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SCATTERING DIAGRAMS, STABILITY CONDITIONS, AND
COHERENT SHEAVES ON P?

PIERRICK BOUSSEAU

ABSTRACT. We show that a purely algebraic structure, a two-dimensional scattering
diagram, describes a large part of the wall-crossing behavior of moduli spaces of Bridge-
land semistable objects in the derived category of coherent sheaves on P2. This gives
a new algorithm computing the Hodge numbers of the intersection cohomology of the
classical moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves on P2, or equivalently the refined
Donaldson-Thomas invariants for compactly supported sheaves on local P2.

As applications, we prove that the intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of
Gieseker semistable sheaves on P? is Hodge-Tate, and we give the first non-trivial nu-
merical checks of the general x-independence conjecture for refined Donaldson-Thomas
invariants of one-dimensional sheaves on local P2
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0. INTRODUCTION

0.1. Overview. The concept of scattering diagram comes from the work of Kontsevich-
Soibelman [KS06] and Gross-Siebert [GS11] in mirror symmetry. In this context, a scat-
tering diagram is an algebraic structure which is supposed to encode the behavior of
holomorphic discs with boundary on torus fibers of the Strominger-Yau-Zaslow fibra-
tion [SYZ96]. Essentially the same algebraic structure appears in an a priori completely
different setting: the wall-crossing behavior of Donaldson-Thomas counts of semistable
objects in a Calabi-Yau triangulated category of dimension 3, upon variation of the
stability condition [KS08|JS12,[KS14]. Some precise connection between scattering dia-
grams and spaces of stability conditions for quivers with potential has been established
by Bridgeland |Bril7], recently followed by Cheung-Mandel |[CM19].

The aim of the present paper is to explore further this connection between stability
conditions and scattering diagrams in a specific geometric example. We consider the
complex projective plane P2 and the space of Bridgeland stability conditions Stab(PP?)
[Bri07] on the bounded derived category D(P2) of coherent sheaves on P2. The space
Stab(IP?) is a complex manifold of complex dimension 3. We focus on a particular subset
U of Stab(IP?) of complex dimension 1. Using as input the intersection cohomology of
the moduli spaces of semistable objects in D?(IP?) at various points of U, we construct
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a scattering diagram CDE?U on U. On the other hand, we give some purely algorithmic
definition of another scattering diagram S(®i ) on U.

Our main result is that these two scattering diagrams coincide.

Theorem 0.1.1 (=Theorem [5.2.1)). We have
D% =SB

We stress that the left-hand side @Ei, encodes some complicated geometry of the moduli

spaces of semistable objects in D?(P2), whereas the right-hand side S(®) is completely
algorithmic and can be easily implemented on a computer.

As the notion of Gieseker stability can be recovered as a limiting case of Bridgeland
stability condition, Theorem [0.1.1] gives a new algorithm to compute intersection coho-
mology of the classical [HL10] moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves on P2. Using
this algorithm, we prove that the intersection cohomology of the moduli spaces of Gieseker
semistable sheaves on P2 is concentrated in Hodge bidegrees (p,p) (Theorem [0.4.1]), and
we make the first non-trivial numerical checks of the general y-independence conjecture
for intersection cohomology of Gieseker semistable one-dimensional sheaves (Conjecture
Theorem .

We have phrased our main result in terms of the derived category of coherent sheaves
on P2, One motivation for this choice is that moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves
on P? are classical objects of algebraic geometry and the study of their intersection coho-
mology is an interesting topic on its own. Nevertheless, an alternative more modern point
of view would be to consider Theorem [0.1.1] as a statement about Kp2, the non-compact
Calabi-Yau 3-fold total space of the canonical line bundle of P2, also known as local P2.
Indeed, U can also be viewed as a subspace of the space of Bridgeland stability conditions
of the category D5(Kp2) of coherent sheaves on Kp set-theoretically supported on the
zero-section, and the intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of semistable objects in
D’(P?) involved in the definition of @Eij coincides with the refined Donaldson-Thomas
invariants of Kpz. In particular, the combinatorial understanding of @1572@ provided by
Theorem is an expression of the Kontsevich-Soibelman wall-crossing formula [KS08]
for Donaldson-Thomas invariants of Calabi-Yau 3-folds.

In the follow-up paper [Boul9b|, we will combine Theorem with the main result
of Gabele [Gabl9] to prove N. Takahashi’s conjecture [Tak01l, CvGKT18b] on genus-0
Gromov-Witten theory with maximal tangency of the pair (P2, E'), where F is a smooth
cubic curve in P2. We will also establish in [Boul9b] a new sheaves/Gromov-Witten
correspondence, relating Betti numbers of moduli spaces of one-dimensional Gieseker
semistable sheaves on P2, or equivalently refined genus-0 Gopakumar—Vafa invariants
of local P2, with higher-genus maximal contact Gromov-Witten theory of (P? E). In
combination with the work [BFGW20] on the Gromov-Witten side, this will give the first
mathematical proof of a non-trivial example of the general structure properties (finite
generation, quasimodularity, holomorphic anomaly equation) expected from string theory
for the refined topological string on Calabi-Yau 3-folds [HK12].

The rest of the introduction is organized as follows. In §0.2| we give a more detailed
description of the objects @Ei) and S(Di,) involved in the statement of Theorem .
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In §0.3] we briefly describe the technical tools used in the proof of Theorem [0.1.1, In
we state precisely our results on moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves on P2
Finally, we discuss connections with related works in §0.5]

0.2. Description of the scattering diagrams S(®,) and DF.

0.2.1. Scattering diagrams. Both S(D},) and 595211 are scattering diagrams on U for the
Lie algebra g,,,. Here, U is the open subset of R? defined by

U:={(z,y) e R*|2* + 2y > 0},
and g,,, the Q(u*z,v*2)-Lie algebra
Juo = @ @(uiéjvi%)zm

meZ?
with Lie bracket given by

(m,m”) (m,m')

[z, 2" ] s= (1)) ((wo) 72 = (uw) ™2 )2,

where
(=, -\Z*x7? > 7
((a,b),(a’, V")) :=3(a’b-ab").
For the purposes of the present paper, a scattering diagram ® on U for g, is a collection
of rays 0 = (|9, Hy), where:

o Hye Q(u*%,v*%)zm for some m, € Z? called the class of the ray 9.
e [0] is an oriented line segment or half-line contained in U, of direction —m,, and
called the support of the ray 0.

To every ray 0 = (|9|, Hy) of scattering diagram, we attach an automorphism of g given
by
D = exp([Ho, -]).
In fact, in order to make sense of the power series definition of the exponential, one needs
to work with various completions of g. In this introduction, we ignore this issue and we
refer to §I] for details.
A scattering diagram ® on U for g, , is consistent if, for every o € U, the composition

of the automorphisms <I>§°(U), taken over all the rays 0 of © passing through o and in
the anticlockwise order around o, is the identity automorphism. Here, we set € (o) = =1
depending if the orientation of 0 points towards o or not.

An elementary but important fact going back to Kontsevich-Soibelman [KS06| gives a
systematic way to construct consistent scattering diagrams. Let us start with a scattering
diagram ®. Then ® is not necessarily consistent: there can exist some o € U such that the
composition of <I>§°(") around o is not the identity. Then, Kontsevich-Soibelman [KS06]
proved that there is an essentially unique way to add rays starting at ¢ in order to form a
new scattering diagram such that the composition of the automorphisms @;D(”) around o
is now equal to the identity. The rays that need to be added are completely determined
by the consistency condition and so by the Lie bracket of the Lie algebra g, ,. The new
scattering diagram is now consistent around o, but due to the newly added rays, there
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are now maybe new points ¢’ € U where consistency fails, and the construction needs
to be iterated by successive additions of new rays. Dealing with the convergence issues
of this potentially infinite process (as done carefully in , we end up with a consistent
scattering diagram. In other words, starting with any consistent scattering diagram ©,
there is a canonical way to produce a consistent one, that we denote S(®). Each time
rays of © intersect, new rays are added to guarantee the consistency and the process is
iterated. This explains the scattering terminology: when rays meet, they ‘scatter’ and
produce new rays in a completely algorithmic way.

0.2.2. The scattering diagram S(D,). The scattering diagram S(Dir,) is obtained by
the consistent completion ® — S(®) described above for a specific choice of initial scat-
tering diagram @1, which can be explicitly described. We first remark that the boundary
of U is the parabola in R? of equation 22 +2y = 0. The support of the rays of DI, are the

tangent lines to this parabola at the points s, := (n, —"72) More precisely, we denote [0}
the oriented tangent half-line of direction —m., where m;, = (-1,n), and [0, the oriented
tangent half-line of direction —m,,, where m,, = (1,-n). Then the rays of DI, are given
by oy, = ([o5]. Hy ) and 0, , = ([0, H, ), n € Z, £ > 1, where

1 1

H =—-= Zém; c u:t% ,U:t% Zém:;
e 4 (uv)é - (uv)’é QCut,v™) ’
and
1 1
7;5 _ ; . m;, Q(ui%’vié)zfmn
C(uv)? - (uv) ™2

We refer to Figure [1] for a pictorial representation of the support of ©i* = and to Figure

U,

for a pictorial representation of the support of some of the first steps of S (@g‘v)

U

FIGURE 1. The scattering diagram @gl’v
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0.2.3. The scattering diagram @Ei}. The scattering diagram CDE?U is constructed in terms
of the moduli spaces of Bridgeland semistable objects in the bounded derived category
D®(P2) of coherent sheaves on P2. We denote T' = Z3 = Ky(P?) and v = (r,d,x) € T,
where r stands for the rank, d for the degree, and x for the Euler characteristic of an
object in D?(P2).

Recall from [Bri07] that every Bridgeland stability condition o on D’(IP?) comes with
the data of an additive map

Z7:1' - C,
Ve ZY
called the central charge. The notion of stability specified by ¢ is determined by the
relative phases of the central charges Z7.
Bridgeland stability conditions for polarized surfaces, and so in particular for P2, have
been well studied [BriO8|[ABCH13,BM11]. In particular, it is known how to construct an

explicit half-space H := {(s,t) € R2|t > 0} of stability condition on D°(P?). The central
charge for the stability (s,t) € H is given by

1
s,t

3 .
(32—t2)r+ds+r+5d—x+z(d—sr)t.

The main idea to construct scattering diagrams from stability conditions is to consider
loci of stability conditions ¢ indexed by + € I' and defined by the condition that the
central charge ZJ remains of constant phase. In terms of the (s,t) coordinates on H,
these loci are parabola in H and not straight lines. Our main remark is that the map

H-U

(5:6) = (2.) = (5,~5(52 = )

is a bijection, such that, for every v = (r,d, x) € I', the locus Re Z3 =0 has equation
3
ry+d:v+r+§d—x:0,

in terms of (z,y) € U, and so is a straight line in U. From now on, we use this identification
H ~ U to view U as a space of stability conditions on D?(P2). In other words, we obtained
U from H by defining on H an integral affine structure such that the functions o = Re Z7
become integral affine coordinates. The elementary change of variables (s,t) ~ (z,v)
gives a new perspective on the standard upper half-plane H of stability conditions and is
the key condition which makes the appearance of a scattering diagram possible.

For every v € I' and o € U, we have a projective variety M¢ parametrizing S-equivalence
classes of o-semistable objects of class v in D’(P2). We refer to for details. The
projective varieties M are in general singular, due to the existence of strictly semistable
objects. Nevertheless, the intersection cohomology groups I H k(M:/’ ,Q) behave as well
as cohomology of a smooth projective variety [GMS80, GM83, BBD82|, and in particu-
lar are naturally pure Hodge structures of weight & [Sai90]. We denote Ih?4(M?) the
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corresponding Hodge numbers, which can be organized into some signed symmetrized
intersection Hodge polynomial

dim M
Ihg(u%,v%) = (—(uv)2)"dim M >, (~L)PHAIRPA(MS YuPv? € Z[u*?, v*2].

p,q=0

The scattering diagram @Ei} is then described as follows. For every v € I', we consider
the set R, of points o € U such that Re Z7 = 0 and such that there exists o-semistable
objects of class . It happens that R, is some half-line, contained in the straight line of
equation Re Zg = 0. Denoting m., := (r,~d) € Z*, we attach to every point o of R, some
generating series HY:

Ih?,(u,v%
2 1 7/(U2,1)2) My EQ(ui%’Ui%)zmy'

v

£

v £ (uv)? - ()2
=t

As a function of ¢ € R,, the moduli spaces M7, and so the Hodge numbers Ih?4(M7)
and the generating series HJ are locally constant away from points where they jump in
a discontinuous way. At such points, where R, crosses walls in the space of stability
conditions, the notion of semistability for objects of class v changes. These points of
wall-crossing give a subdivision of I, into line segments R, ;. We attach to each line
segment R, ; the corresponding generating series H., ; := HJ which is now independent
Eij is the scattering diagram on U for g,
H., ;) for all vy eI and for all j.

of o0 € R, ; by construction. By definition, ©

whose rays are the (R, ;,

0.2.4. Terminology. It is worth pointing that we use the terminology ‘scattering diagram’
in a slightly extended sense: CDE?U is really a structure in the sense of |[GS11] or a wall-
crossing structure in the sense of [KS14]. In other words, it is an infinite collection of local
scattering diagrams in the sense of [GS11]. Our terminology choices come from trying
to avoid the potential confusion between the usages of the word ‘wall’ in the mirror
symmetry context and in the stability conditions context.

One should also remark that CDE?U is really a quantum scattering diagram, in the sense
that the generating series HY are used to construct automorphisms of quantum tori. In
some classical limit, generating series HJ reduce to generating series of Euler character-

istics of the intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of semistable objects.

0.3. Structure of the proof of the main result. The scattering diagram S(D,)
is defined starting with some simple initial scattering diagram DI and then taking its
consistent completion. The proof of Theoremm that is, of the equality @Ei, =S(D,),
has correspondingly two parts. We first show that ®E’ is consistent, and then that DF°
has in some sense the same initial data as S(D,). Then, the result follows from some

form of uniqueness of the consistent completion.
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FIGURE 2. First steps of the scattering diagram S(® ). Figure due to

Tim Gabele [Gab19]. 7
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0.3.1. Consistency from wall-crossing formula. The most non-trivial property about the
scattering diagram @]5,21; that we have to prove is its consistency. This is equivalent to
some wall-crossing formula for the Hodge numbers of intersection cohomology of moduli
spaces of semistable objects upon variation of the stability condition.

The key point is the relation between intersection cohomology and Donaldson-Thomas
invariants, which goes back to Meinhardt-Reineke [MR17]. This relation has been ex-
tended to Gieseker semistable sheaves on surfaces with negative canonical line bundles
in [MM18] and to some abstract framework for categories of homological one in [Meil5].

The crucial input that will able us to use this class of techniques is a result of Li-
Zhao [LZ19bJ[} for every o € U and for every class v, the stack of o-semistable objects
of class 7 is smooth. More precisely, the Ext®-group between two o-semistable sheaves
of class ~ vanishes if v is not the class of a zero dimensional sheaf. This vanishing
is well-known and obvious for Gieseker semistable sheaves, but is not obvious at all if
o is a general stability condition in U, so we are really using the non-trivial content
of [LZ19b]. Once we know this vanishing, then we can apply the machinery described
in [Meil5| to get that indeed Hodge numbers of intersection cohomology of moduli spaces
of semistable objects satisfy the wall-crossing formula of Kontsevich-Soibelman [KSO08|
and Joyce-Song [JS12].

Alternatively, we could consider the derived category Dj(Kp2) of coherent sheaves on
the total space of the canonical line bundle Kp2 = Opz(-3) of P2 which are set-theoretically
supported on the zero-section P?. As DS(KPQ) is a Calabi-Yau triangulated category of
dimension 3, it is a natural place for Donaldson-Thomas theory and the wall-crossing
formula.

In fact, U can also be viewed naturally in the space Stab(Kp2) of Bridgeland stabil-
ity conditions on DY(Kp2). Moreover, it follow from the vanishing result of Li-Zhao
that for every o € U, o-semistable objects in D}(Kp2) have cohomology sheaves scheme-
theoretically supported on P2, and so coincide with o-semistable objects in Db(]P’Q).
Therefore, the Hodge numbers of intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of o-semistable
objects in D’(IP?) are really (refined) Donaldson-Thomas invariants of Kpe.

The conclusion is that we think conceptually about Kpe but we work technically on P2
Refined Donaldson-Thomas theory in the context of general Calabi-Yau 3-folds requires
a discussion of orientation data, and we refer to [Shil8] for a discussion precisely in the
case of Kpz2, but thanks to the smoothness of the moduli stack of semistable objects, we
don’t have to go into these technical aspects of the general story.

0.3.2. Initial data. The combinatorial definition of the scattering diagram S(®},) in-
volves some very simple initial data, and then some completely algorithmic completion

'Li-Zhao first proved this result for P? in |[LZ19a] by a quite complicated argument using the explicit
description of exceptional collections on P2. They gave a more general and much simpler proof in [LZ19b]

ZFor example adapting the proof of [CMT18| Proposition 3.1] given for Gieseker semistable sheaves.

31t is not true at all outside U. The spaces Stab(IP?) and Stab(Kp2) behave globally in very different
ways. Our discussion is only valid on U.
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which guarantees its consistency. Once we know that the scattering diagram 915,2@ is con-
sistent, it is enough to show that it has in some sense the same initial data as S(D™"),,
in order to conclude the equality D%, = S(Di?,) which is the statement of Theorem .

We will show that, from the point of view of @Eij, the initial rays 0., and 9%, of
S(Dir,) correspond respectively to the line bundles O(n) and their shift O(n)[1], n € Z.
They come out from the points s, in the boundary parabola of U where the central charge

of O(n) vanishes. In order to prove that @]572” has the same initial data as S(Di,), it is

enough to show that, in the region in U near the boundary parabola, @Eij consists only
of the rays associated to O(n) and O(n)[1].

This comes from the fact that this region can be decomposed into triangles, in corre-
spondence with some exceptional collections of objects in Db(IP’Q). A stability condition
in the interior of such triangle is equivalent to some stability condition with quiver heart.
Using the fact that the class of an object in a quiver heart is linear combination with
nonnegative coefficients of the classes of the three simple objects, we can show that no
object has Re Z = 0 inside each triangle, and so that the scattering diagram @Ef’fv, defined
in terms of the condition Re Z =0, is trivial in the interior of all the triangles.

We remark that in order to have such simple picture, with initial data in correspondence
with line bundles and determining everything else by wall-crossing, it is essential to
restrict our attention to semistable objects with a fixed phase of the central charge, such
as the semistable objects with Re Z7 = 0 entering in the definition of @Ei,. Indeed, there
is no point in U where the set of all semistable objects is really simple, and so the naive
idea to find a point in U where the set of all semistable objects is simple, and then
to move to a more complicated point by wall-crossing, does not work. By considering
the scattering diagram @Ei,, we are only looking at semistable objects with Re Z7 = 0,
and according to the previous paragraph, there is a region in U where the set of such
semistable objects is simple.

0.4. Applications to moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves. For every
v = (r,d,x), let M, be the moduli space of S-equivalence classes of Gieseker semistable
sheaves of class v on P2. A reference for the classical topic of moduli spaces of Gieseker
semistable sheaves is the book [HL10]. For every v € I, M., is a projective variety, singular
in general. Nevertheless, the intersection cohomology groups I H*(M,,, Q) behave as well
as cohomology of a smooth projective variety, and in particular is naturally a pure Hodge
structure of weight k. We denote Ih?4(M,) the corresponding Hodge numbers and
Ib;(M,) the corresponding Betti numbers.

For every v € I', we have M¢? = M, for o = (v,y) € U with y large enough. Theorem
0.1.1| gives an algorithmic way to compute the intersection Hodge numbers [hP-4 (M;7 ),
and so the intersection Hodge numbers Ih?4(M,). Using this algorithm, we prove the
following result.

Theorem 0.4.1 (=Theorem [6.1.2)). For every v €T, we have IhP2(M,) =0 if p #q.
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If v is primitive then semistability coincides with stability, M., is smooth, intersection
cohomology coincides with ordinary cohomology, and in this case Theorem [0.4.1] is clas-
sical [ESm93,|Bead5, Mar07]. In general, under the extra assumption r > 0, a different
proof of Theorem could be extracted from [MM18§].

The fact that the lines bundles O(n), n € Z, generate D°(P?) goes back to Beilin-
son [Bei78]. The scattering diagram @Ei, gives an explicit way, at the level of intersection
cohomology of moduli spaces, to reconstruct Gieseker semistable sheaves from line bun-
dles by successive exact triangles in the derived category. In particular, we obtain a de-
composition indexed by trees of the intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of Gieseker
semistable sheaves, which seems to be new. We refer to for details.

We also prove an analogue of Theorem involving the real algebraic geometry of
the moduli spaces M,. We refer to for details.

Theorem 0.4.2. For every v € I', and for every 0 < p < dim M., the complex conjugation
in Gal(C/R) acts as (-1)? on IH?(M,,,Q).

Our final results on moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves concern sheaves sup-
ported on curves, that is with v = (0,d,x) and d > 1. The intersection Betti num-
bers Ib;(Mo.4,y)) are refined Donaldson-Thomas invariants for one-dimensional sheaves
on Kpz2, and so can be viewed as refined genus-0 Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of Kp2
(see [Boul9b| for details). Tensor product with O(1) and Serre duality induce isomor-
phisms Mg.4y) ~ Mo,d+d) and May) = Mod-y). On the other hand, if d > 3 and
X" # £x mod d, then the algebraic varieties M gq,) and M4, are not isomorphic
by [Wool3, Theorem 8.1]. This makes the following conjecture particularly non-trivial.

Conjecture 0.4.3. For every fived d > 1, the intersection Betti numbers Ib;(Mg,) do
not depend on x.

It is a general conjecture due to Joyce-Song |JS12, Conjecture 6.20] (see also [Tod12,
Conjecture 6.3]) that (unrefined) Donaldson-Thomas invariants for one-dimensional sheaves
on Calabi-Yau 3-folds should be y-independent. This conjecture is known for Kpz (see
[CMT18, Appendix A] and [Boul9b]). Conjecture is the refined version of the
Joyce-Song conjecture.

Using Theorem as an essential ingredient, we will prove in [Boul9b| a special but
already quite non-trivial case of Conjecture [0.4.3

Theorem 0.4.4. ( [Boul9b, Theorem 0.5.2]) For every fixed d > 1, we have Ibj(Ma.)) =
Ibj(Mo,4.51)) as long as ged(d, x) = ged(d, x').

Using the algorithm given by Theorem to compute the intersection Betti numbers
Ib;(Mo,4,)), we can practically test Conjecture in low degrees.

Theorem 0.4.5. Conjecture holds for d < 4.

As the intersection Betti numbers are computed by the scattering diagram S(Di,),
one might hope for a combinatorial proof of Conjecture[0.4.3] This seems quite difficult.
In particular, we will see explicitly in the proof of Theorem in that the tree
decompositions of the Betti numbers are different for different values of x, and only the
total sum over the trees is y-independent in a seemingly miraculous way.
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0.5. Relations with previous and future works. In this section we briefly mention
some related works.

0.5.1. Bridgeland. The idea to consider objects with fixed argument of the central charge
in order to make a connection between scattering diagrams and stability conditions, in
the context of quiver with potentials, is already contained in [Bril7]. Given (Q,W) a
quiver with potential, let )y be its set of vertices and I' = Z%0 be the lattice of dimen-
sion for representations of ). We denote I'V := Hom(I',Z) and I'};, := I'V @z R. Let C
be the triangulated category of dg-modules over the Ginzburg algebra of (Q, W) with
finite-dimensional cohomology. It is a triangulated category, Calabi-Yau of dimension 3,
with a natural bounded ¢-structure of heart the abelian category A of finite-dimensional
representations of the Jacobi algebra of (Q,W). We have a natural embedding

Ty, - Stab(C),

0~ (Zp, A),
with the central charge Z%:T" - C given by
7% =-0+i6,
where
0:I'>7Z

(V)jequ = D Vs
JeQo
is the total dimension for representations of (). The main result of [Bril7] is the con-
struction, in terms of Donaldson-Thomas invariants of C, of a scattering diagram D(@W)
on I'y, supported on the loci of points ¢ € I'j; such that there exists v € I' such that
Re Zg =—0(7) =0 and such that there exists a #-semistable object of class .

Our construction of the scattering diagram @Ei} on U is similar. The main difference is
that, in [Bril7], I'y has a natural structure of vector space, the scattering diagram ©(@W)
is local, that is, everything non-trivial happens near 0 € I';, corresponding to the fact
that the abelian heart A is fixed, whereas U is only a piece of an integral affine manifold,
@Ei} involves infinitely many such local scatterings, corresponding to the fact that the
abelian heart is moving in the triangulated category D°(PP2).

Another result of [Bril7] is a correspondence between the chamber structure of ®(@W)
and the mutations of (Q,W). We will establish in a follow-up paper a similar correspon-
dence between the chamber structure of @Eij and the exceptional collections of D(IP?)
related by mutations, see for more details.

For every choice of exceptional collection £ on P2, there is a quiver with potential
(Qg, We) describing D§(Kp2), and so we can apply [Bril7] to obtain a scattering diagram
D(@eWe) in R3. It would be interesting to obtain a precise comparison between D (Qe:We)

2
and ©F .
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0.5.2. Kontsevich-Soibelman. In [KS14], Kontsevich-Soibelman introduce a general no-
tion of wall-crossing structure and give several, mainly conjectural, constructions. Under
some assumptions, they construct a wall-crossing structure on the base B of an holo-
morphic integrable system m: M — B. When m: M — B is of Hitchin type, there is an
associated noncompact Calabi-Yau 3-fold Y and a conjectural embedding of (the univer-
sal cover of) the complement By of the discriminant locus into the space of Bridgeland
stability conditions of the Fukaya category F(Y) of Y. General Donaldson-Thomas
theory, conjecturally applied to F(Y), naturally defines a wall-crossing structure on B.
Kontsevich-Soibelman conjecture that the wall-crossing structures on B coming from the
holomorphic integrable system m: M — B and from Donaldson-Thomas theory of F(Y")
coincide.

In [Boul9b, §6], we explain how our main result fits into this general framework, by
taking for M the mirror of (P2, E') and for Y the mirror of Kp2. In particular, combining
hyperkahler rotation and mirror symmetry, we will obtain a conceptual heuristic expla-
nation for why the main connection established in [Boul9b] between sheaf counting on
Kp2 and relative Gromov-Witten theory of (P2, E') should be true: under hyperkéhler
rotation, holomorphic curves in P2 — £/ turn into open special Lagrangians in M, which
after suspension turn into closed special Lagrangians in Y, which under mirror symmetry
turn into objects of D°(Kpz).

Remark that M is not of Hitchin type and so we are slightly outside of the strict
framework of [KS14] but we are in a natural extension of it. The main reason why we
are able to extract non-conjectural statements from this story is that, in this specific
example, Y has a reasonable mirror Kp2, and so we can work with the algebro-geometric
Db(Kp2) instead of the a priori complicated looking symplectic Fukaya category F(Y").

0.5.3. Physics. Hodge numbers of intersection cohomology of moduli spaces of Bridgeland
semistable objects in Db ( Kp2 ) are BPS indices of the A" = 2 supersymmetric 4-dimensional
theory obtained by compactifying type ITA string theory on the local Calabi-Yau 3-fold
Kp2.

Even if our slice U in the space of stability conditions is defined by some polynomial
central charge, we claim that the resulting scattering diagram would stay the same for
the slice given by the vector multiplet moduli of the A/ = 2 theory, that is, by the stringy
Kéhler moduli space of Kp2, where the central charge is given by the periods solutions
of the mirror Picard-Fuchs equation (see e.g. [BM11], §9]). More details on this claim are
given in [Boul9bl §3.3]. In fact, the main constructions of the present paper were first
tested using the physical central charge given by the periods. We choose to write the
present paper using polynomial central charge for convenience: contact with the existing
mathematical litterature is easier and change of variables given by algebraic functions are
easier to study than those given by transcendental functions. Nevertheless, we remark
that in order to generalize the present paper to more general geometries, polynomial
central charges might not be good enough in general, and the use of the honest stringy
Kahler moduli space might be ultimately necessary.

The N = 2 theory obtained by compactifying type IIA string theory on Kp: has been
studied early on [DFRO5| (and in fact, as part of a series of physics works which motivated
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the definition of Bridgeland stability conditions). At the time of [DFRO5|, the wall-
crossing formula of Kontsevich-Soibelman and Joyce-Song was not known and only some
qualitative aspects of the question of relating the BPS spectrum near the orbifold point
to the BPS spectrum near the large volume point were studied. Using the wall-crossing
formula, the scattering diagram 915,2@ gives in some sense a complete answer to this physics
question, in a form which does not seem to have appeared before in the physics literature.
At the level of terminology, we remark that the scattering diagram @Ei} is made of K-walls
in the sense of [GMN13].

The study of the BPS spectrum of Kp2 has been revisited more recently using spectral
networks [ESW17] and partial results have been obtained. Our approach is orthogonal:
whereas the spectral networks live on appropriate projections of the mirror curves to Kp2,
our scattering diagram naturally lives on the base of the family parametrizing these mirror
curves (see §@I} In physics language, the scattering diagram @Ei} is a mathematical
version of the string junction description of the BPS spectrum in the D3-brane probe
realization of the N =2 theory (see [MNS98| and follow-ups).

0.5.4. Manschot. An alternative algorithm to compute Hodge numbers of intersection
cohomology of moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves on P2, at least for sheaves
of positive rank, has been developed by Manschot [Manl1,Man13|Man17, MM18]. The
idea, going back to Yoshioka [Y0s94,Yo0s95| in rank 2, is to blow-up one point on P?,
reduce the problem to the blown-up surface by some blow-up formula, and then solve
the problem on the blown-up surface by wall-crossing in the space of polarizations of the
blown-up surface.

This algorithm and the algorithm given by our Theorem are similar in the sense
that they both use wall-crossing in a space of stability conditions. But there is an im-
portant difference: the space of stability conditions in Manschot’s algorithm is a space
of polarizations, at the cost of working with an auxiliary geometry and using a blow-up
formula, whereas our algorithm only uses the geometry intrinsic to P2, at the cost of
going deep in the interior of the space of Bridgeland stability conditions. Another dif-
ference is that Manschot’s algorithm works rank by rank, and seems limited to sheaves
of positive rank, whereas our algorithm considers all ranks at once and is able to treat
sheaves supported in dimension 1.

With his approach, Manschot is able to get explicit formulas for generating series of
invariants at fixed rank and degree, at least in low ranks. It is not clear how to do the
same with our algorithm and it is some possibly interesting question to explore.

0.5.5. Ezceptional vector bundles and mutations. As we will review in [Boul9b), §3], some
specialization S(DX,) of S(D,) naturally appears in the Gross-Siebert description of
mirror symmetry for the pair (P2, F'), where E is a smooth cubic curve in P? |[CPS10].
The scattering diagram S (@1;11) has been further studied following this point of view
in [Pri20]. In particular, the main result of [Pri20] is the existence in the complement
of the support of S (@::Ill+) of a decomposition in triangle chambers naturally indexed and
related by combinatorial mutations [ACGK12].
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On the other hand, exactly the same combinatorics of mutations is well-known to
describe exceptional collections in D?(P?) [DLP85, Dre86, Dre87,(GR87, Rud8s|. As we
define the scattering diagram D, in terms of D’(P2), and our main result (Theorem
0.1.1)) is the equality S(D,) = @Eij, it is natural to ask if the decomposition in triangles
of |Pri20] has a natural interpretation in terms of exceptional collections from the point
of view of DE’,.

One can show that it is indeed the case, the sides of these triangles are of the form
Re Z,(g,) =0, Re Z,(g,) = 0, Re Zy(g,) = 0 for (£, Ey, E3) an exceptional collection in
D’(P?), and the combinatorial mutations of triangles match the mutations of exceptional
collections. In particular, the equality S(Di)) = CDE?U gives a new and intrinsic to P?
explanation of the common appearance of the combinatorics of mutations in the mirror
construction for (P2, E) and in the structure of D’(P?). Here intrinsic means without
using Q-Gorenstein degenerations of P2, which are naturally related to both combinatorial
mutations and to exceptional collections [Hac13|. To find such explanation was in fact
one of our original motivations for Theorem [0.1.1]

In order to keep the length of the present paper finite, the claims of the above paragraph
will be discussed in a follow-up paper. Finally, we remark that our proof of Theorem
is logically independent of the classical results of Drézet and Le Potier [DLP85| on
the classification of exceptional vector bundles and on the criterion for nonemptiness of
the moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves. Therefore, we might expect Theorem
to give a new approach to these results, and we also refer to some future work.

0.6. Plan of the paper. In §l| we introduce general notions about scattering diagrams
and we define in a purely algorithmic way a scattering diagram S(D3},). In §2 we in-
troduce specific coordinates on a slice of the space of Bridgeland stability conditions on
D°(P2) and we use them to define a scattering diagram @Ei} in terms of intersection
cohomology of Bridgeland semistable objects. In §3|we prove that the scattering diagram
’DE?U is consistent. In §4| we show that the scattering diagrams @Iffv and S(D},) have
in some sense the same initial data. In §5| we prove Theorem that is, the equal-
ity @E’Zv = S(®,). In §6| we discuss various applications to moduli spaces of Gieseker
semistable sheaves.
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diagram of |[CPS10]. I thank Tim Gabele for discussions on his work |Gabl9|. I thank
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and for related discussions.

I acknowledge the support of Dr. Max Rossler, the Walter Haefner Foundation and the
ETH Ziirich Foundation.
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1. THE SCATTERING DIAGRAM S(D},)

In we review the notion of local scattering diagram. In we give a definition
of scattering diagram specifically designed for our future needs. Some slightly unusual
feature is the consideration of real, not just integral, powers of the deformation parameter
t. In §1.3| we give a general construction of initial scattering diagrams ®™ and of their
consistent completions S(D"). We specialize this construction in in order to define
scattering diagrams S(Di,), S(D%), and S(DX.). In we establish a symmetry
property of the scattering diagram S(D1,).

We follow to various degrees the notation and conventions of the references |GS11}
GPS10,/Grol1, Boul8|, except that what we call local scattering diagrams are the scat-
tering diagrams of |GS11], and what we call scattering diagrams are the wall structures
of [GS11|. This slight change in terminology is designed in order to avoid possible confu-
sions with the terminology usually used in the context of Bridgeland stability conditions,
which will enter the story in §2]

1.1. Local scattering diagrams. In this section, we fix M ~ Z? a two-dimensional
lattice,

N/

a non-degenerate skew-symmetric integral bilinear form on M,

M - R,

m e p(m),
an additive real-valued function on M, and

g= @ Om

meM
a M-graded Lie algebra over Q (that is, with [gm, @m/] € Gms+ms) such that [g,, g ] =0 if
(m,m’) =0.
Let ¢t be some formal variable. We denote Q[t®>0] the commutative Q-algebra of the

monoid (R, +), that is, the Q-algebra with a Q-linear basis of monomials ", r € Ry,
and with product given by

. tr’ - tr+r’ )
We denote g[t®>0] the Q[t®>0]-Lie algebra with underlying Q-vector space g®q Q[¢*>0]
and with bracket defined by
[gt’“,g’ tr’] - [g’g/] tr+r’ :
for every g,g" € g and r,r’" € Ry,.

For every k € R,g, we denote my the ideal of g[t®>0] generated by elements of the form
gt” with ge g and r > k.

Definition 1.1.1. For every nonzero m € M, a local naked ray of class m is a subset of
Mg of the form either Ryom or —R om.

Definition 1.1.2. For every nonzero m € M with p(m) >0, a local ray 0 of class m for
(M, {-,-),¢,0) is a pair (]9|, Hy), where:
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e 0| is a local naked ray of class m.
o H, e g[th=0] is of the form
HD = ﬁa t(p(m) 5
for some nonzero Qy € gy
The local ray o = (|9|, H) of class m is outgoing if 0| = —Ryom, and ingoing if [0| = Ryom.
The local naked ray 0| is called the support of the local ray 0.

It follows from Definition that the class of a local ray is uniquely determined by
the local ray.

Definition 1.1.3. We denote my € M the class of a local ray 0.

Definition 1.1.4. A local scattering diagram for (M, (-, -),,8) is a collection © of
local rays © = (|, Hy) for (M,{(-,-),¢,8), such that:

(1) For every nonzero m € M, there is at most one ingoing local ray of class m in ®,
and at most one outgoing ray of class m in 2.

(2) For every ray o = (]|, Hy) in D, we have p(my) > 0.

(8) For every k € Ry, there are only finitely many rays 0 = (|9, Hy) in D with

@(ma) < k7
that is, with
Hy;#0 modmy.

Definition 1.1.5. Let ®© be a local scattering diagram for (M,{(-,-),¢,g). For every ray
0 = (]|, Hy) of ® and for every positive integer k, we denote @, the automorphism of
g[t®o]/my given by:
Dy 1 = exp([Hy, -]) -
The definition of ®,; makes sense as H, = Q, t#(m2) with ¢(m,) > 0 by condition (2)
of Definition [.1.4l

Definition 1.1.6. Let © be a local scattering diagram for (M,{(-,-),¢,9). We fix a
positive integer k, and some smooth path

a: [0, 1] g MR - {0}

t—a(t),
with transverse intersection with respect to all the rays 0 = (|9|, Hy) € © with Hy # 0
mod my. Let 01,...,0y be the successive rays 0 of ® with Hy + 0 mod my, intersected

by the path o at times t; < --- < ty. Then, the order k automorphism associated to «,
denoted 2, is the automorphism of g[t®=0]/my defined by

<I>§k:=c1>EN co0 @Y

N,k °© 01,k
where, for every j=1,..., N,
¢; = sign(det(a’(t;),my,;)) € {£1}.

Remarks:
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e The ordering of the rays 04,...,0y5 by times of intersection with the path is
slightly ambiguous as different rays can have the same support. By the assump-
tion [gm, @m] = 0 if (m, m’) = 0, the automorphisms associated to rays with the
same support commute. It follows that @2 . 15 well-defined despite this ambiguity.

e The definition of <I>§7k makes sense as there are only finitely many rays 0 in ®
with H, # 0 mod my, by condition (2) of Definition [1.1.4]

Definition 1.1.7. Let k be a nonnegative integer. A local scattering diagram O for
(M,(-,-),¢,8) is consistent at order k if, for every

a:[0,1] > Mg - {0},
tea(t),
with a(0) = a(1), smooth loop in Mg—{0}, with transverse intersection with respect to all
the rays 0 = (|, Hy) in ®© with Hy # 0 mod my, the order k automorphism of g[t®0]/my
associated to « is the identity:
T, =id .
In order to check order k consistency of a local scattering diagram 2, it is enough

to show that ®F, = id for a a simple smooth loop in Mg — {0} encircling 0 and with
transverse intersection with respect to all rays of ©.

Definition 1.1.8. A local scattering diagram ®© for (M,{-,-),,@8) is consistent if it is
consistent at order k for every nonnegative integer k.

The following Proposition [I.1.9] states that, under some condition on the t-adic valu-
ation of the initial rays, any local scattering diagram can be completed in a consistent
one. The shape of this result goes back to Kontsevich-Soibelman [KS06, Theorem 6].
Many variants exist in the literature, see for example |[GPS10, Theorem 1.4]. We write
down below the ‘usual’ proof in order to check that it goes through our slightly unusual
conventions, such that the fact that ¢ is R-valued (and not Z-valued).

Proposition 1.1.9. We fiz ¢ a real number such that ¢ > 1. Let ® be a local scattering
diagram for (M,{-,-),p,8) such that, for every ray 0 in ®©, we have p(my) > c. Then,
there exists a unique sequence (Sk(D))ren of local scattering diagram for (M, {(-,-),¢,9),
such that:

e So(®) is the set of ingoing rays of D.

o For every k € N, Si,1(D) is obtained by adding to Sk(D) rays 0 such that k <

o(my) <k +1 and o(my) > c.

o For every k e N, Sp(®) is consistent at order k.
For every k e N, we call S,(®) the order k consistent completion of ©. We denote S(D)
the limiting consistent local scattering diagram for (M, {—,-), ¢, @) obtained for k — +oo,
and we call it the consistent completion of 2.

Proof. We prove the existence and uniqueness of S(®) by induction on & € N.

For k = 0, we take for So(®D) the union of ingoing rays of ®. By condition (2) of
Definition , for every ray 0 = (|9|, Hy) of ©, we have Hy =0 mod mg, so $ =1id. In
particular, Sy(®) is consistent at order zero. The uniqueness of Sy(®D) is clear.
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Let k € N be such that Si(®) has been constructed and proved to be unique. We wish
to construct and prove the uniqueness of Si,1(®). Let
a:[0,1] » Mg - {0},

be a simple anticlockwise loop around 0 € Mg. By the induction hypothesis, S.(D) is

consistent at order k£ and so @Sk(g) =id. By condition (3) of Definition |1.1.4] for every

ray 0 = (9|, Hy) of Si(®D), we have H, of the form Q##(™ for some Q € g,,. Using
the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff-formula, and the facts that g is M-graded and that ¢ is
additive, we can uniquely write

S (®
q)akk(+1) = eXp([H(k+1)> _])
where H#+1) € g[t®>0]/my,; is of the form

H(k+1) _ Z ﬁf:Jrl)t(p(m)
meM

with QSLHI) € g, and QS:H) possibly nonzero only if
E<o(m)<k+1.
It follows from ¢(my) > ¢ > 1 for every ray 9 of Si(D), from condition (3) of Definition
1.1.4] satisfied by Si(®), and from the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorft formula that the set

M+ of m € M such that Q ¢ 0 is finite, and that, for every such m e M+ we
have ¢(m) >
We define Sk+1(@) as being the set of the following rays:
e The ingoing rays of ©, which are also the ingoing rays of Si(®) by induction
hypothesis.
e The outgoing rays of Si(D).
e For every m € M 1) the outgoing ray

( R ST, Q(k+1)

By construction, Si,1(®) is consistent at order k+ 1. Indeed, by the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula, it is consistent up to terms whose t-adic valuation is at least the one
of the commutators of the form

[Q tlp(ma) Q

tw(m)) )

—(k+1) (k+1)

t@(m))] = [ﬁaaﬁm
where 0 is either an incoming ray or an outgoing ray of Sx(®), so with ¢(m,) > ¢, and
where m € M +1) so p(m) > k, or of the form

[ﬁfiﬁl)
where m,m’ € M*+1) and so with p(m +m’) > 2¢ > 2 and p(m +m') > 2k. In the
first case, the t-adic valuation of the commutator is strictly greater than ¢+ k > k + 1.
In the second case, if k =0, we have o(m+m') 22 >1=k+1, and if k£ > 1, we have
o(m+m’) > 2k > k+1, and so the t-adic valuation of the commutator is also strictly
greater than £+ 1 in any case.

]tw(mﬁm) ’

tip(m) Q(k 1) t@(m/))] [ (k+1) Q(k+1)]t90(m+m )7
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It remains to show the uniqueness of Sy.1(®). The outgoing rays 0 of Si.1(®) with
w(my) < k are uniquely fixed by the uniqueness of Si(®) given by the induction hypoth-
esis. The same study of t-adic valuations of commutators as above shows that the order
k+1 automorphisms associated with the outgoing rays 0 of Sy,1(®) with ¢(my) > k com-
mute with the order k+ 1 automorphisms associated with rays of Si(®), and so outgoing

rays 0 of Sk,1(®) are uniquely determined by the condition of consistency at order k + 1
in terms of Q(:H), as above. U

Remarks:

e The proof of Proposition is the ‘usual’ proof of existence of a consistent
completion of a scattering diagram, as in [KS06, Theorem 6] or [GPS10, Theorem
1.4]. The only possibly subtle point is that ¢ is R-valued, whereas in the ‘usual’
situation, ¢ is Z-valued. One might worry that this could allow a phenomenon
of accumulation of values of ¢ at some finite value, preventing the induction step
to go from k to k+ 1. The above proof shows that it does not happen under the
additional assumption that ¢(ms,) > 1 for every ray 0 in ®.

e [t is clear from the proof of Proposition that the construction of S(®) from
® is completely algorithmic, involving finitely many computations for any fixed
order k.

The following Lemma motivates the scattering terminology: if ingoing rays come in a
given cone of directions, then the outgoing rays of the consistent completion are ‘emitted
forward’.

Lemma 1.1.10. Let © be a local scattering diagram for (M,{(-,-), v, @) consisting en-
tirely of ingoing rays contained in a strictly convexr cone of Mg delimited by two ingoing
rays 0 and 0. Then, all the outgoing rays of S(D) are contained in the strictly convex
cone _Rgomailn —meog‘; delimited by two outgoing rays 03" and 5™, respectively of class
Main and Myin, and with Hyow = Hyn and Hygwe = Hyin.

Proof. We use the perturbation trick of [GPS10, §1.4] in order to reduce the question to
the case of an ‘elementary’ local scattering diagram, as [GPS10, Lemma 1.9] (see [Man15,
Lemma 2.9] for the case of a general Lie algebra g), for which the result is clear. Indeed,
a consistent elementary local scattering diagram has two ingoing rays of class m; and mo,
and three outgoing rays of class my, my and my + mo. Furthermore, the outgoing rays of
class m; and mqy are continuations of the two ingoing rays. U

1.2. Scattering diagrams. In this section, we fix M ~ Z? a two-dimensional lattice,
<_> _): /\2 M—Z
a non-degenerate skew-symmetric integral bilinear form on M, and

g= @gma

meM

a M-graded Lie algebra over Q (that is, with [gm, 8m/] € Gmsms) such that [g,, g ] =0 if
(m,m’) =0.
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We also fix U an open subset of R2, of closure U in R2. For every o € U, we think
about Mr = M ® R as being the tangent space to U at o.

Definition 1.2.1. For every m € M, a naked ray of class m in U is a subset p| of U of
the form
o] = Init(0) — Ryom,
for some Init(0) € R2, or of the form
|a| = Inlt(a) - [OaTD]m7

for some Init(9) € R? and some Ty € Ryy.

In both cases, we call Init(d) the initial point of d|. If |d| is bounded, that is, if
[o| = Init(d) - [0, Ty ]m, we call Init(d) — Tym the endpoint of [9].
Definition 1.2.2. For every m e M, a ray 0 of class m in U for (M,{(-,-),q) is a pair
(]p|, Hy), where

e 0| is a naked ray of class m in U,
e H, is a nonzero element of g,.

It follows from Definition that the class of a ray is uniquely determined by the
ray.

Definition 1.2.3. We denote my € M the class of a ray 0.

Definition 1.2.4. For every o = (x,y) € U, we denotd]]
Po- MR - R )
(a,b) » 2(-ax D).

For every o € U, the function ¢, restricted to M is an additive real-valued function on
M.

Lemma 1.2.5. Let 0 = (9|, Hy) be a ray in U. Then the function given by
RZU - R)

t = Plnit()—tmo (M)
if [0] = Init(9) — Rygma, or by
[Oa TD] - R )

t— @Init(b)—tma (mb)

if [0] = Init(d) — [0, Ty ma, is increasing. More precisely, writing my = (a,b), this function
is strictly increasing if a # 0 and constant if a = 0.

Moreover, if [0] = Init(?d) - [0, T3 ]me, writing Init(d) = (x;,v;) and Init(d) — Tymy =
(z,yf), we have

Plnit(@)-Tomo (M) = Pit(a) (M) > 2|wp — 4] .

4The function that we denote ¢, should be denoted —p, using the notation of [GS11l|Grol1]. Given
our conventions in Definition the descriptions are equivalent. The notation of |GS11}/Groll| is
the most natural from the point of view of the mirror construction, but, for the purposes of the present

paper, we prefer to incorporate a minus sign once and for all in the definition of ¢, in order to have less
signs in the later formulas.
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Proof. We write my = (a,b). If a > 0, then the z-coordinate x(t) of Init(d) — tm, is an
decreasing function of ¢, and so Ymit(a)-tme (M) = 2(—ax(t) - b) is an increasing function
of t, strictly increasing if a # 0 and constant if a = 0.

Similarly, if a < 0, then the z-coordinate z(¢) of Init(?) — tm, is an increasing function

of t, and SO Ymit(a)-tm, (Ma) = 2(—ax(t) - b) is a strictly increasing function of ¢. O
Definition 1.2.6. A collection ® of raysd = (9|, Hy) in U for (M, (-,-),0) is normalized
i

(1) For every o € U and for every nonzero m € M, there is at most one ray 0 in ® of
class m such that o belongs to the interior of [0].

(2) There do no exist rays 01 = (|01], Hy,) and 03 = (02|, Hy,) in © such that the
endpoint of [01] coincides with the initial point of |9s|, and such that Hy, = H,,.

Given a collection © of rays in U for (M, (-, -),0), there is a canonical way to produce
a normalized collection of rays that we call the normalization of ®. The normalization
of ® is obtained by repeated use of the following operations:

(1) If 91 = (|01], Hy,) and 0y = ([92], Hy,) are two rays of the same class m with
01| N |92 of nonempty interior, replace 9; and 0y by the rays ([91] - [01 N 03|, Hy,),
(|02| - |Dl 002|,H02), (|01| n |02|7H01 + H02)'

(2) If 9; and dy are two rays of © such that the endpoint of [9;| coincides with
the initial point of 05 and such that H,, = H,,, replace 9; and 0, by the ray
([o1] v oo, Hoy ).

Definition 1.2.7. A scattering diagram on U for (M,{—,-),g) is a collection © of rays
0= (]|, Hy) in U for (M,{(-,-),9), such that:
(1) The collection ® is normalized.
(2) If o = (0|, Hy) is a ray in D, then ¢ (my) >0 for every o € [9|nU.
(8) For every compact set K in U and for every k € Ry, the set of rays o = (|9|, Hy)
in ® such that there exists o € [0| n K such that v, (my) < k is finite.

Definition 1.2.8. The singular locus Sing(®) of a scattering diagram ® is the set of
the initial points of the rays and of the non-trivial intersection points of the rays, that is,
Sing(D) := [ J{Init(d)} u U (Joun]oe]).

€D 01,0260
dim|[o1|n[92]=0

Let © be a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, -),g), and let o € U. We explain how
to define a local scattering diagram ®, for (M, {(-,-),¢,,g) in the sense of The
local scattering diagram %, is a local picture of ® around the point o, Mg = M ® R
being identified with the tangent space to U at o. More precisely, local rays of ®, are
constructed from rays of © as follows.

Let ® = (]9], Hy) be a ray of class m, of ® such that Init(d) = 0. Then we define

[0,] :== —Ryom, and we view 0, := ([0,, Hyt#> (™)) as a (outgoing) local ray of D,.
Let o = (||, Hy) be a ray of class m, of © such that o € [0| and o # Init(9). Then
we define [0, ou| := “Rsomp and we view 04 001 := ([04.0ut], Hot? (™)) as a (outgoing) local

ray of ©,. We also define [0,,| := Ryomy and we view 0,4, = ([04.in], Hot#7 (™)) as a
(ingoing) local ray of @,.
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Lemma 1.2.9. The collection of local rays ®, is a local scattering diagram for (M, (-, -),
Yo, 8) in the sense of Definition m

Proof. Conditions (1)-(2)-(3) of Definition for ®, follow respectively from conditions
(1)-(2)-(3) of Definition for ©. O

Definition 1.2.10. Let k be a nonnegative integer. A scattering diagram © on U for
(M,(-,-),g) is consistent at order k if, for every o € U nSing(®), the local scattering
diagram D, for (M,(-,-), ¢y, 8) is consistent at order k in the sense of Definition[1.1.7

Definition 1.2.11. A scattering diagram © on U for (M,{-,-),g) is consistent if it
s consistent at order k for every nonnegative integer k, or equivalently if for every o €
U nSing(®), the local scattering diagram ®, for (M,{-,-),¢,,8) is consistent in the

sense of Definition [1.1.8,

1.3. The scattering diagrams S(®™). In this section we construct specific examples
of scattering diagrams in the sense of §1.2
Recall that we fix M ~ Z? a two-dimensional lattice. We take

<_7 _>: /\2 M~ Z
given by
((a,b),(a’,0")) = 3(a’b - ab’).
The precise form of (-, —) plays no role in the remaining part of , but will become
crucial for the wall-crossing argument in D?(P2): the choice of (-, -) is dictated by the

skew-symmetrized Euler form of D?(P?), see Lemma [2.1.3]
We consider U the open subset of R? given by

2 a?

U=1{(z.y) eRoy>-—1}.
We have

— 2 x2

U= {(w.y) eRy> -1},
and so the boundary OU := U — U is the parabola of equation y = —%.
Lemma 1.3.1. Let 0 € U and m € M such that p,(m) >0. Then

oc-RyymcU.

Proof. We write o = (z,y) € R? and m = (a,b) € Z?. For every t € R,, we have o —tm =
(z(t),y(¢)) and
(z—ta)? +2(y —tb) = 2% + 2y + 2t(~axw — b) + t?a* > 2 + 2y + 2t(-ax - b) .
As 0 € U, we have z2 + 2y > 0. On the other hand, we have ¢,(m) = 2(-az - b) > 0. It
follows that (z —ta)? +2(y —tb) >0, that is, 0 —tm e U. O
Lemma 1.3.2. Let 0 be a ray in U such that p,(my) > 0 for every o € p|nU. Then,
writing Init(0) — tmy = (x(t),y(t)) for every t € Ry, the function given by
RBU - R7
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ta(t)? +2y(t)
if 9] = Init(?) — Ry, o7 by
[0,T3] - R,
te () + 2y(t)
if 9] = Init(9) — [0, Ty [mo, is strictly increasing.
Proof. Writing m, = (a,b) € Z2, we have, for every o = (z(t),y(t)) € [o|n U,

d

%(:L'(t)2 +2y(t)) =2(—ax(t) - b) = p,(my) > 0.
As |0|nU is at most a point (indeed, [0 ¢ U and QU is a parabola), and t = z(t)2 + 2y(t)
is continuous, we conclude that ¢ — ()2 + 2y(t) is strictly increasing. d

Definition 1.3.3. For every n € Z, we denote
2

sn::(n,—%)EU—UCR2

m,, = (1,-n) € Z?
m! = (-1,n) e Z*.

Definition 1.3.4. For every n € Z, we define naked rays

1
|D:L| = Sp — [07 _]m;rm
2
and )
0,]:=5,-10,=]|m,, .
o] i= 50 = [0, 5]

We have [0}|nU = s, - (0,5]m; and [0;|n U := s, — (0,5]m;, that is, [0}| and [0;]
are contained in U, except for their initial point s, which is on the boundary of U. In
particular, [0}| and [0;] are naked rays in U in the sense of Definition[1.2.1] This is related
to the fact that, for every n € Z, the line Rm,, = Rm} is the tangent at the point s, to

the parabola y = —%2, that is, to the boundary of U.

Lemma 1.3.5. For every n € Z, we have
_ 1 1 _ 1 n?2 n
051 0 [0 = 50 - §m2 = Snel T 5 Mg = (n+ 375 5) :
Proof. Elementary computation. O
Lemma 1.3.6. For every n € Z, we have
Pzlon;. (M) = Pigiof; | (M) = 1.

Proof. Using Definition and Lemma [1.3.5] we have

1
80|a;|m|a;ﬂ|(m;) =2(n+ 5° n)=1,
and

, 1
gl (Mer) = 2(-n =5 +n+1) = 1.
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F1GURE 3. The parabola y = —%2 and the tangent lines Rm; = Rm} at the
points s,.

Let

g= @gma

meM
a M-graded Lie algebra over Q (that is with [gm, §m/] € Gmems) such that [g,, gn] = 0 if
(m,m') = 0. For every n € Z and for every integer ¢ > 1, we fix nonzero elements

H+,€ € Gemy

n
and

Hﬁi € Gom- -
For every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1, ([0}, H, ,) and ([oy], H,) are rays in U in
the sense of Definition [.2.2]

Lemma 1.3.7. The set D™ of rays o', := (|0}, H',), 0., = (|0,], H,,), for all n € Z
and for every integer £ > 1, is a scattering diagram on U for (M,{-,-), @) in the sense of

Definition [1.2.7].

Proof. As the rays of D™ have distinct classes (¢m;, = (=¢, fn) for 9 , and ¢my, = (¢,~(n)
for D;,z)’ and as there do not exist rays 0, and 0, of ®™ with the endpoint of 9; coinciding
with the initial point of d5, D™ satisfies condition (1) of Definition [1.2.7]

If 0 = (x,y) €[0}|nU, then x > n, so, for every £ > 1, p,(¢m},) = {(x —n) > 0. Similarly,
if o= (z,y)€[0;|nU, then x < n, so, for every £ > 1, ¢, (¢m;) =l(-x +n) > 0. It follows
that D satisfies condition (2) of Definition [1.2.7]

Let K be a compact in U and k € Ryg. As K is compact in U, there exists C' > 0 such
that o = (x,y) € K implies |z| < C, and there exists € > 0 such that o = (z,y) € K implies
|z —n| > e for all n € Z. Therefore, if we have o € K n[0}] such that ¢,(¢m}) < k, then
Uz -n)<k, |z|<C,|r—n|>¢ s0 |n|<k+C and £ < k/e: in particular, there are finitely
many such n and /.
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Similarly, if we have o € K n [0;] such that ¢,(¢m;) < k, then ¢(n—z) <k, |z| < C,
|z —n|>¢€ s0 |n| <k+C and ¢ < kfe. There are again only finitely many such n and /.
This shows that D™ satisfies condition (3) of Definition [1.2.7] O

Proposition 1.3.8. There exists a unique sequence (Si(D™))ren of scattering diagrams
on U for (M,{-,-),9) such that:

° SO(Qin) — @in.

o For every k € N, Si.1(D™) is obtained by adding to Si(D™) rays 0 such that

|0| C U, kf < @Init(b)(ma) < k + ]_ and @Init(g)(ma) 2 ].

o For every k e N, Sp(D™) is consistent at order k.
For every k € N, we call Sp(D™) the order k consistent completion of ©™. We denote
S(D) the limiting consistent scattering diagram on U for (M,(-,-)) and we call it the
consistent completion of D,

Proof. We prove the existence and uniqueness of S(D™) by induction on k € N.

For k = 0, the scattering diagram D™ is trivially consistent at order 0, and we set
So(Din) := D", According to Lemma and Lemma the only o € U n Sing(D™)
are the points [;;|n[0;,,/, and at such point o, the function ¢, evaluated on the classes
of the ingoing rays of the corresponding local scattering diagram is equal to 1.

Let k € N be such that S,(®D™) has been constructed and proved to be unique. We
wish to construct and prove the uniqueness of Si,1 (D).

For every o € U n Sing(Sp(D™)), let Si(D™), be the corresponding local scattering
diagram for (M, (-, -), ¢, 8)o given by Lemma [1.2.9] By induction hypothesis, we know
that p(my) > 1 for every ray d of Si(®™),. Using Proposition [1.1.9] it follows that
the local scattering diagram Si(®™), can be canonically completed in an order k + 1
consistent local scattering diagram Sy.1(Sk(D™),), by adding outgoing rays 0 with & <
0o(my) <k+1 and p,(my) > 1.

For every o € U n Sing(S,(D™) and for every d = (~Rygmy, Qt?(™)) outgoing ray of
Si1(Sk(D™M),) added to S,(D™), we define a ray 9 in U by

0:= (0 - Rogma, ).

We have by construction k < @ri5y(m;) < k+1 and o3 (m5) > 1. Remark that
according to Lemma the condition ¢, (my) > 1> 0 implies that o - Rygm, c U, and
so 0 is indeed a ray in U.

We denote Sg,1(D™) the union of the rays of S;(D") and of all the rays d constructed
above. We define Sy,; (D) as being the normalization of Sy,; (D) (see Remark following
Definition [1.2.6), so that Sj.1(D™) satisfies condition (1) of Definition

By construction, Sy,;(D™) satisfies condition (2) of Definition Therefore, in
order to show that Si,1(®™) is a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, -),g), it remains
to check condition (3) of Definition [1.2.7] It follows from the second part of Lemma
that for every compact subset K of U, there exists a positive integer N such that every
ray 0 = (9], Hy) in Spy1(®D™) comes by successive local scatterings from the initial rays
0, 0, with |n| < N. In particular, there are only finitely many such rays, and so condition

(3) of Definition is satisfied.
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We claim that the scattering diagram Sy,;(®™) is consistent at order k+1. Indeed, let
o € UnSing(Sk+1(D™) and let Sy.1(D™), be the corresponding local scattering diagram.
If 0 € UnSing(S,(D™)), then Si,1(D™M), is obtained from Si,1(Si(D™),) by adding rays
0 with ¢,(my) > k and p,(my) 2 1, coming in ingoing-outgoing pairs (local picture of a
ray passing through o: see Definition of @, in . By construction, Sy 1(Sk(D"),) is
consistent at order k + 1. On the other hand, the automorphisms attached to the added
rays commute with the automorphisms attached to the rays of Sy,1(Sk(D™),) and with
each other up to terms of t-adic valuation strictly greater than k£+1, so the automorphisms
attached to ingoing-outgoing pairs cancel each other and so Sy,1(®™), is consistent at
order k + 1.

If o ¢ UnSing(S,(D")), then all the rays 0 of Si.1(D™) are newly added rays, with
vo(my) > k and ¢(my) > 1, coming in ingoing-outgoing pairs (local picture of a ray
passing through o: see Definition of D, in §1.2)). The automorphisms attached to the
added rays commute with each other up to terms of t-adic valuation strictly greater than
max(2k,2) > k+ 1, so the automorphisms attached to ingoing-outgoing pairs cancel each
other and so Si.1(®™), is consistent at order k + 1.

It remains to prove the uniqueness of Si,1(®™). Let ® be a scattering diagram on
U satisfying the same properties that Si.1(D™) stated in Proposition . Let 0 be a
ray of © which is not in Sp(D™). As Ymi) < k+ 1, 9 cannot be produced by a local
scattering containing as incoming ray a ray of © added to Si(D™), and so Init(?) «
U n Sing(Sk(®D")). It follows by consistency of © and uniqueness of the local consistent
completion given by Proposition that 0 is one of the rays of Si,1(D™). O

The proof of Proposition is a variant of a rather simple case of the construction
of wall structures in the sense of Gross-Siebert (e.g. see [Groll} §6.3.3], or |[GS11] for a
much more general context). The main difference is that we do not work with polyhe-
dral decompositions and Z-valued piecewise linear functions, but with R-valued linear
functions ¢, .

It is clear from the proof of Proposition that the construction of S(®™) from
D is completely algorithmic: it is an iterative application of the construction of local
consistent completions, Proposition [I.1.9] which is itself completely algorithmic.

1.4. The scattering diagrams S(D1,), S(D) and S(D}.). For every g a M-graded
Lie algebra over Q such that [g,,, gm'] = 0 if (m,m’) =0, and for every choice of nonzero
elements H;{,g € gom: and H&Z € Qem-, N € Z, £ > 1, we have defined in 1 a scattering
diagram ®™ and constructed its consistent completion S(D™"). Below, we apply this
construction in several more specific cases.

Definition 1.4.1. We denote g, the Q(u*%,v*%)-Lz’e algebra
Guw = @ Q(ui%avi%)zm
meM
with Lie bracket given by

{m, (m,m’)

[, 2] s= (=)o) (uw) 25 = ()25 )z
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Definition 1.4.2. We denote g, the @(q*%)-Lie algebra

il m
g = D Q(¢*2)=
meM
with Lie bracket given by

,m') (m,m

(27,27 i= (1) (5 g

Definition 1.4.3. We denote g+ the @(qi%)—Lie algebra

g+ = @ Q(qia)zm
meM
with Lie bracket given by

(m,m/) _{m.m)

(27, 2™ )= (¢ 2 —q 2 )z,
Definition 1.4.4. We denote g,- the Q-Lie algebra
gel- = @ @zm

meM

with Lie bracket given by
(27, 2™ ] = (=1)™™ ) m,m!) 2
Definition 1.4.5. We denote g,+ the Q-Lie algebra
go = P Q"

meM

with Lie bracket given by

m+m’

Remarks:
e g, is the specialization u =v = ¢z of Guv-
e g.- is the semiclassical limit q% -1 of g,-.
e g+ is the semiclassical limit q% — 1 of gg+.

Definition 1.4.6. We denote D}, the scattering diagram D™ of obtained for g =
Ouw, and, for every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1,

1 1
¢ (uv)é - (uv)_g

+ Im

nt *

S+

€ (gu,v)fm;; 3

and
1 1

1; = bmn € (gu v)@m‘ .
o ¢ (uv)é - (uv)_g o

We denote S(D1,) the consistent completion of DI, given by Proposition .
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Definition 1.4.7. We denote @;rl the scattering diagram D™ of obtained for g = g,
and, for every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1,

1 1 it
;,5 = _Zﬁ—_ﬁze "€ (gtf)ﬁmz )
q2 —_ q 2
and ) .
H, = _Zﬁzem;‘ € (9 )em;, -
q2z —q 2

We denote S(@;ri) the consistent completion of @;n_ giwen by Proposition .

Definition 1.4.8. We denote CD;‘} the scattering diagram D™ of obtained for g = gq,
and, for every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1,

. (_1)@—1 1

Zﬂm; € (gq+ )fm;; )

e l qg — q_é
and (1)t X
_ (D~ -
Hn,ﬁ = / z 7 Zz n e (qur)fm;L .
q2 —q 2

We denote S(@gi) the consistent completion of D gwen by Proposition .

Definition 1.4.9. We denote @15_ the scattering diagram D™ of obtained for g = gu-,
and, for every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1,

1
+ . m)
Hn,f T _E_QZ € (gcl’ )Zm;; >

and

R
Hn,f = _6_22,5 " e (gcl_)ém;l .

We denote S(@‘C?_) the consistent completion of @lc‘f_ gwen by Proposition .

Definition 1.4.10. We denote @lcflh the scattering diagram D™ of obtained for g =
ga+, and, for every n € Z and for every integer £ > 1,

1)1
;,e = —( 52 i ¢ (Ger*)ems »

and (1)t
(D
Hn,é = /2 ZZ "€ (gcl+ )fm,; .

We denote S(@‘}) the consistent completion of @1;11 giwen by Proposition .

Lemma 1.4.11. e Under the change of variables q% = (uv)%, we have the equality
of scattering diagrams S(D) = S(Dip,).
o The scattering diagram S(@‘C‘f_) 1s the semiclassical limat q% — 1 of the scattering
diagram S(D).
o The scattering diagram S(@‘CIIE) 15 the semiclassical limat q% — 1 of the scattering

diagram S(D).
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Proof. The result is true at the level of the scattering diagrams ™ from their explicit
description. The result follows by uniqueness of the consistent completion given by Propo-

sition [L3.8 O
Corollary 1.4.12. For every ray 0 = (|d], Hy) of S(Di2,), we have
H, e Q(qi%) ,
where we view Q(¢*2) inside Q(u*z,v*2) via the change of variables ¢z = (uv)?.
Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of the first point of Lemma [1.4.11 Il

1.5. Action of ¢/(1) on scattering diagrams. In this section we establish a symmetry
¥(1) of the scattering diagram S(D,) defined in .

Definition 1.5.1. We denote (1) the affine transformation of R? given by
P(1):R? —» R?

(-]
and dy[1] its linear part, given by
dy(1):R* - R?

(a,b) » (a,b-a).
Lemma 1.5.2. For every (z,y) € R?, writing 1¥(1)((x,y)) = («',y"), we have

(') +2y = 2%+ 2y.
Proof. We have

()2 +2y = (x+1)2+2(y—x—%) =2?+2y.

Lemma 1.5.3. The affine transformation (1) of R? preserves U.
Moreover the restriction of ¥(1) to U is a bijection from U to U.

Proof. Recall that (z,y) € U if and only if 22 + 2y > 0. Therefore, the fact that (1)
preserves U follows directly from Lemma [1.5.2]
In order to show that ¢)(1)|y:U — U is a bijection, we remark that ¢(1):R? - R? is a
bijection, of inverse given by
Y(1)™:R? - R?

1
(flj,y) g (.’13— 1ay+x_§)'
The fact that 1(1)~! preserves U follows from Lemma [1.5.2] O

Definition 1.5.4. Let d = (9|, Hy) be a ray of class my in U for (M, (-, =), Quv). Writing

Hy = Q2™ € (gu0)mg, we define (1)) := (L (1)(P]), ¥(1)(Hs)), where p(1)(P) s the
image of [o| by ¥(1), and where (1)(Hy) = Qpzdv(me),
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The notation ¥ (1) will be justified in Lemma where it will be shown that, after
identification of U with a space of stability conditions on D?(P2), the action of 1(1) on
U coincides with the action of the autoequivalence — ® O(1) of D°(P?).

Lemma 1.5.5. If0 is a ray of class my in U for (M, (-, =), guw), then 1(1)(d) is a ray
of class dip(my) in U for (M,{—,=), Buv)-

Proof. The only not completely obvious point is that 1/(1)(|9]) is contained in U, but this
follows from Lemma [L.5.3 0

Definition 1.5.6. Let © be a scattering diagram on U for (M,{(-,-),guv). We denote
Y(1)(D) the collection of rays ¥(1)(0), for all ® ray of ©.

Lemma 1.5.7. Let ® be a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, =), guv). Then ¢(1)(D)
is a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, =), Gu.v)-

Proof. We have to check conditions (1)-(2)-(3) of Definition Condition (1) is clear
as (1) restricted to U is a bijection from U to U according to Lemma [1.5.3|

Let @ be a ray of © and let o = (z,y) € [o|nU. Writing m, = (a,b), we have ¢, (my) =
2(—ax —b) > 0 by condition (2) of Definition satisfied by ©. So we have

)@ (dP(1)(ma)) = 2(=az + 1) = (b= a)) = 2(-az - b) = ¢, (my) > 0.
It follows that ¢(1)(D) satisfies condition (2) of Definition [1.2.7]
Condition (3) of Definition for ¢(1)(®) follows from condition (3) of Definition
for © as (1) is a proper map. O

Recall that we defined the scattering diagram S(®D ) in §1.4, The following result
expresses the fact that ¢(1) is a symmetry of S(D,).

Proposition 1.5.8. We have 1(1)(S(Dir,)) = S(D2,).
Proof. We first remark that we have ¢(1)(Dir ) = D2 . Indeed, for every n € Z, we have

n? (n+1)2

P(1)(50) =0 (D)((n, 2N = (41, -2 - )= (ne1,

dy(m,) = do((1,-n)) = (1,-n-1) =m,,
dy(my,) =do((-1,n)) = (-1,n+1) =my.,,
and so, for every n € Z and for every integer ¢ > 1, we have ¢(1)(?},) = 0;,,, and
V(1)) =051
The fact that 1(1)(S(Dir,)) = (D) then follows from the uniqueness of the consis-
tent completion given by Proposition [1.3.8|. Il

) = Sp+1

2. THE SCATTERING DIAGRAM DY,

In we fix some notation for coherent sheaves on P2. In we review Bridgeland
stability conditions on the derived category of coherent sheaves on P? and we introduce
a special set of coordinates on a particular slice of the space of these stability conditions.

In §2.3 we review properties of moduli spaces of Bridgeland semistable objects. In §2.4]
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we introduce numerical invariants of these moduli spaces, in particular Hodge numbers

of the intersection cohomology. In §2.5| we use these numerical invariants to construct

a scattering diagram 59521)- In we establish a symmetry property of the scattering
diagram D%,

2.1. Coherent sheaves on P2. Let Coh(P?) be the abelian category of coherent sheaves
on P2. Given E a coherent sheaf on P2, we denote r(E) its rank, d(E) its degree,
X(F):=dim H°(E) - dim H'(F) + dim H?(FE) its Euler characteristic, and

V(E) = (r(E),d(E),x(E)) e Z°.

We call v(E) € Z3 the class of E. Remark that £ — ~(FE) is additive: for every E and
F' coherent sheaves on P2, we have y(E & F) = y(E) +y(F). The data of v(E) € Z3 is
equivalent to the data of the Chern character of E. Indeed, we have

cho(E) =7(E),chi(E) = d(E) , chy(E) = x(E) - r(E) - gd(E) :

Let D°(P2) be the bounded derived category of the abelian category Coh(P?). We denote
I = Ko (D (P?)) = Ko(Coh(P?)).
We have
~73
[E] = ~(E) = (r(E),d(E),x(E)).
For every object E of D°(IP?), we denote v(E) its class in T’ ~ Z3. We denote
M= {(0,0, )| x € Z} € T

We have I'Y ~ Z. If E is a coherent sheaf on P2, then v(E) € I'? if and only if F is
supported in dimension 0. For every n € Z, we have the line bundle O(n) on P2. For
every object E in D’(P?), we denote E(n) = E ® E(n).

Definition 2.1.1. We denote
(-,-)T®l -7
7@y = (1,7),
the bilinear form on I' given by, for v = (r,d,x) and v" = (r',d’,x’),
(v,7') ==3dr" —rr' =dd" + rx"+ xr".

Lemma 2.1.2. The bilinear form (-,—) on I' coincides with the Euler form on I’ =
Ko(D*(P?)), that is, for every objects E and E' of D°(P?), the Euler characteristic

x(E,E") := dimHom(E, E') - dim Ext'(E, E') + dim Ext*(E, E")

s given by

X(E,E") = (v(E),~(E")).
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Proof. Let E and E’ be two objects of D’(P2). We denote v(E) = (r,d,x) and v(E') =
(r',d',x"). By the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula, we have, denoting H = ¢;(O(1)),

X(E, E') = fp ch(EY) ch(E') td(P?) = fp 2(r—dH+ch2(E))(r’+d’H+ch2(E’))(1+2H+H2)

=rr’ + %(rd' —dr') +rchy(E") + che(E)r' —dd'.
Using that cho(E) = x —r - 3d and chy(E") = ' -’ - 3d’, we get the desired formula. [
Lemma 2.1.3. For every v,v' € I', we have
(7,7 = (',7) = (my,ml) .
Proof. Let v,~" € I'. We denote v = (r,d, x) and 7' = (', d’, x"). We recall from Definition
that m., = (r,-d), m, = (r',=d"), and from that
((a,),(a’,b)) =3(a’b-ab’).
Therefore, we have
(M, moy) = 3(rd —dr') .
On the other hand, using Definition we have
(1,7 = (7)) = 3(rd" - dr").
U
The skew-symmetric bilinear form v ® v — (v,7") = (7/,7) on I' can be viewed as

the Euler form of the Calabi-Yau-3 category Dj(Kp2) of coherent sheaves on Kpe set-
theoretically supported on P2.

2.2. Stability conditions. We first recall the classical notions of p-stability and Gieseker
stability. We refer to [HL10] for details.

Definition 2.2.1. Let E be a coherent sheaf on P? with r(E) +0. The slope of E is

u(E) = %

Definition 2.2.2. A coherent sheaf E on P? is p-semistable (respectively p-stable) if
E is purely of dimension 2 (that is; the dimension of every nonzero subsheaf of E is
2), and, for every nonzero strict subsheaf F of E, we have u(F) < u(E) (respectively

p(F) < p(E)).

Definition 2.2.3. Let E be a coherent sheaf on P2. The reduced Hilbert polynomial is
the monic polynomial

agp
where ag is the leading coefficient of the Hilbert polynomial x(E(n)).
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Definition 2.2.4. A coherent sheaf E on P? is Gieseker semistable (respectively stable)
if E is of pure dimension (that is, every nonzero subsheaf of E has a support of dimension
equal to the dimension of the support of E), and, for every nonzero strict subsheaf F' of
E, we have pr(n) <pg(n) (respectively pp(n) < pg(n)) for n large enough.

We now recall the notion stability condition in the sense of Bridgeland |Bri07], in the
particular case of the triangulated category D’(P?).

Definition 2.2.5. A prestability condition o on D°(P2) consists of a pair o = (Z, A),
such that:

e A is the heart of a bounded t-structure on D"(IP?).

e 7 is a linear map Z:1' - C, called the central charge.

e For every nonzero object E of A, we have Z(E) = p(E)e™*E) with p(E) € Ry,
and 0 < ¢(F) < 1, that is Z(FE) is contained in the upper half-plane minus the
nonnegative real azis.

e A nonzero object F' of A is o-semistable if for every nonzero subobject F' of F' in
A, we have ¢(F") < ¢(F). We require the Harder-Narasimhan property, that is,
that every nonzero object E of A admits a finite filtration

OcEycky---cE,=F
in A, with each factor F; := E;|E;_y o-semistable and ¢(Fy) > ¢(Fy) > ---> ¢(F},).

Definition 2.2.6. Given o = (Z, A) a stability condition on D°(P?), an object F of
D°(P2?) is called o-stable if F' is a nonzero object of A, and, for every nonzero strict

subobject F' of F' in A, we have ¢(F") < ¢(F).

Definition 2.2.7. A stability condition o = (Z, A) on D°(P?) is a prestability condition
satisfying the support property, that is, such that there exists a quadratic form Q) on the
R-vector space I' ® R such that:

e The kernel of Z in I' ® R is negative definite with respect to @,
e For every o-semistable object, we have Q(v(E)) > 0.

Remarks:

e If o = (Z, A) is a stability condition on D’(P?) which satisfies the support property,
then the image by Z:I" — C of the set of v € I" such that there exists a o-semistable
object of class ~ is discrete in C.

e The support property is a notion due to Kontsevich-Soibelman [KS08, §1.2]. We
refer to [BM11, Appendix B] for a comparison with earlier notions of finiteness
for stability conditions.

We denote Stab(P2) the set of stability conditions on D’(P2). According to [Bri07],
Stab(P?) has a natural structure of complex manifold of dimension 3, such that the map

Stab(P?) - Hom(T',C) ~ C?
o=(Z,A)~Z

is a local isomorphism of complex manifolds (locally on Stab(IP?)).
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Following [Bri08, AB13,[BM11,|JABCH13|, we review a standard way to construct ex-
amples of stability conditions on D°(P?).

Definition 2.2.8. For every s € R, we denote:

o Coh™*(P?) the subcategory of Coh(P?) generated (by extensions) by p-semistable
sheaves of slope < s.

e Coh™(IP2) the subcategory of Coh(P?) generated (by extensions) by p-semistable
sheaves of slope > s and torsion sheaves.

o Coh™(P2) the subcategory of D'(P2) of objects E such that Hi(E) =0 fori+ 1,0,
HY(E) is an object of Coh**(P2), and HO(E) is an object of Coh™®(P2?).

The category Coh**(P?) is obtained from Coh(P2) by tilt of the torsion pair
(Coh™(P?), Coh™*(P?)) .
In particular, Coh**(IP?) is an abelian category and the heart of a bounded t-structure
on D°(P?).

Definition 2.2.9. For every (s,t) € R2 with t > 0, let Z&O:T - C be the linear map
defined

v = (rdx) = 23,
» , , 3
Zﬁg ) = —g(s+zt)2+d(s+zt) +T’+§d—X-

We have ) 5
ZP9 =r (—5(32 -1?) - ist) +d(s+it)+r+ 24X

1 3
:—5(52—t2)r+ds+r+id—x+i(d—sr)t.

If £ is an object of D*(IP?) of class y(F) €T, then we can write

Z(S,t) - _ AQ ef(sﬂ't)H Ch(E),

where H :=¢;(O(1)).
According to [Bri08,|/AB13,BM11], for every (s,t) € R? with ¢ > 0, the pair

(261, Coh™ (P*))
is a stability condition on D’(P?). In particular, we get an embedding of the upper
half-plane {(s,t) € R?|t > 0} into Stab(P?).
We now do something new, which is to describe the same slice inside Stab(IP?), but
using coordinates (z,y) different from the usual coordinates (s,t). This will replace the

upper half-plane {(s,t) € R?|t > 0} by the ‘upper parabola’ U = {(z,y) € R?|y > —%},
which already appeared in §I.3

Definition 2.2.10. For every (z,y) € U = {(z,y) e R2|y > -2} let Z@):T - C be the
linear map defined by

v =(rd,x) m 25
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. 3 | o
Z4) =ry+de+rs od-x+i(d-re)ya®+2y.

Proposition 2.2.11. For every o = (x,y) € U, the pair (Z@v), Coh™ (IP2)) is a stability
condition on D°(P2).

Proof. According to |Bri0O8,|AB13,|BM11], for every (s,t) € R? with ¢ > 0, the pair
(Z(s,t)7 Coh#s(]P)Q))

is a stability condition on D’(P?).
The map

(5.1) & (5,5 (2~ 1))

defines a bijection between the upper half-plane

{(s,8) € R?|t > 0}

and
22
U= {(ey) e Ry> -2},
of inverse
Vi (x,y) = (7,22 +2y),
such that Z@w) = Zv(zy), O
Remarks:

e Proposition [2.2.11] gives a map

U - Stab(P?)

0 = (x,y) = (29, Coh™ (B?))

which is injective. Viewing U as an open subset of R? ~ C, this map is holomor-
phic. From now on, we use the same notation o for a point o = (z,y) in U or for
the corresponding stability condition o = (Z7,.47) := (Z@) Coh*" (IP2)).

e If F is a skyscraper sheaf k(p), p € P2, then v(£) = (0,0,1) and 23 gy = —1 for
every o € U.

e The choice of the coordinates (z,y) instead of the more traditional coordinates
(s,t) is motivated by the fact that the real part of the central charge,

3
ReZ;’:ry+d:c+r+§d—X,

is affine in (x,y) (but quadratic in (s,t)). This will be the key point enabling us
to make contact with scattering diagrams in §2.5
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2.3. Moduli spaces and walls. For every o € U and v € I', we denote 7 the moduli

stack of o-semistable objects in D?(P2) of class 7. According to [ABCH13], the Artin
stack 97 admits a good moduli space M7 which is in fact a projective scheme whose
closed points are in one-to-one correspondence with S-equivalence classes of o-semistable
objects of class 7. This follows from a description of M7 as moduli space of quiver
representations, see [ABCH13, Proposition 7.5]. The moduli space M7= of o-stable
objects of class 7 is a quasiprojective scheme, open in M?.

According to [LZ19b], we have Ext?(E, E) = 0 for every o-semistable object E with
Y(E) ¢ I'?, and so the stacks Mg of o-semistable objects and the moduli spaces MJ™* of
o-stable objects are smooth if v ¢ I'0.

If E is a o-semistable object of class ¢ I'0, then, using that Ext*(E, E) = 0 and Lemma
[2.1.2] we find that the dimension of M7 at E is dim Ext' (E, E)-dim Ext’(E, E) = =(y,7).
In short, if 7 ¢ ', the moduli stack 97 is smooth and equidimensional of dimension

dim 9T = -(7,7).

If £ is a o-stable object of class v ¢ I'0, then, using that Ext*(E,E) = 0, that
dimExt’(E,E) = 1 as a stable object is simple, and Lemma we find that the
dimension of M?~" at E is dim Ext'(E,E)=1-x(E,E)=1-(v,7). In short, if v ¢ I'0,
the moduli space M7~ is smooth and equidimensional of dimension

dim M7 =1 - (v,7).

In fact, M2~ is also smooth and equidimensional if v € I'?, as it is P? if 7 = (0,0, 1), and
the emptyset else (this follows from Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 10.1 of [Bri08]). The moduli
spaces M7 of o-semistable objects are singular in general.

Our main interest is in the study of MY as a function of o. Such study, mainly from
the birational point of view, has been done in [ABCH13, BMW14} CH16, CH14}|CH15,
CHW17, Huil6,|LZ18,LZ19a,[Mar17,|Ohk10, Wool3]. The result is that, for a fixed 7,
there are finitely many curves in U, called actual walls for ~, such that if ¢ moves in
a given connected component of the complement of the walls in U, then MJ does not
change. In other words, M7, as a function of o, only changes when o crosses an actual
wall.

Every +" € I" not collinear with ~ defines a potential wall W, ., for v, defined as the set
of o € U such that Z7 and Z7, are positively collinear. It follows from the explicit formula
giving Z7, Definition [2.2.10] that each potential wall is either a parabola or a vertical line
in U. Every actual wall for ~ is contained in a potential wall for 7. Not every potential
wall for v is an actual wall for v: there are only finitely many actual walls for v but in
general infinitely many potential walls for v. An algorithm to determine the actual walls
for v is presented in [LZ19a].

We will not be interested in the study of MY as a function of o from the birational
point of view, but from the point of view of numerical cohomological invariants: Euler
characteristics, Betti numbers, Hodge numbers. We will consider these invariants for
intersection cohomology rather than for singular cohomology: as the moduli spaces M7
are in general singular, we will obtain invariants with better properties this way.
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2.4. Intersection cohomology invariants. We refer to |BBD82,|dCMO09,Sai90]|, for
general notions on intersection cohomology, perverse sheaves and mixed Hodge modules,
and to [MR17,|Meil5] for applications in the context of Donaldson-Thomas theory, which
will be ultimately relevant for us.

We recall that given X a projective variety, Z an equidimensional subvariety of X, and
L a variation of pure Hodge structures on an open subset Z° of the smooth part of Z,
then there is a canonical pure Hodge module /C%z(L) on X such that ICz(L)|z = L.

For every o € U and v € I', we apply this construction to X = M7, Z = M7 the
closure of M7= in M7, Z° = M7, and L = Q viewed as a trivial variation of pure
Hodge structures of type (0,0). Remark that M7=s' is equidimensional by . We
obtain a mixed Hodge module [ OW(Q) on MJ. By Saito theory of mixed Hodge

modules [Sai90|, for every k € Z, the cohomology group
THH(MS.Q) = HH (M3 ICyp(Q)

is naturally a pure Hodge structure of weight k, and so has Hodge numbers, that we denote
ThPa(M?7). We organize these intersection Hodge numbers into some signed symmetrized
intersection Hodge polynomial

dlmM”
g (b 08 o= (~(u) )5 (LM e € 2t 0%,

p,q=0
We organize the intersection Betti numbers
Ib;(M?) := dim HY (M7, [C3=(Q)) = >, IhP9(MY7),
p+a=j
into some signed symmetrized intersection Poincaré polynomial

2d1mM"

Ib9(q%) = (=q2)™ M7 Y (<1)1b;(MY)gF € Z[g*H].

7=0

Finally, we can consider the intersection Euler characteristic

2dim M ‘
lel? = Zg (1) 1b;(M7) e Z,
]:
and its signed version
2dim MY
lel? = (—1)dim My Z[:) (1) Ib;(M7) e Z.
]:

We have the obvious specialization relations:

1

16(q7) = Th(u? = ¢2,v% = ¢3),

N

Te? =1b5(q? =1).
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If Mg=*= Mg, which happens for example if  is a primitive element of the lattice T,
then MY is a smooth projective variety and the intersection Hodge numbers, Betti num-
bers, Euler characteristic of M coincide with the usual Hodge numbers, Betti numbers,
Euler characteristic of M.

2.5. Scattering diagrams from stability conditions. .
Recall that we introduced in the skew-symmetric form (-, -) on M = Z2 given by

(= -2 N\’M - Z
((a,b),(a’,b")) =3(a'b—ab").

In this section we use the intersection Hodge polynomials I hg(u% , v3 ), the intersection

Poincaré polynomials 165 (q%), and the intersection Euler characteristics IeZ, defined in
to construct scattering diagrams on U, in the sense of Definition , P Q]gf

U,

and @gi, respectively for (M, (-, =), guw), (M, (-, =), 84+), and (M, (-, -), gq+). We recall
that the Lie algebras gy, g¢+ and g have been defined in §I.4]
For every v = (r,d, x) € T', we define
Ly={0eU|Z] €iRs}.

Using the explicit formula for Z7 given in Definition [2.2.10] we find that
3
L, ={(z,y) eU|ry+dx+r+§d—X:O,—m:+d>0}.
Remark that L, = L., if v and +" are positively collinear in I'.

More explicitly, we have the following cases according to the sign of r and d:
e If 7 >0, then L, is the intersection of the line of equation

3
ry+d:c+r+§d—)<:0

with U and with the right half-plane z < ;—i.
e If 7 <0, then L, is the intersection of the line of equation

ry+da:+r+%d—x=0

with U and with the left half-plane x > %.
e If 7 =0 and d >0, then L, is the intersection of the vertical line of equation

3 X

2 d

with U.
o If r=0and d<0, then L, is empty.

For every € I', we denote L., the closure of L, in U.
Definition 2.5.1. For every v €', we define
R, ={0eU|Z3 €iRs, ThS(uz,v7) % 0}.
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_ By definition, for every v €T, R, is a subset of L,. We denote R, the closure of R, in
U: it is a subset of L,.

Definition 2.5.2. For every v €', we denote
I, :={y el'|y=1{yfor some l € L3},
that is, I'y is the finite set of elements in the lattice I' dividing .

The moduli spaces M7, and so the intersection Hodge polynomials [ hg(u%,v%), are
constant as a function of ¢ for ¢ lying in a given connected component of the complement
in U of the finitely many actual walls for 7. It follows that, for every v € I', we have a
natural decomposition

Ry = U Ry,

jedy
where:

e J, is the finite set indexing connected components of R, minus the intersection
points with the finitely many actual walls where there exists 7/ € I', such that
Ihf;,(u%,v%) jumps.

e 1, ; is the closure in R, of the corresponding connected component indexed by
j € Jy. We denote R, ; the closure of R, ; in U.

Each R, is either a bounded line segment contained in L. or a half-line contained in L.
For every 4/ € I'y, the interior of each R, ; is away from the actual walls for 7', so the
moduli spaces M?, and M, fy’,' are isomorphic if o and ¢’ are two points in the interior of some

R, ;. We denote M. ; the corresponding moduli space, I hvfﬁj(u%,v%) the corresponding

intersection Hodge polynomial, [ by,j(q%) the corresponding Poincaré polynomial, and
IeZ, ; the corresponding signed Euler characteristic.

Definition 2.5.3. For every v = (r,d, x) €', we denote m., := (r,-d) e M = Z2.

Remark that, for every v €I, the integral vector m, is a direction for L,.

If R, ; is a bounded line segment, then there exists exactly one endpoint of this line
segment, that we denote Init(9,,;), and one positive real number, that we denote T;_,
such that

R, =nit(d,;) - [0, 5, ; Jm, -
If R,; is a half-line, we denote Init(?, ) its endpoint, and it follows from the explicit
description of L. that we have

R%j = Init(b%j) - IR;()’/TL7 .

It follows that for every v €I and j € .J,, we can naturally view R, ; as a naked ray of
class m., in U in the sense of Definition|1.2.1] We denote [0, ;| this naked ray of class m.,,.
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Definition 2.5.4. For every v € I' and j € J,, we denote d.,; the ray of class m, in U
for (M,{-,-),8uv), in the sense of Deﬁm’tion given by ([0, 4], H. ), where

[ 4

Hy ==y 2 (D) g

" S, € (uv)? = (uv)” o
y=tv'

£
2

Definition 2.5.5. We denote Q]ffv the collection of rays 0., ;, where y €T, j e J,.
IP>2

u,v

(M7 <_7 _>7 gu,v)

Proposition 2.5.6. The collection of rays D, is a scattering diagram on U for

in the sense of Definition [1.2.7.

Proof. Let o = (x,y) € U and let m € M. Let d be a ray of D%, of class m and such that
o belongs to the interior of [d]. We have 0 = 9., ; for some v € I' and j € J,. The class
v = (r,d, x) is uniquely determined by the condition m. = (r,-d) = m (using Definition
and the condition o € L., that is, x = ry+dx+7r+ %d. The element j € J, is uniquely
determined by the fact that o belongs to the interior of |0, ;| and that the interiors of
0,5, and [0, ,| are distinct for ji,ja € J,, j1 # jo. It follows that DE, satisfies the first
condition of Definition . Given the form of H,_, one can recover Ih. ; (u%,v%) for
7' eI’y from Hy_ ,, and so, as J, is defined in terms of the jumps of Ih,yf7j(u%,v%), @Ei}
also satisfies the second condition of Definition In conclusion, @Ei} is normalized,
that is, @Ei satisfies condition (1) of Definition [1.2.7]

If o = (z,y) € [0,,|nU, then, by definition of L., we have 77 € iRy, so, using Definitions

[[.2.4] and 2.2.10]

Im Zg’

V2 + 2y
It follows that @Ei} satisfies condition (2) of Definition
We fix K a compact set in U and some k € Ryy. As K is compact in U, there exists

C > 0 such that /22 + 2y < C for every (x,y) € K. In particular, if o = (x,y) € K, then,

for every v € ', we have Im Z7 = \/2? + 2y p,(m,) and so
Im Z7 < Cps(m,) .

If 0 = (2,y) € K, then, the set of v € I' such that M is nonempty, Re Z7 € [-1,1] and
¢o(m,) < k is contained in the set F, of v € I' such that M7 is nonempty, Re Z9 € [-1,1]
and Im Z7 < Ck, which is finite according to the support property satisfied by the stability
condition o.

By definition of the topology on the space of stability conditions and by the support
property, there exists an open subset U, of K containing ¢ such that F,. c F, for every
o’ € U,. By compactness of K, there exists finitely many o, ..., 0; such that K = Ué.:on.j.
In particular, the set of v € I such that there exists o € K such that MY is nonempty,

Re Z9 = 0 and Im Z7 < Ck is contained in Ué.leaj, which is finite. It follows that 915,21;
satisfies condition (3) of Definition [1.2.7] O

0o(my) =-re+d= >0.
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Definition 2.5.7. We define similarly a scattering diagram ’Dgf, resp. ’Dgf, on U for
(M, (-,-),94-), resp. (M,{(—,-),84+), by repeating the previous construction with

R,={0eU|Z3 €iRyy,I0(q?) # 0},

and
Hoyi=|= 2 3= [#" € (8 )m,
el qz —q 2
y=ty'
resp.

11by,(q2)

.
'V,EF'Y g qz —¢q
y=tv'

Hb'm‘ = (_1)(%7)_1 2" € (gq*)mw .

£
2

Recall that we introduced the Euler bilinear form (-, -):T'® I' > Z in Definition [2.1.1}
Definition 2.5.8. We define similarly a scattering diagram @32,, resp. @gﬁ, on U for
(M,{(-,-),0a-), resp. (M,{—,=),8q+), by repeating the previous construction with

Ry ={oeU|Z] €iRyy,Ie] # 0},

and
1 - m
;=] - Z ﬁlev’,j 2" € (8o Jm,
~'el,
y=tv'
Tesp.

_ I m
HD%]' = (_1)(%7) ! Z E_Qje'y’,j Z77 € (gclJ’)m«,'

v'ely
y=ty'
2.6. Action of (1) on DL,. In this section we establish a symmetry ¢(1) of the
scattering diagram @Ei) defined in
There is a natural action of the group of autoequivalences Aut(D°(P2)) on Stab(IP?)
(see [Bri07, Lemma 8.2]): if 7 ¢ Aut(D’(P?)) and o = (Z, A) € Stab(PP?), the action of T
on o is defined by T- 0 := (Z o T-1, T(A)).
In the remaining of this section we take T' = (-® O(1)) € Aut(D’(P2)). Recall that we
defined in an action ¥ (1) on U.

Lemma 2.6.1. The action of T on Stab(P?) preserves U. Moreover, the action of T
restricted to U on U coincides with the action of 1(1) on U.

Proof. Let o = (z,y) € U. We have to compute T -o. T -o. We have T(A®Y)) =
T(Coh* (P2)) = Coh**!(P2) = A¥M((=¥), Indeed, if E is a p-semistable sheaf of slope
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x, then F(1) is pu-semistable of slope
d(E(1)) d(E)+r(E) d(E)
r(BE(L)  r(B)  r(B)
Recall from Definition that if v = (r,d, x), then

Z§x’y) o ry+dx+r+;d_x+@'(d—rx)\/x2+2y.

Using that r(E(-1)) = r7(E), d(E(-1)) = d(E) - r(E), x(E(-1)) = x(E) + "& -
(3r(E) +d(E)), we find

T_l(’Y) = T_l((T,CLX)) = (7">d—7”7X—7’—d) :

+1l=x+1.

Thus, we have

® 3 ,
Z:(F_’}’()v) :ry+(d—7“):v+r+i(d—r)—X+r+d+z(d—r—m)\/932+2y

=7‘(y—x+%)+d(x+1)+r+;d—x+i(d—r(x+1))\/a:2+2 :

and so, using Lemma [1.5.2] we have

@y) _ (@)
Zrae =4 :

We conclude that T'-o = ¢(1)(0). O
We recall that in we also defined an operation (1) on scattering diagrams on U

for (M7 <_7 _>a gu,v)‘

Proposition 2.6.2. We have ¢(1)(DF,) = D%,

U,

semistable objects in D(P2) for o € U. As T e Aut(D°(P?)), we have Mg = M%}fo for

every o € U and for every v € I'. According to Lemma [2.6.1] we have T'-o = ¢(1)(o) for
every o € U. It follows that ¢(1)(DE,) = DL, O

Proof. The scattering diagram DF’ is defined in terms of the moduli spaces Mg of o-

3. CONSISTENCY OF DY

3.1. Statement of Theorem . We introduced the scattering diagram @va in .
The main result of the present section is the consistency of 915,2@5

Theorem 3.1.1. The scattering diagram 9‘352” on U for (M,(-,-), guw) is consistent in
the sense of Definition |1.2.11].

The proof of Theorem takes the remaining part of this section. According to
Definition [1.2.11} we have to show that for every o € U n Sing(D%’,), the local scattering
diagram (D} ,), is consistent in the sense of Definition . Using the framework
of [MR17] and [Meil5|, we will show that it is essentially a version of the wall-crossing
formula in Donaldson-Thomas theory.
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We fix o = (x0,%0) € U n Sing(DF*), k a nonnegative integer, and we will show that
the local scattering diagram (’DE?U)U is consistent at order k in the sense of Definition

1.1.7] By definition, (@Ei,)a is a local scattering diagram in Mg = R? identified with the
tangent space to U at o.

We start proving some general results on (CDE’QU)U in §3.2, In we review motivic
numerical invariants which can be extracted from mixed Hodge theory. In §3.4] we use
the Donaldson-Thomas theory framework of [MR17] and [Meil5] to prove Proposition
[3.4.3] In §3.5 we prove Proposition [3.5.4] which is a form of the wall-crossing formula in
Donaldson-Thomas theory. Finally, we combine Proposition [3.4.3] and Proposition
to end the proof of Theorem |3.1.1}in §3.6)

3.2. Local structure near a wall. Recall from Definition [[.2.4] that po: Mg — R is
given by (a,b) » —ax —b. Recall from Deﬁnltlon@ that a ray D of (@uv)a is outgoing
if [0] = =R,omy, and ingoing if [d| = Rygm,. Also, by Definition of a local scattering
diagram, we have @, (my) > 0 for every ray 0 of (@Eij)g. Thus, the ingoing rays of (@Eij)g
are contained in the open half-plane ¢, > 0 of Mg, whereas the outgoing rays of (@Eij)g
are contained in the open half-plane ¢, < 0 of Mg.

We label 9i,...,0% the finitely many ingoing rays ? of (D%,), with ¢,(m,) < k, in
such way that

<m’ybg‘ Y m’Yan} ) g O
a

if a <a’. We label 99", ... 09" the finitely many outgoing rays d of DL with o, (m,) < k
in such the way that

(m'}’agut ) m'YDo,ut ) 2 0
b

if b <. The order k consistency of (DE,), is then to equivalent to the equality of order
k automorphisms of g, ,[t%>0]/my;:

@D}?O"'OQDilx\ ZQDCL),utO.”O@Dclmt'

By definition, (DF,), is a local picture of D%’ at o. It follows that, for every a =
1,...,K (resp. b = 1,...,L), there exists unique v € I' and j € J,, such that o € [0, ],
My = Moy, and Hyw = Hy 19700 (resp. myour = my, and Hyou = Hy 1#7(™1)). We denote

Jin= amd b= (resp. 3 =J)-

Lemma 3.2.1. The sublattice I'? of I generated by 4i*, 1 <a < K, and ", 1<b< L, is
of rank 2.

out

=7 and jp

Proof. As o € UnSing(@E’ij), the sublattice I'” has rank > 2. As the lattice I" is of rank 3,
it remains to show that the sublattice I'? is not of rank 3. As the rays 0 m jin, 1 <a < K,
and 0., out jout, 1 <b< L, meet at o, all the central charges Z"m, 1<a < K and Z°
1<b< L are purely imaginary. If the sublattice ' had rank 3 we Would conclude that
Z3 s purely imaginary for every v € I'. But it cannot be the case as Z7 (0.01) = -1 for every
o' € U, see Remarks following Proposition [2.2.11] Il

out Y
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b < L, meet at o implies
L, are purely imaginary,

The fact that all the rays 0, jm, 1 <a < K and 0, out jout,, 1
that all the central charges Z%,, 1 <a < K, and Z°, Joue: 1 <b

with positive imaginary parts “and so in partlcular are positively collinear. Therefore,
there exists a potential wall W, passing through o, characterized by the alignement of
the central charges Z, for v € I'?. According to Lemma the lattice I'? is of rank 2,
and so W, is the only potential wall passing through ¢ which is a potential wall for some
vyelv7.

By the local finiteness of actual walls reviewed in §2.3] there exists U, open convex
neighborhood of o in U such that every actual wall for any of m, 1 < a < K, Yoot
1 < b < L, intersecting U,, necessarily coincides with W, in restriction to U,. Up to
shrinking further U,, we also assume that W, is the only potential wall intersecting U,
of the form W. 1<a,a <K, or W 1<b b <L

Y m 7'me ’ Y out 7'Yaout 9

<
<

1n7

Lemma 3.2.2. The tangent line to the wall W, at the point o = (xg,yo) is the line in U
of equation

(x —mo)zo + (Y —10) =0.
In other words, identifying Mg with the tangent space to U at o, it is the line of equation
o =0
Proof. By definition of a wall, there exists v, = (r1,d1,x1),72 = (r2,ds, x2) € T' with
rod; — 11ds # 0 such that W, is defined by the condition that Z,, and Z,, are positively

collinear. It follows from the explicit formula given in Proposition [2.2.10]| for the central
charge that W, is defined by the equation F'(z,y) = 0, where

3 3
F(z,y) = (d —T1$)(T2y+d2$+7“2+§d2—)(2)_(dQ—T2$)(T1y+d1$+T1+§d1—X1),

and so the tangent line to W, in a point of coordinates (xg,yo) is given by the equation

(0:1) (20, y0)(x = o) + (OyF") (0, Y0) (¥ = ¥o) = 0.

If we take (x¢,¥0) = 0, defined by the conditions Re Z,, = Re Z,, =0, then we find the
particularly simple formulas

(0. F)(x0,y0) = (rady = rida)xo , (OyF) (20, Yo) = rady = r1ds.

Using that rody — rids # 0, we deduce that the tangent line to W, at o is given by the
equation (z —zg)xo + (y —yo) = 0. O

It follows from Lemma that all the rays 0,m jn, 1 <a < K, are on one side of the
wall W, and that all the rays 0 jout jout, 1 < b < L, are on the other side of the wall W,,.
Let Ul be the connected component of U, — (W, nU,) containing all the rays 9, jin,
1<a< K, and let US" be the connected component of U, — (W, nU,) containing all the
rays va,’“t»jgut’ 1<bg L.

We choose a point oy, € U™ between W, and 0, in jin, and a point g, € US" between
Wo and 0,jout jout. As there are only countably many potentlal walls, we can assume that

3J1
o and o,y are away from every potential wall. Finally, as according to Lemma [3.2.2
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the tangent line to W, at ¢ is never vertical, we can assume that oy, and o, have the
same r-coordinates, that is, that the line passing through o, and o4, is vertical.
Figure [4] gives a schematic summary of the notation introduced above.

D’Y?utyjfut D,yzut’jzut
Uout
g
Oout
°
{QOG = 0}
g
.
:
" W,
in
Uo 0 in ;in D in ;in
Y101 Y JIK
FIGURE 4.

Lemma 3.2.3. We have Re Z;’i‘;‘ < 0 (resp. Re Z;’gl‘;f < 0) for every 1 < a < K (resp.
a b
1<b<L)

Proof. The support of each ray 0,m jm is contained in the line of equation Re Z i = 0.
Using that, if v = (r,d, x), Re Z, =ry+dx +r + %d— X, and m, = (r,—-d), we see that the
condition
<m70in Y m'yain ) g 0 (resp (m'yaout I m"Yaout> 2 0) ?
a ol b v/

if a <a’ (resp. b< V'), is equivalent to the fact that the support of 0 jin (vesp. ‘O,Yl())uthut)
is contained in the half-plane Re Zyin <0 (resp. Re Zoyin < 0)if a<a (resp. b< V). As oy,
(resp. Oout) is between W, and 0. ji (resp. Dou jour), it follows that Re Z7 < 0 (resp.
Re Z;’g&tt <0) for every 1 <a < K (resp. 1<b< L). O

3.3. Numerical invariants from mixed Hodge theory. In this section we review
some definitions and facts which will be useful in the proof Theorem in

For every X quasiprojective variety over C, the cohomology groups with compact sup-
port HJ(X,Q) come with a natural mixed Hodge structure [Del71,[Del74]. In particular,
we have an increasing weight filtration W on H (X,Q) and a decreasing Hodge filtration
F on H.(X,C). For every p,q € Z, we define virtual Hodge numbers

2dim X
hPI(X) = ZE] (-1)7 dim Gr’}GquHg(X7C) €Z.
jom

If X is smooth and projective, the virtual Hodge numbers coincide with the usual Hodge
numbers up to the sign (-1)P*9. We organize the virtual Hodge numbers in a virtual
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Hodge polynomial (also called E-polynomial):
h(X)(u,v) =Y WX )uPv? € Z[u,v] .

vir
p.q

Setting u=v = q%, we get a virtual Poincaré polynomial:
1 J 1
b(X)(47) = Y biwn(X)a? € Z[g?],
J

where the virtual Betti numbers are given by
bj,vir(X) = Z hp’q(X) el.

e vir
The key property that we will use is that the virtual Hodge polynomial is motivic, in the

sense that:
o If 7 is a closed subvariety of a quasiprojective variety X over C, then

MX)=hZ)+h(X-2).
e If X and Y are two quasiprojective varieties over C, then h(X xY') = h(X)h(Y).

The motivic property follows from the compatibility of the mixed Hodge structure with
the excision long exact sequence in cohomology with compact support and with the
Kiinneth formula. The virtual Hodge polynomial X ~ h(X) is uniquely determined by
its values on the smooth projective varieties and by the motivic property.

According to [Toé05, Theorem 3.10] (see also [Joy07b]), the virtual Hodge polynomial

X~ h(X) e N[u,v]

with X quasiprojective variety over C can be naturally extended in a virtual Hodge
rational function

X h(X) € Z[u,v][(u0) ™ {((uv)" = 1) 1] € Z(u,0),

with X Artin stack of finite type with affine stabilizers. Setting u = v = q%, we get a
virtual Poincaré rational function

X o b(X) e Z[a2 g7 (0" = 1) ] € Z(g2).
We have for example, denoting BC* the classifying stack of C*,

. 1
M(BC)(u0) = ——.

and |
b(BC*)(q2) = — .
qg-1
If X is an Artin stack of finite type with affine stabilizers, writing X as a finite disjoint
union of locally closed equidimensional substacks X, we define a symmetrized version of

the virtual Hodge rational function by

RO (ud,03) = 3 (- (uw) ) ™5 h(X,) (u,0) € Zfu,v]((u0)F) € Blub,v}).
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Setting u = v = ¢2, (uv)? = 2, we get a symmetrized version b(X)(¢?) € Z(q?) of the
virtual Poincaré rational function.
We have for example, using that dim BC* = -1,

00 (R P COL P R
w1 ()t~ ()
and i 1 )
HBC () =
q2 —q 2

Beware that X ~— h(X) does not satisfy the same motivic property that X ~ h(X).

3.4. Donaldson-Thomas formalism. In this section we prove Proposition|3.4.3, which
will be used in the the proof of Theorem [3.1.1]in We use systematically the notation
introduced in §3.2]

Let A%» be the abelian category heart of the stability condition oy,, and let A%ut be
the abelian category heart of the stability condition o.y. As we have chosen o, and ooyt
with the same z-coordinate, it follows from Definition that A%n = A%ue, In what
follows, we denote A this abelian category.

For every nonzero v € I and ¢’ € U, we denote

o_/ 1 U,
¢’y = ; Arg Z,y .

In particular, we have ¢ = 3 if and only if Z7' € iR,q.
Shrinking U, if necessary, it follows from the support property for stability conditions
that there exists an interval I c (0,1) containing 3 and closed in [0, 1] such that:
e The set of v € I' such that ¢,(m,) < k and gbg' € I does not depend on o’ € U,,.
We denote A the union of this finite set with {0} (which depends on ¢ and k).
e For every o’ € U,, the set of v € I" such that ¢, (m,) <k, ¢ €I and Ihg'(u%,v%) +
0 is contained in the set of v, 1 <a < K, and Yoput, 1 € b< L.

In general, [ is a small interval around %

Definition 3.4.1. For every ¢ € I, we denote A%»(¢p) (resp. A% (¢)) the abelian sub-
category of A whose objects are 0 and the nonzero i, (resp. Oou )-semistable objects E

with ¢2‘(f35) = ¢ (resp. (bi‘()g) =¢).

The categories A% (¢) and A%ut(¢) are indeed abelian by [Bri07, Lemma 5.2].

As o, (resp. ooy) is away from every potential wall, for every ¢ € I, the lattice of y € I
such that ¢7" = ¢ (resp. ¢ = ¢) is of rank 1. In particular, there exists vy €T (vesp.
Y5 € I') such that

{yeT|¢5m = ¢, MI» + @} c Nyt

(resp. {7 €T |g9 = 6, M7 # 5} < Nyg) i

in
a

out

5The reader should not confuse the notation 721 (resp. Y3 ), defined for ¢ € I, with the notation 7,
(resp. 1p"), defined for 1 <a < K (resp. 1<b< L).
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We apply the formalism of Donaldson-Thomas theory, such as described by Mein-
hardt [Meil5| (see in particular Example 3.34 for a discussion of surfaces) to the abelian

categories A% (@) and A%u¢ ().

Lemma 3.4.2. For every ¢ € I, the abelian categories A% (p) and A%t (¢p) satisfy the
technical conditions required to apply (Meild, Theorem 1.1].

Proof. Technical conditions 1)-6) of [Meil)| are general assumptions about moduli spaces
and deformation theory of objects in an abelian category. They follow for the abelian
categories A% (¢) and A%t (@) from the fact that the moduli stacks and moduli spaces of
o’-semistable in D?(IP?) have a description as moduli stacks and moduli spaces of quiver
representations for every o’ € U, see [ABCH13, Corollary 7.6].

Technical condition 7) of [Meild| is the smoothness of the moduli stacks of objects,
or equivalently the locally constant behaviour of dim Hom(E, F) - dimExt'(E, F). As
Z"' € R for every v € I'? and for every o’ € U (see Remarks after Proposition [2.2.11)),
and as  is neither 0 or 1, the class v of an object in A% (¢) or A"O‘lt((b) is never in 1.
Li-Zhao [LZ19b] have shown that, for every o’ € U, and for every o’-semistable objects E
and F with ¢7 (B) = qﬁy(F) and v(E) Y(F) ¢ I'°, we have Ext?(E, F) = 0. It follows that
A%in(¢p) and A%ut(¢) satisfy technical condition 7).

Technical condition 8) of [Meild| is the symmetry of the pairing dim Hom(E, F') -
dim Ext'(E, F). Let E and F be objects of A%n(¢) (resp. A% (¢)). Then we have seen
in the check of technical condition 7) that Ext*(E, F) = 0. So we have

dim Hom(E, F) - dimExt'(E, F) = x(E, F),

U

which by the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula is given by
(B, F) - f ch(EY) ch(F) td(P?).

Oin

As we have chosen oy, (resp. ooy) away from every potential wall, the fact that gzﬁ

Py = ¢ (resp. OTehy = Pl = ¢) implies that v(FE) and v(F'), and so ch(F) and ch(F)

are collinear, which by the above formula implies the symmetry x(E,F) = x(F,E). O

The application of the Donaldson-Thomas formalism of [Meil5| to Gieseker semistable
sheaves on del Pezzo surfaces is discussed in [Meil5, Example 3.34] and in [MM1§].
L(le)mr;l)a will able us to apply this formalism to Bridgeland semistable objects in
D" (IP?).

P({ecall from §2.3| that for every v € I' and ¢’ € U, the moduli stack 97" of o’-semistable
objects of class v in D?(P?) is smooth. The symmetrized virtual Hodge rational functions
fz(i)ﬁi;')(u%,v%) are defined according to .

Proposition 3.4.3. For every ¢ € I, we have the equality

4 £
Uirl_ 3 bl
1 Ihn')’m(u U ) nm_in

o Wm s -
Zhi)ﬁ”‘m us v2)z v =exp|l->. ) - - -z o |,

n30 w1651 (uv)2 — (uw) "2
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of power series in 28 with coefficients in @(u%,v%), and the equality

£ £
Oout 5 5
2 2
I hm;“(u ,V2) g

b

IUCERICEREIEC AT 3

1
n>0 ¢ w151 (uw)E - (uv) 2

m
of power series in z ' with coefficients in Q(u%,v%).

Proof. We apply [Meil5, Theorem 1.1] to A% (¢) and A% (¢). The required assumptions
have been checked in Lemma

More precisely, the main result of [Meil5| (Theorem 1.1 combined with the formula
defining the Donaldson-Thomas invariants in Lemma 5.1) is an equality between gener-
ating series with coefficients in the Grothendieck group of mixed Hodge structures over
C with addition of a square root L2 of the Tate motive, and inversion of L2, (Lr-1),
n > 1. We get numerical identities by application of the virtual Hodge function (extended

such that h(Lz) = —(uwv)?). O

3.5. Wall-crossing formula. In this section, we prove Proposition [3.5.4) which will be
used in the the proof of Theorem [3.1.1]in §3.6, We continue using the notation introduced

in 53 1
By definition of the interval I, we have a finite subset A of I' such that

A= {0} u{y eTlpo(m,) <k.égn e I} = {0} U {y e T po(m,) <k, 95 € I}

Definition 3.5.1. We denote Ap the associative moncommutative Q(u%,vé)—algebm,
given as a Q(u%,v%)—vector space by

Ay = @@(u%,v%)z’”’” ,

yeA

and with the product defined by

(m’Y7m,Y/)

2 g = (1) M) (o) T My
if v+~ e, and
ZM 2 =0
ify+" A
Definition 3.5.2. For every ¢ € I, we define
Ay ={0u{yeA|gs = ¢}
and
Agi= 0} u {y e Al g7 = 0},
We have

A=UAr=JAgt.
¢el ¢el
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Definition 3.5.3. We denote

—

[T

pel
for an ordered product where the factors with higher value of ¢ are on the left of those
with lower value of ¢.

Proposition 3.5.4. We have the following equality in the @(u%,v%)—algebm Ap:

| & Aoy, o)z [=TT[ X hemge ), vi)em
g€l \ yeAin gel \ yeAzse
The proof of Proposition takes the remaining part of §3.5
We follow the logic of the proof of [Joy08, Proposition 6.20], in which Joyce considers
Gieseker semistable sheaves on a surface S with Kg' nef. We refer to [Bril2] and [Joy07a]
for details on definitions and on the use of motivic Hall algebras.
For every v eI, let 9., be the algebraic stack of objects of A of class v, and let
m:=Jm,.
yel’
Let H(ON) be the corresponding motivic Hall algebra. Elements of H(9t) are motivic
stack functions on 91, that is, classes defined up to scissor relations of [Z — 9], with Z
Artin stack of finite type with affine stabilizers (see [Bril2]). As a vector space, we have
a [-grading
H(M) =P HO,),
yel’
where H (901,) is the space of motivic stack functions supported on 9, that is of [Z — 9]
factoring through 9, — M. The associative product » on H (M) is [-graded, that is,
has components, for every v, yo €T,

* H(M,,)® H(M,,) > H(M,,.-,),

determined by pullback and pushforward to and from the stack of extensions in A of
objects of class v, by objects of class ;.
We denote

Hp(9M) = D H (M)

~veA
with product, for v1,v € A,

*: H(Dﬁﬁ) ® H(Dﬁ’m) - H(DﬁVl*'W?) ’

restricted from H(ON) if v, + 2 € A, and set to 0 if 7 + 2 ¢ A. This defines a structure
of associative algebra on Hy(90).

For every v € A, the characteristic function of the stack 9™ (resp. IMM5™*) of oy,-
semistable (resp. o,,¢-semistable) objects in A of class v defines an element

5in = [N > 9]
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(resp. 09" = [T — M) of Hp(M). For every ¢ € I, we define
fini= Y 6 Hy(M),

’yeA:;

and
(5(‘;ut = Z 521” e Hy(OM).
'yGAZ‘“
From the existence and uniqueness of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration for the stability

conditions oy, and o4y of heart A, we have the identity

— —

H (ii)n _ Hégut

pel pel
in Hp(9M). If we denote ¢, ..., ¢} the values of ¢ € I such that ' # 1 € Hp(9M), ordered
such that
AR 3
and ¢, ..., ¢ the values of ¢ such that ogt#leH A(OM), ordered such that
B> > G,
we can rewrite the above identity as

53;}111 * e *53;13 :5;}1)1& x .o *5;%3,
Given the motivic property reviewed in §3.3, we can apply the virtual Hodge polynomial
h to an element [Z — M| of the motivic Hall algebra H(9) to obtain a Z(u,v)-valued
constructible function h([Z — 9M]) on M. Recall that we introduced the bilinear Euler
form (-,-):T'® I' = Z in Definition . Multiplying further by (-=(uv)2)") the re-
strictions to each component 9., we get an equality of A,-valued constructible functions

on N
1 . .
> (~(uw)z) ) h((5g§n - 5;rin)|m7) s
yeA L N
- _ \(r) out ..., sout m
;X( (o) YO (33 =+ = 032 om, ) 27
For every v = (71,...,7v) € AV, we denote IMT™ the stack of objects £ with oy,-Harder-
Narasimhan factors Ey,..., Ey of class y1,...,yn. Similarly, for every v = (y1,...,7n) €
AN’ we denote INT>t the stack of objects £ with ooy -Harder-Narasimhan factors B, .. .,
Ep of class 71, ..., N
As we have
1 in in m
> (= (uv)z) h((%“ o ‘5¢§3)|%)z i
yeA
= %:N(_(Uv)é )('YH.“PYN”YHWJHYN) h ((5’1an ek (5};}\[)|§m§m) 2y Tt My ,
e
and

1 ou ou m.
D (=(uw)F) T b (588 - 08 om, ) 2™

veA
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1 ey N YL A t % Mgy oMy,
Z (_(ufu)g)('yl YNV ’YN/)h(((S’Oy;l *(5011 )|maout)z Y1 YN ,

ZEAN/
Proposition follows from the following Lemma |3.5.5|

Lemma 3.5.5. For every v = (71, ---5,7n) € AN, we have an equality of Ax-valued con-
structible functions on M:

(—('U,’U)%)(71+"'+'YN:’71+"'+'7N) h(gir; x ook §iI}V)me1 My
_ ((_(uv);)—dlmmg{;“&ﬁ) S (( (uv) )" d1m9ﬁ7}§5m )zm«,N )
Similarly, for every v = (y1,...,n) € AN we have an equality of Ax-valued constructible

functions on IN:
(=(uv)2) ety (09 v GO ) 2 T
= (= (uw) sy am e goue) s (= (uv) )~ g ) 2
Proof. We prove the formula for oy,. The proof of the formula for o, is formally identical.
According to [LZ19b], for every E oy,-semistable object of class 7, we have
Ext*(E,E) =0,
and so, using Lemma [2.1.2] we have
dimMZ» = dim Ext' (E, E) - dimHom(E, E) = —-x(E, E) = —(7,7) .
On the other hand, by Definition of the product in Ay, we have
SMa My = (—(’U/U)%)Zi<j<’yi7’yj>zm’}’1+m+m"/]\] ’
which can be rewritten using Lemma as

M 2MN = (—(U’U)% )Zi<j (7i3)=Zis; (’Yz‘ﬁj)zmvl FrdMmayy

Thus, given the identity

(Z%,Z%) Z(%,%) Z(%%) S (i) + 2 (i)

i<j >]

= Z(%,%) + (Z(%,%) Z(%%)) +23 (7i,75) »

i<j i>] >7

Lemma follows from the following equality of Z(u, v)-constructible functions on 9t
h(é‘ﬁ - (Sm ) (U’U) ZN>1>J>1(’YZ77])h(51n) ' h(a’lyr]l\]) '

We prove by induction over n that, for every 1 <n < N, we have
h(&g e % 5171;) - (uv)_Zn>i>j>1("/i77j)h(5,iy?) o h(é}yr:l) .

The case n = 1 is trivial. Let us assume that the result is known for n—1 and that we wish
to prove it for n. By existence and uniqueness of the oy,-Harder-Narasimhan filtration,
an object E in the support of (612 x---x§i? )% 4" can be uniquely written as an extension

0O-F-E-E,—0
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with FE,, oy,-semistable of class 7,,, and with Y of Harder-Narasimhan factors Fi, ..., E,_;
of class 71, ..., Y-1. According to [LZ19b|, for every G and G’ oy,-semistable objects with
# ey < Oty we have

Ext*(G,G") = 0.
In particular, we have Ext*(E,, E;) = 0, for every 1 < j <n -1, and as F is obtained by
successive extensions of the E;, 1<j <n -1, we have also Ext*(FE,, F) = 0.

From the explicit description of the product in the motivic Hall algebra (see [Bril2,
Proposition 6.2] or [Joy07a, Corollary 5.15]), the fiber of (622 ---x 0, )X at the point
(F,E,) of i)ﬁ‘(’;';“wnil) x M7= is given by

[Extl(En,F)/Hom(En, F)] _ [Al]dimExtl(En,F)—dimHom(En,F) _
As Ext*(E,, F) = 0, we have, using Lemma [2.1.2]
dim Ext'(E,, F) —dimHom(E,, F) = ~X(En, F) = ~(Yn, Y1+ + Yn-1) »
hence, using h(A') = uwv, the desired relation

(B - 8w 80) = () Cme D88 o 88 YRS,

3.6. End of the proof of Theorem (3.1.1

Lemma 3.6.1. We have the following equalities in the Q(u%,v%)-algebm Ap:

= 1 IThS™(us,v3 -
Hexp - Z ZZ Wg( - _)£ 2| = H exp (wainjin)’
O A BTt b ) ke

and

— Oou £ L N
[Texp|- Z Zl Th (uz,v?) Sma | = I1 eXP(HDw?u:,jgut).

el s 51 0 (uv)E - ()73

Proof. As oy, and 0.in jin (
not separated by walls for 4i* (reps. vou), we have M;’g;‘ = M;’;:n (resp. Mgt = Mfy’éut), for
every o’ € U, N0 (resp. 0’ € U, nd3%). By the construction of I, every v € I" with ¢35 € I
(resp. @3> € I) and @,(m,) <k is of the form " (resp. 7p"*) for some 1 < a < K (resp.
1<b< L),

It remains to show that the ordering according to decreasing value of ¢5™ (resp. ¢3°*)
agrees with the ordering according to decreasing value of 1 <a < K (resp. 1 <b< L).

We consider a small parametrized path ai, (resp. aou) in Ulr (resp. U2W) starting
at o, (resp. oou) and intersecting successively the rays 0y jin (resp. djou jour) in the
order of increasing 1 < a < K (resp. 1 < b < L). According to Lemma [3.2.3] we have
Re Z7" < 0 (resp. Re Z7g < 0) for every 1 < a < K (resp. 1 < b < L). Recall that by
definition of U,, there is no potential wall of the form W,

Iesp. Oout and Dyout jour) are both in Ul (resp. UZ), and so are

1 <a,a" < K, (resp.

in,Ypin 7
a al

6Strictly speaking, this result is not stated in [LZ19b| but follows directly from the proofs given there.
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W, < b, b’ < L) intersecting Ul (resp. US™). It follows that the relative ordering

of the phases gb”‘“ coincides with the relative ordering according to which a, (resp. qout)

agut 7’Yaout ’

intersects the rays 0 jin (vesp. O,yl())ut’jbout). U

We can now end the proof of Theorem According to §3.2] we need to show the
equality
@Dilr{: 0"'O®Diln = @a%ut O"'O®acl>ut
of order k automorphisms of g, ,[t®>0]/m;. By Definition the automorphism &,
attached to a ray 0 is given by

O, = exp([Ha, —-]) -

As the commutator in the associative algebra A, coincides with the Lie bracket in the Lie
algebra g, , (compare Definitions [3.5.1] and [1.4.1)), the above equality of automorphisms
of gy, [t%0]/my, is equivalent to the following equality in Aj:

] eo(ty )= T o).

1<a<K e 1<b<L

According to Lemma [3.6.1] this is equivalent to

ﬁexp Yy Zl Ih3™ (uz, UQ) :ﬁexp _y Zl ]h“"“t(u2 U2)

bel 'yeAm =1 ¢ (UU)2 - (’LLU) ¢el fyeA;‘“ 21 ¢ (UU)Q - (UU)_7

which by Proposition [3.4.3] is equivalent to

— —

[Tl > B(Dﬁgi“)(u%,v%)zm” =TIl > E(mg‘)“)(u%,v%)z’”V

¢el 'yeAi; el VEA;’)‘“

But this last equality is exactly Proposition [3.5.4] and this ends the proof of Theorem
B.11

4. INITIAL DATA FOR DF,

In this section, we prove that the scattering diagrams @E’i, and S(®I,) have in some
sense the same initial data. More precisely, we prove Theorem |4.2.1} according to which
the scattering diagrams D’ and S(Din ',) coincide in restriction to some neighbourhood
U™ of the boundary of U. We define U™ in § §4.1] and we state Theorem [4.2.1]in §4.2 We

introduce a description of D?(P2) in terms of quiver representations in § ‘ which is then

used in §4.4] to prove Theorem [£.2.1]

4.1. The initial region U™. Recall from - 1.3| that for every n € Z, we introduced naked
rays [07] = s, — [0, 3]m}, and [0;] = s, — [0, 3 ]m;,, which were then used to define the initial
scattering diagrams D1,

al =
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Lemma 4.1.1. For every n € Z, the line segments [0}| and |0;| are contained in the line
of equation

2
n
+nr—-—=0
y+nw 5 )
that s,
(zy)  _
Re Z'y((’)(n)) =0.

Proof. The fact that [0}] and [0;| are contained in the line of equation
n2
+nr—-—=0
Y 2

1

.5 )My, with s, = (n,—”;)7

n’

is immediate given that [o}| = s, — [0, 3]m; and [0;| = s, — [0
m, =(1,-n), m;, = (-1,n).

It remains to show that y + nx — "72 = 0 is equivalent to Re
Definition that, writing v = (7, d, x), we have

Z(wuy)

SO = 0. Recall from

I 3
Re 2§ ’y):ry+das+r+§d—x.

On the other hand, we have

H(OM)) = (1,n. %2 . 37” o).

Definition 4.1.2. For every n € Z, we define
UTiLIl = {U = (J?,g) € U| Re chyr(O(n—l)) < O,Re Z'C;(O(n+1)) < O}

() € Oly < —(n—l)x+%(n—1)2,y< —(n+1)x+%(n+1)2}.

For every n € Z, the boundary of U is the union of:

e The line segment s, — [0,1]m;_;, contained in the line of equation
1
v+ (=) (n-1)? =0,

that is, Re ij(o(n_l) =0.
e The line segment s,.1 — [0, 1]m,,;, contained in the line of equation

1
y+(n+1)x—§(n+1)2:0,

that is Re Z;’(O(ml) =0.
e The arc of the parabola y = —%, boundary of U, delimited by the points s,_; and

Sn+1-
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Remark that the line segments s,y — [0,1]m;_; and s,41 — [0, 1]m,,,, intersect at the
point

1 1 1
(1= 1= 1)~ (-Ln=1) = (n+ =2 (0 + 1)) = (L ~(n + 1)) = (n,~5(n* = 1)),
Zew-n) =0and Re ZZo i) =0
The line of equation y + nx — % = 0, that is, Re Z¢ Tom) = = 0, divides U™ into three
regions. We have

intersection point of the lines Re Z¢

03 = Ot 003, 0 U,
where:
o U ‘“T is the triangle delimited by the three lines Re Z°
and Re Z7,,,,1y = 0. Remark that we have {Re Z ) =0} n Uin = [0z u|0;].
. UmL is delimited by the lines Re Z°¢ TOmn-1)) = =0, Re Z° TOm) = = 0, and the arc of

the parabola y = —7 delimited by the pomts Sp—1 and s,,. Remark that we have
{Re Z7 519y =0} 1 U, =07 ;| and {Re Z Tomy =0} Ui, = o;].

. UmR is delimited by the lines Re Z°¢ T(OMm1)) =0, Re Z° 7O = 0, and the arc of
the parabola y = -%- ® delimited by the points s,, and s,;1. Remark that we have
{Re Z3 p(ni1y) = 0} m Ur. =10, and {Re Z° Jomy =0} N Ur, = oz).

Figure 5] gives a schematic summary of some of the notation introduced above.

Jom-1) =V Re Z5 5y, =0

Re Z5 o))

=0 Re Z7 o(m-1))

=0

[ 7in
Un,T

Sn

FIGURE 5.
Definition 4.1.3. We denote
o= | O,
nez

Lemma 4.1.4. U™ is a neighbourhood in U of the boundary OU = {(x,y)ly = -%} of U.
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Proof. For every n € Z, U™ is a neighbourhood in U of the arc of the parabola y = —%
defined by n—1 <z < n+1. The result follows from the fact that every point (z,y) of the

parabola y = —% satisfies n — 1 < x < n + 1 for some n € Z. Equivalently, one can remark
that

_ 2 1 _.
{(x,y)eU|y<—%+§}cU‘“.

4.2. Statement of Theorem [4.2.1l.

Theorem 4.2.1. The scattering diagrams @Ei, and S(®I,) coincide in restriction to
Ui,

The proof of Theorem takes the remaining part of §4]

Recall that we defined an action ¥ (1) on U in §1.5| We first remark that, for every
n € Z, we have ¢(1)(Uir) = U . We also defined in an action (1) on scattering
dlagrams on U. According to Proposmon El, ¥ (1) preserves S(D,) and according to
Proposmon u (1) also preserves D . Therefore, in order to prove Theorem m
it is enough to show that the scattering dlagrams @HD and S(D},) coincide in restriction
to U

W% describe S(Dir,) in restriction to U It follows from Lemma that S(D1,)
restricted to UM consists in the following rays:

e For every integer £ > 1, df , = ([of], Hg,) and 9, = ([og], H,) (see §1.3 *)
e For every integer £> 1, 0%, , = ([o1], ik ) and o7, = (03], Hu) see

e For every integer ¢ > 1,
o) o= (o - [1/2,1]mty HY )
and
o = (50 - [1/2,1]my, Hy )

In order to prove Theorem m it remains to show that @P restricted to U N has an
identical description.

4.3. Quiver description. In this section we review a description of D’(P2) in terms of
quiver representations, which will be used in the proof of Theorem [£.2.T)in §4.4] A similar
discussion can be found in [Ohk10} §4.3]]
We denote Tpe the tangent bundle of P? and we consider the strong exceptional collec-
tion [GR87]
0(1) 7T]P’2 70(2) )
of objects in D?(P2). We denote

T=01)eTpe0(2).

"To compare with the notation of [Ohk10|, recall that the exterior product Qps ® Qpz — AZQp2 = Kp2 =
O(-3) induces an isomorphism Tp2 ~ Qp2(3).
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It follows from the Beilinson spectral sequence |Bei78] that, introducing the algebra
Ap == Hom(T, T)°?,
and Ay the abelian category of finitely generated left Ag-modules, the functor
Db (P?) - D’(Ap)
E - RHom(T, F)
is an equivalence of triangulated categories. Using this equivalence, we view Ay as a
subcategory of D(IP2).
As
Hom(O(1), Ty2) = H*(Tp2(-1)) ~ C?,
Hom(Tp2, 0(2)) = H(Qp2(2)) ~ C?
Hom(O(1),0(2)) = H°(O(1)) =~ C?,
the algebra Aj is the path-algebra of the quiver (Qg, consisting of three vertices v_i, vy,

vy, three arrows from v_; to vy, three arrows from vy to vy, and six linearly independent
relations coming from the kernel of the composition map

Hom(O(1), Tz ) ® Hom(Tpz, O(2)) — Hom(O(1), 0(2)) .

If we denote 9y, 01, 05 the three arrows from v_; to vy, and 7y, 1, 72 the three arrows from
vy to vy, one can write the relations as v;d; + v;0; = 0, for every 4,5 = 0, 1,2, see [Ohk10,
§4.3].

V-1 Vo U1

The abelian category A is the category of finite-dimensional representations of ()y. In
particular, the dimension of a quiver representation, that is, the triple of dimensions of
the vector spaces attached to the three vertices, defines an isomorphism

dim: Ko(Ay) ~ Z?,

such that dim([V']) e N3 if V' is an object of Ay.

The simple objects S_1, Sy, S1 of Ay, one-dimensional representations of Qg supported
at the vertices v_q, vy, v1 of @, of dimensions (1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0,1), correspond
respectively to the objects
of D°(P2). The indecomposable projective objects Py, Py, Py of Ay, characterized by
Ext*(P;, Sk) = 6;xC, correspond respectively to the objects

0(2),Tp2,0(1),

of DP(P2). They correspond to quiver representations of dimension (1,3,3), (0,1,3),
(0,0, 1) respectively. In Ay, we have natural projective resolutions of the simple objects:

0—>P1—>Sl—>0,
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0— PP > Py—Sy—0,
0—>P1®6—>P0@3—>P_1—>S_1—>0.
We now focus on the simple objects O(-1)[2], O[1], O(1), of Ag. We can describe Ay

as the extension-closed subcategory of D’(IP?) generated by O(-1)[2],O[1],O(1). The
only nonzero Ext-groups between these objects are

Ext'(O(-1)[2], O[1]) = H(O(1)) ~ C?,
Ext'(O[1],0(1)) = H*(O(1)) ~ C?,
Ext*(O(-1)[2],0(1)) = H°(O(2)) ~C°.
In particular, the ordered collection
O(-1[2],0[1],0(1),

is Ext-exceptional in the sense of [Mac07, Definition 3.10]. Therefore, by [Mac07, Lemma
3.16], if o = (Z,.A) is a stability condition on D?(P2) such that O(-1)[2], O[1], O(1)
belong to A, then A = Aj.

Definition 4.3.1. We denote by K3 the quiver with two vertices Vi, Vo and three arrows
from Vi to V5.

Ky =

Vi —— W

One way to obtain the quiver K3 is to restrict the set of arrows of )y to those starting
and ending at v_; and vy, or to restrict the set of arrows of (g to those starting and
ending at vy and v;. In other words, K3 is in two possible ways a subquiver of Q.

Lemma 4.3.2. Let o be a Bridgeland stability condition on the derived category of rep-
resentations of K3, of heart the category of representations of K. If V is a o-semistable
representation of Ks of dimension (ny,ng) € N2 with nq > 1, then we have

ng <3N .

Proof. 1f the moduli space of o-semistable representations of K3 of dimension (nq,ns) is

nonempty, then (e.g. see [Kin94]) this moduli space has dimension 3n;ns —n? -n2+1. In

particular, we have 3niny —n?-n3+12> 0, so for ny > 1, we have ny(3n; —ng) 2n3-120,

so as ny 2 0, we have 3n; > ns. O

We end this section by a review of a natural operation on stability conditions that will
be useful in . It is a particular case of a more general action of G Ly(R) on spaces of
stability conditions, see [Bri07, Lemma 8.2]. For every 0 < ¢ < 1 and o = (Z,.A) a stability
condition on D’(P?), we can construct a new stability condition o[¢] := (Z[¢], A[Z, $])
on DY(P2). For every v € I', we define Z[¢], := e Z,. Let Ay be the subcategory of
A generated (by extensions) by the o-semistable objects E with 1 Arg Z(E) > ¢, and
let F, is the subcategory of A generated (by extensions) by the o-semistable objects E
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with %Arg Z(E) < ¢. Then, denoting H, the cohomology functors with respect to the
bounded t-structure of heart A, A[Z, ] is the subcategory of D°(P?) of objects E such
that H’ =0 for i # -1,0, H (E) is an object of Fy, and HY (E) is an object of Q.

For every 0 < ¢ < 1 and o = (Z, A) a stability condition on D’(P?), moduli spaces
of o-semistable (resp. o-stable) objects coincide with moduli spaces of o[¢]-semistable
(resp. o[¢]-stable) objects. More precisely:

e o-semistable (resp. o-stable) objects with %Arg =1 > ¢ are identified with o[¢]-
semistable (resp. o[¢]-stable) objects with L Arg Z[¢] = ¢ — ¢.

e o-semistable (resp. o-stable) objects with L Arg Z = 1) < ¢ are identified with o[¢]-
semistable (resp. o[¢]-stable) objects with L Arg Z[¢] = 1+ (¢ - ¢) via E — E[1].

4.4. Proof of Theorem [4.2.7] In this section we end the proof of Theorem [4.2.1] that
is, that the scattering diagrams D%, and S(Dir,) coincide in restriction to U™. We will
use the notions and notation introduced in the previous

For every o = (z,y) € U such that -1 < 2 < 1, it follows from Definition that
O(-1)[1] and O(1) belong to the heart A7 of the stability condition defined by o.

As v(O(-1)) = (1,-1,0), v(O) = (1,0,1), and v(O(1)) = (1,1,3), we have by Defini-
tion [2.2.10} for every (z,y) € U:

x |
Zi(g()_l)):y—:c—§—z(x+1)\/x2+2 :
Zifg)) =y —iz\/2? + 2y,

@ |
Zs(g()l)):y+az—§—z(x—1)\/x2+2y.

Lemma 4.4.1. The scattering diagram Q]}fv 1s empty in restriction to the interior of

U(i)‘}[. In other words, the scattering diagrams DF

. N L
v and S(DR ) coincide in restriction to

the interior of U(i)?T.

Proof. Let o be a point in the interior of U(i)f‘T. Then O(-1)[1] and O(1) belong to A°,
with

Re Zonny = ~Re Zio(1)) > 0,
and

Re Z°

Yoy <0-

We also have
Re Z;’(O) >0,
and, depending if > 0 or z < 0, O belongs to A or O[1] belongs to A°. In any case,
the objects O(-1)[2], O[1], and O(1) belong to A°[Z7,1/2], and so A°[Z7,1/2] = Ay.
On the other hand, we have
Re ZJ o) <0, Re Ziopy) <0,Re Zo)) < 0.

As Ay is a category of quiver representations, with simple objects O(-1)[2], O[1]
and O(1), we have that, for every E nonzero object of A°[Z7,1/2], the central charge
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Z°[1/2](E) is contained in the cone of linear combinations with nonnegative coefficients
of Zo[l/Q],Y(@(_l))[g]), ZU[l/Q]W(@[l]), ZU[l/Q]V(O(I)). As Zcr[l/Q],y = —inyT for every v eI,
we have
Im ZU[l/Q]’Y(O(_l))[Z]) >0, Im Zg[l/Q],y(O[l]) >0, Im 20[1/2]%@(1)) >0.
and so we conclude that
Im Z7[1/2](E) > 0.

Thus, if F is a o-semistable object of A%, then

e cither, 1 Arg Z?(F) > 3, and so Re Z7(E) <0,

e or, L Arg Z?(E) < 3, and so E[1] is a o[1/2]-semistable object of A7[Z7, 3], so
Im Z2[1/2](E[1]) >0, and so Re Z9(FE) > 0.
In any case, we have Re Z7(E) # 0. It follows that D, restricted to the interior of ﬁ(if,lw
is empty, as (D).
Figure: an example of configuration of central charges for o = (z,y) in the interior of
(_]éflT with z < 0. If E' is a o-semistable object of 47, then Z7(E) belongs to the dotted

region.

s Do)

SRS ZloEnm)

s Dot SRR
Z3o(-1)12))

Lemma 4.4.2. We have @Ei} = S(Din)) in restriction to the boundary of Uln...

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma{.4.1} Let o be a point in the interior
of the boundary of Ug: we have o € {Re Z3 o)) = 0}, or 0 € {Re 250y = 0}, or
o€ {Re ny’(o(l)) =0}. We apply a limit version of the argument for o in the interior of
(7011}11 given in the proof of Lemma There exists € > 0 such that A7[Z7, 1-€] = Ay, and
one shows that the only v € T such that ZJ € iR, are positive multiple of yv(O(-1)[1]),
or v(O(1)), or v(O), or v(O[1]). In each case, the corresponding moduli space of stable
objects is a moduli space of representations of Qg of dimension vector (n,0,0), or (0,n,0),
or (0,0,n), so is empty if n > 1 (a representation of dimension (n,0,0) is necessarily the
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direct sum of n copies of the simple representation of dimension (1,0,0), and so cannot
be stable if n > 1), and is a point if n = 1. So, using Definition and Definition
, the scattering diagrams @E’ij and S(®1,) coincide in restriction to the boundary
of Ug". O

]P;2

U,

is empty in restriction to the interior of
l_](i]flR and in restriction to the interior of UéflL. In other words, we have D, = S(D2,) in
restriction to the interior of UéflR and in restriction to the interior of US?L.

Proof. Let o = (x,y) be a point in the interior of Ui, Then O(-1)[1], O(1), and O[1]
belong to 47, with

Re Zl oy > 0:Re Z3 o)) <0,Re Z3opy) > 0.

We claim that Arg Zs(O[l]) > Arg 23(0(4)[1])
(@) ~ 1 .
R N A R G DV + 2,

Ziz(”g[)l]) = -y +ix\/ 22 + 2y,

this inequality is equivalent to

Lemma 4.4.3. The scattering diagram 2

. Indeed, using y <0, >0, ~-y+z+1 >0,

T z+1

—y —y+x+3
that is,

y>-—a?- 2
5
. . . . = 1;2 x2 2 x
But as (z,y) is in the interior of Upg: we have y > -, and x>0, so =5 > -2% - 3.

Z3 o))
EEN)
Z3on)
Z3o(-1)2))

It follows from the previous inequalities that, denoting ¢ := %Arg Z;’(O(_l)[l]), the ob-
jects O(-1)[2], O[1], and O(1) belong to A°[Z7,¢], and so A°[Z7, ¢] = Ag. In terms of

quiver representations, O(1) correspond to the simple representation Sy of (), which is
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a subrepresentation of every representation of ¢y of dimension (nq,ns,n3) with ng > 1.
So if V is a stable representation of Qg of dimension (ni,ng,m3) with n3 > 1, then

Arg Z°[o](V') > Arg Z7[¢](O(1)).

If V' is a stable representation of @)y of dimension (ni,n9,n3) with ng =0 and n; # 0,
it follows from Lemma that ny < 3ny. For every nonnegative integers ny, ny with
ny # 0 and ny < 3ny, we have

mRe Z7 o ya)) + 2 Re Z5ony) S Re Z0 o1y 3 Re Z5 o)

1 1
Snl(y—x—§—3y)znl(—2y—x—§),

and, f0r0<x<1andy>—§,

1 1 1 3 1
—2y—x—§<x2—x—§=(x—§)2—z<—§<O.
It follows that, for every E nonzero o-stable object of A, we have either Arg Z7(FE) <
Arg Z° and so Re Z7(F) >0, or Re Z7(F) <0. In particular, Re Z9(F) # 0.

(O(-1)[1] _
Thus, the scattering diagram DE”, restricted to the interior of Uy'g is empty, as S (D).

Figure: an example of conﬁgur’ation of central charges for ¢ = (x,y) in the interior
of Uy's. If Eis a o-stable object of A7, then Z2(E) belongs to the dotted region (it is

indeed possible to show that Arg(Z;’(o(_l))[Q]) + 325(0[1])) > Arg Z;’(O(l))).
oo Zew)
e Z3 o0
e Zg(o[”.:::::::::
ZJ0¢n2)

The proof for U(i]flL instead of U(ifR is completely analogous. Let o = (x,y) be a point in
the interior of Ué?L. Then O(-1)[1], O(1), and O belongs to A, with

Re 270y > 0. Re Z% o)) <0, Re 29, < 0.

We claim that Arg Z‘; > Arg Z;’(O). Indeed, using y <0, x <0, ~y -z + % >0,

Zf{a(ﬁ(g)) =y —iz\/2? + 2y,

(0m)
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x .
Zi(g()l)) =y+x— 5 —i(z—1)\/x?+2y,

this inequality is equivalent to
- 1-z

-y —y-x+3

that is,
S

Yy 95"

But as (x,y) is in the interior of U(ifL, we have y > —%, and z <0, so —‘%2 > -2+ 5.
ZJ0o0)
2300
1)
ZJon
20021

It follows from the previous inequalities that, denoting ¢ := %Arg Z;’(O), the objects
O(-1)[2], O[1], and O(1) belong to A°[Z7, ¢], and so A°[Z7, ¢] = Ap. In terms of quiver
representations, O(-1)[2] correspond to the simple representation S_; of ¢y, which is
a representation quotient of every representation of )y of dimension (ny,ng,n3) with
ny 2 1. So, if V is a stable representation of @y of dimension (ny,nq,n3) with ny > 1,
then Arg Z7[¢](O(-1)[2]) > Arg Z7[¢](V).

If V is a stable representation of ()y of dimension (ny,n9,n3) with ny =0 and ng # 0,
it follows from Lemma that ny < 3n3. For every nonnegative integers ny, ng with
nz # 0 and ny < 3ng, we have

naRe Z5opy) + 3 Re ZJ oy S 3nsRe Z7 o) + s Re Z7 1))

1 1
<n3(_3y+y+$—§)=n3(—2y+x—§),
and, for —1<a:<0andy>—%2,

1 1 1 1
—2y+az—§<x2+x—§=(ac+§)2—g<—§<0.

It follows that, for every E nonzero o-stable object of A, we have either Arg Z7(FE) <

Arg Z7 o1y and so Re Z7(E) >0, or Re Z7(E) <0. In particular, Re Z7(E) # 0.
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Thus, the scattering diagram DE”, restricted to the interior of US?L is empty, as S(D,).

Figure: an example of conﬁgurétion of central charges for ¢ = (x,y) in the interior
of US?L. If £ is a o-stable object of A%, then Z7(E) belongs to the dotted region (it is
indeed possible to show that Arg Z° > Arg(Z;’(O(l)) + 3Zj7(0[1]))).

HEENT
 ZemN
SRR N 2 o)
:::::::::::Z:.(O) A
Z3on)
Z3o(-1)12))

g

Lemma 4.4.4. We have @Ei) = S(Din)) in restriction to the boundary of Uéf‘R and in
restriction to the boundary of U(ifL.

Proof. Lemma [£.4.4] is a limiting case of Lemma [£.4.3] in the same way as Lemma [4.4.2]
is a limiting case of Lemma [£.4.2]

On the boundary [0}] (resp. [07]) of Ué?R, the only v € I' such that Z7 € iR, are positive
multiple of v(O[1]) (resp. v(O(1))). The corresponding moduli space of stable objects
is a moduli space of representations of @)y of dimension vector (0,n,0) (resp. (0,0,n)),
so is empty if n > 1 (a representation of dimension (0,7,0) is necessarily the direct sum
of n copies of the simple representation of dimension (0,1,0), and so cannot be stable
if n > 1), and is a point if n = 1. So, using Definition and Definition , the
scattering diagrams @Eij and S(Dir) coincide in restriction to the boundary of U(i)f‘R.

Similarly, on the boundary [og| (resp. [0*,]) of U, the only v € T such that Z9 € iR
are positive multiple of v(O) (resp. 7(O(-1)[1])). The corresponding moduli space of
stable objects is a moduli space of representations of @)y of dimension vector (0,mn,0)
(resp. (n,0,0)), so is empty if n > 1, and is a point if n = 1. So, using Definition [2.5.4]
and Definition , the scattering diagrams ®F° and S (i) coincide in restriction to

u,v

the boundary of U . O

We can now end the proof of Theorem |4.2.1} the scattering diagrams D%, and S(Di2,)
coincide in restriction to UénT according to Lemma [4.4.1) and Lemma [4.4.2] in restriction
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to Uéf‘L and Uéf‘R according to Lemma and Lemma and so, as
0 = O 0 U, 0 U,

in restriction to Ui", and so, using the action of ¢(1), in restriction to U™.

5. THE EQUALITY @Ei} = S(Din)

In we prove that a consistent scattering diagram which in some sense has the same
initial data as S(Dir,) in fact coincides with S(®i)). In we use Theorem and

Theorem to show that ZDE?D satisfies this criterion, and so we get our first main

result, Theorem [5.2.1] stated as Theorem (0.1.1 in the introduction, that is the equality
oF, = 5(9in,).

5.1. Criterion for © = S(D},). Recall that we introduced in the skew-symmetric
form (—,-) on M = Z2? given by
(=N M~ 7Z
((a,b),(a',b")) =3(a'b-ab").
In we defined a scattering diagram S(D1 ) on U for (M, (-, ), gu,). In this section

we prove Proposition [5.1.8, which gives a sufficient criterion to prove that a scattering
diagram ® on U for (M, (-, ~), guw) coincides with S(D,).

Definition 5.1.1. Let © be a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, =), guv), and let d and
0’ be two rays of ®. The ray 0 is a parent of the ray 0" if:
0 is bounded, that is, we have |d| = Init(d) — [0, Ty ]my for some Ty € Ryg.
the endpoint of 0 coincides with the initial point Init(d") of 0.
0" defines an outgoing ray of the local scattering diagram Diyie(ory-
0 defines an ingoing ray of the local scattering diagram Diyie(or) -
SOInit(a')(ma) < SOInit(a')(ma’)-
It follows from condition (2) in the Definition of a scattering diagram that a given
ray 0’ has finitely many parents.

Definition 5.1.2. Let ® be a scattering diagram on U for (M,(-,-), guv), and let d and
0’ be two rays of ®. The ray V' is a descendant of the ray 0 of level < N if there exists
an integer N 2 1, and rays 0; of ®, 0< j < N, such that:

L4 00 =0.

® DN =0

o For every 0 <7< N -1, the ray 9; is a parent of the ray 0;,,.

Definition 5.1.3. Let © be a scattering diagram on U for (M, (=, =), guw), and let 3’ be
a ray of ®. The ray 0" is a descendant of level < N if there exists a ray 0 of © such that
0’ 15 a descendant of 0 of level < N.

Definition 5.1.4. Let ® be a scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, =), guv), and let D be
aray of . A ray 0 of © is an absolute ancestor if 0 has no parent.
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Lemma 5.1.5. Let © be a scattering diagram on U for (M,{(-,=),8uv), and let 0 and
0’ be two rays of ® such that ' is a descendant of 0. Then, writing Init(d) = (x,y) and
Init(d") = (2/,y’), we have

1
|.’,U’ _ [E| g 59011111;(0’) (mD/) .

Proof. 1t is a consequence of Definition and Lemma [1.2.5 O

Lemma 5.1.6. Let ® be a consistent scattering diagram on U for (M, (-, =), gu,) such
that © coincides with S(D,) in restriction to U™, and let ' be a ray of ©. Then there
exists a ray 0 of ®, which is an absolute ancestor, such that ¥’ is a descendant of 0.

Proof. Writing Init(9") = (xy, ¥ ), we denote

_ _ 1
Up = {(z,y) €U |5172 +2y < asg, + 2, |7 = | € §¢Init(a')(ma')} :

According to Lemma and Lemma(5.1.9] if 0 is a ray of © such that 9" is a descendant
of 9, then we have Init(d) € Uy.
We denote

_ 1 1
Ky ={(z,y) e U] 1 <a?+2y < xg, + 2y, |2 — Ty | < §¢Init(0’)(mb’)} :

K, is a compact subset of U and we have U, — K, c U™,

As ® is consistent, every ray of ® is either an absolute ancestor or is the descendant
of some other ray. So, if we assume by contradiction that 9’ is not the descendant of an
absolute ancestor, we can find an infinite sequence of rays 9;, j € N, such that 9y = 9/,
and such that, for every j € N, 0,,; is a parent of 0;. If there exists j € N such that
Init(d;) € U™, then we get a contradiction as by assumption D coincides with S(D™)
and every ray of S(®™) is a descendant of an absolute ancestor. If not, then we have
Init(0;) € Ky for every j € N, and as omit(o;)(1%;) < @miter) (o) (by Definition
and Lemma for every j € N, we get a contradiction with condition (3) of Definition
of a scattering diagram. O

Lemma 5.1.7. Let ® be a consistent scattering diagram on U for (M, (=, =), gu). Then,
every absolute ancestor ray of ® intersects U™.

Proof. Let ® be an absolute ancestor ray of CDE?U. We claim that Init(d) € U™. Indeed,
assume by contraction that Init(d) ¢ U™. Then we have in particular Init(d) € U and
consistency of © at the point Init(?) contradicts the assumption that 9 is an absolute
ancestor ray. U

Proposition 5.1.8. Let ® be a consistent scattering diagram on U for (M,{~,~), §u)
which coincides with S(DW,) in restriction to U™. Then, we have ® = S(D,).

Proof. As ® coincides with S(®I)) in restriction to U and as every absolute ancestor
ray of ® intersects U™ by Lemma |5.1.7, the absolute ancestor rays of ® and S(D)
coincide. As ® is consistent, it follows by induction on N from the uniqueness of local

consistent completions given by Proposition [1.1.9] and from the normalization condition
given by condition (1) of Definition that © and S(®™) have the same descendant
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rays of level < N for every N > 1. This is enough to conclude as every ray of © is a
descendant by Lemma [5.1.6 Il

5.2. Proof of the main result. In we have defined S(D},) a scattering diagram
on U for (M,(-,-), gu.), in a completely algorithmic way: as consistent completion of an
explicitly given initial scattering diagram D1 . In we have defined @Ei}, a scattering

diagram on U for (M, (-,-), guv), in terms of intersection Hodge polynomials of moduli

spaces of Bridgeland semistable objects in D’(P2). Our main result, stated as Theorem
in the Introduction, is that these two scattering diagrams coincide:

Theorem 5.2.1. We have the equality @E’ij = S(Dir)) of scattering diagrams on U for
(M, <_7_>7gu,v)'

Proof. According to Proposition [5.1.8] it is enough to show that the scattering diagram

@Eij is consistent and coincides with S(DI")) in restriction to U™. The scattering diagram
D is consistent by Theorem and coincides with S(Dir,) in restriction to U™ by

Theorem [4.2.1] O

Theorem 5.2.2. We have the equality @Ef = S(@iqll) of scattering diagrams on U for
(M,(-,-),9,-). Similarly, we have the equality @ICPQ, = S(®M) of scattering diagrams on
U fOT (M7 <_7 _>7gclf)'

Proof. This follows from Theorem by the specialization u = v = q% and the semiclas-
sical limit q% - 1. U
Theorem 5.2.3. We have the equality @Ef = S(@iqll) of scattering diagrams on U for
(M,(-,-),94+). Similarly, we have the equality @fi = S(®M.) of scattering diagrams on
U fOT (M7 <_7 _>7gcl+)'

Proof. It will follow from Theorem [5.2.21 We have to compare the Lie algebras g,-
and g,+. The Lie bracket of g, is the commutator of the associative algebra A, =

(m,m/)

®mers Q(g*2), where zm - 2 = (=1)imm)g" "5 zm+m’  Similarly, the Lie bracket of
g,- is the commutator of the associative algebra A, = @,,enr Q(q*%), where 2™ . 2™ =

(m,m') 1
q 2 Zm+m

We consider o: M =72 — {£1}, (a,b) = (-1)2+2*®. One checks easily (or see [Boul8,
Lemma 8.3]) that o is a quadratic refinement, in the sense that

a(m+m') = (1) a(m)o(m')

for every m,m’ € M. It follows that F,: A, — A, 2™~ o(m)z™ is an isomorphism of
associative algebras. If ® is a scattering diagram for g,-, of rays 9 = (9|, Hy), we denote
F,(®) the scattering diagram for g+ of rays o = (|9, F,,(H,)). As F, is an isomorphism,
F,(9) is consistent if and only if © is consistent.

From the explicit description of the scattering diagrams D}* and D% in Deﬁnitions
and , we have F, (D) = D (indeed o(¢my) = o(fmy) = (-1)"n+) = (~1)* for
every n € Z and £ > 1). By uniqueness of the consistent completion given by Proposition

, we deduce that F,(S(D")) = S(D).
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On the other hand, we claim that FU(C‘D]};E) = @gf. From the explicit description given
by Definition [2.5.7] it is enough to show that, for every v € I', we have (1)) = o(m.,).
But for v = (r,d, x), we have by Definition ,7) = =3dr-r?-d?+2ry, so (-1)0") =
(-1)dr+r+d"and as m, = (r,—d) by Definition [2.5.3, we also have o(m.,) = (=1)4++d.

Thus, we get the equality ’D]qpf = S(®1) by applying F, to the equality ’DE? =S(D)
given by Theorem The equality @]fli = S(®@™.) follows by taking the semiclassical
limit q% - 1. O

6. APPLICATIONS TO MODULI SPACES OF GGIESEKER SEMISTABLE SHEAVES

In §6.1) we show how Theorem [5.2.1] can be used to obtain an algorithm computing
intersection Hodge numbers of moduli spaces M, of Gieseker semistable sheaves. As an
application, we prove Theorem [6.1.2] stated as Theorem [0.4.1] that is, the fact that these
intersection Hodge numbers are concentrated in bidegree (p,p). In we prove results
on the cohomology of the moduli spaces M, viewed as real algebraic varieties. In §6.3
we explain that our scattering algorithm leads naturally to a decomposition indexed by
trees of the Poincaré polynomial of M, and we give some explicit examples.

6.1. Algorithm. For every v € I', we denote M, the moduli space of S-equivalence classes
of Gieseker semistable sheaves on P? of class 7. The moduli space M, is a projective
scheme, singular in general, which can be constructed by geometric invariant theory, see
for example [HL10]. The moduli space M5 of Gieseker stable sheaves is a quasiprojective
scheme, open in M,. It follows directly from Serre duality and from the definition of
Gieseker semistability that Ext*(E, E) = 0 for every Gieseker semistable sheaf E with
Y(E) ¢ I'Y, and so the moduli space M:' of stable object is smooth if y ¢ I'Y. In fact the
moduli space M:' is also smooth if v € ', as it is P? if 7 = (0,0,1), and the emptyset
else.

As in for M9, we define intersection Hodge numbers Ih?4( M, ), intersection Betti
numbers [b,(M,), and intersection Euler characteristics Ie*(M,). If M, = M:", which
happens for example if v is a primitive element of the lattice I', then M, is a smooth
projective varieties and the intersection Hodge numbers, Betti numbers, Euler character-
istics, are the usual Hodge numbers, Betti numbers, Euler characteristics of M.,

The following Lemma gives the relation between the moduli spaces M of Bridgeland-
semistable objects and the moduli spaces M, of Gieseker semistable sheaves. It is a
precise version of the general idea that the notion of stability in the sense of Gieseker can
be recover as an asymptotic version of Bridgeland stability condition.

Lemma 6.1.1. We fix some v = (r,d,x) €' such that r > 0. Then:
o [fr=0and d=0, we have M? = M., and MJ™* = M3* for every o € U.
o Ifr=0 and d>0, we have M7 = M, and Mg~ = M5 for o = (x,y) € U with y
large enough.
o Ifr>0, we have M7 = M, and M~ = Mt for o = (v,y) e U, x < % and y large
enough.

Proof. See the proof of [ABCH13, Proposition 6.2]. O
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We now explain how Theorem [5.2.1] gives an algorithm to compute the intersection
Hodge numbers Ih?P4(M.,).

We fix vy e I'. If v = (0,0, 1), then M, = M5t = P2 so Th?4(M,) = h*4(IP?). If v e ' and
v #(0,0,1), then M:* is empty so Th#(M,) =0, for every p and q.

So we can assume that v ¢ 'Y, In such case, it follows from the explicit description of L,
given in and from Lemma that L, intersects the region in U where M9 = M.,
M7=t = Mst, and so ThP4(MZ7) = IhP4(M,). If Ms' is empty, then IhP¢(M,) = 0 for
every p and ¢q. So we can assume that M5 is nonempty. In such case, [h®°(M,) # 0, and
so, for the unique j € J, such that R ; is a half-line, we have ]h%j(u%,v%) = ]hv(u%,v%).

Then, by condition (1) of Definition (0.4, Hy, ,) is the unique ray in DF’, of support
R, ; and of class m,. By Definition [2.5.5, we have

1 Ih /,-(ug,vg)
HD“/,J' i Z z Vﬁj _£
L (u0)E = (uv) s

y=ty'

My

So, after having determined by induction the Ih. ; (u%,v%) for v/ e I'y, v" # v, we can
read off Ihﬁ,(u%,v%) = Ihw(u%,v%) from H,_ ;.

Thus, we can read the symmetrized Hodge polynomials [ hw(u%,v%) from ©F,. But
according to Theorem , we have @Eij =S(®r)). As S(Dir,) can be computed in an

algorithmic way (see the remark ending , it is also the case for I hv(u%,v%).

In order to get an effective algorithm, we have to know, for a given v € I', how to bound
the number of steps necessary in the construction of S(®I,) to compute I hv(u%,v%).
Li-Zhao |LZ19a] have given an algorithm to compute the actual walls for 7, and from
there, we can get a bound on the value 22 + 2y for the initial point (z,y) of the half-line
Rw’- Using Lemma , we get a bound on the z-coordinates of the relevant initial
rays of S(D},). Thus, we can algorithmically compute a compact set K, in U such

that ]hv(u%,v%) is computed by the restriction of S(®i,) to K,. On the other hand,
by combination of Lemma and Lemma , we know that o, (m,) is increasing
when moving from the initial rays by successive local scatterings. Thus, we can bound
¢, (my) for D a ray contributing by successive scatterings to the formation of R, ;, and
for o € [9], by ¢(ay)(my). By condition (3) of Definition [1.2.7, and the description of
S(Din,) in restriction to U™ at the beginning of r, the restriction of S(DI,) to K,
contains finitely many such rays . By Lemma [1.1.10] we know when they are exhausted:
when all the newly added rays have i) (1M2) > ©(z,y)(M).

We can now prove that, for every « € Z3, the intersection cohomology of M., is concen-
trated in Hodge bidegrees (p, p), that is Theorem of the introduction.

Theorem 6.1.2. For every yeI', we have Ih»4(M,) =0 if p#q.

Proof. As we explained above how to compute the intersection Hodge polynomials
. dim M~
They(uz,v2) = (=(uv)z) @mM 5 (“1)PaThra( M, Yury!

p,q=0
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from the scattering diagram D%, = S(Di ), the result follows from Corollary [1.4.12| In
short, the result is true for the initial rays of ngv (the corresponding moduli spaces are
points), and then propagates by wall-crossing. U

As we recalled in the Introduction, Theorem is well-known [ESm93[Bead5,Mar07]
if v is primitive: in this case, semistability coincides with stability, M, is smooth, in-
tersection cohomology coincides with ordinary cohomology, and one can show that the
cohomology ring is generated by the Kiinneth components of the Chern classes of the
universal sheaf. In general, M, is singular and Theorem is much less clear. In fact,
Theorem does not seem to appear previously in the literature, even if, with the extra
assumption r > 0, a different proof can be obtained from the results proved in [MM18].

Theorem implies immediately the following Corollary [6.1.3]

Corollary 6.1.3. For every v eI, we have:

o by (M) =0 for every k e N.
o Ie*(M,) €N, and, if M5 is nonempty, le*(M,) € Zs,.

6.2. Real algebraic geometry. We now discuss an application to the real algebraic
geometry of the moduli spaces M,. We equip P? with its natural real structure whose
real locus is the real projective plane RIP2. As the definition of Gieseker semistable sheaves
makes sense over essentially any base, it follows that for every v € Z3, the moduli space
M., has a natural real structure and we denote M, (R) its real locus. In particular, there is
a natural action of Gal(C/R) = Z/2 on the intersection cohomology groups I H*(M,,, Q).

Theorem 6.2.1. For every v €I', and for every 0 < p <dim M., the complex conjugation
in Gal(C/R) acts as (-1)? on IH?(M,,,Q).

Proof. In all the arguments used in the proof of Theorem [5.2.1] we can replace the inter-
section Hodge polynomials valued in Z[u,v] by the class of the intersection cohomology
in the Grothendieck group of the category of mixed Hodge structures with action of
Gal(C/R). In all the explicit formulas defining S(®1,), we only have to replace uv by
H2(A',Q). The analogue of Theorem is then an equality of scattering diagrams
with values in the Grothendieck group of the category of mixed Hodge structures with
action of Gal(C/R). The result then follows from the fact that the complex conjugation
in Gal(C/R) acts as —1 on H2(A!,Q). In short, the logic is identical to the one used
to prove Theorem the result is true for the initial rays of DI, (the corresponding
moduli spaces are points), and then propagates by wall-crossing. Il

If v is primitive, then M, is smooth, so M,(R) is a compact manifold. We denote
e(M,(R)) its topological Euler characteristic.
Corollary 6.2.2. For every v €' primitive, we have
dim M., dim M,

e(M,(R)) = Z:(:) (=1)Pbyy (M) = z:(:) (=L)PhPP(M,) .

Proof. For ~ primitive, M, is smooth, intersection cohomology coincides with usual coho-
mology, and so the result follows from Theorem by the Lefschetz fixed point formula
applied to the complex conjugation. Il
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It is possible to give a simpler proof of Corollary [6.2.2] According to [ESm93|Bea95,
Mar(7] if ~ is primitive, then the cohomology ring of M, is generated by Kiinneth com-
ponents of the Chern classes of the universal sheaf on M, x[P2. So the result follows from

the fact that complex conjugation acts as (=1)? on the p-th Chern class of a real sheaf,
and as (-1)? on H?"(P?2,Q).

6.3. Tree decompositions. According to Theorem the study of the intersection
Hodge numbers Ih?4(M.,) can be reduced to the study of the intersection Betti numbers
Ibyy,(M,). In particular, the intersection Poincaré polynomial

dim My
P(M'y) = Z Ib?p(M'y)qp

p=0

has nonnegative coefficients.
The scattering algorithm of induces a decomposition
P(M,) = %, Pr(M,),

TeTy
where T, is a set of oriented weighted trees immersed in U, and where each Pr(M.,)
is a polynomial in ¢ with integer coefficients. Each T' € 7, is contained in the support
of @Ei, = S(Din)), has roots at some of the initial points s, of D}, and has a unique
unbounded leave coinciding with R, ;, where j is the unique j € .J, such that R, is
a half-lines. Each edge of T is weighted by some positive integer and oriented in the
direction of increasing value of ¢, (my). Each non-root vertex of T has finitely many
ingoing edges and one outgoing edge, and the tropical balancing condition is satisfied at
each such vertex. The only obstruction to the embedding of T in U is the fact that two
roots of T' can map to the same initial point s,. It is related to the fact that, in the
support of D}, there are two rays coming out from each s,, and T might contain these
two rays.

Indeed, such trees naturally index the various terms obtained by successive local scat-
terings in the algorithmic construction of S(®D,). The fact that the contribution of each
tree is a polynomial in ¢ with integer coefficients follows from the formalism of admissi-
ble series of Kontsevich-Soibelman (see [KS11) §6]). We conjecture that the coefficients
of the polynomials Pr(M,) are nonnegative, and that ¢ (dimM,-degPr(M:)) Pr(M.) are
unimodular palindromic polynomials.

Even if our result holds only at the numerical level of Betti numbers, we can think of
the various terms indexed by 7' as coming from various locally closed strata in M., of
codimension dim M, —deg Pr(M,,), parametrizing Gieseker semistable sheaves which are
obtained from the line bundles O(n) by some precise pattern of exact triangles in D°(P2).

This decomposition of P(M,) seems to be new in general and probably deserves further
study. We make only one observation. The moduli spaces of Gieseker semistable sheaves
supported in dimension 1, that is with v = (0, d, x), have been quite explicitly studied for
low values of d in [DM11|Maill,Mail3a,/CM14,|CC15,BMW14,Yual4d|. One key aspect
of these studies is the construction of explicit locally closed decompositions of the moduli
spaces M(g.q4,y) (for low degree, d < 6), whose strata are characterized by the existence of a
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resolution by direct sum of line bundles of some numerical type. For d <5, one can check
explicitly that our decomposition according to the trees 7" € 7, matches the decomposition
of P(M,) induced by these decompositions, and for d = (6, 1), it matches the slightly more
refined decomposition according to the first destabilizing wall, see [CC15].

A quite simple example: shape of the unique tree T' contributing to v = (0,1,1) (the
precise embedding in U can be recovered from the explicit description of the initial rays
of D and from the tropical balancing condition):

S_1 S0

Above the vertex, extensions of O(-1)[1] by O become stable, corresponding to the fact
that all the elements of M 1y are of the form O; for [ a line in P?, and so admit a
resolution of the form

0>0(-1) >0 >0, 0.

We can check that Pp(M1,1)) = 1+ ¢+ ¢? which is indeed the Poincaré polynomial of
Mo1,1) =~ P2. More complicated examples are given in the proof of Theorem in the
following section §6.4

The above trees are essentially identical to the attractor trees discussed in a more
general and partially conjectural context in [KS14) §3.2]. They are of the same nature
as the attractor flow trees of the supergravity literature [Den00|, except that, in the
supergravity context, the trees can have root at an attractor point, which is a smooth
point of the moduli space, analogue of our U, whereas all our trees end at a singular
point of the moduli space (the points s,, where the central charge of O(n) goes to 0).
The supergravity context should be relevant for compact Calabi-Yau 3-folds, whereas the
present paper is about the noncompact Calabi-Yau 3-fold Kp2.

6.4. Test of the y-independence conjecture: proof of Theorem We prove
Theorem that is, for every d <4, the intersection Poincaré polynomial P(M q.)) is
independent of x. In order to save space, we will use Theorem , proved in [Boul9b],
according to which P(M4,)) only depends on x through ged(d, x).

For d = 1 and d = 2, the moduli space M 4, is isomorphic to the linear system of
degree d curves and so does not depend on x: there is nothing to prove.

For d = 3, there are two cases to consider, that we can choose to be y =1 and x = 3,
and there is something to prove.

Shape of the unique tree contributing to v = (0, 3,1):

T =
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2
S_9 S_1 So

The uniqueness of T' is related to the fact that every sheaf E in M 3 1) admits a resolution
of the form
0-0(-2)**-0(-1)e0-E-0,
see [DM11].
Denoting [n], = Y10 ¢F for every n € N, we can check running the scattering algorithm
that

P(Mo3.1)) = Pr(Mos) = [9]4[3]q-
Shape of the two trees contributing to v = (0, 3,3):

T =

S_1 So

S_9 S1

The tree Tj corresponds to the codimension 0 stratum in Mg 3 3y of sheaves £/ admitting
a resolution of the form
0-0(-1)% 0% - FE -0,
and the tree T7 corresponds to the codimension 1 stratum in M 3 3y of sheaves E admit-
ting a resolution of the form

0-0(-2)-0(1)->E-0,
see [DM11]. We can check running the scattering algorithm that
PTO(M(07373)) = [Q]Q(l + q2) Y
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PTl(M(073’3)) = [g]qq’
and so
P(M33)) = Pr,(M33)) + Pr,(M33)) = [9]4[3]q-
In particular, we have indeed P(M31y) = P(M(3,3)) and this proves Theorem for
d=3.
For d = 4, there are three cases to consider, that we can chose to be y =1, x = 2, and

X =4.
Shape of the two trees contributing to v = (0,4, 1):

S_3 S_1 So

Using the notation of [DM11, §3], Ty corresponds to the codimension 0 stratum X in
Mo,4,1) of sheaves E' admitting a resolution of the form

0-0(-3)*->0(-1)*2e0-E-0,

and Ty corresponds to the codimension 2 stratum X; in M4, of sheaves I/ admitting
a resolution of the form

0-0(-3)e0(-1) - 0% - E 0.
We can check running the scattering algorithm that
Pry(Man) =[12],(1+ ¢ +3¢* +3¢* + 3¢" + ¢° + ¢°)

Pr,(Mayy) = [12]4[3]44%
and so

P(M((]A,l)) = PTO(M(0,4,1)) + PTl(M(OA,Z)) = [12](1(1 +q+ 4q2 + 4q3 + 4q4 + q5 + q6) .
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The moduli space M 4,1) is smooth and its Poincaré polynomial has been previously
computed by torus localization in [CM14].
Shape of the three trees contributing to v = (0,4, 2):

T =

S_9 So

S_3 S1

Using the notation of [DM11, §4], Ty corresponds to the codimension 0 stratum X in
Mp,4,2) of sheaves E' admitting a resolution of the form

0-0(-2)%->0% > E -0,

Ty corresponds to the codimension 1 stratum X, in M 9) of sheaves E admitting a
resolution of the form

0-0(-2)200(-1) > 0(-1)0 0% - E -0,



78 PIERRICK BOUSSEAU

and T5 corresponds to the codimension 3 stratum X, in Mg 49) of sheaves £ admitting
a resolution of the form
0-0(-3)-0(1)-E-0,
We can check running the scattering algorithm that
PTO(M(OA,?)) = [12]q(1 + 2q2 + 2q4 + qG) R
PTl(M(OA,?)) = [12]qq(1 + 2(] + 3q2 + 2q3 + q4) ,

Pr,(Ma2)) = [12]44°,
and so
P(Ma9) =[12],(1+ ¢ +4¢° +4¢° + 4¢* + ¢° + ¢®) .
Shape of the two trees contributing to v = (0,4,4):

S_1q S0

T

S_9 S_1 So S1

Using the notation of [DM11, §5], Ty corresponds to the codimension 0 stratum Xy in
Mp.4,4y of sheaves E' admitting a resolution of the form

0-0(-1)* - 0% 5 E -0,

and T} corresponds to the codimension 1 stratum X; in M 44) of sheaves E' admitting
a resolution of the form

0-0(-2)00(-1) - 0a0O(1) > E—-0.
We can check running the scattering algorithm that
Pr,(Ma) = [12],(1+2¢° + ¢° + 24" + ¢°) ,

Pr,(Mo,4,4y) = [12]4[3]2¢,
and so
P(Maa) =[12],(1 + ¢ +4¢* +4¢° + 4¢" + ¢° + ¢®) .
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Comparing the previous results, we obtain that indeed

P(M,4,1)) = P(M,4,2)) = P(Mo,1))

and this proves Theorem for d = 4.
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