stability condition —p*(dim(E)). Then (Q, W) is called
genteel if the only self-stable objects are the simple objects S; for ¢ € (Qy. Unfortunately, as pointed
out to us by Lang Mou and acknowledged in [Bril7, arXiv v4], it is not clear that this version of
genteel really does imply the claim about incoming walls being as in . For this one would need

¢

to replace “self-stable” with “self-semistable,” but doing so results in other problems, e.g., acyclic
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examples which would fail to be genteel. We have therefore taken the motivating property regarding

incoming walls as our definition.

A potentially weaker (but for most purposes equally useful) version of genteel is as follows: we say

that (Q,W) is genteel over g' if, up to equivalence, the only incoming walls of D' are
O, = {e;, I'(log Lss (0" (e2)) }-
In general (even without genteelness), Theorem guarantees the existence of
Seat = Scat(Dj,).

As with Lemma [3.11) W being genteel over g' means that Dk ., = D'. We note that genteel implies

genteel over every g', and genteel over g' implies genteel over gi/ for every i’ D i.

Proposition 3.14 ([Mou|, Cor. 1.2(i)). Let (Q, W) be a quiver with potential (and no loops) such
that W is non-degenerate and @QQ admits a green-to-red sequence Then (Q,W) is genteel over g? and

gcl.

We note that a version of Proposition over ad(g) (i.e., the quotient of g by its center) was
also proved in [Qin} Thm. 1.2.2]. Also, [Moul Cor. 1.2(ii)] proves that non-degenerate potentials for

the Markov quiver (which does not admit a green-to-red sequence) are genteel over ad(g?) and ad(g').

Example 3.15. For the As-quiver of Example the simple representations are C — 0 and 0 — C.
Thus DI would be as in Figure By Lemmas and we have that D2 exists and agrees
with ®H2! from Figure

log (Zkzo(c - 0)®k>

log ($2120(0 — ©)*)

Ficure 3.3. The initial Hall algebra scattering diagram CDE{"“ for the As-quiver.

5See [DWZ08) Def. 7.2] for the definition of a non-degenerate potential, and see [Mull6} Def. 3.1.1] for the definition
of a quiver admitting a green-to-red sequence (or see [GHKKIS| Def. 8.27] for the equivalent notion of a quiver with
a “large cluster complex”). It is known (at least when allowing infinite potentials) that all quivers @ without 2-cycles

admit non-degenerate potentials, cf. [DWZ08], Cor. 7.4]. In particular, (Q,0) with Q acyclic satisfy the hypotheses for

Proposition
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3.3. The initial Hall algebra scattering diagrams. We next wish to better understand the scat-
tering functions of . We assume from now on that () contains no loops or oriented 2-cycles,
although a generalization to cases with loops is possible — cf. [DMal Prop. 7.7] for a description of
the incoming walls associated to vertices with a loop.

For each i € S, we will find a nice expression for log 1s(p*(e;)) in terms of powers of x;. We will
need the quantum dilogarithm

t—h(k=1)/2,.k
(t—t=1)(2 —t=2) - (th — k)
(ta)*
% , )

o LTj=a (27 = 1)

and the standard fact that log ¥;(x) = — Li(—=z;t), where

S

Denote

Uy (x) : =

NE

k=0

M

Ji = 1s(p*(es)) = dei-
k=0

By (13), we can rewrite f; afJ

0 k

fizzm_l’:;j_l):%(@-

k=0

Hence, using that log ¥U;(x) = — Li(—=x;t), we find

0 _1\k—1 P
(26) log f; = — Li(—rs/t:t) s = 3 IC(L (J)’“

k _j—k
Pt (t t=F) \ ¢t
:i (=1)F! ok
kE _ (3
— k(¢" - 1)
We denote
(_1)k—1
27 Ry = —7~————
(27) EE D)
so log f; can be written as
o0
(28) log fi = ZRkﬁf.
k=1

It follows immediately from , , and Theorem that applying Z; to @gjﬁ produces the
quantum cluster scattering diagrams of [Manl §4.2]:

Hall

Proposition 3.16. Applying I, to D52, produces the scattering diagram D¢ ,, = Scat(Df) over the

quantum torus algebra, where
(29) DY, = et~ Li(—2%, )},

6This expression seems to be well-known to experts, cf. KS|, §6.4].
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Applying 741, it follows that Z applied to D! yields Scat(D{!), where
D¢ = {e, — Li(—2%)}.
Here, Li(z) == > 7o i—g is the classical dilogarithm. This is precisely [Bril7, Lem. 11.4].

Remark 3.17. Instead of viewing g as (t — t71) "1 H,e, (Q, W) with its commutator bracket, one

might try to view it as simply H,eg(Q, W) with the Poisson bracket of (9), cf. Remark In this

version, instead of having g = log(1s(6)) in Theorem one has g = (t —t~1)log(1s(6)). In ([28),
k—1

(="
kt(1+q+q°+...+¢~~1)"

this corresponds to redefining R to be

4. SCATTERING DIAGRAMS IN TERMS OF TROPICAL DISKS

4.1. Tropical disks. We now introduce the tropical disks whose enumerations will be related to the
scattering diagrams of For now, our tropical disks will live in Lg = L ® R for an arbitrary
finite-rank lattice L (later we will take L = AY = M).

Let T be the topological realization of a finite connected tree without bivalent vertices, and let T’
denote the complement of all but one of its 1-valent vertices. Denote this remaining 1-valent vertex
by Vs, and denote the edge containing this vertex by F.. Let T'° Tl and FLlo] denote the sets of
vertices, edges, and non-compact edges of I', respectively. Let e, = #FLIO]. Equip I' with a weighting
w: TN — Zog, plus a marking € : S = I‘Llo] for some index set S with #S = e. For s € S, we
denote E; := €(s).

A parametrized tropical disk (I',w, e, h) in Lg is data I', w, and € as above, plus a proper

continuous map h : I' — Ly such that:

e For each E e ', h|g is an embedding into an affine line with rational slope;

e For any vertex V and edge ' > V, denote by u(v,g) the primitive integral vector emanating
from h(V) into h(E). For each V € T'l\ {V.}, the following balancing condition is
satisfied:

Z w(E)uwy,p) = 0.
E>V
For unbounded edges Es > V, we may denote u(y,g,) simply as ug, or us. An isomorphism of
parameterized tropical disks (T', k) and (I”, h’) is a homeomorphism ® : I' — I respecting the weights
and markings such that h = h/ o ®. A tropical disk is then defined to be an isomorphism class of
parameterized tropical disks. We will let (T', h) denote the isomorphism class it represents, and we
will often further abbreviate this as simply I" or h.
A tropical ribbon Tisa tropical disk (I',w, €, h) as above, together with the additional data of
a cyclic ordering of the edges at each vertex. A tropical disk or ribbon is called trivalent if every
vertex other than V is trivalent.
The degree A of a tropical disk (I, w, €, h) is the map A : S — L given by

A(s) = w(Es)ug,.

Let Flags(T") denote the set of flags (V, E), V € E, of . The type of a tropical disk is the data of T,
w, and ¢, along with the data of the map u : Flags(T') — L, (V, E) = u(y,g). Note that the type of a
tropical disk determines its degree.

Similarly, the type of a tropical ribbon is the data of the type of the associated tropical disk, plus

the data of the ribbon structure, i.e., the data of the cyclic orderings at each vertex.
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Let A := (As)ses be a tuple of affine-linear subspaces A; C Lg, each with rational slope. We say
a tropical disk (I',w, €, h) matches the constraint A if h(E,) C A, for each s € S.

4.2. Tropical degrees, constraints, and multiplicities associated to a scattering diagram.
We now combine the setup of with that of Let L = AY. Let {e;}icr be a finite collection
of vectors in AT, indexed by a set I. Suppose we have an initial scattering diagram ©;,, over g, with
®in having the form

:Din - {(awgl)'Z S 1}7
where for each i, we have d; = e and

(30) 9i = Z Giw S g!iv

w>1
where gi w € gue,. Assume as in Theorem [3.5] that for each 4, the terms g; ., pairwise commute. We
denote

v; = p*(e;)

for each 7 € S, so —v; is the direction of the wall ?;.

4.2.1. Degrees and constraints. Let w = (w;);cs be a tuple of weight vectors w; = (w;1,...,w;,)
with 0 < wi1 < ... < wy,, w;j € Z. For ¥;, denoting the group of permutations of {1,...,;}, let

Aut(w) C H Y,
i€s

be the group of automorphisms of the second indices of the weights w; which act trivially on w. We
also define

€S

Associated to w, we consider the degree Ay, : Sw — L given by

(31) Sw=A{0Nieljed{l,....li}},
and
(32) Aw((i,7)) = wijv;.

For the associated constraints
Aw = (Aij)(i.)e5w

we take the affine-linear space A;; to be a generic translate of e;. Here, the translates for different
pairs (i,j) are generic relative to each other. We fix such a choice of Ay, for each w. Given ¢ > 0, let
dA,, denote the constraints obtained from Ay, by multiplying each A;; by ¢ (i.e., the distance from
the origin is multiplied by ¢).
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4.2.2. Multiplicities. For each (i,j) € Sy, we denote

(33) 9ij = Giywi; € Bw,je-
Denote
Mg = Z wije; € A.
(4,4)E€Sw

Now consider a trivalent tropical disk I' of degree Ay. We will denote E(; ;) simply as E;;. We
view I' as flowing towards the univalent vertex V., and we use this flow to inductively associate an
element gg € g,,, C g to each edge E of ', where ng is an element of At such that p*(ng) € L is the
weighted tangent vector to h(E) pointing in the direction opposite the flow.

To each of the source edges F;;, we associate the element g;; from above. Now consider a
vertex V' # Vi, with E;, E5 flowing into V' and E3 flowing out of V', and suppose that for i = 1,2, we
already have associated elements gg, € gy, . By the balancing condition, we have ng, = ng, + ng,.
Let us assume that the labelling of the edgés FE4, Es is such that

(34) {ng,,nE,} >0
(otherwise we re-label). We then define

98; = (9, 9E,] € Inp, -
We now define the multiplicity of I" as

Mult(T) == gg__ € gn,,-

Now suppose that g is a Lie subalgebra of the commutator algebra of a A*-graded associative

algebra 2, i.e., we have an associative product such that
(91, 92] = 9192 — 9291

Example 4.1. For g = g"®!!, Remark says that we can take

gHall _ (t _ t_l)_l . Hreg(Q7 W) c Q[Hall — Hreg(Qa W)[(t _ t_l)_l].
Similarly, we can take

g7 = (t—t7)TICN®] C AT = C N[t — 1)),

Moreover, for any i such that iV C i C ker(Z;), since (t —t~1) ¢ i, we can take

g' = (t =t Hieg(Q, W) /i C A= (Hieg(Q, W) /)[(t = t71)71].
However, t —t~1 = 0 in g°, so we cannot apply this localization in the classical setting. Instead, we
take A°! to be the universal enveloping algebra of g°..

Alternatively, the Poisson algebra C[N®] can be identified with a subalgebra of the module of log
derivations O(N®) := C[N®] ®z M as in [GPSI0, §1.1]. Here, 2" ® m, typically denoted 2"9,,, is
viewed as acting on C[N] via 2" — (n,m)Z"t" 8,,. The commutator of these derivations makes
O(N®) into a Lie algebra with bracket given by

[anaml ’ Zn26m2] = an+n26(n2,m1>m2—<n1,m2)m1'

Let b be the Lie subalgebra spanned by elements of the form 2", for (n,m) = 0. Then C[N?]
embeds into b via 2" — 2"0p(y,.). Hence, instead of taking 2 to be the universal enveloping algebra
of C[N®], it is reasonable to take it to be the universal enveloping algebra of h or O(N®). The latter
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is simply a log version of the Weyl algebra in rank(N) variables. That is, we may view 2 as an
algebra of logarithmic differential forms.

We note that the usual classical multiplicities of tropical curves (as in correspondence theorems like
those of [NS06]) can similarly be computed via iterated Lie brackets of polyvector fields, cf. [MR].
Also, the quantum ribbon multiplicities computed using A? are related to certain counts of real curves,
cf. [Mik17].

For example, we can always take 2 to be the universal enveloping algebra of g. Alternatively, for
gHall or g7, we can produce such an 2 using Remark

Suppose that I' is equipped with a ribbon structure T. At each vertex V # Voo, let E1, E5 be the
vertices flowing into V' and FEj3 the vertex flowing out of V, and assume the cyclic ordering of the
labelling E4, Fs, F5 agrees with the ribbon structure of TatV (otherwise we re-label). We say that
the vertex V € T is positive if the edges E1, Fo, labelled in this way with respect to the ribbon
structure, satisfy the condition . Otherwise, we say V is negative.

We now describe a method of inductively associating an element of g,, C 2 to each edge E of f,
this time denoting the elements by gy. The vectors ng will be the same as before, but the elements
gy, will be different and will depend on the ribbon structure. As before, we take ggu = g, for the
source edges. But now, for E;, F5 the edges flowing into a vertex V', E3 the edge flowing out of V,

and the labelling agreeing with the ribbon structure at V', we define
9k, = v(V)9E, 9k,
where
1 if V' is positive
v(V) = P
—1 if V is negative,
and g}, gy, is the associative product in 2. Finally, we define

(35) Mult®(T) = g}, € 2,

Alternatively, define

vel
The ribbon structure induces an ordering of the unbounded edges of f, starting with E,, and then
s By (i - Using the associativity of 2, we can rewrite as

(36) Mult* (T') = v(T) i, j, Ginjo -

continuing with Ej, ;,, ..

sy iy € 2
One easily sees the following:
Lemma 4.2. For each T" as above,
Mult(F) = Y~ Mult¥(T),

where the sum is over all possible tropical ribbons T with underlying tropical curve T.

Note that Mult(I') and Multx(f) are completely determined by the type 7 of T" or ﬁ respectively.
We thus define the multiplicity of a tropical disk or ribbon type 7 as the multiplicity of any of
the tropical disks/ribbons of type 7.
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4.3. Tropical ribbon counts and the consistent scattering diagram. We continue with the
setup of For each weight vector w, each § > 0, and each 6 € Lg, let Ty, 5(6) denote the set of
types of tropical disks of degree Ay, which match the constraint JA, and for which (V) = 6. For
each € > 0 and 0 € Lg, let B.(#) denote the open radius € ball centered at § (with respect to the
Euclidean metric associated to any fixed choice of basis for L). Let ¥ (8) denote the set of tropical
disk type&ﬂ 7 such that, for any € > 0 and all sufficiently small 6 > 0, there exist 6/ € B.(0) with
T € Ty 5(6'). See Figure for an example.

Lemma 4.3. Recall our assumption that A, is generic. For 6 outside some locus of codimension 2
(in particular, for @ general in the sense of , every tropical disk type in Ty (0) is trivalent.

Proof. This follows from the correspondence between tropical disks and scattering walls in Lemma
below. More explicitly, consider a tropical disk I' of degree Ay, matching the constraints A,
for some 6 > 0. Consider the flow of I" towards V, as in Suppose E1, ..., E, flow into a vertex
V with Ey flowing out, and suppose that F; lies in a generically translated affine hyperspace Ag, for
i=1,...,s. Then Fy lies in

AE‘V = (ﬂAE7> -i-R’UEi,

where vg, = p*(ng, ) is the direction of Ey. In particular,

S
codim(Ag, ) = <Z codim(AEi)> - 1.
i=1
For each unbounded edge Ej;j, we can take Ag,, = A;;, which has codimension 1. It follows that, if
there is a vertex of valence higher than three, then h(V,,) will necessarily lie in a generically determined
translate of some rational-slope subspace of codimension at least 2. The assumption on @ then implies
that h(Vy) cannot be in B(f), and the result follows. O

Lemma [4.3] ensures that we can define the multiplicities of elements of Ty (6) as in §4.2.2] whenever
6 is outside some bad codimension 2 locus (which will be the joints of a scattering diagram). Define

1 ~
N(0) = _ Mult .
D=3 iy 3 M) €3
w TETwW(0)
Let T3,(0) denote the set of tropical ribbons types 7 such that the associated tropical disk type 7 is
in Tw(6). By Lemma [4.2] we can express N () as

N(a):%:wl(w)' > Mult* (7).

7€y (0)

Note that for each n € AT, the strict convexity of AT ensures that there are only finitely many
w such that n = ny,. Furthermore, for each w, there are clearly only finitely many types of tropical
disks of degree Ay,. The well-definedness of N () follows, assuming that we have already fixed A, .
The fact that the generic choice of A, does not matter is part of the following theorem.

"We believe these can be interpreted as types of “virtual tropical disks” as defined in [CPS| §5], so that the classical
case of Theorem can be viewed as a special case of [CPS| Prop. 5.14].
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Theorem 4.4. Assume g has Abelian walls. Let ® = Scat(Di,), and consider § € Ly \ Joints(D).
Up to equivalence, we may assume that D has at most one wall (3, g,) € D with § € 0. If there is no
such wall, then N(0) =0, and otherwise,

go = N(0).

4.4. Proof of Theorem Theorem is a modified version of [Manl Thm 3.7], or a refinement
of some cases of [CPS| Prop. 5.14]. The two-dimensional quantum version is [FSI5l Cor. 4.9], and
the two-dimensional classical version is [GPS10, Thm. 2.8]. The proof is similar in each case. We

repeat the setup here, following [Manl, §3.2].
4.4.1. Perturbing the scattering diagram.

Definition 4.5. For any scattering diagram © over a Lie algebra g with Abelian walls, the asymp-
totic scattering diagram 9,5 of © is defined by replacing every wall (n +9,¢g,) € © with the wall
(0,90). Here, ? denotes a rational polyhedral cone (with apex at the origin) and n € Ng translates
this cone.

Now let T' denote the commutative polynomial ring Z[t;|i € 1], and let Ty = T/(t¥* )i € I). Let
Din, 1, and Diy 7 be the initial scattering diagrams over g ® T}, and g ® T, respectively, given by
replacing each go, = . i from @i, with g, =35, tf gij- We will show that Theorem holds
for D, = Scat(Din,1, ) for all k, hence for Dp = Scat(Din,r). Taking ¢t; = 1 for each ¢ then recovers
the theorem for ® = Scat(Diy).

We have an inclusion of commutative rings

Ty — Ty, = Zlugli € 1,1 < j < k]/(u;li € [,1 < j <k)

k
t; — Zﬂij.
Jj=1

Using this inclusion to work in g ® T}, we have

k k
(37) Goo =D =3 Y wlgiis,
w=1

w=1#J=w
where the second sum is over all subsets J C {1,...,k} of size w, and
ﬂij = H ﬂij-
jeJ

Consider our scattering diagram D, = {(0;,9;)|i € I} with 0; = e and ¢; = Y w>1Yiw as in
. Applying the equivalence from Example 1) in reverse and then perturbing the walls (i.e.,

translating the walls by some generic amount), we obtain a scattering diagram
—0
(38) @k = {(Dij,’w!giwﬂij)ll <w<k,JC {1, ey ]{)},#J = ’LU},

—0
where 0, is some generic translation of 9; = e;-. Note that Scat(D})as = Din, T, -
It will be useful for us to refine this setup a bit, working over a different commutative ring T}
defined by

Tvk = Z[uiﬂiEI,JC {1,...,k}]/<uuluij2|.]1ﬁJg75®>.
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Note that we have a surjective homomorphisms
(39) 7~T:Tk—>T,2, Ui = Ujg.

Let @2 denote the initial scattering diagram over g ® fk defined as in 7 but with the factors u;
replaced by wu; 7, i.e.,

(40) DY = {07, W giwuis)1 <w <k, J C{1,...,k},#J = w}.

Example 4.6. For D, as in Example [3.15| the corresponding @2 for k = 2 may look like Figure

02,(2}

02,(1,2}

02,{1}

01,721 01,41} 01,{1,2}

FIGURE 4.4. D9 perturbing the A, initial scattering diagram of Figure

Note that 7 takes the scattering functions of DY to those of 52, and so the same will be true for
the corresponding consistent scattering diagrams and their asymptotic versions. We will write our
walls in the form (9, goug,), where gy € gy, for some ny € N, J; is a collection of pairwise-disjoint
subsets of I x {1,...,k} of the form (i, J) for various i € I and J C {1,...,k}, and

(41) uy, = H Ui J-

(3,J)€Ts

We now inductively produce a scattering diagram D5° = Scat(D}) from DY as follows: whenever
two walls (01, go, us,, ) and (02, go,us,, ) intersect and satisfy ugy, uy,, # 0, we add a new wall 9(d1, 92)
defined as follows: assume {nqy,,nq,} > 0 (otherwise reorder), and then set

(42) 0(01,02) = ((01 N 02) + R<op™ (10, + Nas ), (901, 9o, ua,, Uy, )-

This indeed terminates in finitely many steps and produces a consistent scattering diagram ®3°, cf.
[Manl §3.2.2 — §3.2.3] for details. We note that the consistency argument in [Manl, §3.2.3] requires the
Abelian walls assumption.

Definition 4.7. If 9 = 9(9y,02), define Parents(d) := {91,02}, and if 0 € DY, define Parents(d) := 0.
Recursively define Ancestors(d) by Ancestors(d) := {0} U U, cparents(o) Ancestors(d’). Define

Leaves(d) := {9’ € Ancestors(d)| 0’ is the support of a wall in D9}.
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4.4.2. The tropical description of D7°. We continue to write J to denote a collection of pairwise-
disjoint subsets of I x {1,...,k} of the form (i,J) for various ¢ € I and J C {1,...,k}. Now, as in
84.2.1 fix a weight vector w = (W;)icr, W; = (wj1,...,wy,) with 0 < w;; < ... < wy,. Let Jyw

denote the set of all possible J which can be written in the form
J={(i,J;5):iel,j=1,...,l;}
with #J;; = w;;. Note that each J € Jy, corresponds to a set of walls
D) 5 =A{0is,, } (0,5, € DY,

and two choices of J correspond to the same 332’ 5 exactly if they are related by an element of Aut(w).
Given J, let wy denote the corresponding weight vector w for which J € Jy.

Let ©7°y denote the set of walls in Dp° whose leaves are precisely the walls of D} ;. Note that, for
J € Jw and (9, gous) € D%y, we must have g, € gyp,,. We will write Ty 5(6, Aj) to indicate Ty 5(0)
as in with the the representatives of the incidence conditions A, chosen so that A;; = 07,

Lemma 4.8. For every wall (0, gyuy) € D5’y and every 8 in the interior of d, there exists a unique
tropical disk h : T' — Ly in Ty, 1(0, Ay) with h(Veo) = 6. Furthermore, we have

(43) go = Mult(T) [ [ (wis).-
ij

Proof. We construct the tropical disk by starting at h(Vs) = 6 € 0 and following 0 in the direction
p*(no) until we reach a point p € 93 N2, where {91,092} = Parents(d). The resulting segment is given
weight |np| (the index of ng, i.e., ny equals |ny| > 0 times a primitive vector). From p, extend the
tropical curve in the directions ny, and ny, with weights |ng, | and |ne,|, respectively, until reaching
the boundaries of the walls 0; and 05. The balancing condition at p follows easily from and
the fact that commutators in g respect the Nt-grading. The process is repeated for each of these
branches, and continues until every branch extends to infinity in some leaf. This gives the desired
tropical disk. The formula for g, follows easily from and the definition of gr, noting that the
[Twij;! factor appears because of the fact that g;,, is multiplied by w! in the definition of DY in ,

and similarly for the uy factor. O
4.4.3. Proof of Theorem . Given a weight vector w, let |w;| :== Zéle w;j, and let t =[], ; ' =

[ ™. Also, for I = {(i, Ji;) C T x {1,...,k}} (i j)esy let
uy = Hﬂi-]ij'
4,7

We will use the following formula, cf. [Manl (45)]:

(44) tV = Z Uy, me‘
4,J

Jedw

For a scattering diagram © and § € Ry, let §® denote the scattering diagram obtained by multiplying
the supports of the walls of ® by ¢ (i.e., multiplying their distances from the origin by 0).

Now fix a point 6 € Lg \ Joints(Dr, ). Recall that Dy, = (T(D7°))as. Hence, if 8 ¢ supp(Dr, ),
then for sufficiently small § > 0, no walls of D5° = Scat(6D?) will intersect a small e-neighborhood
of 6. So then by Lemma no tropical disks representing a type in any T, 1(0, Ay) will intersect
such an e-neighborhood either, and so we obtain N(6) = 0.
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Now suppose 0 € supp(Dy,), and for convenience, use Example 1) to combine all walls containing
6 into a single wall 9. Then since D7, = (T(D%°))as, we know that g, = Y T(gsuy), where the sum is
over all walls (03, gyugy) € D%° such that for any € > 0, there exists a 6 > 0 for which 60y intersects

B.(#). By Lemma this is the same as

Z |Aut I Z Z Mult(T)uyw;;! |,

JEJw T€T L (0,A5)

where here we write Ty (6, Ay) to indicate Ty, (#) for our particular choice of Ay, as Ay (since a priori
T w(0) might depend on this choice). Here we use our observation that two choices of J correspond to
the same D) ;, hence the same D%, if and only if they are related by an element of Aut(w).

Now, note that for each w, (D?),s is symmetric with respect to permuting the elements of J,
ie., for J;,J2 € Jyw, swapping the supports of 9,3, and 0,3, in does not affect (Qg)as. Hence,
> reta(0,a,) Mult(7) is independent of J € Jy, and so we obtain

Z|Aut > Mult(r (Zuw”)

TE‘I 0) Jed

Finally, applying yields the desired result. O

4.5. The Main Theorem. We cannot apply Theorem directly to D2 because gHall is not
skew-symmetric. However, the theorem does apply to any of our DL, == Z(DHal) for i D i¥keW as in
Here, we take the associative algebra ' to be as in Remark with 2! meaning ! as Remark
in the case where i = ker(Z).

Given a weight vector w, define

w o H R’u)ij?
]

where we recall from ) that Ry := %

Now, let us fix a quiver with potential (Q,W) and consider the corresponding CDIS{Ca;l. Consider a
weight vector w and a choice of 7 € T3 (6). Recall that the ribbon structure induces an ordering of
the unbounded edges of 7, starting with F., and then continuing with E; ;,,..., Eit i - UsINg

and , we have

Multx(?) = V(?)RWK i1l I{jﬂil(w)jl(w) .

1 (w)

By Lemma [2.4] we have

(45) R TN g S S

11 21 (w)

iz(w)) =: §lag(7),

where we write w;, ;, Si, to indicate that the entry S;, appears w;,;, times, and we neglect writing
the data of the map to M, C M. Finally, applying Theorem to the image under Z', we obtain:

> Wiy () G1 (w)

Theorem 4.9. Let ® = Dk .. fori D iV, and consider 0 € Lg \ Joints(D). Up to equivalence,
we may assume that ® has at most one wall (9,9,) € D with 0 € v. If there is no such wall, then
N(0) =0, and otherwise, gy = N(0), where N(0) is defined as

VO =3 | iy L YT (RuFlea(?)
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Combining Theorem [£.9] with Theorem [3.8] and Lemma [3.11] we immediately obtain the following:

skew

Theorem 4.10 (Main result). Let (Q, W) be a quiver with genteel potential over g* for somei D i
Let 6 € My be general. Then

(46) T(oa(1a0) = ¥ | gy 3 VAT (RuFlag(7)

FETw(0)
Theorem is the special case where i = ker(Z;). The classical limit is the case where i = ker(Z).

Remark 4.11. While we find the expression of Multx(?) in terms of moduli of flags to be interesting,
it is of course not generally simple to compute §lag(7). However, it is not difficult to describe the

quantum and classical integrals of the terms Ry, Flag(T).
Wiygy | Yw)duw)
1 1 (w)

/. /
and Ry, =[], ; R, we have

First, for the quantum cases, recall from that §lag(T) arose as a product x
From (2.9), Z;(k;,) =tz € C,[N®]. Hence, defining R}, := k((t_%’;:)
(47) T (Rwlag(7)) = R, - 21911 ... 2"t “iow) € Q0

Now for the classical version, recall that the map 7, : g7 — g takes % to 2”. Let us embed
g°! into the Weyl algebra 2A°! as in Example so 2" becomes z"0pg(y,,.). Let R{ = (_klz)k and
Ry =1, R5,,- We then obtain

I(ng[ag(?)) = Rs& . zWird1 €y 6B(

2w iw) S Oy e A,

Wipjy€igs) Wiy ()it (w) Citw) )
We wrote Theorems [4.9| and in terms of tropical disk counts because we do not know a
nice moduli-theoretic description of the tropical curve multiplicities. However, there are again nice
interpretations for the quantum and classical integrals. Consider a tropical curve type 7 € T (6).
For each vertex V of 7\ {V}, let u; and us be any two of the weighted tangent vectors of edges
emanating from V. Define Mult(V') := |B(u1,uz2)|. Then the classical multiplicity Mult(7) is given by
Mult(r) = R, [ [ Mult(V),
%
and the quantum multiplicity Mult?(7), by which we mean Mult(7) in the quantum cases, is given by
Mult?(r) = R}, | [[Mult(V)];,
1%
where [Mult(V)]; is defined as in (15)).

Example 4.12. Let us continue our ongoing example of the As quiver 1 — 2 with W = 0 as in
0

1
weight-vector w = ((1,1),(1,1)), so Aut(w) = 22 = 4. For 6 € R-((1,—1), a possible tropical disk
type 7 € Tw(0) is illustrated in Figure

Since there are 3 vertices, there are 23 possible ribbon structures on this tropical disk. One such
ribbon structure 7 is illustrated in Figure namely, the ribbon structure for which v(V) =1 for
each V.

The multiplicity Mult¥ (7) is given by Z'(v(7) Rwkik1kaka). We easily see v(7) = (=1)3 = —1,

-1
Example [3.10, Recall that in this case, L = Z2?, I = {1,2}, and B = 0 ) Consider the

and Ry = (ﬁ) . The space §lag(T) = k1Kk1kak2 is the space of composition series of the following

form:

(0= 0)C (C—=0)c(C*—=0)cC(C*—=C)cC(C*—C?.
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7
S —

FIGURE 4.5. A tropical disk (given by the dashed segments) representing a type
7 € T (). The unbounded segments of the tropical curve are in generically specified
lines. The dashed circle around 6 is an e-ball B.(f). The solid rays are the support

of the scattering diagram.

A ] e

FIGURE 4.6. A tropical ribbon type T associated to the disk from Figure [4.5] The
dashed curves around the tropical ribbon outline a topological realization of the rib-

bon, the induced orientation being clockwise.

All maps V' — W here, where V, W are C-vector spaces, are necessarily the 0 map, and so by Lemma
R4 we have Flag(7) = Flag(S2. S2. 51.51:C? % )y o
automorphisms of ([32£>(C27 there is only one flag, and its stabilizer group is Us(C)? (one copy of the

As in Example since we work modulo

unitary group Us(C) for each C?). Hence, we find
1

. 1
Slag(7) = W’ﬂygcg = 2lede

So the contribution of this tropical ribbon 7 to (46) is

Lo (Rugteg) = () 7 (. L
. w7 o) = ()7 (g s
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In the quantum case i = ker(Z;), we find using Proposition that

It(ﬁ ) = T(pt)tx((z’z):(272))2(272) — t4Z(2’2)

)

c2Be2
and so becomes
—(2,2)
Aq—1)*
Alternatively, this may be computed using .

5. BROKEN LINES AND THETA FUNCTIONS

5.1. Definitions of broken lines and theta functions. Recall the notation and setup of §3.1}
Fix a scattering diagram ®. Suppose we have a commutative ring R and a A-graded R-algebra
A = @,p Ax with Ag = R on which g acts via A-graded R-algebra derivations. We say that this
action is skew-symmetric if g,, - Ay = 0 whenever {n, A} = 0. Let A denote the (A*+)-adic completion
of A. Note that G acts on A via A-graded R-algebra automorphisms.

Definition 5.1. Let A € A\ {0}, Q@ € A¥ \ Supp(D). A broken line v with ends (), Q) is the data
of a continuous map v : (—00,0] = A \ Joints(D), values —co =:t_1 < tg <t; <...<t, =0, and
for each i = 0,..., ¢, an associated homogeneous element a; € Ay, for some A; € A\ {0}, such that:

(i) Ao =X and (0) = Q.

(ii) Fori=0...,¢, v'(t) = —p*(\;) for all t € (t;_1,t;).

(iii) ag = 2*

(iv) For i =0,...,0 —1, v(t;) € Supp(®). Let
(49) gi = H exp(go )& (0P () € G,

(0,90)€D
037(t:)

ILe., g; is the € — 0 limit of the wall-crossing automorphism <I>,y|(t_7e~tv+6) defined in (using
a smoothing of 7). Then a;11 is a homogeneous term of g; - a;, other than a;.

The theta function 9, ¢ € A is defined by
19)\7Q = Z A~
gl

where the sum is over all broken lines v with ends (A, @), and a, denotes the element of A associated

to the last straight segment of ~.

If g is skew-symmetric and the action on A is skew-symmetric, then [Man, Thm. 2.14] (a refinement
of [CPS|, Lemmas 4.7, 4.9]) states the following:

Lemma 5.2 (The Carl-Pumperla-Siebert Lemma). Suppose g is skew-symmetric with skew-symmetric
action on A, and suppose ® = Scat(Din) as in Theorem[3.5 Let~ be a smooth path in A\ Joints(D)
from Q1 to Qa, with Q1, Qs ¢ Supp(®). Then for any X € A,

Ir,0, = ©4,0(0x0,)-

In any case, we have a copy EQ of A and a collection of elements {Or0|X € A} C A\Q associated
to every Q@ € Ay \ Supp(®). If D is consistent, then the identifications of the A\Q7S with A are
all compatible with the path-ordered products. Furthermore, if Lemma holds, it says that the
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elements ¥y o € A\Q are also compatible with the path-ordered products, thus giving a canonical

collection of elements ) € A. We may therefore simply denote 9y ¢ as ¥.

5.2. Hall algebra, quantum, and classical broken lines. Take A = NP"® := N @ M, and take
A® = (N®,0). Denote MP"" := (NP')V = M @& N. Take {-,-} to be the Z-valued skew-symmetric

form BP'" on NPH® defined via
(50) BP"((ny,my), (na, ma)) = B(ni,na) — (n1,ms) + (ng, my).
We will write
™ :N—>M
n— B(-,n),
while the map p* of will be denoted by
pPHin L NPrin ) pprin
(51) (n,m) — BP"(. (n,m)) = (7*(n) —m,n).

One can show that BP™" is unimodular, so the map p*P™ is an isomorphism.

Now for our A-graded algebras, we take the following:

AHall,prin = Hreg(Q7 W) ®Creg(t) (creg(t)[M]v

Agprin . C; [N@] ®Creg(t) (Creg (t)[M]’
and
AchPrin . C[N®) @ C[M].

The algebra structure on AH2LPrin i determined by specifying that for ag € Hee(Q,W)gand m € M,

we have

(52) ag * 2™ = q MM ay.

Similarly, for AZP'" we specify that

2% % 2™ = q7<d’m>zm * 24,

Equivalently, A%P™n is the quantum torus algebra C;[A] with respect to the form BP™". Finally,
Aclprin g just given the usual algebra structure, making it into C[A].

Hall on AHall,prin

For the action of g we take the adjoint action, i.e.,

g-a=l[g,a] = ga — ag,

Hall ipnto (¢ —¢71)~1 . AHalbprin 6 make sense of the multiplication.

using the natural inclusion of g
Similarly for the action of g7 on A%P"™, The action of g is the action with respect to the Poisson

bracket, i.e.,
Zd . Z(n,m) — {Z(d,O)’ Z(n,m)} _ Bprin((d, O)7 (TL, m))z(nqtd,m).

One sees that the maps Z;, Z, and 74,1 extend to homomorphisms between these algebras which

commute with the corresponding Lie algebra actions.
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We note that we could also define A"P'" for any other i D 1%V by applying Z' to AHallprin The
induced g'-actions on A*P"™ are skew-symmetric, thus yielding new examples of algebras for which
Lemma [5.2] holds.

Let O represent Hall, i, g, or cl. We can consider scattering diagrams in Mﬂgrin over g”. We take
CD;;S?“ = Scat(D7P"™), where DL P is defined as in ([24), but with (e;,0)* in place of e;-, and with
log 14(p*(e;)) replaced with its image under 7', Z; or T if O represents i, q or cl, respectively. Note
that the intersection of D with (Mg,0) C ME™ agrees with what we previously called Scat(Dg).

Remark 5.3. Note that all scattering walls have supports of the form (n,0)* for n € N, so they
are invariant under translation by (0, Ng). It follows that ¥y ¢ is invariant under translation of Q
by elements of (0, Ng), and when enumerating broken lines, it suffices to consider their projections
modulo (0, Ng).

Note that g™ and the action on A”P'" are skew-symmetric if O = i, ¢ or cl, but typically not for
O = Hall. With this setup and for O = Hall, the broken lines with ends (A, Q) with Q € (M & N)r
and A € A are precisely the Hall algebra broken lines discussed in [Chel6]. These will be examined
in

We now briefly explain how the above theta functions for O = cl relate to those of [GHKKIS|. In
the usual cluster algebras language, 2™ for m € M gives the A cluster variables, while 2" for n € N
gives the X cluster Variables In the principle coefficients setting, we have z(™™) = [L A X,
where m = ) .m;ej and n = >, n;e;. The theta functions on APtin - A and X are obtained as

follows:

e Allowing any A € A, the resulting theta functions 19§rin := ¥ are the theta functions which
[GHKKIS8] constructs on the cluster variety with principal coefficients AP*™ (or rather, on
some formal version of this in general). The theta functions 95" for A € (N®)Y (i.e., the
positive span of the vectors e}) are the ones examined by Bridgeland [Bril7, Thm. 1.4].

e One obtains the theta function 95! on the cluster A-variety via the projection (n,m) — m
of ﬂg’\rin (i.e. setting all the X-variables in 9, equal to 1), assuming that this projection is
well-defined, i.e., that it converges. The middle cluster algebra of [GHKKIS] is defined to be
the span of all the 193\4 for which the convergence holds. The corresponding elements A form
a cone & C M which contains the Fock-Goncharov [FG09] cluster complex C. The 95 for
A € C give the cluster monomials.

e By applying a change of variables (™™ - 2™ to {0, ;) |m = 7*(n)}, one obtains [GHKKIS]’s
theta functions 9% for the X'-space (or a formal version thereof). Note that m = 7*(n) implies
p* P ((n,m)) = (0,n), so this change of variables essentially amounts to applying p*P*®,
The theta functions for O = ¢ are among those considered in [Man|. It was recently shown in

[DMa] that these form bases for the quantum cluster varieties (or formal versions thereof), thus giving

quantum analogs for the results of [GHKKIS].

5.3. Hall algebra theta functions and the CPS lemma. As noted in §5.2) g"®! and its action
on AHallprin tyvnically fail to be skew-symmetric, and so [Man]’s proof of Lemma does not apply

to Hall algebra broken lines. In fact, we provide here a counterexample, thus showing that:

8The A and X notation is due to Fock and Goncharov, cf. [FG09], and was also used by [GHKKIS]. Some other
authors use the Fomin-Zelevinsky [FZ07] convention of denoting the A-variables by X and the X-variables by Y.
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Proposition 5.4. The analog of Lemma [5.3 does not generally hold for theta functions constructed

from Hall algebra broken lines.

We note though that Hall algebra broken lines are still useful for understanding theta functions. For
example, by studying Hall algebra broken lines and then integrating, we can understand the quantum
or classical broken lines in terms of quiver Grassmannians, cf. [Chel6].

Recall from Remark that we may compute theta functions using the images of broken lines
under the projection Mﬂgri“ = Mr ® Ng — Mg. We will work in this projection throughout
this subsection. Furthermore, the theta function we will consider will be of the form g ,),o with
m € 7*(N). Suppose a; € Ay, is the homogeneous element element attached to some straight segment
of a broken line contributing to 9y m),o. Then A; has the form (n;,m) for n; € N. Using , we see
that the projection of p*P""();) modulo (0, N) is 7*(n;) —m € «*(N). Hence, by Definition ii)
(modulo (0, N)), we have

(53) Y (t) =m —7*(n;) € m*(N)
for all ¢ in the corresponding straight segment of v. We thus obtain the following:
Lemma 5.5. Form € n*(N), all broken lines contributing to ¥ (o,m),o are contained in Q4 7*(Ng).

For our counterexample, we use the As-quiver 1 — 2 < 3. In the corresponding (standard) basis

e1, e, ez for N, the matrix for B is

0 -1 0
B=(1 0 1
0 -1 0

In general, the map 7* : N — M takes e; to the i-th row of B. In particular, we see that ker(7*) is
in this case generated by e; — e3, and Image(7*) = (e; — e3)™*, or the span of the first two rows of B

(viewed as vectors in the dual basis).
Hall,prin

in

projected to Mg) are 0; =
(ef-,lss(w*(ei))). Figure depicts a slice of the resulting consistent scattering diagram @gj‘?}i
(which exists and agrees with ®a!! by Lemmas and [3.12), parallel to 7*(Ng) (taking advan-

tage of Lemma , with the upward-pointing direction in the figure being parallel to 7*(e;) =

The walls of the initial scattering diagram DIl (ie., ©

7*(e3) = (0,1,0), and the leftward-pointing direction being parallel to 7*(e3) = (—1,0,—1). In
the figure, whenever two walls with attached scattering functions g¢;,,g;, collide with the corre-
sponding n;,,n;, satisfying B(ni,,n;,) > 0 (otherwise reorder), the picture is locally the same,
up to a change of variables, as the picture in Example Hence, consistency results in one new
wall with attached scattering function given up to first order by [g;,, gi,]. Recall from that
log(1ss(m*(e:))) = (¢ — 1)~ 'x; + (higher order terms). So in particular, the element of gHa!! attached
to 012 is (¢ — 1)72[ka, k1] + (higher order terms).

The bold lines in Figure represent broken lines with ends (m, Q1) and (m, Qs), where m =
7*(e1) + 7*(ez2), i.e., m = (=1,1,—1) in the basis e}, e}, e} for M. Here we keep in mind that by ,
~'(t) = m on the first straight segment of ~.

By inspection, these are the only broken lines contributing to ¥, o, or ¥,, o, whose attached
element of A is in Aintestestes (the subscript denoting the degree in the NP'"_grading). We claim
that for our counterexample, it suffices to check that these two attached elements are different from

one another. Indeed, while Q; and Qs do lie on opposite sides of 91, the wall-crossing from Qs to



DONALDSON-THOMAS INVARIANTS FROM TROPICAL DISKS 35

0; 03

09

FiGure 5.7. Counterexample to the Carl-Pumperla-Siebert Lemma for Hall algebra

broken lines.

Q; can only affect the grading in the ej-direction. So since there are no other broken lines with ends
(m, Q2) whose final monomial has degree (m + key + e + e3) for k € Z, the degree (m +e1 + ex + €3)
part of ¥,, o, after crossing 9; must still be the final attached monomial of the bottom broken line
from the figure.

Recall from that when a broken line with attached element a crosses a wall with attached
element g € gHall| the result of the action of g on a is explg,a]. In particular, if g = 3", -, gr With
gr. € giall for some n € N*, then the action yields [g,a] + (higher order terms). Note that for each
of the two broken lines in Figure [5.7} it is only the first-order terms of the scattering functions that
contribute. Also note that all the signs in the exponents as in are positive for the two broken
lines under consideration. We thus compute that the final attached element for the broken line
ending at Q; is

Ay, = ((] - 1)73%27 [Hlv [Hi’n mev
Similarly, the final attached element for the broken line 5 ending at Qs is
Oy, = (q - 1)_3[[’%27 ’%1]7 [’%37Zm]]

= (q - 1)_3[527 [’%17 ['%37 me - (q - 1)_3[517 [527 [537 mev

where in the last step we applied the Jacobi identity. So the difference between a,, and a., is
Ay = Qryy, = (q - 1)_3[’%17 [K/27 ["i?n Zm”]

After applying Z' for i D i*%*V, the skew-symmetry of the brackets implies that [k, [r3, 2™]] will
vanish, and so this difference is indeed 0 as implied by Lemma But in AH#ILPrn this is not the
case, as we will now check. Using , we compute that

[k3,2™] = (¢! = 1)2™ks3,
and then

(54) [k2, (7" —1)2"ks] = (7' —1)2"(q" "Kaks — Kaka).

Let ko3, r denote the k-element of the Hall algebra corresponding to the representation (0 — C L C).

Up to isomorphism, f here is either 0 or Id. Then using Lemma [2.4] we compute

Koks = Kag,0 + (¢ — 1)Kas 14
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and
K3k2 = K23,0-
Now the right-hand side of becomes:
(g —1)*2™ (k23,0 — K23,1a)
As a check, note that Z;(ko3,0 — Kk23,14) = 0, so we do not violate Lemma after integrating.
Finally, we must check that that
[k1,2™ (k23,0 — K23,1d)]

is nonzero. Moving k1 past 2™ yields
(55) [517 Zm(@:a,o - f€23,1d)] =z" (qf€1(/~€23,0 - Kzs,ld) - (523,0 - Hzg,ld)fﬂ) .

Let k123,45 denote the k-element corresponding to the representation C 4 C <i C. Rather than
completely computing grq(kes,0 — Ka3,1d) — (K230 — K23.1d)K1, let us just look at the coefficient of
K123,0,0 in the product. The product grik230 yields a contribution of gri23,0,0, while the product
—Kag,0K1 yields a contribution of —k123,0,0. Thus, includes a term of the form

2™(q — 1)K123,0,0
which will not cancel with any other terms. In particular, is nonzero, as desired. This proves
Proposition [5.4] O
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