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LOG CALABI-YAU MIRROR SYMMETRY AND NON-ARCHIMEDEAN DISKS

SEAN KEEL AND TONY YUE YU

Abstract. We construct the mirror algebra to a smooth affine log Calabi-Yau variety
with maximal boundary, as the spectrum of a commutative associative algebra with a
canonical basis, whose structure constants are given as naive counts of non-archimedean
analytic disks. More generally, we studied the enumeration of non-archimedean analytic
curves with boundaries, associated to a given transverse spine in the essential skeleton of
the log Calabi-Yau variety. The moduli spaces of such curves are infinite dimensional. In
order to obtain finite counts, we impose a boundary regularity condition so that the curves
can be analytically continued into tori, that are unrelated to the given log Calabi-Yau
variety. We prove the properness of the resulting moduli spaces, and show that the mirror
algebra is a finitely generated commutative associative algebra, giving rise to a mirror
family of log Calabi-Yau varieties.
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An affine log Calabi Yau variety, with maximal boundary, is conjectured to have theta functions,
a canonical basis of global functions, indexed by integer points in the essential skeleton of the mirror
variety (see [16, Conjecture 0.6], [40]). This suggests a construction of the mirror variety: make the
vector space with this basis into an algebra by defining structure constants for the multiplication
rule, and then take the spectrum of this algebra. Now the main question is the construction of
structure constants, which we will carry out in this paper.
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Here is the precise definition, which we give in the introduction as we think its simple and natural
form is our main contribution.

Let k£ be a field of characteristic zero, U an affine log Calabi-Yau variety over C with maximal
boundary and volume form w, and U C Y an snc (simple normal crossing) compactification. Let
U?" be the Berkovich analytification with respect to the trivial absolute value on k, and Sk(U, Z)
the set of integer points in the essential skeleton of U*". More concretely,

Sk(U, Z) == {0} U {mv | m € Nxg, v is a divisorial valuation on k(U) where w has a pole},

where k(U) is the field of rational functions on U.
Denote Ry = Z|NE(Y,Z)] with basis z? for effective curve classes 3 € NE(Y,Z). The mirror
algebra

(1.1) Avey = @ Ry -0p,
PeSk(U,Z)

is a free Ry-module with basis 6p, where 0p is a generalization of classical theta functions. The
structure constant x(Py,...,P,,@,p) for Pi,...,P,,Q € Sk(U,Z) and 8 € NE(Y,Z) is defined to
be the naive (as opposed to virtual) count of non-archimedean analytic disks as follows.

Construction 1.2 (see Fig. 1). Up to passing to a toric blowup, we may assume that every nonzero
P; has divisorial center D; C D and write P; = m;v;. Let 7: U — Sk(U) C Y?" be the Berkovich
retraction to the skeleton (see Section 2.1). The structure constant x (P, ..., P,,Q, 3) is defined to
be the number of maps f: (B,p1,...,pn,q) — Y?" satisfying the following:

(1) B is a closed unit disk with marked points p1,...,pn, ¢, defined over an extension of k.

2) fFHD*™) = >_i:p0 Miis and f(ps) € D7

(3) The boundary 0B (which is a point in Berkovich geometry) and the point ¢ € B are mapped
to a general point y in Sk(U) near Q.

(4) The convex hull I' C B of 0B and the marked points has exactly one edge e at 9B, and the
outward derivative of (7o f)|. is equal to Q.

(5) [f: B—Y]=p, in a limiting sense (see Section 7).

(6) Boundary regularity condition: identifying a neighborhood of y with an open subset of a
k-analytic toric variety 7", by analytic continuation at 0B inside T?", we obtain a disk in 72"
meeting the toric boundary at exactly one point.

The boundary regularity condition is the key to making the structure constants finite, and it is
the main technical challenge in the construction. In order to show that the counts are independent
of the choices of the general point y, we need to consider the moduli space of such disks and take
evaluation at g. Furthermore, we will reformulate the boundary regularity condition by gluing the
toric variety 72" onto Y?", and consider the counts of closed curves in the glued non-separated
target space.

Consider the moduli space M§", . 5 of k-analytic rational curves with marked points p1, ..., pn,q, 2.
Let Vs C MG, 1o be the subspace consisting of curves (C,pi,...,pn,q, 2) whose skeleton I' C C
has the following property: the ¢-leg and the z-leg meet at a single vertex ¢ of valence 3. So such a
curve can be decomposed as a union of two closed analytic disks

(C,pla' "7pn7q7z) = (Bapla"'7pnaq> U (anaz)7

where B means “body” and E means “end”.
Pick G' C Sk(U) a small closed convex polyhedral subset near @, and let G := 771(G) C U*®. Let
M be the integer lattice tangent to G from the Z-affine structure, and 7T the toric variety whose fan
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FIGURE 1. The red curve is a heuristic depiction of the non-archimedean analytic
disk (different from the Berkovich space). The green segments depict the associated
spine.

is a single ray spanned by —@ € M. Note there is a copy G C T?", and we glue Z := Y?" Ug T?".
Now the moduli space of analytic disks in Construction 1.2 is equivalent to the moduli space of
rational curves f: (C = BUE,p1,...,pn,q,2) — Z with domain in V), where the body disk B
lands in Y?"| satisfying Construction 1.2(2, 5), and the end disk E lands in 7", meeting 072" at z,
see Fig. 2.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 10.4, Proposition 10.14). Let N be the moduli space of all such curves in
Z. The map

¢ = (dom,evy): N =V x G

taking domain and evaluation at q is finite and étale over a dense Zariski open subset. Its degree
is independent of all the auziliary choices in the construction, and gives the structure constant

X(Pla"wPTMQaB)‘

Theorem 1.4. Assume U admits a minimal dit model. With the above structure constants, Aycy
is a finitely generated commutative and associative Ry = Z[NE(Y, Z)]-algebra. The induced map

Spec(Aycy) — Spec(Ry)

is flat, and the fibres are affine Gorenstein K-trivial semi-log-canonical varieties of the same
dimension as U. Fibres over the structure torus Tpicy) = Spec(Z[N1(Y,Z)]) are normal and log
canonical.

Remark 1.5. This generalizes [31, Theorem 1.2(2-3)], which has an additional assumption that
U contains an open algebraic torus. Our construction here is much more general (e.g. the log
Calabi-Yau varieties we consider here need not be rational varieties), and also conceptually simpler,
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FIGURE 2. The glued target space Z = Y*"* Ug T*" and a rational curve in it.

and closer to the intuition from symplectic geometry. On the other hand, we do not know how to
prove (in general) the non-degeneracy of the Frobenius pairing as in Theorem 1.2(1) in loc. cit.

Remark 1.6. Let Ay = ®peskw)z)Z - 0p, the free Abelian group with basis Sk(U)(Z). Define
X(P1,..., P, Q) = ZﬁGNE(Y’Z) w(Py,..., Py, Q, ). We show the sum is finite, and independent of

U C Y, and with these structure constants Ay is finitely generated, and isomorphic to Aycy ®g, Z
(where Ry — Z is defined by sending each monomial z” to 1). We call Ay the absolute mirror
algebra.

Next we give a quick description of our applications, to indicate some interesting connections
between the mirror algebra and Mori theory.

1.1. Application to Moduli of Log Calabi-Yau Pairs. The following is an excerpt from [24].
Conjecture 1.7. Let Q be a connected component of the coarse moduli space of triples (X, E, )

where

(1) X is a connected smooth projective complex variety,
(2) E € |—Kx]| is an snc divisor with a zero stratum, and
(8) © C X is an ample divisor not containing any 0-stratum of E.

Then there is a toric variety T, a Zariski open subset T° C T and a finite surjective map T° — Q.

We have a more precise form of the conjecture above. Note that in view of Conditions (1-2), (3)
is equivalent to the condition that for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, (X, E + €©) is a stable pair! (see

1t is sometimes called KSBA stable pair in honor of the works of Kollar-Shepherd-Barron [33] and Alexeev [1].
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[37, §5]), thus @ immerses into SP, the moduli space of stable pairs (which is a higher-dimensional

generalization of the moduli space M g,n Of stable pointed curves, see [36]). Let @ denote the closure
of @ in SP.

Conjecture 1.8. There is a complete toric variety T with a finite surjective map T — Q.

In fact we conjecture vastly more, we have a precise description of the toric variety (we give the
fan, a generalisation of the Gelfand-Kapranov-Zelevinski secondary fan) and, more importantly, the
universal family as Proj of an algebra with canonical basis and disk counting structure constants as
in the mirror algebra. In particular (we conjecture) the data (X, F,©) determines a canonical basis
of the homogeneous coordinate ring R(X, O(0)).

We hope many readers find Conjecture 1.8 surprising. We know of no moduli or Mori theoretic
reason why the moduli space in question should even be uniruled (much less a toric variety). We
believe the conjecture can be proven by running our mirror construction twice — the construction
just spits out the desired universal family.

1.2. Application to the Cox ring of a positive Looijenga pair. In [30] the results here are
used to carry out the conjectural scheme from Conjecture 13.12 to give a basis of the Cox ring of
smooth two dimensional Looijenga pair (X, F) with affine interior U := X \ FE, canonical up to
individual scaling. Moreover, such a basis is given for the Cox ring of the quasi-universal families of
[17, 3.1].

1.3. Application to counts of tropical curves. We note one other application: our counts
naturally decompose according to the tropicalisations of the disks, and in particular our construction
gives a very simple definition of naive counts of tropical curves. The key idea is the notion of a
skeletal curve: A compact genus zero analytic curve, B, (i.e. the complement of a union of disjoint
open disks in P! ) contains a canonical skeleton, a metrized tree Sk(B) C B (defined as the set of
point which have neighborhood isomorphic to an open analytic disk, see [4, 1.2]). A skeletal curve
in U?" is an analytic map f: B — U?" such that the restriction to Sk(B) C B factors through
Sk(U) c U™ (the precise definition is slightly different than this, but it has this implication, see
[31, 1.12]). The map f thus has a canonical tropicalisation, which we call its spine (we reserve
the term tropicalisation for something larger, but less canonical, see Definition 3.1), the restriction
Sp(f) == flsk) : Sk(B) — Sk(U). Now there is an entirely naive way of counting functions
S:T' — Sk(U) from a metrized tree into the skeleton of U: we (naively) count skeletal analytic
curves, f: B — U?", using a moduli space as in Construction 1.2, with Sp(f) =T'. For the precise
definition see Definition 8.8. We stress: There is no notion of balancing here (Sk(U) has in general
no canonical integer affine structure, balanced does not make intrinsic sense), nothing from the
usual tropical geometry; our count is a count of analytic stable maps. For sufficiently generic spines
the counts are well behaved — deformation invariant, and satisfy a natural gluing formula, see
Theorem 8.12 and Section 9. We note these are counts of analytic curves (possibly) with boundary,
thus a new version of Gromov-Witten invariants.

1.4. Geometric motivation for the definition of the multiplication rule. Here, for simplicity,
we discuss the absolute algebra, see Remark 1.6. Lets first consider the toric case U = Ty := M QG,,,
for M = 7% (the lattice of one parameter subgroups of this algebraic torus). In this case the mirror
algebra is just the group ring Z[M] and so the structure constants are x(P1, P2, Q) = 60 p,+Ps»
(Kronecker delta), addition in the group M. We note M is the set of integer points of the Kontsevich-
Soibelman intrinsic skeleton, M = Sk(T, Z). For general log Calabi-Yau U, Sk(U, Z) is not a group,
@ = P, + P, does not make sense, but we can reformulate this geometrically in a way that does:
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Let P, Py,...,P, € M\ {0}, and let Tpy C Y be a toric variety on which all have divisorial center
(i.e. each P; spans a ray of the fan for Y, e.g. take Y to have fan given by these n rays). Then it is
an elementary fact that Y P; = 0 if and only if there is an analytic map f: (C,py,...,pn) — T2
from an n-pointed k-analytic rational curve (i.e. C = PL ) such that f~1(D*®) = Y m;p;, with
f(pi) € D3, where D C'Y is the boundary, D, C Dp, is the complement of all other boundary
divisors (Dp, = Dp, if we take Y with fan just the n rays) and P; = m;P; with P; € M reduced.

The analogous statement holds without passing to analytification, we could just use algebraic
maps of P! into 7. But we will need the k-analytic theory for the general case.

We could use the existence of rational curves meeting the boundary with such contact as the
definition in the general case (where Sk(U) has no group structure) of > P; = 0 (this is closely related
to the Frobenius structure conjecture). But for structure constants we need (notation as above)
P+Q+(—R) =0, and in general —R does not make sense. But it does make sense near R € Sk(U),
e.g. in the integer tangent space M = T, (Sk(U), for any maximal cone R € o of the dual fan as in
Construction 1.2. So now we take the toric variety Thy C T with fan the single ray spanned by —R,
and we can glue T*" onto Y?" along the analytic domain G C U®", notation from Construction 1.2
(which is an open set in the Tate topology, so this is a completely natural thing to do in the
Berkovich world). Now we will say x(P, @, R) # 0 if there is a k-analytic rational curve (C,p, g, s),
decomposed into 2 disks, C = BU E as in Fig. 2, with f~1(D*® 4+ 9T°") = mpp + mqq + mgs,
f(p) € D%, flq) € D%, f(s) € D_g, and f(E) C T*" (here 0T is the toric boundary, the single
divisor corresponding to —R).

In the toric case given P, @, there is only one possible R, namely P + @ and Sk(T)(Z) = M is
a group. In general there can be finitely many such R so instead Sk(U,Z) becomes the basis of an
algebra.

Let us remark how the proof of Theorem 1.4 differs from the special case in [31]. In [31] we
make the restrictive assumption that U contains a Zariski open torus Ty C U. We use this in
several ways. The most important: The structure constants, as in Construction 1.2, count disks
in Y with proscribed contact with the boundary, having to do with the inputs to the structure
constant (the P; in x(Py,...,P,,@,5)) ) and satisfying a boundary condition — the existence of an
extension to a map of P! | with domain the union of the original disk, and one end disk, with one
more point of contact, corresponding to @ (the space of disks without some boundary conditions
will be infinite dimensional). We want this end disk to land in (the analytification of) the simple
Ty toric variety, with a single boundary divisor corresponding to —@Q). When we have the torus we
can glue on this toric variety along the torus, and so the resulting space is just Y itself (possibly
blownup so the valuations corresponding to the P; and —@Q have divisorial center). In general we
have no torus. But we have plenty of standard analytic subsets of tori — the analytic domains G of
Construction 1.2 (see also Construction 4.5) and we can glue on a toric end (into which the end
disk will map) along this standard domain, to obtain the Berkovich analytic space Z. In [31] we
study stable rational curves in (possibly blownup) YY", which is essentially algebraic geometry (the
space is the analytification of the analogous space of maps into Y). The basic theory of stable
curves in a Berkovich analytic space (e.g. our glued space Z) is developed in [46] and [45]. We
recall the main statements we need in Section 4.3. All the necessary deformation theory (for stable
maps, in particular, the domain is complete) generalizes, see Section 4.2. The first thing we have to
establish here is that the locus of stable maps where the body disk B lands in Y*", and the end disk
E (notation as in Construction 1.2) lands in the toric end, is an analytic domain. Our structure
constants (or counts of tropical curves) are naive, the cardinality of the fibre of some quasi-finite
map. To show they are reasonable (e.g. deformation invariant) we have to work with finite étale
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maps, and for this we need that our moduli space is of finite type and without boundary (relative to
the map, ®, whose degree we count, see Theorem 10.4). Establishing this is the main technical task.
Once we have dealt with these foundational questions, the argument from [31] for proving the mirror
algebra is associative and finitely generated is the same (and so we do not repeat it here). Once we
have associativity, we want to prove that the fibres of the mirror family, over the structure torus
Tpic(y) are log canonical affine log Calabi-Yau varieties, see Theorem 1.4. The main issue is to show
they are integral — the rest then follows by degeneration to the vertez just as in [31], see the proof of
Theorem 11.5. In [31] we had a shortcut: First, in [31] we only proved the weaker statement, that
the generic fibre of the mirror family is integral. Whenever we have a Zariski open subset V- C U
both log Calabi-Yau, the mirror algebra for U degenerates to the mirror algebra for V, see [31, 18.1].
When V = T} this is purely toric, a construction of Mumford — the mirror algebra for fibres over
the structure torus is a ring of Laurent series, and Theorem 1.4, in particular the integrality, is
obvious. The case for U D T}, follows by degeneration. In general, when we have no torus open set,
we have only the degeneration to the (highly reducible, but otherwise SLC Gorenstein K-trivial
log Calabi-Yau) vertex, see Section 11.3. To prove integrality we make use of the strategy from
[15], and [19]: We make use of a scattering diagram to show that our deformation of the vertex is
(outside codimension two on the central fibre) locally isomorphic to the Mumford construction (the
toric case of the mirror family) and from this easily deduce integrality. Here as in [31] we define the
scattering diagram directly, as counts of holomorphic cylinders. This is carried out in Section 12.

There is also a direct geometric definition of the scattering diagram in [21], and of the structure
constants for the mirror algebra. We assume the scattering diagrams, and mirror algebras, are the
same, though this is not at all obvious: e.g. our structure constants are naive counts of (punctured)
analytic disks in U?". Gross-Siebert use virtual counts of punctured log curves. Any of our disks
has a formal model, with Berkovich generic fibre our disk. The central fibre will have a log structure
of the sort Gross-Siebert consider. But in general, given a punctured log curve, there is no generic
fibre, no analytic curve to consider. So the expected equality, if it holds, is rather remarkable. We
note also that our scattering diagrams are based on quite different counts — we count cylinders,
which complete to free rational curves with two points of contact with the boundary, while what
Gross and Siebert count is a log version of disks in U?", which complete to rational curves with a
single point of contact with the boundary (which, by log Kodaira dimension, definitely do not freely
deform). The disks they count arise as twig disks of our cylinders, see Definition 3.2 and Section 12.
We note the (to us) remarkable equality of algebras has been proven under the condition that U
contain a Zariski open algebraic torus, see [28].

There is a secondary use of the torus assumption in [31]: the open set Thy C U induces an
identification Sk(Tys) = Mg = Sk(U), which in particular gives Sk(U) a linear structure (it’s
identified with R™). When we need a linear structure, we will use the one induced by (Y, D®*), see
Section 2.2. This difference turns out to have little practical effect.

We note one addition change in generalizing from the special case [31]: Our most fundamental
results are properness statements, see Proposition 8.5 (which is the key for counting tropical
curves) and Theorem 10.4 (the key for defining structure constants). Our counts are naive, we get
deformation invariance by realizing them as degrees of finite étale maps. The étaleness comes from
standard deformation theory (extended to the present generality), see Section 4.2, and Lemma 4.24,
just as in [31]. But the arguments for properness is different at several key points. In algebraic
geometry any map can be completed to a proper map. This is false in the analytic world, but there
is an alternative: one can often achieve topological properness by shrinking (rather than completing),
e.g. replacing an open disk by slightly smaller closed disk. In [31] we could complete our basic
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moduli space M (U, ), by taking its closure in the space of all stable maps. Instead here we consider
a slightly shrunken version, which picks up a Berkovich boundary, e.g. M’ C M in Definition 4.12.
Now for the readers convenience we give a quick sketch of the argument for associativity in [31]
which we follow here with the modifications mentioned above, as this argument accounts for the
logical structure of the paper.
Note the structure constants are manifestly symmetric in the P; so commutativity is obvious.
For associativity: We consider the coefficient of one basis element 6 in the desired equality:

Op, -Op, - 0p, = (Op, - Op,) - Op,.

This is by definition a count of disks, extended to rational curves, as in Construction 1.2, the length
of a fibre of ® from Theorem 10.4. Associativity is proven by varying the point over which we take
the fibre. We vary the modulus of the domain curve over a big set, Vi C Mgfffp, see Definition 4.10,
and the position of the basepoint over a small set, H, see Construction 4.1, near Q € Sk(U).

We count the fibre over points in
Sk(Moa x U) = My'y® x Sk(U) € M§"y x U™

®~1Sk(Mg 4 x U) consist of skeletal curves, see Lemma 6.4 We take domain curve with skeleton as
in [31, Figure 15] and vary the modulus so the edge labeled A stretches. Note the tropical domain
curve, the intrinsic skeleton of the punctured (at the marked points) domain curve, determines the
domain curve (something slightly weaker holds for the stable map, the spine determines the map up
to finitely many choices). Invariance of the counts under this stretch is obtained by proving & is
finite and étale, see Proposition 8.5 and Theorem 10.4. The count naturally decomposes according to
the tropical picture, i.e. the intrinsic spine Sp(f). We cut each domain as in [31, Figure 15]. Now the
natural gluing formula relates the uncut count to counts of the two pieces, which then gives the RHS.
The gluing formula follows from invariance of counts for a very simple deformation, which allows us
to break the domain, see Theorem 9.1 (and its very short proof, [31, 12.2]). Another important issue:
to count we fix a basepoint, to make the argument work we need to know the count is invariant
under changing the basepoint (u vs v in [31, Figure 15]). This is again a version of deformation
invariance (varying the point along the domain), for which we have a nice geometric argument, see
[31, 8.23] and the proof of [31, 9.5]. We only know deformation invariance for sufficiently generic
spines, what we call transverse, see Definition 3.19. For the above argument we need to know there
are enough transverse spines, i.e. that we can deform so that all the spines we count are transverse.
For this we use Proposition 3.26, which says any spine with sufficiently generic domain and basepoint
is transverse.

Related works. Note that special cases were studied before in [31, 18]. Gross and Siebert made
remarkable progress on the mirror construction problem in greater generality in the setting of log
geometry [21]. Conjecture 1.8 was proved in the case of del Pezzo surfaces in [24], and for general
surfaces in [2].
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2. LoG CALABI-YAU PAIRS

Assumption 2.1. For most of the paper we will be interested in an snc compactification U C Y
with boundary D := Y \ U such that there exists an effective Q-divisor Z supported on D such that
Ky + D = Z. We write D* C D for the sum of components which appear with coefficient 0 in
Z. We assume D®* contains a zero stratum, or equivalently, the associated dual fan 3 = Xy, pess)
contains a maximal dimensional cone.

Assumption 2.2. Our main application will be when Assumption 2.1 holds and additionally Z
is integral, with Kodaira dimension 0. We note the conditions imply U has a unique (regular)
volume form with at worse simple poles, and that D®¥* is the polar locus. Thus U is log Calabi-Yau,
with maximal boundary, in the sense of [31, 2.1]. The same conditions (on D, D** Z) hold
for any snc compactification. In this case there is a canonical embedding |X| C U* (in fact a
deformation retract). The image is the Kontsevich-Soibelman essential skeleton, Sk(U), and in
particular, independent of the compactification, see [31, 2.1]

Fix kg a field of characteristic zero, equipped with the trivial valuation. Let kg C k be any
non-archimedean field extension. We say that a variety (or a divisor, a function, etc.) is constant
over k if it is isomorphic to the pullback of something over ko. We introduce this terminology (which
we also used in [31]) because it will help simplify notations while we frequently make base field
extensions.

Now assume k has discrete (possibly trivial) valuation. Let U be a d-dimensional connected
smooth affine log Calabi-Yau k-variety, constant over k.

Assumption 2.3. We assume that U admits a minimal model. i.e. there exists a projective
compactification U C X, such that Kx + D is dlt and trivial, where D := X \ U.

Remark 2.4. Conjecturally (by the termination of log flips conjecture) Assumption 2.3 holds for
all log Calabi-Yau variety.

For us the point of the assumption is it will guarantee the existence of a suitable SYZ fibration,
as in [44], which in particular gives us the standard affinoid domains we want for gluing on toric
ends, see Construction 4.5. For this we use some results from the minimal model program:

Proposition 2.5. Assume Assumption 2.3. Let U C'Y be a projective snc compactification. Then
the Ky + D minimal model program terminates.

Proposition 2.5 follows from the next more general result. We learned of it, and its proof, from
Christopher Hacon:

Proposition 2.6. Let (Y,Dy) and (Z,Dyz) be pairs of projective varieties with reduced divisors.
We assume the first pair is log canonical, the second is snc, and Y\ Dy = Z\ Dz. Then if Ky + Dy
is semi-ample, then (Z,Dz) has a good minimal model and the Kz + Dz minimal model program
terminates.

Proof. Let p: X — Z, g: X — Y be a resolution of the normalisation of the graph of the birational
Z --»Y. Then p*(Kz + Dz)+ E = Kx + Dx = ¢*(Ky + Dy + F) where C, = q; ' Dy + Ex(q) =
py 1 (Dz) + Ex(p), and E, F > 0 (by the definition of log canonical). By [25, Lemma 2.10] (Z, Dz)
has a good minimal model if and only if (X, Dx) has a good minimal model if and only if (Y, Dy )
has a good minimal model. For the termination of the Kz + Dz MMP use [25, Lem 2.9]. This
completes the proof. O
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We will use Proposition 2.5 via the next result. We learned of it, and its proof, from Kollar:

Proposition 2.7. Let U C Y be a projective snc compactification of a smooth log Calabi Yau with
maximal boundary. Let Z — D be the zero-pole divisor of the canonical volume form. Let ¥ = Xy p)
be the dual fan. The following hold:

(1) Each maximal cone of ¥ is dimY dimensional.
(2) Each codimension one cone of ¥ is the face of exactly two mazimal cones.

Moreover, if the Ky + D minimal model program terminates then

(1) Each one stratum of D is a smooth rational curve, containing exactly two zero strata of D.
(2) The zero locus, Z, is disjoint from the one strata of D.

Proof. By [38, Para 33], the top Q-cohomology for the dual complex of D (the cone over which is
the dual fan X)) is Q. This implies (1-2) of the first paragraph.

By [9, Lem. 16] after each stage of the program, the dual complex for the result is a subcomplex
of the dual complex of the original dual complex. But they have the same support, Sk(U), so they
are equal. Moreover, as explained at the start of [9, §3], each step of the program is an isomorphism
generically on each stratum. At the end we have K + D trivial. Now (1-2) for the second paragraph
follow by adjunction, and this for the minimal model, implies the same for the original D (since the
graph is an isomorphism generically around each stratum). O

The following is a special case of [44, 4.5]:

Lemma 2.8. Let U C Z be an slc (semi-log-canonical) minimal model, with D := Z\ U. Then
(Z, D) is snc in a neighborhood of the union of closed one and zero strata.

2.1. Non-archimedean SYZ fibration.

Proposition 2.9. Let D = D1 +... Dy CY be an snc divisor on a smooth projective n-dimensional
variety. Let V =Y \D. C be a one stratum of D, isomorphic to P', containing exactly two zero strata.
Let p € E?{})) be the cone corresponding to C. Then the Berkovich retraction r: V* — |Sy p)|
is smooth, in the sense of [39, Def. 4]. More precisely: There is a lattice M, an open embedding
i:x(p) C Mg, and an analytic isomorphism f: r=t(x(p)) — p~1(x(p)), where p: T} — Mg such
that

— / _
r=H(x(p)) —— p~ (x(p))
T lp
*(p) ———— *(p).
commautes.
(Here *(p) C |X] is the union of cones whose closures contain p.)

Proof. This proof follows by the argument in [44, §6]. O

Lemma 2.10. Let U C Z be an slc minimal model. Then there exists a projective birational Z' — Z,
which is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of the union of U, and all closed boundary 1-strata,
such that (Z',D" == Z'\U) is slc, and such that every essential one stratum of D' is disjoint from all
non-essential boundary divisors. |Xz: pr | = Sk(U) and the induced SYZ fibration r: U*" — Sk(U)
is Kontsevich-Soibelman smooth outside the union of codim two cones.

Proof. By Lemma 2.8 we can choose a log resolution Z' — Z as in the statement. Now smoothness
of the SYZ fibration follows from Proposition 2.9, Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.5 O
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2.2. Integer linear structure. Assume Assumption 2.3 and let U C Y be an snc compactification
as in Proposition 2.7, whose notation we follow.

Let S C |X| be the complement of the union of codimension two cones, which by Proposition 2.7
is a topological manifold. Note that a ¥-piecewise linear integer function on S is the same thing as
a Weil divisor (with no linear equivalence, just a formal sum) supported on D (indeed, it is the same
as an integer attached to each ray of X!, since the fan is simplicial). Following [15, Def. 1.1], we can
now define an integer linear structure on S defining such a function to be linear if and only if the
intersection number of the Weil divisor with each 1-stratum of D is zero. This gives .S the structure
of integer linear manifold. This integer linear structure depends in general on the compactification(it
is canonical if U is two dimensional, or Y is a toric compactification of an algebraic torus). But the
underlying piecewise integer linear structure, induced by the maximal cones of ¥, is canonical.

2.3. Models. Here U is smooth log Calabi-Yau with maximal boundary. We assume Assumption 2.3,
i.e. U admits an slc minimal model.

Definition 2.11. Let U C Z be a projective snc compactification. Let D := Z \ U. We say an
essential one stratum is almost minimal if it meets only essential irreducible components of D (in
which case, byProposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.5, C', is a complete intersection of dim Z — 1 essential
boundary divisors, and in addition meets exactly two other boundary divisors, each essential, and
moreover C' = PL. This all follows from Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.5). We say that U C Z is
almost minimal if every essential 1-stratum is almost minimal.

Proposition 2.12. Let U be a smooth log Calabi-Yau with mazimal boundary satisfying Assump-
tion 2.3. Then it has an almost minimal model.

Proof. Let (X,D = X \ U) be a dlt minimal model. By Hironoka there is a birational map
p: X’ — X, which is an isomorphism over a neighborhood of the snc locus of (X, D) (so in particular
U C X'), such that (X',D’ := X'\ U) is snc. By the definition of dlt, there are no essential
exceptional divisors, so, by the definition of minimal model, the polar divisor (as in Proposition 2.7)
in X'’ is the strict transform, D of D. A codimension k stratum of D maps into a stratum of D
of codimension at least k. It follows that p is an isomorphism in a neighborhood of the closed one
strata of D’, and that these are exactly the essential one strata for U C X’. So U C X' is almost
minimal by Proposition 2.7. O

Proposition 2.13. Let U C'Y be a projective snc compactification, and U C W an almost minimal

model. Then there exist Y — Y, W — W compositions of blowups of closed essential strata such
that the following hold:

(1) The essential boundary divisors of Dy = Y \ U are the same as the essential boundary
divisors of DV~V (in the sense of birational geometry).
(2) The essential dual fans E(Y Do and Z(W D~ ) (which by (1) have the same rays) are the
Toss) Voue

same fans on Sk(U).

(8) The birational maps Y -=> W and W --» Y are isomorphism in a neighborhood of the generic
point of any essential stratum

Proof. The essential dual fans are simplicial fan structures on Sk(U). Easy birational geometry
shows we can produce a common refinement by compositions of blowups of essential strata. So we
can assume U C Y and U C W satisfy (1-2). Note these are preserved by blowups of the same
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(under the correspondence (2)) essential strata. It remains to show (3) holds after a sequence of
such blowups.

The identifications of dual fans gives a dimension preserving identification of strata, Let py € Y
be a zero stratum, py € W the corresponding zero stratum. Let fi,..., fq be rational functions on
U which are regular at py, and whose zero locus cut out the boundary divisors at py. The polar
divisors of the f; contain no essential boundary divisors through py, and each vanishes simply along
one of the d boundary divisors through py, by (1-2). So we can make a sequence of blowups of
corresponding boundary strata, through py, pw, so that their polar divisors contain no essential
zero strata in the inverse image of py, and the only zero divisors through the stratum essential. This
process will introduce new zero strata, but monomials in the f; will give local coordinates on 1%
(cutting out the boundary divisors through the zero stratum just as at the original py/). As they are
monomials in the original coordinates, their zero or pole divisors (near a zero stratum over py ) are
all essential. Thus after blowing up strata (and replacing Y, W by )7, W) we can for each essential
zero strata p find coordinates fi,..., f4 at pw as above (their zeros cut out the essential boundary
divisors) with no poles at p,, and simple zeros along exactly one of the essential boundary divisors
at py,. It follows these give local analytic coordinates at py,. It follows Y --+ W and W --+ Y are
isomorphisms in a neighborhood of any essential zero stratum. Every minimal essential stratum is
zero dimensional, by [38, Thm 2(1)], so this completes the proof. O

3. BOUNDING REALIZABLE TROPICAL CURVES

A central role in mirror symmetry is played by so called Maslov index zero disks, which are
responsible for instanton corrections and wall-crossing structures, see [50, 12, 13, 53, 58]. Here we
give a coarse but simple way of controlling them: once we bound the class, we find a collection of
codimension one walls in Sk(U) which contain their tropicalisations. These walls then control the
bending of our version of tropical curves, see Proposition 3.13. A much more refined version of these
walls is the scattering diagram treated in Section 12.

3.1. Tos tropicalisation.

Definition 3.1. Let (B,pi,...,pn) be a semi-stable pointed curve of genus zero (i.e. B is the
complement of a union of open disks in a semi-stable proper curve of genus 0, and the p; are
quasi-smooth rational points). Let T'* C B be the convex hull of the union of the p; with the
Berkovich boundary B. Let f: B — Y be an analytic map such that f~*(D) is supported on the
union of p;. Let B° := f~1(U*) C B. Let I :== B\ B°. Note I is contained in the union of the p;
(I here stands for infinite).

We consider the composition ¢ : B — Y — Sk (where Sk C Y*" is the closure of the canonical
skeleton Sk(U) C U?"), where the second map is the Berkovich retraction determined (Y, D), see
Section 2.1. Let s : B — T" contract all edges of B contracted by ¢, but not contained in I'*. Note
by construction, the composition I'* C B — I, is an embedding, with image the convex hull of the
marked points and Berkovich boundary. We call the induced h: I' — Sk the ios tropicalisation of
f: B =Y, We call h: I'* — Sk the spine of f (and ios stands for immersed off of spine). We
call such trees mapping to Sk, realizable. We note that h: I' — Sk is piecewise integer affine. We
note there is a canonical ¥-piecewise affine embedding Sk = |¥| C ]@D, notation as in [31, 2.1]. We

sometimes apply the names to the composition, e.g. call h: ' — Sk C R the (ios) tropicalisation.
We write I'S C '), T', C T for the intersection with h=1(Sk(U)), Note e.g. T'o =T\ I.
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Definition 3.2. Notation as immediately above. By a twig of h we mean its restriction to the
closure, T C T, of a connected component T° C T'\ I'*. We call h: T — R” a realizable twig. We
note that by construction the domain has a distinguished valence one vertex, r € T', which we call
the root, r :== T NT* C I'. Note by construction h: T — Sk(U) C RP.

The analytic curve B \ I'® is a disjoint union of open disks. By the twig disk associated to the
twig h: T — Sk(U) we mean the connected component of B\ T'® that contains T°, which can be
equivalently defined as 7=1(7°) for 7: B — T the canonical retraction. These twig disks are our
version of Maslov index zero disks. We note each twig disk has a natural class (take the contribution
to [f: B — Y] corresponding to T°).

Example 3.3. There are no twig disks in the algebraic torus case U = T)ys: For a twig h: T — Sk(U)
is an immersion, with domain a compact tree. But in the torus case (where Sk(U) = Mpg) this is
balanced (outside ) so constant, a contradiction.

Definition 3.4. Let I' be a nodal tree (see [31, 4.2]) and h: T' — Sk(U) a ¥y, pess) piecewise affine
map. Recall we have a canonical piecewise affine inclusion Sk(U) € RP™". For a vertex v € T' we
define
NB,(ZP™) = we) € ZP.
esv

If h(v) € SK**(U) we define

NB,(Sk(U)) ==Y w(.e) € Thiy (Sk(U))
esv
where the target is the integer tangent space. We will sometimes be restricting h to subgraphs (for
example the spine inside the ios tropicalisation), to remove ambiguity we will add further notational
decoration.

The following is easily checked:

Lemma 3.5. Let h: T' — Sk(U) be as in Definition 3.4. Suppose h factors as h = go~ for~: T' =T,
contracting some collection of edges of I'. Then

NBf= Y NB!

vel,g(v)=b
(for either Sk(U) or ZP*" wersions).

Lemma 3.6. Let (B,B) be a formal strictly semi-stable model for (B, P) as in Definition 3.1, with
P the union of marked points p;,i € I. and f: (B,B) — (Y, D**) a reqular map, with generic fibre
[ (B, P) = (Y,D**)* as in Definition 3.1, and X (3 g3y C B the compactified skeleton as in [23,

ess

1.6]. Letr:Y?™ — E(Y,Dcss) - RD be the canonical retraction. The composition
B i} Yan i> E(Y7Dess)

factors through r: B — i(%m), rof =hor for a unique i(%m) piecewise affine b: i(%m) —
S(y,pesy. There is a canonical retraction r: B\ {p;} — S(s,p), and s = r o (notation from
Definition 3.1, where the left hand side is restricted to B\ {p;}) for unique v: ¥ — T's contracting

some set of edges. The following hold:
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(1) Let v € X3 py be a vertex. Let & C & be the corresponding irreducible component of the
central fibre. €Y is proper if cmd only if v & 0B. Assume this is the case. Then for any i € Ip,_ the
i-th component of NBY(ZP™) (see Definition 3.4) is the degree of the pullback of O(D;) to €V.

(2) Let w € I's be a vertex, not in the image of 0B. Define [€7] =3, ,)_,[fs: € = Y]. Then
the i-th component of NB" (ZP*") is equal to the intersection number of (the pullback of) ¢1(O(D;))
with [€Y].

(3) [f: B=Y]= Zwer‘mwg{r(aB) (€]

ess

Proof. The retractions Y** — R~ and B — R (whose images are the corresponding dual
complexes) are given by val D®* and val P, notation as in [31, 15.1]. val commutes with pullback.
This gives the existence of piecewise linear b, see [23, §5]. The factoring s = r o 7 is clear from the
definitions, as is (3). (2) follows from (1) using Lemma 3.5. For (1): Let Z C €, be the the union of
irreducible components which are disjoint from €¥. We can replace B by the complement of Z, and
B by its generic fibre (and f by the restriction). Now we have no marked points, and the curve
maps into U?". Now (1) follows from [31, 15.3] (applied with § one of the components of D).
Note the second term on the RHS of [31, 15.4] is zero, and in the first term we have only a single
proper component, €V. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.7. Let f: B — Y be as in Definition 3.1. Let Wy, ..., Wy, C B be its twig disks. Then
[f: B=Y]=> [f:W; »Y]

(2

is effective. The class of any twig disk is non-zero.

Proof. We can choose a model for f: B — Y which restricts to a model for each twig disk. Then
the components of the central fibre contributing to each [f : W; — Y] are disjoint, and the difference
in the statement is the contribution of the components not in the model for any of the twigs, in
particular effective. This gives the first statement. For the second, note that for any twig, by
definition, f : T'— Sk(U) is an immersion, in particular the weight at any valence one vertex is
non-zero. Now it follows from (2) of Lemma 3.6 (noting that at a valence one vertex NB,, is just
the weight). O

Proposition 3.8. Fiz 5 € NE(Y,Z), and consider all ios tropicalisations of all f as in Definition 3.1
(we are not fizing the number of p;) with 5 — [f: B — Y] effective. The following hold.

(1) There is a uniform bound (depending only on 8 and U C'Y') on the number of twig disks of
the ios tropicalisation.

(2) There are only finitely many possibilities for the combinatorial type of any twig. More precisely,
there are only finitely many possibilities for the topological type of the domain tree and only finitely
many possibilities for weights, i.e. the integer derivative on some domain of affineness, and a uniform
bound on the number of (mazimal) domains of affineness.

Proof. (1) holds by Lemma 3.7 (since the Mori cone is strictly convex). Similarly, there are only
finitely many classes v € NE(Y,Z) such that 5 — v is effective. So now for (2) we can assume all
the f in question are themselves twig disks. Again by the strict convexity of the Mori cone, there
are only finitely many possibilities for } . [€Y], (notation as in (2) of Lemma 3.6) over subsets Z
of T' (note I' =T, as we are considering twigs) not containing the root. Note that the weight at
any valence one vertex is non-zero, by the definition of ios tropicalisation. It follows from (2) of
Lemma 3.6 that [€¥] is non-zero at any such vertex, other than the root. Thus we have in particular
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a uniform bound on the number of valence one vertices. It follows there are only finitely many
possibilities for the topological tree.

Now by (2) of Lemma 3.6 there are only finitely many possibilities for the analogous ), ., NB,,.
Now by Lemma 3.9 the same holds for all subsets (the root now allowed). In particular there are
only finitely many possibilities for weights at valence one vertices (as this is the same as NB for a
valence one vertex). Now it follows easily (using that we have only finitely many topological types
of trees to consider) that there are only finitely many possibilities for weights. This completes the
proof of (2). O

Lemma 3.9. We consider a piecewise affine f: I' = R™ (affine on each edge). If we are given the
data of N B, (see the proof of Proposition 3.8) for all vertices except possibly one valence one vertex,
then this uniquely determines all weights.

Proof. We induct on the number of edges. We cut in the middle of any edge other than one incident
to the special valence one vertex, and take the piece not containing this vertex (with the cut point
as the new special valence one) and apply induction. O

ss

Definition 3.10. Notation as in Definition 3.1. We say h: I'* — I@De is balanced at the point
z € T*\ I, if NB,(RP™") = 0, where

NB,(RP™) = 3" —wy, . € RO
reEe

s

Note that h factors through Sy pesy = Sk(U) C R 1t h(z) € SK*™(U) (in terms of the
(Y, D) affine structure, see Section 2.2), we define

NB, i= Y —(4.e) € Tha)(Sk(V)).
rEe
We say h: I'* — Sk(U) is balanced at z if NB, = 0. )
If h(z) is in the interior of a maximal cone of X, then NB, maps to NB, (RP™), so the two
notions are the same. But in general, as Sk(U) — RP"" is not affine, this fails (and only balanced
in Sk(U) is for us a useful notion).

We have the following balancing result:

Lemma 3.11. If h: IS — Sk is unbalanced at x, and h(zx) € SK™(U) (meaning the complement of
the union of codim 2 cones in Y(y,pess) then x is the root of a twig, and NB.(Sk(U)) is the sum of
the outgoing weights of all twigs at x.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.6 and the definition of the integer linear structure on Sk(U),
Section 2.2: It is enough to prove that if we instead consider the full ios tropicalisation, the
NB,(Sk(U)) = 0. By assumption h(z) € X = Xy, pess) lies in at most two maximal cones. Each
weight in the sum NB,(ZP"") lies in one of the cones, write w := NB,(Z"”"") = a 4 b where each
term on the RHS is a sum of weights in a single cone. The statement is equivalent to showing that
a,b € RP™ have opposite pairing with each piecewise linear function which restricts to linear on
the union of the two cones (in the Sk(U) linear structure). A piecewise linear function is the same
as a Weil divisor supported on D®* and it restricts to linear on the union of the cones if and only if
its intersection is zero with the 1-stratum, X, corresponding to the codimension one wall which is
the intersection of the two maximal cones. So its enough to prove w pairs zero with such a Weil
divisor. By Lemma 3.6 this pairing is the degree of the pullback of the Weil divisor to the irreducible
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component €, (notation as in the proof of Lemma 3.6). By assumption f(¢,) C X. If it is a point,
then this degree is zero for any Weil divisor. Otherwise f(€,) = X, and so the pairing is zero. This
completes the proof. O

Definition 3.12. We say a pair (v, e) of a vertex and incident edge on a twig is outward if, when
we cut the domain at v, e lies on the connected component with the root (at the root, all edges are
inward).

Proposition 3.13. We fix 5 and consider all ios tropicalisations of f: B — Y as in Definition 3.1
with 8 — [f: B = Y] effective (as throughout the section, we are not fixing the number of points p;,
or any contact data with D).

There is a finite collection of pairs (D,v), with ® a closed rational polyhedral cone, of dimension
dimY — 1, contained in a cone of ¥y,py, and v € Tp z(Sk(U)) such that the following holds:

(1) For each realizable twig h: T — Sk(U) and each pair (v,e) of a vertex and incident edge
in T, there is a pair (D,w) with h(v) € D and w = Fw(c ), where the sign is chosen to give the
derivative in the outward direction.

(2) For each h: T° — Sk and point x € T \ I, either h is balanced at x, or there is a pair (D,v)
as above, with h(x) € ©, and either h(z) € Sing(Sk(U)) or NB, = v.

Proof. First we consider producing pairs to satisfy (1). Valence one non-root vertices of twigs
necessarily map to Sing(Sk(U)), by Lemma 3.11. By Proposition 3.8 there are only finitely many
possibilities for the weight on any edge of any twig, and, as we will use below, only finitely many
possibilities for sums of weights of twigs (of a single ios tropicalisation) with the same root. Let V'
be this finite set of possible sums of weights. Sing(Sk(U) is contained in [X9™Y~2| (the union of
codimension two cones), see Section 2.2. So we begin by taking the finitely many (D, v) consisting
of the span, inside a maximal cone of 3, of a codim two cone, and one of the vectors v € V (lying
in this maximal cone). Now from these we generate further pairs as in [31, 4.16], by taking two
pairs (D1,v1), (D, va), with the ©; contained in the same maximal cone, and such that ©; N Dy is
codimension two, and then adding (D, v) for any v € V, with © the intersection of the span of v
and ©1 N D, with a maximal cone of ¥ (we do not need to take all of V', we could take vy + vo, but
we are making no effort here to be efficient). Now continue. We stop after k steps, for some k larger
than the maximal number of domains of affineness on any twig. Now it is easy to see that (1-2) are
satisfied, using Lemma 3.11. This completes the proof. O

Definition 3.14. Given § € NE(Y,Z) by a set of S-walls we mean a finite set of pairs (D,v)
satisfying Proposition 3.13. For k > 0, and a fixed ample line bundle on Y, by a set of (k, A)-walls
we mean a union of 5 walls over over all 5 € NE(Y,Z) with 8- A < k (note the set of such g is
finite). We will often leave A off of the notation.

By Proposition 3.13 the realizable spine h: I'* — Sk satisfies a balancing condition:

Definition 3.15. For each vertex v € h™(Sk®™*(U)) the bend NB,, :=b, := Y., dyvee(h) € ZP is
either zero, or there is (D, w) € Wallg with h(v) € 9, and NB, = w.

3.2. Spines. With this as motivation, we give the abstract definition of spines in Sk(U). We do this
as in [31, §4]. To this point the discussion has applied to any f: B — Y (satisfying the conditions in
Definition 3.1. Now we specialize to the case of our main moduli space. See Section 4 In particular
we have the index sets for marked points J = F U Bl I. We have the space of metric trees NT}
defined in [31, 4.5]. We also assume we have a function b: B — Sk(U,Z) \ {0}.
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Definition 3.16. By an NT% tree in Sk(Y)) (overline indicates the closure of Sk(U) C Y*") we
mean I' € NT% and continuous h: T' — Sk(Y), such that h=1(9Sk(Y")) is the set of py, b € B. We let
NTH (U) be the set of such trees. We note we have a natural inclusion NT4 (U) € Cont(C/NTY, Sk),
and so it inherits a natural compact-open topology, Hausdorff by [31, 4.9].

Let Wallg be a set of B-walls. We say h is a Wallg spine if

(1) h: T — Sk is Y(yv,p) piecewise affine.

(2) h satisfies the above balancing condition, Definition 3.15, with respect to Wallg, for each
x € I other than one of the marked points py, b € B.

(3) The weight (i.e. derivative) of h for the (outward pointing) edge incident to p;, is b(b) €
Sk(U)(Z).

Remark 3.17. Note that condition (3) makes sense independent of any linear structure on Sk(U),
it requires only the canonical piecewise integer linear structure, because e.g. one can check it in the
cone of ¥ that contains h(E \ pp, for p, € E the incident edge.

Let Sp’ (U, 8) € NT4(U) be the subset of spines, with its subspace topology.

Remark 3.18. It follows from the bending condition that for any Wallg spine, and each i € I, if
h(v;) ¢ Wallg, then h is constant on the leg incident to v;.

Definition 3.19. A spine [T, (v;) e, h] € Sp(U, B) is called Wallg transverse, for a set of S-walls
(see Definition 3.14), if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) A(T) is transverse to Wallg. More precisely h(I') N Wallg is finite and contains no points in
(d — 2)-dimensional strata of Wallg.

(2) Every vertex of I' whose image lies in Wallg is 2-valent (note in particular, no marked point
maps into Wallg as these are valence one vertices).

(3) For each j € F, h(v;) ¢ |2471.

(4) R(T) N Sing(Sk(U)) =0
Let SP™(Sk(U), 8)) € SP(Sk(U), ) denote the subset consisting of transverse spines.
Remark 3.20. In the context of Definition 3.19, let I'Z be the convex hull of (v;);ep in T’ and

r: I' — IT'B the retraction map. Then by Remark 3.18, Condition (2) implies that h: T' — Sk factors
through r.

Definition 3.16 and Proposition 3.13 immediately imply:

Proposition 3.21. Let [C, (p;)jcs, f: C — Y] be a stable map in M>™ (U, P, ) as Defini-
tion 4.15, and its restriction f: B — Y® (which by construction has marked points for each j € J).
Let I' C B be the convex hull of the p;,j € J, and consider the composition

h:Tc By 5 SKU).
Then h € Sp(U, B), for B=[f: B — Y?"].

We will make use of the following refinement of [31, 7.2]. We note in the statement we are not
making any log Calabi-Yau assumption.

Proposition 3.22. Let D C Y be a simple normal crossing divisor on a a smooth projective variety

constant over k as in [31, §7]. Let (Yyo, Do) be the constant model of (Y, D)™, as in [31, 7.2].
Let C be a compact quasi-smooth strictly k-analytic curve and f: C — YY" a map with image not

contained in D**. Let € be a strictly semistable model of C such that the map f: C — Y?*" extends
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to §: € = Yio and (€,§1(Dyo)) is a formal strictly semistable pair. Let T := S(€,§1(Dyo)) be the
associated extended skeleton and h: T' — Xy p) the piecewise linear map induced by f (see [23]). Let
E C &, be a component of the central fibre, and v € T the associated verter. Assume h(v) lies in
the interior of a dimY — 1 dimensional cone p. Assume there is an edge of I incident to v whose
image meets the interior of a dimY dimensional cone T O p. Then f(E) = Z,, the one stratum of

D corresponding to p. Let N be the primitive integer dual element to T vanishing on p.
The coefficient of Z, in the disk cycle f.[f: C — Y?"] (i.e. the multiplicity of f.(E)) is

(3.23) > N(dueh).

v€e,h(v)CT

Proof. h(v) € p° implies f(E) C C,, and the image is not a zero stratum. The fact that an adjacent
vertex maps into 7° implies the corresponding zero stratum is in the image of f: £ — C,, thus
f: E — C, is finite; the coefficient in question is the degree. We take a local analytic equation for
the irreducible component of D corresponding to the extra edge of p C 7. The degree of the zero
divisor of its pullback to E is then the degree of f. We compute the degree by taking the scheme
theoretic inverse image of ﬁko and restricting to E. The multiplicities of the inverse image are
encoded in h. Since the pair is semi-stable, the result follows. O

3.3. Rigidity and transversality of spines. Here we state two basic properties of spines from
[31, §5]: the rigidity in Proposition 3.25 and the transversality in Proposition 3.26.

Remark 3.24. Although the context of [31] is much less general than ours here (in [31] we assume
U contains a Zariski open torus), for these transversality results, which are elementary piecewise
affine geometry, the arguments of [31] apply.

We fix J = F U BUI as in Definition 3.16, which in this section we will leave out of the notation.

Proposition 3.25. (J fived as immediately above) Let SP™ (Sk(U), B) be as in Definition 8.19. Let
u = v; for somei € FUI. Let
¥, == (dom,ev,): SP*(Sk(U), 8) — NT% x Sk(U).

Let S € SP™(Sk(U), B). Then for a sufficiently small neighborhood Vs of S in SP™(Sk(U), B)), the
restriction of U, to Vg is a homeomorphism onto its image and is open.

Proposition 3.26. Let SP?(Sk(U), B) be as in Definition 3.16, with J fized as above. Let u := v; for
some i € FUI. Let N be a natural number, and W C ZP a finite subset. Let SP(Sk(U),3, N,W) C
SP(Sk(U), B) be the subset consisting of spines such that the number of bending vertices (i.e. vertices
where h is not balanced) is bounded by N, and all the weight vectors belong to W. Let

W, == (dom, evy): SP(,N,W) — NT] x Mg.

Then there exists a lower dimensional finite polyhedral subset Z C NTS x Sk(U) such that all the
spines in W 1(Z¢) are transverse.

4. BASIC MODULI SPACES

Here we introduce the basic moduli space that we will use for counting trees in Sk(U), and for
defining structure constants for the mirror algebra. When we have a map f: X — Y and a subset
S C Y we will often write Xg := f~(S) and Xg, s, (for the intersection) if we have several
subsets.
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The idea, in the structure constant case, is described in the introduction (above Theorem 1.4).
Here the main thing to show is that these conditions define a reasonable space — roughly that the
locus of stable maps where the end disks, E; (defined below) maps to the toric end " and the
body, B maps into Y", is an analytic domain. The basic idea is to use formal models and then
translate the conditions into analogous conditions on the central fibre, which moves the questions
from analytic to algebraic geometry. For a simple statement of this sort see e.g. Lemma 4.21, for
the full details see Proposition 4.17 and its proof.

Construction 4.1 (Fixed Data). Here, following the notation of [31, 3.1,4.5], and Definition 3.16
we take finite J = F U B LI I. These will index the marked points for the tropical and analytic curves
we count. B indexes points that map to dY (or in the tropical case, d Sk(U)), I points that map
into U (or Sk(U)) and F will parameterize the ends.

We take two disjoint copies of F, that we label Fg, Fp and then N := Fs U Fg U I U B (this
doubling of F' is for defining the end disks, the E¢ in Definition 4.10 below).

We also fix a function b: B — Sk(U,Z) and write Py := b(b). These correspond (possibly on some
blowup) to the boundary divisors where marked points from B are sent (more precisely, if we write
P, = my, - P, with Py primitive, then Pp corresponds to the divisor, we use my for contact order,
see Definition 4.12).

For each f € F we fix Hf C Gy C Sk™(U), Hy,Gy convex polyhedral (makes sense using
Assumption 4.2 below), Gy compact and Hy open with closure in the interior of Gy.

We define My := T, (Z), the integer tangent space. We also fix 0 # vy € My. We indicate this
fixed data by P (which we will often leave out of the notation).

We often write X := ¥y, pess).

Assumption 4.2. We will always assume that each G is disjoint from X"~2, and moreover satisfies
one of the following:

(1) Either Gy lies in the interior of a maximal cone of X, or

(2) Gy lies in the interior of *(p) for some p € £, corresponding to an almost minimal essential
1 stratum, as in Definition 2.11. We further assume —vy € p C Mj.

Note that in either case the assumptions imply Gy C Sk™"(U), and moreover the SYZ fibration
r: U — Sk(U) is smooth over a neighborhood of Gy, see Proposition 2.9, and Section 2.2.

Remark 4.3. The second case we will only use for structure constants. In that case we will have
Q € p, and vy = —Q). We expect this is related to the negative ends one has for the output in the
pair of pants multiplication in symplectic cohomology. In any case, it is the same condition we use
for toric ends in [31, 1.1].

Construction 4.4. Let Ry :=R>g —vy. Let 3¥; be a complete simplicial fan containing the ray
Ry, and in case (2) of Assumption 4.2 the cone py (the precise choice of ¥ will not matter), and
Ty for the corresponding T, -toric variety. Let Dy C Ty be the boundary divisor corresponding to
Ry. Choose Gy C My so that Gy, py C Sk(U) and Gy, py C M are affinely isomorphic. We can
(and do) choose X so that Gy C My lies in the interior of (p) C Mj.

Construction 4.5 (Gluing on Ends). By Proposition 2.9 and Assumption 4.2 we have U™ D Gy =

Toey(Gy) and gyt = Teor(Gy) C T3}, (where the notation means in the first instance we use the

(Y, D) Berkovich retraction and in the second the canonical Berkovich retraction for a torus), with

Tucy : G5 — Gy isomorphic to TeorGT — G ¢. So we can glue along this closed analytic domain.
We take V .= U?" UreF,g; Tf\}lf, Z =Y Urerg, T
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Remark 4.6. We note the gluing is unique up to an automorphism of g}or commuting with the

canonical retraction Tior: Gy — Gy (The possibilities for for such an automorphism are described by
[67, 6.3]. Any two choices of gluing are isotopic by Proposition 9.11).

We use the same gluing for V' and Z.

By Lemma 4.8, any choice of line bundles, one on Y and one on each T will glue to give a line
bundle on Z. We fix amples and produce in this way A on Z with ample restriction to each piece.
Definition 4.7. We let Sk(V') := Sk(U) User,c;, Msr

We write Sk(V) := Sk(V) C Z.

Lemma 4.8. Let G C Mg be a closed convez rational polyhedron, and G := 7=1(G) C T3} where
7: Ti} — My is the canonical retraction. Then every linebundle on G is trivial.

Proof. See [11, Theorem 3.7.2], and [49, Tag 0BCH]. O
We will also want at various points a formal model for the glued space Z. For this we use:

Construction 4.9 (Formal Models). We have the (identified) polyhedra Gy C Sk(U), and Gy C
M R, satisfying Assumption 4.2. We consider the cones C'(X) and C'(Xf). We can choose simplicial
refinements ¥ and X, of the cones, so that C (H ) and C(Gy) are unions of simplicies, with the
subdivisions identical in a neighborhood of C(G). This subdivision determines snc blowups QT] -9,
T - %, where the targets are constant models for Y, and T. See [32, Ch.2]. Moreover the cells
contained in C(H ), and C(Gy) determine Zariski closed, in Zariski open sets $5 C &, with the
blowups isomorphic on the Zariski open &: In the case when G is a maximal cone, & is contained
in the fibre over a zero stratum, z; of 375, and i?) — Y is thus entirely toric in a neighborhood of &,
identified with the corresponding neighborhood of T — T. In the case Gy C *(py), by [44, §6], the
SYZ fibration r: Gy — Gy is isomorphic to the toric case. Now the same argument applies. Thus we
can glue @ and T along the &¢ to obtain a model of 3 for Z. We can also find a line bundle 2 on 3
whose restriction to irreducible components of the central fibre are projective, and whose generic
fibre is the line bundle A above: We start with the given line bundles on the constant models, and
then perturb them by combinations of exceptional divisors — because of the identification of ¥ and
X near C(Gy) we can do this so that we perturb by the same exceptional divisors near the locus
we glue, and so the line bundles glue to give 2( as desired.

Definition 4.10. Let Vjy C Mgf})\? be the locus of trees as in the toric tail condition, [31, §] namely
the simple path from s¢ to ey meets a unique topological vertex of valence greater than two, this
point, 5, has valence 3. See Fig. 3. Let Vi := 7"} (Viy) C JWS?N.

We note that, as in [31, 11.1], C € Vs has a canonical decomposition into closed analytic
subcurves C = BUy Ey, where E; == r~!([sy,ey]) and B :=r~1(I'\ [sf,ef]). Here I' C C is the
convex hull of the marked points, and 7: C — T is the canonical retraction. E is a closed analytic
disk. Let Sy be the circle Sy :== BN Ej.

If C — C is the stabilization of a semi-stable N-pointed curve, then this induces a decomposition,
C = BUjer E; by taking inverse image. Let Sy — Sy be the semi-stable circle Sy :== BN E is the
inverse image of Sj.

By construction we have sy € Sy, ey € Ey. Let B° :== B\ UySy, B} = Ey \ Sy.

It will be convenient (see Remark 4.20) to have a slight variant of the above, where we have in
addition to the semi-stable circle, a semi-stable open annulus:
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Sf

FIGURE 3.

Definition 4.11. For I' € V};. let the metrized topological edges incident to the distinguished
valence 3 vertex 5y be [0 = 57,5y = o0], [0 =55, e; = 00|, and [5y, zs] (where this last edge defines
zf). We add two extra points to N for each f € F: Let N’ := NUsep{ays,bs}. Let V{, C (Mgr";\‘;,)vM
be the locus of IV such that 7(ay), € (zy,5y), 7(bs) € (57,¢es), where 7T is the retraction of I' to the
convex hull, I, of the points N \ Uysy. Let Vy, - C Vj, be the locus where in addition [7(ay), 7 (by)]
has length less than e. The point of the definition is C' € V}, contains a canonical open annulus
Sy C Ay, for each f € F, namely: Let I'y := 77! (7(as),7(bs)) and then A, = r=1(T'4), for
r: C — T the canonical retraction (and I' C C the convex hull of the marked points (parameterized
by N’). In V;\/I,e the annulus has radius less than e. For a picture illustrating the notation see Fig. 4.

af sy by

FIGURE 4.
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We have a canonical decomposition C' = B°U feF A FUp ch, which taking inverse images under
s:C — C gives C = B° Ugep Ap Uy ES.

Definition 4.12. Let M n(Z, k) be stable maps with the properties:

(1) deg(f*(A)) =k, deg(f*(Kz + Dz)) =0.

(2) Scheme theoretically f*(D;) vanishes to order at least my at py, and deg(f*(Dy)) = my for
all fe F

(3) For each b € B, let vy,...,vs € Sk(U,Z) be primitive generators for the edges of the minimal
cone of ¥ that contains Py, and D1, ..., Ds C D the corresponding irreducible components. Let
P, = 3" m,v; (note the expression is unique, as the cones are simplicial). We require for each ¢ that
f~Y(D;) vanish scheme theoretically at p, to order at least m;, and deg(f*(D;)) = m;.

If we drop k from the notation then we drop the first condition in (1).

This is easily seen to be a closed analytic subspace of all stable maps to Z, see e.g. [29, 5.1].

Let M C Mo n(Z,k)y,, be the locus such that f(B) CY, f(Ey) C Ty, and (r o f)(sy) € Hy for
all feF.

Let M’ C MO,N'(Z,k)v;M be given by the conditions f(B°) C Y, f(E?) C Ty, f(Af) C Gy and
(o f)(sf) € Hy), for f € F, as well as the analogous incident conditions, e.g. f~*(Dy) D mype, .
Let MC/ = M‘///

M e
Lemma 4.13. My, (Z, k) is locally of finite type.
Proof. This follows from [56, Cor 8.10], using Construction 4.9. O

We note:

Lemma 4.14. M is equivalently defined by the conditions f(B°) C Y, f(E;) C Ty and f(Sy) C Hy.

Proof. The conditions imply that Sy maps into Y N7y C T ]av}‘f, and we require that the one point sy
maps under 7o f into Hy. The result then follows from the maximum principal (since the Berkovich
boundary of S¢ is a single point, so the norm of the pullback of any character from TJ‘\’ff will be
constant). O

For counts of trees the following will be the main object:

Definition 4.15. We define M (U, k) C M to be the Zariski open substack of stable curves such
that no irreducible component of the domain maps into 9Z. More precisely, such that f(C) C Z,
f(C°) C V, and in the notation of Definition 4.12, scheme theoretically f='(Ds) = mpy for f € F,
and in the notation of (2) of Definition 4.12, f~1(D;) = m;py, for all b € B and all i.

Let M'(U, k) == MU, k)ynM'" c M, M'"(U,k)e = MU, k)N M. C M

Remark 4.16. Note: Whenever we discuss a primed version of the moduli space, we have increased
the label set from N to N’. Note all the unprimed versions still make sense with the larger index
set. If this is the index set we want we will add extra decoration, e.g. M (U, k, N').

The main result of this section is:

Proposition 4.17. We assume Assumption 4.2.
The following hold

(1) M C Mo n(Z,k)y,, is the intersection of an open analytic domain and a closed analytic
domain.
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(2) M is a k-analytic stack without boundary.

(3) M' C Mo n(Z, k)v, is a closed analytic domain, and M' — H x Vi, is of finite type.

(4) Let W€ C Xferik(U) be the product of compact subsets contained in complements of Wally,
notation as in Definition 3.14 and W€ C Xye Y its inverse image. The natural inclusion

MUk, N)we vy, C MUk, N e vy,

is equality (see Remark 4.16) for sufficiently small € > 0.
(5) For sufficiently small e > 0, M(U, k, N')yye v, —— W XV}, is proper.

We prove Proposition 4.17 by using models to reduce analytic questions on the generic fibre

. . . tr
to questions of algebraic geometry on the central fibre, using Lemma 4.21. But as Vj)y C M 07})\1,),

Hy C Sk(U) are open, Vi, Hy are not of finite type, so have no model. This does hold locally on
Vm X fer Hy which will be sufficient:

Definition 4.18. Let K C Vi, Ky C Hy, f € F be compact full dimensional polyhedra, and
P C Vi x H their product, and P = K x5 K¢y C Vpr x H the corresponding affinoid domain. We
assume that C'(K7y) is a union of cones in the refinements X, ¥, of Construction 4.9. K and K have

formal models &, 87, and we can take Ry a Zariski open set in ) (notation from Construction 4.9).
The product gives a formal model of P with a map P — 90y v x $H, with generic fibre P C M, on X H.

Proposition 4.19. Notation as in Proposition 4.17 and Definition 4.18. The following hold:

(1) There is a model of Mo n(Z,k)p and Zariski open, and Zariski closed subsets of the central
fibre, whose intersection is proper, and whose r-inverse image is Mp C Mo n(Z,k)p (where r is
the canonical reduction map from generic to special fibre). Mp — P is locally of finite type, with no
boundary. o

(2) There is a model of Mo n/(Z,k)p and a separated Zariski open subset of the central fibre, of

nite type, whose r-inverse image is My C Mo n:/(Z, k)p. My, is of finite type. .
P , P

Remark 4.20. As Proposition 4.17 is fundamental, we give some explanation: All of our counts,
for counting tropical curves, or for structure constants, are naive, they come as degrees of maps.
For the counts to behave well, we need finite étale maps. For this we need a moduli space which is
proper, i.e. finite type and without boundary, relative to ®; — the map taking the stabilization of the
domain curve, and evaluation at a given point p;, ¢ € I. M’, because it is defined by the conditions
that open map to proper, is a closed analytic domain in My, (Z, k). However in general it has a
boundary (it is something like a closed analytic disk). M on the other hand has no boundary, but
it is not in general of finite type (it is something like an open analytic disk). But under further
tropical conditions, (4-5), we have that M = M’. This is how we will get both finite type and no
boundary. This strategy explains why we introduced the more complicated version, M’.

Proofs of Proposition 4.17 and Proposition 4.19. Conditions such as f(B°) C YY", the condition
that open map to proper, are closed. While conditions such as f(S;) C Hy, that proper map
to open, are open. It follows that M’ C MO,N/(Z,IC)V;WX% is closed, while Lemma 4.14 shows
M C My n(Z, k) is the intersection of closed and open.

For the further statements we use models. The statements are local on Vy; X H, so we can restrict
to P. We follow Construction 4.9. By [56, Th 8.9], we have a model M, € — 9 and f: M — 3 of
Mo n(Z, k) whose central fibre, My, is Mo ,(35), with universal map the central fibre of f: 9% — 3.

Now, in order to restrict to P, we take fibre product of each formal model with B — DMy y x QT)F :

773 J—
We indicate these fibre products with a superscript ¥, e.g. MM’ = M x Fio n x T F B, whose central
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fibre is then Mg y(3s) % MonxBF Ps, and whose generic fibre is Mo y(Z, k)p. Now by Proposition 5.6

there is an intersection of Zariski open and closed subsets of the central fibre ¥, which is proper,
whose inverse image under reduction is Mp C Mg n(Z, k)p. By Lemma 4.21 this shows this inclusion
is the intersection of open and closed analytic domains, and moreover the same lemma shows that
Mp — P is locally of finite type and without boundary.

The analogous argument using Proposition 5.7 shows that M’ C Mg y/(Z, k) is the intersection
of open and closed analytic domains, and that M’ C Mg n/(Z, k)v; x# is a closed analytic domain

(the only open conditions in the definition of M’ are from the open sets H C V.5, V}, € M3).

Now (1) of Proposition 4.19 follows from Proposition 5.6, and implies (1-2) of Proposition 4.17
using Lemma 4.21. The analogous argument, using Proposition 5.7 gives (2) of Proposition 4.19
which implies (3) of Proposition 4.17.

For (4) of Proposition 4.17: We choose € > 0 satisfying Lemma 4.22; and consider f : C — Z
in M(U,k,N’). The image of the skeleton (the interval [—¢, €] of Lemma 4.22) meets H; and W°,
so by Lemma 4.22, the skeleton maps into Gy N Wallj,. Since this image is disjoint from walls, all
twigs are contracted: see Section 3, Proposition 3.13 and Definition 3.14. It follows that the full
annulus maps into Gy, which gives the equality (4). Now (5) of Proposition 4.17 follows from (1-3)
of Proposition 4.17, along the lines of Remark 4.20. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.21. Let f: € — 3 be a map between formal schemes locally of finite presentation over k°,
with generic fibre f: C — Z. Let Sy C €, Ts C 35 be Zariski locally closed and S = r~1(S,) C C,
T := r~Y(Ty), where r denotes the reduction map from the generic fibers to the special fibers. The
following hold:

(1) S C, T C 3 are analytic domains.

(2) If fs(Ss) C Ts then f(S) C T, and the converse holds if € is flat over k°.

(8) If Ss C € is Zariski closed (respectively open) then S C C is an open (respectively closed)
analytic domain.

(4) If Ss C €5 is Zariski open, fs(Ss) C Ts and fs: Ss — Ts is separated of finite type, then
f: 8 =T (see (2)) is separated of finite type.

(5) If fs(Ss) C Ts and f: Cs — T is proper, then f: S — T is without boundary.

Proof. (1-3) follow from the properties of the reduction map (see [5, §2.4] and [7, §1]). (4-5) follow
from Temkin’s theory of reduction of germs (see [51, §4-5]). O

The following is obvious:

Lemma 4.22. Let W¢ C Sk(U) be compact subset in the complement of Wall,. There exists € > 0
so that any affine map h: [—e, €] — Sk*"(U) with derivative v, as in Construction 4.1, whose image
intersects W€, has image disjoint from Wally, and any such map whose image intersects Hy is
contained in Gy.

4.1. Varying the gluing. In order to show that our structure constants are independent of the
choice of gluing (the identification of Gy C U*" and Gy C T} ) we will use a version of the above
where the gluing is allowed to vary. More precisely, given any gluing, we put it into a family with
one fibre the original gluing, and another a gluing on which the volume forms extend (to see how we
use this to prove invariance of structure constants see the proof of Proposition 10.14).

The log volume form on U, and the standard volume form on a polyannulus each have norm
identically one, so we can gluing so they patch on Z, see Proposition 9.10.
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To form the family we take a closed disk unit disk J and now glue Y2" x J to Tfj‘f x J along
Gmm = UyerGy x J, by a choice of identification of Gy x J C U*" x J and Gy x J C Tﬁ;lf x J)
commuting with G¢ x J = Gf x J.

We indicate the glued space with the extra decoration fm (for family). We have

Zm =Y*" Urerga, Tif, < J

which by construction comes with Zg,, — J, the fibres of which are Z above (with gluing given by a
point of J). We note any two choices of gluing in Construction 4.5 are fibres of such a family by
Remark 4.6.

Now we can use Zy, as our target for stable maps, instead of Z. Note that since J is affinoid,
any stable map to Z; has image in a single fibre Z. Each of our moduli spaces now has a completely
analogous version relative to J, e.g. M (Ugn, k) — J with fibres M (U, k) as above. The analog of
Proposition 4.17 holds, with the same proof. We will make use of this family version of the basic
moduli space only in the proof of Theorem 10.4.

By Proposition 4.17, M C ]\707”(2, k) is an analytic domain, and thus a k-analytic space. The
same holds for the Zariski open M (U, k) C M, and the M’ versions. Now we can define the locus of
free curves M*™ (U, k) C M(U, k) as in [31]:

4.2. The smooth locus M (U, k).

Definition-Lemma 4.23. Notation as in Definition 4.15. Let M34(U, k) C M (U, k) be the substack
of stable maps whose N-pointed domain curve is stable. This is Zariski open, and an analytic space
(as opposed to a stack).

Proof. 1t is clear the locus is open, it is an analytic space as stable N-pointed rational curves have
no automorphisms. O

Lemma 4.24. Let p = [C, (p;)jen] € Mo be a rigid point. Let q € C be any rational point not
belonging to {p;}ticrsup. Let MSYU, P, B), be the fiber of the map dom: M (U, P, B) — Mo
over . Let v=[f: C — Y] be a rational point of MY (U, P, B8),. The following are equivalent:

(1) The pullback f*(Tz(—log D)) is a trivial vector bundle on C.

(2) The derivative dev, of the evaluation map ev,: MSd(U7P7ﬁ)N — Y is surjective at v.

(3) The evaluation map evy: MY(U,P,B),, — Z is smooth at v.

(4) For anyi € IUF, the map ®; := (dom,ev;): M3YU,P,B) — Mo, x Z is smooth at v.
Moreover, under the equivalent conditions above, the following hold:

(i) The maps ev, and ®; above are in fact étale at v.
(ii) For anyi € BU Fg, the maps
evi: MPY(U,P, B),, — D;,
q)? = (d0m7 evi): MSd(vavﬁ) - Mo,n X Di

are smooth at v.

Proof. We note the statement is exactly the same as that of [31, 3.6]. We can use the same proof
once we generalize the basic deformation-obstruction theory for Mapg(X,Y') to the present context.
We carry this out in Section 4.3. (]

We make the following definition, just as in [31, 3.4]:
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Definition-Lemma 4.25. Let M*™(U, k) C M*4(U, k) be the locus of maps satisfying Lemma 4.24
(1). The following hold:

(1) @;: M=™(U, k) — Vi x H are étale and boundaryless for any i € T U F.

(2) Ms™(U, k) is smooth and boundaryless.
(3) M*™(U, k) € M34(U, k) is Zariski open.

Proof. Ouly the final statement requires proof, and that follows from Lemma 4.24(4). O
The stable maps in M®™(U, k) are free, in the sense of [34, I1.3]:

Definition-Lemma 4.26. Let X C Z be a closed analytic subspace of codimension at least two.
Then for any i € N, ev; '(X) C M*™(U, k) is a lower dimensional analytic subspace. Its complement
M™(U, X, k) C M (U, k) is a dense Zariski open subset.

Proof. This is immediate from the smoothness of the evaluation maps in Lemma 4.24. See [31,
3.9]. O

Remark 4.27. The construction of M*™ works as well in the family where we vary the gluing as in
Section 4.1. The main point: Since the fibres of Zg,, — J have trivial normal bundle, for a stable
map [U: C — Zgy] € MY (Up, P, 8), U*(T'z,, (= log Dpy)) is trivial if and only if f*(Tz(— log D))
is trivial, where the composition C' — Zg,, — J is constant (as J is a disk, so affinoid), and Z C Zg,
is the fibre over the image, and f: C — Z the induced map. So there is a natural M3™(Ugy,, k) — J
with fibres M (U, k) as in Definition-Lemma 4.26.

4.3. Non-archimedean deformation theory.

Proposition 4.28. Let X be a derived k-analytic space locally of finite presentation. We have
mo(LY) =~ Quruncx, and for any rigid point x € truncX, mo(T3(x)) is isomorphic to the Zariski
tangent space of truncX at x.

Proof. For any M € Coh” (X), we have
Map(mo(L%"), M) ~ Map(L%', M) ~ Map y,(X[M], X)

where X [M] denotes the analytic split square-zero extension of X by M. By [45, Proposition 6.1],
X[M] is underived, so Mapy,(X[M], X) classifies derivations from Ox to M. Therefore, mo(L%")
has the same universal property as [6, Proposition 3.3.1(ii)]. This shows the first isomorphism.
Taking fiber at = and then dual, we obtain the second isomorphism. O

Proposition 4.29. Let X be a derived lci k-analytic space, and x € truncX a rigid point. If
m1 (L3 (z)) = 0, then truncX is reqular at x.

Proof. Since X is derived lci, by [47, Proposition 2.8], we have
dim 7o (LY (z)) — dim 71 (LY (z)) < dim, truncX < mo (L% (2)).

By assumption, 71 (L3 (z)) = 0, so dim, truncX = dim mo(L3?(z)). By Proposition 4.28, m (L3 (x))
is isomorphic to the Zariski cotangent space of trunc(X) at x. Therefore, trunc(X) is regular at
x. O

Proposition 4.30. Let S, X,Y be rigid k-analytic spaces, f: X — S a proper flat morphism and
g: Y — S an lci morphism. Then the mapping stack Mapg(X,Y) is representable by a derived
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k-analytic space locally of finite presentation over S. Consider the canonical maps

X xsMapg(X,Y) ==Y

|7

Mapg(X,Y).

Then LaM“apS(X’YVS ~ (ﬂ*(ev*(L%S)V))V.

Proof. 1t follows from [46, Lemma 8.4 and Proposition 8.5]. O

5. THE PROPER CENTRAL FIBRE

We note above that stable analytic curves whose tropicalisation has type Vs (i.e. curves in V),
notation as in Definition 4.10, have a canonical decomposition C' = B Uiscr E¢. Here we consider
the analogous decomposition for stable algebraic curves (see Remark 5.2):

Construction 5.1. Consider a family of N-pointed semi-stable rational curves C — T, with
(fibrewise) stabilization s : C' — C’. We assume each fibre of the stabilization C" — T has dual
graph of type Vs, and thus in particular has for each f € F', a distinguished irreducible component
corresponding to the distinguished point § of the dual graph. This component contains three special
points, marked points s¢, e and one other special point ns, a node of the fibre (or, in the special,
and especially simple, case |[N| =3 ny € N is the third marked point).

Together this gives a distinguished closed subfamily S} C C', a trivial P! bundle with three
disjoint sections, ey, sp,ny. Let By :==s~1(8} \ {ns}) C C, Sy == 571(S} \ {es,ns}) C C. Further
define ¢ == s7!(es) C C, the scheme theoretic inverse image, which is thus Zariski closed. Note
(set theoretically) E = Ey \ Sy.

Let B C C be the Zariski open C \ UrerE$, and B° the reduction of C' \ UserEy. We
note €' = B Uyfcr Ef is a decomposition into Zariski open subsets, and B N Ey = S;. Let
B° := B\ UySy¢, with reduced structure (we will not need its scheme structure). By construction we
have a decomposition C'= B User E; into Zariski open subschemes and a (set theoretic) disjoint
union C = B° User Sf User E;.

Remark 5.2. The (perhaps weird) notation is chosen for application in the proof of Proposition 4.17,
e.g. B (resp. Ey) will be the locus in the central fibre of a model of an analytic curve with inverse
image, under the retraction from the generic fibre to the central fibre, (an analytic curve which
when we stabilize becomes) an open (resp closed) analytic disk, that in the application we call ES
(resp. E¢), so the name we use here is the name of the inverse image in the application.

Proposition 5.3. Notation as immediately above. The formation of Ey, B, Sy commute with base
extension (i.e. pulling back the family C' — T under some T" — T'). The same holds set theoretically
for E, B°.

Proof. The second statement follows from the first and the first is clear from the construction. O

Construction 5.4. Now we fix projective schemes Y, T, f € F, and open embeddings Gy C Y,
Gy C Ty, and projective Hy C G¢. Let Z be obtained by gluing Z :=Y Uscr Ty (glued along Gy).

We consider a family of stable maps f: C' — Z, over a base @, such that the stabilization of
the domain is a family of curves of type Vi, as in Construction 5.1. Now we consider the locus of
t € Q over which f(By) CY, f(E:y) C Ty and f(Sy) C Hy. Note we could equivalently replace the
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first two conditions by f(By) CY, f(E;;) C Ty. Finally we assume we have a line bundle A on
Z whose restriction to Y, Ty are each ample. And we require that the pullback of A have degree
bounded by a given number k.

We abuse notation and write Vi; € M, o,n for the locus of stable curves whose dual graphs are of
type Vas.

Lemma 5.5. V), C MO,N is a union of closed strata. In particular it is Zariski closed.

Proof. This is an instance of the anti-continuity of dual graph: open strata of M o,N are in bijection
with (topological) dual graphs, S, C Sp if and only if 3 is a degeneration of «, or equivalently if
Vs C V4 where Vi C Mg)rsp is the locus of trees of topological type I'. Now Vjy C My y is closed

rop

1S open. O

. . t
because the corresponding locus in M,

Proposition 5.6. Notation as immediately above. The given locus, Q% C Q is the intersection of

Zariski open and Zariski closed. Moreover, suppose Q = Mo n(Z, k) X ¥y x XY P for some scheme

P — ]\7071\; x Y. Then Q¥ — P is proper (where we give Q¢ the reduced structure).

Proof. The conditions f(By) CY, f(E} ;) C Ty are the condition that proper map into open, which
is open, while f(S; ) C Hy is the condition that open map into closed, which is closed (since the
family of curves is flat over the base, so the projection map is open).

Thus @ is the intersection of Zariski open with Zariski closed.

Now we check the second statement for Q = Mg y(Z, k) X T x¥F T

Call our locus Q¢ C @ (with its reduced structure). Let Z’ be obtained by gluing along the
projective H (rather than the open G). So Z’ is a polarized projective variety, and we have a
natural immersion Z’ — Z, an open immersion on Y and each Ty. Now note each f € QY f
factors canonically through Z’ — Z: the restriction f: B — Z has image in Y, the restriction
f: Ef — Z has image in Ty, so give canonically f: B — Z', f : Ey — Z'. These agree on the
intersection (each restricts to f: Sy — Hy). This works equally well in families. It follows easily
that Q¢ = (Mo n(Z, k) X o xYF P)€ is identified with (Mo n(Z', k) X o <Y F P)%. But here
we can phrase all conditions as the condition that an open map to a closed, so all are Zariski closed.
Thus

(Mo (Z' k) X537, wxyr )¢ C Mon(Z' k) X537, oyr P

is Zariski closed, and so the projection to P is proper (since Mg n(Z', k) is proper). O

5.1. The annulus case. Here we note the algebraic curve analog of the analytic decomposition
C = B° Uy E} Usep Ay of Definition 4.11.

We take s: C' — C’ the stabilization of an N’-pointed semi-stable rational curve over a field,
whose dual graph has type Vj,;. Analogous to the picture along S’ in Construction 5.1, there is
for each f € F' a chain of three irreducible components of C’, which we denote N} + S} + E%,
each of which has three special points, nodes of this chain together with ny,ar € N}, sy € S},
by,ep € Ef. Let By = s ((S} + E})\ Sy N N}), ES = 5" (E})rea, Af = 57" (S} )rea, and let B°
be the reduction of C'\ UsEy. The construction makes sense in families of semi-stable curves as
in Construction 5.1 above. Now, following notation in Construction 5.4 we consider a family of
N’-pointed stable curve f : C — Z over a base @, such that for each fibre the stabilisation of the
domain is a curve of type Vj,, and consider the locus of ¢ € Q over which f(Bf) C Y, f(Ef;) C Ty
and f(Af) C Hy.
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Proposition 5.7. The given locus in QG/ C Q is Zariski open. Moreover, suppose
Q = M07N/(Z, k) XMO,N/XYF P
for some scheme P — MO,N/ x YF. Then QG/ — P is separated and of finite type.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 5.6 shows Q" C Q is Zariski open, and clearly Q¢ c Q€ (for the
N’ index set). By Proposition 5.6

(ZW()J\]/(Z7 k) XHO,N’XYF P)G — P

is proper, so this Zariski open subset of it is separated and of finite type. O

6. SKELETAL CURVES

A key idea of [31] is the notation of skeletal curves. As the methods are elementary deformation
theory of maps, the results carry over to the general case.
Here we consider

uvrcvcZz
V =U" Userg, Thr,
Z =Y Userg,; Tr
as in Construction 4.5.

Assumption 6.1. We assume gluing is chosen so that the volume forms patch, to get w on V,
with simple pole along the full boundary of the snc V' C Z. We note there is such a gluing by
Proposition 9.10

Now the construction of the skeleton of a volume form in [31, §8] works without change, to give
Sk(w) C V®, its intersection with U?* or T3], is the skeleton of this volume form.

Now we fix C' € Mg, and as in [31], we consider
H = M*™(U, )¢

(where the notation means that for f € H, the domain curve is C'). Exactly as in [31, 8.11-8.12], H
has a canonical top degree differential form, wy and thus a skeleton Sk(wg) C H™.
We have the following result from [31, 8.18] (whose proof carries over without change):

Theorem 6.2. Notation as immediately above. Let f € H, and Cy the fibre of C' x H — H over f.
Let f:Cy — Y denote the restriction of the universal map C'x H —Y**. Let g: Cy — C x Y*"
denote the product of Cy — C and f: Cy — Y. The following are equivalent:

(1) f € Sk(wy) C H™.

(2) For some x € C(k) C Cy, f(x) € Sk(V).

(3) For every x € C(k) C Cy, f(z) € Sk(V).

(4) 9~ (Sk(C® x Vam)) = Sk(Cf)

(5) g~ (Sk(C® x Vam)) #
Assume these equivalent condztwns hold, let T'(k) C Cj be the convex hull of C(k) C Cy; then
f(T(k)) C Sk(V).

Definition 6.3. Following [31, 1.12] we call f: C; — Y satisfying any of the equivalent conditions
in Theorem 6.2 skeletal
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The following follows, exactly as in [31, 8.20]

Lemma 6.4. Notation as in Section 4. The following hold:
(1) For any p € Mg, @7 (Sk(u x U*™)) N M(U™, P, B),, consist of skeletal curves.
(2) 1Sk :== ®; 1 (Sk(My ) x Sk(U)) N M(U, P, B) consist of skeletal curves.

Lemma 6.5. Notation as in Lemma 6.4. The following hold:

(1) Assume [C,(pj)jes, f] € MU, P, ), is skeletal. Then it belongs to M>™(U**, P, B);
in particular, we have ISk C M*™(U**, P, ). Moreover, for any closed subvariety G C Y not
containing any irreducible component of D®3, the pullback f~*(G®") is a finite set of points without
multiplicities and disjoint from the nodes of C; and for any closed subvariety Z C'Y of codimension
at least 2, the image f(C) does not meet Z>".

(2) ®; is representable (i.e. non-stacky) and étale over a neighborhood of ISk.

(8) For any open stratum S C Mo, the map ®; ' (Sk(S x U)) — Sk(S x U) is proper, open and
set-theoretically finite (i.e. having finite fibers).

(4) ®ilisk: ISk — Sk(My ) x Sk(U) is open and set-theoretically finite.

Lemma 6.6. Notation as in Lemma 6.4. Let (f: [C,(p1,...,pn)] = Y**) € ISk. Let T (resp. I'B)
denote the convex hull in C of the all the marked points (resp. all the marked points from B). Then
flr: T — Sk(U) C Y factors through the retraction T — T'B.

7. DISK CLASSES

For a compact curve f: D — Y?" by its class, we mean the class with respect to the constant
model, see [31, 7.1], which we recall is defined, as a cycle, as the pushforward

(7.1) (7)«[2¥] € Z1(Y, Z)

for f: ® — ) a formal model, Y the constant model, and P C D, the union of proper components
of the central fibre (which is easily seen to be independent of the model). Our counts, of tropical
curves, or structure constants, are always with respect to this class. Here we study how the class
varies over our basic moduli spaces. Some care is required, because for curves with boundary this
class is not in general deformation invariant. Roughly speaking this will hold as long as fs contracts
all non-proper components of ®,. In order to force this we introduce the following:

Definition-Lemma 7.2. Let V; C G be the open set 7= *(G; N (3 \ 2471 N (T \ E?_l)) (where
r is the SYZ fibration of Assumption 2.3). Let M;(U) C M(U) be the locus of stable maps such
that f(Sy) C Vy for all f € F. This is open in M(U).

Let [h: C — Z] € M;(U). For each f € F (roh)(Sy) is contained in the interior of a maximal
cone of 3. Let h: € — 3 be a formal model such that the closed analytic semi-stable circle
Sy C C is the inverse image 71 (&, ;) of a Zariski open set &7 s C €, of the central fibre, where
m: C = ¢, — & is the canonical reduction map. Then hs((‘Sf’s) is the zero stratum of Y = 9,
corresponding to this maximal cone of X.

Remark 7.3. Definition-Lemma 7.2 implies that hs; o m¢ = w9 o h: C — Y contracts all the
boundary circles Sy C C of the body (semi-stable) disk B, to points. For this reason the image
(hs ome)(B) =[h: B—=Y?"| CY,is a cycle, and this perhaps gives some philosophical reason for
expecting good behavior. Since 7 is not continuous (in fact, it is anti-continuous), we do not know
how to make this final intuitive remark rigorous.
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Proof. The defining condition is that a compact set map into an open set, which is open. This gives
the first statement. By the definition of My (r o f)(Sf) C r(Vy), and by the definition of Vy, 7(Vy)
is contained in a maximal cone of ¥. Now h4(&; ;) is the corresponding zero stratum of Y, by the
definition of the Berkovich retraction r. O

Remark 7.4. In Definition-Lemma 7.2 we remove 241 N 2471 We could also remove in addition
any further codimension one cones, this will not affect any of the arguments below.

Proposition 7.5. Notation as in Construction 4.9. Let £ be a line bundle on 3 glued from line
bundles A on 95 and ¢ on ‘/S\ff (which agree on the Zariski open gluing region &, ). We assume 2 is
pulled back from a line bundle A on'Y , and Ay from Ay on Ty (or more precisely, the corresponding
line bundles on the constant models ), T ).

For [f : C — Z] € M(U) we have

[f:C—2Z-c1(8) = [f: B=Y]-cr(A) + Y _[f: By = Ty - c1(Ay).
feF
[f: Ef — Ty] € NE(T},Z) is the class of the closure of the one parameter subgroup corresponding
to —vy € My, assuming vy lies in each cone of Xy that contains Gy.

Remark 7.6. We note that the final condition on v; holds by assumption in case (2) of Assump-
tion 4.2.

Proof. We consider a model f: € — 3. The components of the central fibre corresponding to S
map to zero strata of the central fibre Y = 9, by Definition-Lemma 7.2. It follows that £ is trivial
on these components, and thus the intersection number is the sum of the intersection numbers
with the classes of the disks, and then by the projection formula, these are [f: B — Y] ¢1(A4) and
[f: By = Tf] - e1(Ag).

By the definition of M, and the fact that vy € py, the tropicalisation of [f : Ef — T¢] € NE(T},Z)
is aray in the direction of —v, with endpoint in a maximal cone of ¥ . Now an easy toric computation
shows the class is the closure of the given one parameter subgroup. O

Proposition 7.7. Notation as in Construction 4.9. For every line bundle A on'Y, there is a line
bundle Ay on Ty so that their restrictions (using pullback from @ — 9 and if — Ty) to Gy agree.

More precisely: The pullbacks of A and the Ay glue if and only if for each f such that G¢ satisfies
(2) of Assumption 4.2, the intersection numbers with the corresponding 1 strata (of D*®, or 0T)
are equal.

Proof. 1If Gy is contained in a maximal cone, then every irreducible component of the central fibre
Gy,s maps to the corresponding zero stratum, and thus the pullback of A to Gy is trivial, so we can
take A to be trivial. So we can assume we are in case (2) of Assumption 4.2. Choose Ay so that its
degree on the 1-stratum Cf C Ty corresponding to pys is the same as the degree as the restriction of
A to the corresponding one stratum, Cyy C Y (the one corresponding to p;y € X). We claim these
have the same restriction to Gy. This will of course complete the proof. Observe that Gs — 2, =Y
has image in Cyy, Gs — Tf s = Ty has image in Cy and the two projections G, — Cyy and Gs — C'y
are the same (these projections are determined by the (identical) polyhedral decompositions of G'¢
in Construction 4.9). So the claim follows from the next lemma. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 7.8. Let X be a smooth toric variety, whose fan has convexr support, with a flat toric map
p: X — Al with central fibre, F. Let X be the formal completion along F. Pic(X) — Pic(F) is
injective.
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Proof. Let I be the ideal of F, thus generated by a parameter ¢ on the base A'. We have the
standard exact sequence

1= 1418 = (O/ ") 5 (0/T* )" =1

and, as sheaves of Abelian groups, the kernel is isomorphic to the coherent sheaf I*/I*+1 which is
itself isomorphic to O/I. By [14, §3.5] O has no higher cohomology (this is where we use the convex
support assumption). Now the standard exact sequence shows the same for O/I (since I = O).
Now a line bundle, L, that restricts to a trivial bundle on F has trivial restriction modulo each I*.
Finally the same vanishing shows H(L ® O/I**1) — H°(L ® O/I*) is surjective. Thus we can
lift a non-vanishing section on the kth order neighborhood to all higher orders, which shows L is
trivial. (]

Lemma 7.9. There exist £ as in Proposition 7.5 whose restriction to any of Y** C Z or Ty C Z is
ample, and such that A and each Ay are ample.

Proof. This is easy using Proposition 7.7. O

Proposition 7.10. The following hold:

[f: B = Y] is constant on the intersection with My (notation as in Definition-Lemma 7.2)) of
any connected component of M*™(U) C Mg n(Z).

For fized line bundle A as in Construction 4.5, and class § € NE(Y,Z), k= [f : C = Z] - c1(A)
is constant for f € M3™(U) with [f: B—=Y] = 8.

Proof. We consider the first statement. We follow the notation of Construction 4.9. For L € Pic(Y),
we take L on the constant model 9), and its pullback to Qj By Proposition 7.7 we can choose Ay on
T which glues to L to give a line bundle £ on 3 — and in case (1) of Assumption 4.2 we can take Ay
trivial. Now apply Proposition 7.5. The LHS of the displayed equation is constant for f € Mg ,(Z).
By the final statement, each term in the sum on RHS is constant for f € M;(U) (in case (1) these
terms are all trivial, see Remark 7.6 for case (2)). It follows that [f: B — Y] - ¢1(L) is constant for
f € My1(U). This gives the first statement in Proposition 7.10.

The second is immediate from Proposition 7.5. O

Using Proposition 7.10 we can now make:

Definition 7.11. For 8 € NE(Y,Z), and A as in Construction 4.5, we let M(U, ) := M*™(U, k),
for k() as in Proposition 7.10.

7.1. Independence of toric blowup. Our counts (for counts of trees or structure constants)
will all be naive, cardinalities of subsets of M*™(U). Next we observe that this moduli space is
independent of toric blowup:

Consider p : Y =Y a toric blowup, i.e. a composition of blowups of closed essential strata. We

use the same Gy in Construction 4.5, and we assume Assumption 4.2 holds for Y. We also modify
slightly Definition-Lemma 7.2, require r~1(G; N (X \ 2971 N (S \ E‘;*l)), for either U C Y or
UcC 37, see Remark 7.4.
Proposition 7.12. For § € NE(Y,Z), M§™(U C Y, 3) # 0 if and only if there exists Be NE(Y/,Z)
with p*(g) =B and M§™(U C ?,5) # 0. In this case B is the unique v € NE(?,Z) such that
p«(y) = B and M*™(U C }777) # (0, and moreover we can choose closed sets X C Y, Xcy
in Definition-Lemma 4.26 such that f — po [ induces an isomorphism M*™(U C 17,)?6,5) =
M™(U CY, X< B).
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Proof. Let [f: C — Z]. Note this factors f : C — Z. Since p*(Tz(—log D)) = T;(—log D),
[f:C — Z] € M*™ (more precisely, the pullback of the log tangent bundle is globally generated,
as Lemma 4.24) if and only if [f : C — Z} € M®™. Now the result follows once we show that
[f: B — Y] determines [f: B — Y].

Note that the class is determined by its intersection number with all line bundles, and the Picard
group of Y is generated by Pic(Y) together with the p exceptional divisors. So by the projection
formula, its enough to show that the intersection number of [f: B — EN’] with each exceptional
divisor is determined by the fixed data P, see Construction 4.1. This follows from Proposition 7.7
(since the fixed data gives the intersection number of the complete curve with the exceptional divisor
on Z, and the classes of the end disks do not depend on f). This completes the proof. (]

Lemma 7.13. Picki € I and consider
D, M(U,B,P) = Vo x U™,

ISk := ®; '(Sk) c M*™(U, X¢, 3,P)
for any choice of X C Z in Definition-Lemma 4.26. The germ of M*™(U, 3,P) around ISk is
independent of the choice of toric blowup.

Here Sk means the closure of Sk(My y x U) C (Mo x U)™™.

Proof. We fix p1 € Vy and prove the analogous statement, for ®: M (U, k),xy — p x H (where now
for ISk we take the inverse image of u x Sk(U)). This implies the result.

First consider ® = (ux Sk(U))NM54(U) (after restricting to Vas x H, we are leaving this restriction
out of the notation).

By [10, 10.3.7,6.3.7], if we restrict to the reduction of an irreducible component of M*4(U),, that
meets the intersection, then ® will be generically smooth, since u x Sk consists of Abhanyankar
points (of p x U) which then implies the map of Zariski tangent spaces (for the unreduced space)
is generically surjective, which then in turn implies that generically this irreducible component is
in M (U), exactly as in the proof of [31, 3.9] (using Section 4.3 which generalizes the necessary
deformation theory of maps to our present context). This implies then the map is generically étale
(on the irreducible component we consider), and then moreover that the inverse image in question
consists of Abhyananker points. Thus it is contained in any Zariski open subset, so in the étale
locus, and also in M (U, X¢) from definition Definition-Lemma 4.26 for any choice of X. This
gives the independence of the germ on toric blowup.

All that remains is to show that the inverse image in M(U C Y, ,5) lies in M®4. For this we use
[31, 3.9] (the same proof applies, see Definition-Lemma 4.26), and the argument for [31, 3.10]: [31,
3.10] describes precisely M(U C Y) \ M*(U C Y). In each case the domain curve consists of A’
curves (notation as in the proof of [31, 3.10]), and then the closure of the remaining component
inherit new marked points, mapping into the interior, the contact points with the A'-curves. This
closure is canonically identified with the stabilization of the original curve, and it (for the new
marked points) lies in M’ := M>¢ for the analogous space. So then we have étale at every point of
the inverse image of Sk, for M’ by the previous paragraph. This implies evaluation at any of the
new points is étale, at any point of ISk(M’), ISk := ®~1(Sk). The union of A! curves (for bounded
degree) is not Zariski dense, by log Kodaira dimension. This implies evaluation at any of the new
points (at any point of ISk(M)) lies outside the union of Al-curves, so in fact there are no such new
points, and the original stable map has stable domain. Now the result follows from Proposition 7.12.
This completes the proof. O
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Remark 7.14. The astute reader will have noticed that the above argument would hold without
change with Sk replaced by any closed subset whose intersection with ux U?" consists of Abhanyankar
points.

8. PROPERNESS OF THE SPINE MAP

Here we take fixed data as in Construction 4.1. We assume (1) of Assumption 4.2. We use the
space NT% of [31, 4.5], a variant of M, Brf,p allowing marked points at finite distance.

Definition 8.1. By an NT% tree in Sk(U) € Y2" we mean I' € NT4 and continuous h: I' — Sk(Y),
such that h=1(9Sk(Y)) is the set of py, b € B. Moreover we assume h(ps) € Gy, for each f € F,
and h is affine in a neighborhood of p;, for each j € J (we note this makes sense for b € B, using
the canonical piecewise affine structure). We let NT4 (U) be the set of such trees (it depends on the
data of Gy but we leave this out of the notation).

We note:

Lemma 8.2. The set NT?(U) does not depend on the snc compactification U C'Y (only on U and
the fized data P ).

Proof. This is clear as h is uniquely determined by its restriction to I'\ B = h=(Sk(U)). O

Now we fix 8 € NE(Y,Z) and a set of S-walls Wallg, see Definition 3.14. Let Y — Y be a toric
blowup such that each P,, b € B, has divisorial center on Y. We let NT§ (U,B) C NT§ beNthe

subset where additionally h(p;) ¢ Wallg C Y (we stress that here we compute the closure in Y2)
for j € BUF.

Lemma 8.3. The set NT5(U,3) ¢ NT4(U) does not depend on the choice of Y. Moreover
SP%{,aHB(Sk(U),B)f; c NTE(U, B), notation as in Definition 3.19.

Proof. Near vy, b € B, the derivative of h is P,, which is parallel to a ray of X It follows

Dz _
that h(vp) € Ryg has a single infinite coordinate. It follows that h(vp) € D for a cone ® (contained

in a cone of ¥

(V. Do)’

& Dess)) if and only if this holds for all points in a neighborhood of vy, in which case
the spine is not transverse to D. SP%{,aHﬁ(Sk(U), B)E < NT (U, B) follows. The independence on

the toric blowup follows from similar reasoning. O

We have a natural inclusion NT%(U) ¢ Cont(C/NT%,Sk(U)), and so it inherits a natural
compact-open topology, see [31, 4.19].

Assumption 8.4. For the rest of the section we assume Assumption 6.1. Thus V inherits a
canonical volume form, and the theory of skeletal curves from Section 6 applies.

Fix i € I. We consider ®;: M(U, 8) — Vs x U*. By Lemma 8.6, ISk := ®;*(Sk)) ¢ M*™(U, ),
where Sk := Sk(Mg n) x Sk(U), and consists of skeletal curves. Thus we have a canonical
Sp: ISk — NT(U).
Let ISK™™? := Sp~'(NT(U, 8)) (here trmp denotes transverse at marked points, though we
actually have transverse type conditions only at the points p; for i € F'U B, we do not need any
conditions on i € I).

Note since ISk consists of skeletal curves, ISk C ISk is equivalently defined by the conditions
that f(p;) € Wallg for all j € BUF.
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Proposition 8.5.
Sp: ISK"™ — NT(U, B)
satisfies:
(1) The fibres are finite.
(2) Any net in ISK"™ whose image converges in NT(U, beta) has a subnet converging in ISk,
equivalently, the map Sp above is proper.

Proof. Using Proposition 7.12 and Lemma 7.13 we can replace Y by a toric blowup and assume each
Py, b € B has divisorial center on Y. Now for f € ISk""™?, f(p;) € Wallg CY?** for j € BUF.
To check properness, by Lemma 8.7 we can add extra points and use N’ C N instead of N,
notation as in Section 4. ISk C M*™(U, 8) by Lemma 7.13, so Sp has discrete fibres, and so its
enough to prove proper. For this we follow the argument in the proof of [31, 10.1]. We consider a
net in ISk"™ whose image converges in NT(U, ) and prove a subnet converges in ISk""”. Since
M’ is of finite type, (6) of Proposition 4.17, and we have the equality (7) of Proposition 4.17, after
passing to a subnet, the net converges in M’, and it remains to show the limit lies in M'(U, k, N')
(again we have the equality from (7)). Now the argument of [31, 10.1] applies. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 8.6. We consider ®: M(U,3) — Vi x U™, &~ 1(Sk) ¢ M*™(U, ). This consists of
skeletal curves.

Proof. The first statement is Lemma 7.13. Once we have this, then the same deformation theory
argument used to prove [31, 8.21(1)] applies. O

Lemma 8.7. Let &: M — @ be a continuous map between Hausdorff spaces. Let f: Q1 — Q be a
continuous surjection, with Q1 Hausdorff and locally compact. Then ® is proper if and only if the
fibre product ®1: M xg Q1 — Q1 s proper.

Proof. Proper is preserved by fibre product.. For the other direction, given a compact set K C @,
by the local compactness and surjectivity we can find compact K; C Q1 with f(K;) = K. Now

O (K) = f(O7 (K1)
The result follows. d

Now we can make:

Definition 8.8. For h € NTI;(U), and 3 € NE(Y,Z), by Lemma 8.6, the fibre Sp™(h) is contained
in the étale locus of ®;. We define N;(h, 3) to be its length.

We note that a priori this depends on the choice of gluing in the construction of Z in Con-
struction 4.5, we will show in Theorem 9.4 that, for sufficiently generic spines, this naive count is
independent of that choice.

The remaining results in this section now follow by the same argument used to prove their (nearly
identical) counter parts in [31]:

Proposition 8.9. (see [31, 9.5]) Assume S is a transverse spine with respect to Wallg. Let
wel'\{vj|jeB\F} away from the nodes. We glue [0,w = +00] to I" along 0 and @, extend h
constantly on the new leg, and obtain a new spine which we denote by Sg. Then the count Ny (S, )
is independent of the choice of w € T.

Definition 8.10. By virtue of Proposition 8.9, we define N(S,v) = N, (Sz,v) (for any choice of
).
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Theorem 8.11. (see [31, 9.14]) Notation as in Definition 8.10. Let TB C T be the convex hull of
the B-type marked points. If N;(S,3) # 0 then h factors through the canonical retractionr : T' — T'B.

Now assume h factors through this retraction, and let SP be the restriction of S to T'B. Assume
furthermore that SB is a transverse spine with respect to Wallg. Then N;(S,v) = N(SB,~). In
particular N;(S,~) is independent of the choice of i € I.

Exactly as in [31, 10.10], Proposition 3.25 and Proposition 8.5 imply:

Theorem 8.12. Notation as in Definition 8.8

N;(S, B) is locally constant on the transverse locus Sp™ (Sk(U), B).

If we deform S € Sp™(Sk(U), B) by varying the lengths of edges of T' on which h is constant
(including possibly shrinking them to points) we remain in Sp* (Sk(U), B) and the count stays the
same.

9. GLUING FORMULA

Here (and anywhere we count spines) we assume Assumption 8.4. The gluing formula for naive
counts follows from Theorem 8.12 just as in [31, §12]. Here we state the results (see [31, Figures
12-13] for pictures explaining the dense notation).

Theorem 9.1. Let v € NE(Y). Let S* = [[%, (v}) eyi, h'], i = 1,2 be two spines in transverse
spines in Sk(U,~) (see Definition 3.19). Let p* € T be points in the interiors of edges such that
ht(p) = h%(p?) € Sk(U) \ Wall,. Let S be the spine obtained by gluing S* at p'. Then we have

N(S,y)= > N(S'4")-N(S* 7).
Y=y
Theorem 9.2. Let v € NE(Y). Let S = [, (v});esi,h'], i = 1,2 be two transverse spines
in Sp(U,7). Let p* € T be a finite 1-valent vertex, and €' the edge incident to p'. Assume
hl(p') = K2 (p?) and wip o1y + w2 e2) = 0. So we can concatenate S* and S* at the vertices v' and

v2, and form a transverse spine which we denote by S. Then we have

N(S,y)= > N(S'4")-N(S*~7).
Fl+y2=y
Next we observe that Naive counts of sufficiently transverse tropical curves are independent on
the choice of the ends, i.e. on the choice of H C G C Sk(U), and the gluing in Construction 4.5 (so
long as the volume form on U?" extends). This follows from by the argument for the analogous
results [31, §13], once we establish:

Lemma 9.3. Let § € NE(Y,Z). Let f : [0,1] — Sk(U) be piecewise affine with image in the
interior of a mazimal cone o € X, disjoint from Wallg. If N(f, ) # 0 then 8 =0, f is affine, and
N(f,0)=1.

Proof. Since the image is disjoint from Wallg the ios tropicalisation of any contributing [B — Y] has
no twigs, by Lemma 3.11, and thus f is affine. Moreover the ios tropicalisation is equal to f. Since
the image is in interior of maximal cone it follows that 8 = [B — Y] = 0 (each irreducible component
of the central fibre in a model for B — Y is contracted to the zero stratum corresponding to o). We
can find a closed convex dim U dimensional f([0,1] C G C ¢°. Then for any stable map g: C — Z
contributing to the count, i.e. any g € Sp™*(f), notation as in Definition 8.8, g: B — Y has image
in G :== 771(G) (notation as in Construction 4.5 ) and the full rational curve has image in G union
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the two simple toric ends, TY,, T, (corresponding to the two ends points of the domain of the spine,
[0,1]). Now it follows from [55, 6.5] that there is an open analytic domain A x Pl =V C Z, for an
open polyannulus A, such that g: C — Z has image in V. Now the count is the same as the toric
case, and so follows from [31, 6.2]. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 9.4. Naive counts of transverse tropical curves are independent on the choice of end (as
above). More precisely, given two choices of data Hy C Gy C Sk(U), and the gluing automorphism
Construction 4.5, if h is transverse for Wallg for both choices, and in each case the volume form on
U™ extends, then N;(h, () is the same for either choice.

Proof. This follows from the gluing formula exactly as in [31, §13], using Lemma 9.3. O
The same argument shows:

Theorem 9.5. Notation as in Theorem 9.4. Suppose U contains an open algebraic torus. Then for
h transverse with respect to Wallg and transverse in the sense of [31, 4.20], N;(h,3) defined here is
equal to the count as defined in [31, 9.3].

Now we can give a stronger form of Lemma 9.3

Proposition 9.6. For a transverse spine S, N(S,0) = 0 unless S\ B has image in the interior of
a mazimal cone, and is balanced. In this case N(S,0) = 1.

Proof. If [B — Y] = 0, then the ios tropicalisation h: I' \ B — Sk(U) has image in the interior
of a maximal cone, by Proposition 3.22. In particular, there are no twigs (because the valence
one vertices other than the root must map to the singular locus of Sk(U), by balancing, [54, 4.1]),
thus I'* \ B — Sk(U) is balanced, by Lemma 3.11. Now suppose h: S\ B — Sk(U) is balanced,
with image in a maximal cone, and we consider the moduli space, with disk class § = 0, as in
Definition 8.8. Then any f € Sp™ ' (h) has ios tropicalisation without twigs i.e. the ios tropicalisation
is S, with image in the interior of a maximal cell, 0°, and thus f: B° — Y2" has image in r~!(0°)
(where the domain indicates the complement of the marked points mapping to dY?"). Thus the
moduli space is exactly the same as in the toric case, and so by Theorem 9.5 the result follows from
[31, 6.2]. This completes the proof. O

9.1. Gluing volume forms. Let A = Spk (x1, Almfl, ooy Ty Anz ) be an n-dimensional polyan-
nulus, with A; € k, |\;] < 1. Let dz/x be the standard volume form, i.e. the wedge product of
dx; [x;.

Lemma 9.7. A function f =3, ;. c;x' on A is invertible if and only if there exists n € Z"™ such
that |(cnx™)(y)| > |(c;ix?)(y)| for alli #n and y € A.

Proof. The proof is parallel to the one-dimensional case in [8, Lemma 9.7.1/1]. The “if” direction
follows from the power series expansion of (1 + g)~! for |glsup < 1. Next we explain the “only
if” direction. If every A\; = 1, it follows by reduction to Spec%[ml,xfl, ey Tp, 1], since f s
invertible if and only if its reduction fis invertible. Note that every point y € A is contained in
a sub-polyannulus of A of thickness 0, which is isomorphic to Sp k (xl,xl_l, ey X, ) after a
ground field extension. Therefore, for every y € A, the series f =3, ;. ¢;x' has a term indexed
by n(y) that is dominant at y, i.e. whose norm is greater than the norm of any other term. Since
lim;, oo |c;| = 0, n(y) takes finitely many values on A, and the subsets A,, == {y € A |n(y) =ng }
gives a finite cover of A by disjoint affinoid subdomains. Since A is connected, we deduce that A,
is nonempty for exactly one ng € Z", hence n(y) is constant on A, completing the proof. O
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Lemma 9.8. A volume form w = fdx/x on A has skeleton Sk(A) if and only if |f| is constant on
A.

Proof. The skeleton Sk(A) is a product of closed intervals. By [5, 2.4.4(iii)], the Shilov boundary
of A is equal to the product of the endpoints of the intervals above, viewed as subsets of A. In
particular, it lies in Sk(A). Hence the maximum of |f| on A is attained on Sk(A). Then the lemma
follows from [31, 8.1]. O

Lemma 9.9. Let f be a function on the polyannulus A. The following are equivalent:
(1) |f| is identically 1 on A.
(2) f is invertible, and |f| is identically 1 on Sk(A).
(3) [ =c+ h where c is a constant of norm 1, and |h|syp <1 on A.
(4) [ = icpm i’ with |co| =1, and |e;|r* <1 for all v € Sk(A)

Proof. Tt is trivial that (1) implies (2), (3) implies (1) and (4) implies (3). Since the Shilov boundary
of A lies in Sk(A), (2) implies (1). Finally, it follows from Lemma 9.7 that (2) implies (4). O

Proposition 9.10. Let w = fdx/x be a volume form on the polyannulus A with Sk(w) = Sk(A).
There is an automorphism ¢ of A such that p*(cdx/x) = w for some constant c. Moreover we can
pick ¢ to be of the form

s A (1 +hl(atl,,xn))

with |hi|sup < 1. h; satisfying the equivalent conditions of Lemma 9.9 (e.g. |h;| is identically one on
Sk(A)).

Proof. Up to a change of coordinates, we can assume that |z;|sup < 1 for all i. We induct on n, the
dimension of A. By Lemma 9.8, |f| is a nonzero constant on A. Up to rescaling, we can assume
that |f| = 1. We organize the power series expansion of f as

f=c+ K(za,...,xs) + L(z1,...,2,)

where c is the constant term, L is the sum of terms that contain any non-zero power of z1, and K
are the remaining terms. By Lemma 9.9, we have |c| = 1, |K|gyp < 1, and |L|syp < 1. Let w; denote
the standard volume form in the variables z;, ..., z,. By induction we can find an automorphism v
of the prescribed form so that ¢¥*(cws) = (¢ + K)ws. Since ¢ + K is invertible, we can factor f as

f=(+K)(1+M(xg,...,x,))

where M = L - (c+ K)™!, and |M|sp < 1. By construction, every term in the power series
expansion of M has a non-zero power of ;. For each term of the form ¢;(z,... ,xn)x]l with
j # 0, an antiderivative of ¢;j(xo, ... 7:vn)le‘*ldacl is %cj (z2,... ,mn)le Summing over, we obtain an
antiderivative Z(x1,...,zy) of Mdxi/x1. Since |z1]sup < 1 by assumption, evaluating on the Shilov
boundary points of A, we deduce that |Zi|sup < |M|sup < 1. Then exp(Z(z)) is convergent on A.

Now let ¢ be the automorphism sending z1 — z1(exp(Z(z))), and z; — ¥ (z;). We compute that
P (cdx/x) = " (dz1/x1) NP (cwz) = (1 + M)(c+ K)w; = w.1

This completes the proof. O

Let J be the closed disk of radius one, with coordinate .
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Proposition 9.11. Let h; € O(A)*™ be an analytic function with |h;| < 1, i = 1,...n. Then
X; = Xi- (1 + h;) induces an automorphism h: A — A. Let J be a closed unit disk. There is

an automorphism hiAxJ— Ax J, With 7 oh = E, whose restriction to one fibre is h, and
restriction to another fibre is the identity.

Proof. Let t be a coordinate on J. X; — X;(1 + th;) gives the desired h. O

10. STRUCTURE CONSTANTS

Here we take non-zero Pi,..., P,,Q € Sk(U,Z), and 8 € NE(Y,Z). Our goal is to define the
structure constant x(Py,..., P,, @, ) as in Construction 1.2.
We use the basic moduli space from Definition 4.15, with B = {1,2,....,n} F ={q}, I = 0.

Remark 10.1. Here we ARE NOT making any special assumption on the gluing in Construction 4.5.
In particular we do not know that the volume form of U extends to V.

We can pick G C (Sk(U)) near @, sufficiently small so that:

Assumption 10.2. If U C Y is almost minimal, we take G in the interior of x(Q) (the union of
open cones whose closure contains the ray spanned by @ in ¥). We require the linear span of any
wall of Wallg that intersects G' contains the line spanned by Q.

In the general case, we pick G in the interior of one of the maximal cones of ¥ that contain @,
sufficiently general so it is disjoint from Wallg from Definition 3.14.

For the basic moduli space we take vg := —@Q, noting that by our choice of G, —Q € T¢(Sk(U))(Z)
makes sense.

Lemma 10.3. Let f: S — T3} be a map with domain a semi-stable circle (see just below Defini-
tion 4.10). Then (1o f)(S) C Mg is a single point. f(S) C 7 1(r 0 f)(S).

Proof. The second statement is purely set theoretic, and obvious. The first follows from the maximum
principal, since the Berkovich boundary of a stable circle is a single point. O

Here we will sometimes abbreviate Sk = Sk(My x x U). We stress here we use My y, param-
eterizing smooth curves, we are not allowing nodes. By [31, 8.8] the two projections. induce an
isomorphism Sk = MW x Sk(U). Recall from Definition 4.10 and Construction 4.1, we have the
locus Vs C Méfxfp, and convex polytope H C Sk(U), with inverse images Vs C Mgy, H C U™

The main step in defining structure constants is:

Theorem 10.4. Notation as immediately above. Assume Assumption 10.2. We consider ®: M (U, ()
— Var X H, where the domain is defined in Definition 7.11. The following hold

(1) ®1(Sky,, xuz) C MU, B). In particular ® is étale in a neighborhood of ®~1(Sky,, xm)-

(2) @1 (Sky,,x1) — Skv,,x# is topologically proper, open, and quasi-finite.

By (1-2) the analytic degree of ® is defined over each p € Skv,, xm. This degree is independent of

p, and constant under varying the gluing in Construction 4.5 in a family as in Section 4.1.

Remark 10.5. The retraction map is an isomorphism of Sk onto its image, and so in particular
D SkVMxH — VM' x H

is an isomorphism. We write Sky,, «p instead of Vis x H to stress we view it as a locus in
Vu xH C MSI}V x Uan,



40 SEAN KEEL AND TONY YUE YU

Remark 10.6. The analytic degree in Theorem 10.4 is the degree of a finite étale map. Indeed the
statement implies that for any sufficiently small open neighborhood W C Vs x H of p € Skv,, x H,
and W the union of connected components of ®~1(W) meeting @~ (Sky,, x7), ®: W — W is finite
étale of this analytic degree. See [31, 9.9] and the proof of [31, 9.11].

We note one corollary:

Corollary 10.7. Notation as in Theorem 10.4. <I>_1(SkvaH) — Skv,, xm is open, proper, and
quasi-finite.

Proof. The conditions are local on the target, and by the Theorem old for W — W, and thus for its
restriction to Sky,, x #- O

Here, in order to prove the final invariance statement of Theorem 10.4, we will work with the
family version of our moduli spaces, see Section 4.1, whose notation we follow. Let

Sk™ = Sk((Mo n x U)*) x J.

Let Ly C My (notation as in Definition 4.12 and Section 4.1) be the union of irreducible
components which contain an irreducible component of M (Ugy,, $) (which is quasi-smooth
as ®: M (U, ) — Var X Hgn is étale). Note &~(SK™) N M(U™, 8) ¢ Ms™(U™ 3) by
Lemma 7.13, see Remark 4.27, so we have

q)—l(Skfm) ﬂ/\/l(Ufm7ﬁ) C Msm(Ufm7B) c Lfm'
We begin with the following strengthening:

Proposition 10.8. Notation as immediately above. Consider ®: Lgy, — Var x H™. &=1(Sk™) ¢
]\4sm(Ufm7 /B)

Note the proposition implies in particular that Ly, is a space (as opposed to stack) in a Zariski
open neighborhood of ®~1(Sky,, » gy ), by Definition-Lemma 4.23.

Proof of Proposition 10.8 . By Lemma 7.13 it is enough to show ®~(Sk™) ¢ M (U™, B).

Note Ly, is equidimensional, of the same dimension as V x H™ (this was the reason we restricted
to this union of irreducible components). Moreover (because this holds for M®™), each irreducible
component of Lg, dominates (the base curve) J. It follows that each each fibre, L of Ly, — J is
equidimensional, of the same dimension as V x H. For the rest of the argument we work with one
fibre. Thus, since Sk consists of Abhanyankar points (note this fails for Sk(Mo ) = My%¥ C Mghy,
this is why we are not allowing nodes) ®~!(Sk) C L consists of Abhanyankar points by Lemma 10.9,
and thus these lie in any Zariski dense Zariski open set, e.g. M (U*™, 3) N L C L. This completes
the proof. O

Lemma 10.9. Let ®: Y — X be a map of k-analytic spaces with X reduced. Then ® is flat at the
inverse image of any Abhyanakar point. If X and Y are equidimensional of the same dimension,
then the inverse image of every Abhyanakar point consists of Abhyanakar points.

Proof. The First statement is [10, 10.3.7], and this implies the second. O
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10.1. Proof of Theorem 10.4. It is enough to prove the analogous statement with N replaced
by N’, notation as in Definition 4.11. This holds because ®: M (U™, 8, N') — V}, x H is the base
extension of ®: M (U™, 3, N) — Vy; x H with respect to the smooth surjection V}, — V.

By (3) of Proposition 4.17 (or rather the analog for families, see Remark 4.27), ®: M{ — Vi X
H!™ is of finite type, and thus topologically proper. Thus the same holds for ®: M} NL — Var x H™
since L C My, is (even Zariski) closed. So restricting gives:

Claim 10.10. ®: LN M{ N ® ' (Skpn) — Sky,, x gem is topologically proper.

Claim 10.11.
: MU B) N dL(SK™) = Sky,, y prim

is topologically proper.

Proof.
M(UR, B) @~ (SK™) € MU, B) N @~ (SK™) € MU, B) C L

by Lemma 7.13, and LN®~(Sk™) ¢ M(U™, 3) by Proposition 10.8. So M’ (U™, g)nd~1(Sk™) =
LN M}, n®1(Sk™), and so the Claim follows from Claim 10.10. O

Claim 10.12. L, N &~ (SK™) c M},
Assume we have proven the claim. Then by Proposition 10.8 and Lemma 7.13,
MU™, By N &~ (SK™) = LAMU™, B)n &~ (SK™) = M' (U™, B) N~ (SK™)

and so by the above ®~1(SK™)nM(U™, 5) — Sk% « i 1s topologically proper, and also quasi-finite,
because we are in M*™ (U™ 3) where ® is étale. Now the result follows from simple point set
topology, see [31, 9.9], and the proof of [31, 9.11]. The independence of degree comes from the
connectedness of Vs x H x J, and local connectedness of (Mg, x U)?".

So it is enough to establish Claim 10.12.

Proof of Claim 10.12. Let L be a fibre of Ly, — J. It is enough to prove
Claim 10.13. LN ®~!(Sk) c M.

The argument follows the proof of [31, 11.5]. By Proposition 10.8 ®~1(Sk) ¢ M*™(U, 3) C
M*4(U, B). By the last inclusion the semi-stable end disk, E (notation as in Section 4, we are leaving
off the subscript as there is only one end) is an honest disk. By definition the end disk f: E — Z,
has image in the toric end, and the punctured disk, E* := E \ {e}, has image in T3}". It follows
(by balancing) that the spine of the punctured disk, whose domain is described by Definition 4.10
and Definition 4.11, factors through [3, ¢] and Sp(f): [3,¢] — My is affine, with derivative m,, over
all of M®™. We consider f: C — Z in M*™(U, 3) N ®~!(Sk) and show it lies in M’. We note, as
in [31, 11.5] that this is equivalent to the spine having no twigs attached along [a, b], notation as
in Definition 4.11. ® is flat (on M*™). It follows that M™(U, 3) N ®~1(Sk) — Sk is open. So we
can choose, by Assumption 10.2; a net f) — f such that (7o f))(s) € Wall,. Now it follows from
Lemma 4.22 that fy([a, b]) N Wall, = (), see [31, Figure 10]. Thus there can be no twigs attached
along this interval. That implies the same for the limit, by continuity of the tropical curve, [54, 8.1].
This completes the proof. O
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10.2. Definition of structure constants. We consider ®: W — W as in Theorem 10.4. The
point of this section is to prove:

Proposition 10.14. Notation as immediately above. The degree of ®: W oW depends only on
Py,..., Py, 5.

Proof. A priori this degree could depend on the choice of G = G from Construction 4.1 and for
given choice of G, the gluing isomorphism we use in Construction 4.5. First the degree is independent
of varying the gluing in a family as in Section 4.1, by the final statement of Theorem 10.4, and thus
independent of the choice of gluing in Construction 4.5 by Remark 4.6.

It is easy to see the degree is independent of shrinking G, so all that remains is to show it is
independent of the choice of maximal cone (in whose interior G lies). This is clear when U C Y is
almost minimal, Definition 2.11 , since we can move from one maximal cone to the adjacent one
across the codimension one cone p (see (2) of 4.2). By Proposition 7.12 to check the independence
we can replace Y by a toric blowup. Then we can assume Y satisfies Proposition 2.13 (i.e. Y is Y of
that proposition). But now the result follows from the almost minimal case. This completes the
proof. O

In view of Proposition 10.14 we define:

Definition 10.15. Notation as in Proposition 10.14. We define x (P, ..., Py, @, 8) to be the degree
of : W — W.

Remark 10.16. We can also formulate the definition without reference to the open set W: By
Theorem 10.4 ®~1(Sky,, x ) C M (U, ) is contained in the étale locus of ®, and so the analytic degree
makes sense at any point — namely the length of the fibre of ® at this point. x(Pi,..., P, @, 5)
is equivalently defined as the sum of the analytic degrees at every point in the fibre over any
p € Sky,, xm, i.e. the length of this fibre. As the map is étale, after base extension the fibre will be
a discrete set and this length is its cardinality — thus our structure constants are naive counts.

Definition 10.17 (Structure Disks). Notation as in Proposition 10.14. By a structure disk
contributing to x (P, ..., Pn, Q, 3), we mean [f : (B, p1,...,DPn,s) — Y] for f € @ 1(Sky,, xx) as
in Theorem 10.4. We note by Lemma 6.5 that these (or more precisely the extension [f : C' — Z])
are skeletal. We note that, by Proposition 7.10, if we choose a general such f (specifically, if
£(s) = (70 £)(s) & S then [f: B — Y*») = B.

By the monoid of disk classes, DC(U C Y'), we mean the submonoid of NE(Y,Z) generated by
classes of structure disks, or equivalently 8 € NE(Y,Z) such that x(Py,..., P,,Q,5) # 0 for some
choice of P;, ). By Proposition 10.14, DC depends only on U C Y. By construction the mirror
algebra is defined over Z[DC(U C Y)].

Lemma 10.18. LetU C Y;, ¢ = 1,2 be two projective snc compactifications whose essential dual fans
give the same fan structure on Sk(U) and such thatY; --+ Y} is an isomorphism on a neighborhood of
every essential stratum. Fiz p € Sky,,xu as in Theorem 10.4. For sufficiently smallp € W(U C Y;)
of Theorem 10.4, for f € W(U CY;), f: B — Y has image in the locus where Y; --+Y; is an
isomorphism. [f: B —Y;] determines [f: B — Yj;]. For corresponding classes, ® : W — W is the
same for Y; orY;.

Proof. We can choose the closed set X in the definition of M (X¢), Definition-Lemma 4.26 so
that it includes the exceptional locus of Y; --» Y;, and apply Lemma 7.13.
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Now by [31, 14.8] (and its proof) for general f € W, [f: B — Y;]- F = deg(f~1(F)|p) for Cartier
F C Y; not containing any essential stratum. These intersection numbers, over possible F', determine
[f: B —Y;]. Thus the class of one disk determines the other. Now, after possibly shrinking the W,
the &: W — W, for corresponding disk classes, are the same. O

Proposition 10.19. Let U C Y;, i = 1,2 be two snc compactifications satisfying the conditions
of Lemma 10.18. Then the pullback, see [31, 7.7], along the rational map Y; --+ Y induces an
isomorphism DC(U C Y;) = DC(U C Yj;) under which the mirror algebras agree.

Proof. This follows easily from Lemma 10.18. (]

10.3. disks with cycle supported on 1-strata. Our principal interest is in structure disks,
see Definition 10.17, but most of the analysis does not require the completion of the disk to a
rational curve, so we work in the context of Definition 3.1. In particular we have a projective snc
compactification U C Y.

We will say that a spine h: I' — Sk(U) is transverse to Y (y,p) if it satisfies Definition 3.19, but
with walls being just the codim one cones of this dual fan.

Definition 10.20. Let h: I' — Sk(U) be a balanced spine, with h(I' \ B) C Sk*™(U) in the affine
structure of Section 2.2), transverse to X(y,p). Then there is an associated cycle supported on the
1-skeleton of D:

Z(h) = Z len () (deh)| Zn(zy € Z1(Y),

2eh=1 (Sl )

where E%Y p) C Y(y,p) denotes the union of 1-dimensional cones, d,h denotes the derivative at x,
en(z) denotes the primitive dual class vanishing on the codimension one cone h(x) € o € E%y D) and
Zp(z) denotes the 1-stratum of D corresponding to the codim one cone containing h(x).

Proposition 10.21. Notation as in Definition 10.20. The 1-cycle [h: B = Y] — Z(h)] € Z1(Y,Z)
is effective.
If [h: B—=Y] = Z(h) in A1(Y,Z) then the two cycles are equal in Z1(Y,Z).

Proof. The difference of cycles is effective by Proposition 3.22, which gives the first statement. The
second follows (if an effective cycle on a projective variety is numerically trivial, then it is zero as a
cycle). O

Proposition 10.22. Let f: (B,p1,...,pr) = Y?" be a semi-stable disk as in Definition 3.1.
Assume that the associated spine (see Definition 3.1) is transverse to ¥(y,py. Then the disk class

[f] € Z1(Y,Z) is supported on the union of 1-strata of D if and only if the ios tropicalisation has no
twigs. In this case the spine is balanced, and [f: B — Y] = Z(Sp(f)) € Z1(Y,Z).

Proof. Since the spine is by assumption transverse to ¥y, py, it follows from the definition of the

ios tropicalisation h: I' — RD, see Definition 3.1 that the contribution of the spine to the cycle
[f: D — Y] is supported on l-strata. On the other hand, by balancing, valence one vertices of
twigs, other than their root, map to Sing(Sk(U)) C |E%Y,D)|, thus the corresponding irreducible
component in the central fibre of a model for f DOES NOT map into a 1-stratum. Thus the cycle
is supported on the 1-skeleton if and only if there are no twigs. In this case the spine is balanced.
Finally [f] = Z(Sp(f)) by Proposition 3.22. O
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Definition 10.23. By the practical smooth locus of the (Y, D®®*) SYZ fibration we mean the
complement in Sk(U) = [X(y,pes)| of the union of all closed cones of codimension at least two,
and all codimension one cones which DO NOT correspond to almost minimal (essential) 1-strata,
Definition 2.11.

Proposition 10.24. Let h: T' — Sk(U) be a spine transverse to Y (v,p), with N(h,Z(h)) # 0. The
following hold:

(1) The ios tropicalisation of any contributing disk has no twigs.

(2) h is balanced.

(8) If h(T) is contained in the practical smooth locus of the (Y, D*®) SYZ fibration, see Proposi-
tion 2.9 and Definition 10.23 (for example if the SYZ fibration is smooth outside the codimension two
skeleton of Xy, pessy, as holds if U C'Y is almost minimal, Definition 2.11) then N(h,Z(h) = 1).

Proof. Let f: B —Y contribute to N(h, Z(h)). By Proposition 10.21, [f] = Z(h) € Z1(Y,Z), thus
the ios tropicalisation of f has no twigs, and in particular h is balanced.

Now suppose h(T') is in the practical smooth locus for the SYZ fibration.

By cutting up h and using the gluing formula we reduced to the case when either h has image in
the interior of a maximal cone of Xy, pess, or h is an affine segment crossing a single codimension one
wall (corresponding to an almost minimal 1-stratum). In either case we can find convex G C Sk™"(U),
as in Construction 4.1. Now consider a disk with this spine and class. By Proposition 10.22 the ios
tropicalisation has no twigs, i.e. is equal to h. It follows that f: B — Y has image in 7=(G) C U?",
and in particular lives in the analytification of a torus. We thus reduce to the torus case. Now (3)
follows by [31, Lemma 6.2]. O

10.4. Associativity, Torus action and finite generation.
Proposition 10.25. The mirror algebra is associative.
Proof. The argument in [31, S 14] carries through without change. (]
We have an embedding
Sk(U,Z) ~ %3 1) (Z) C (v,p)(Z) C Z'P = Hom(Ip, Z)
which we denote by w. We also denote by w the map
w: Ni(Y) — 22, v+ (v Di)ier,-

Let Tp = Spec(Z[Z'P]) be the split torus with character group Z?. Then w: Ny (Y) — ZP
induces a canonical homomorphism Tp — TM®) and thus an action of Tp on Spec(R) =
Spec ZINE(Y)].

The following generalizes [31, 16.], and follows by the same proof:

Lemma 10.26. Assume x(Pi,...,P,,Q,v) #0. Then

n
w(@Q) +w(y) =Y w(P;).
j=1
Note the mirror algebra A, as an Abelian group, is free with basis z70p, for (v, P) € NE(Y) x
Sk(U,Z). Lemma 10.26 implies the following theorem:

Theorem 10.27. Let Tp act diagonally on the mirror algebra A (viewed as a free Abelian group)
with weight w(P) + w(y) on the basis vector 270p. This gives an equivariant action of Tp on
Spec(A) — Spec(R).
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Let W := " a;D; be a Weil divisor supported on D which is nef. This gives a one parameter
subgroup Gy C Tp. W is nef if and only if the action

Gw x Spec(Z|NE(Y, Z)]) — Spec(Z|NE(Y, Z)])

extends to regular
A}y x Spec(Z|NE(Y, Z)]) — Spec(Z|NE(Y, Z)])
(where the extension of Gy — TN1(Y) to Al --+ Spec(Z|NE(Y,Z)] is given by -W: A;(Y,Z) — N).

Proposition 10.28. Notation immediately above. If W is effective, then the action of Gy on
Spec(A) extends to regular
Ay x Spec(A) — Spec(A).

Proof. W gives a 3-piecewise linear function on W : Sk(U, Z) — Z using w above (and dot product).
Since W is effective, this is non-negative. The pullback of 27 - @p under the action is 2"V 7 TW (@ .gp,
which is regular on A x Spec(A) as W is nef. This completes the proof. O

The following three statements are proven by the same argument used for the proof of [31, 15.12]:

Lemma 10.29. Assume there exists an ample divisor F' on'Y such that —F|y is effective and
contains no essential boundary strata (i.e. those of D®°). Given z € Z'P, there are only finitely
many v € DC(Y) such that w(y) = z.

Lemma 10.30. Assume there exists an ample divisor F' on'Y such that —F|y is effective and
contains no essential boundary strata. If a set of 0p generates A @r R/m, it also generates A as an
R-algebra.

Theorem 10.31. The mirror algebra A is a finitely generated R-algebra.

10.5. Change of snc compactification. All the definitions, statements, and results from [31, §17]
hold here, the proofs apply without change. The same holds for §18 in [31] (except that we cannot
use it to prove non-degeneracy of the trace pairing, as we have to torus case to degenerate to).

In particular, we can extend the definition of the mirror algebra to any (not necessarily snc)
projective compactification U C Y, exactly as in [31, Remark 17.7] (as always throughout this
paper, under the assumption Assumption 2.3 on U). We take Y =Y an snc resolution, which is an
isomorphism over U, and then define

Definition 10.32. Ay = A; ®p~ Ry. This is independent of resolution by the argument for [31,
Y
Remark 17.7].

Restriction to Tpic(y). Here we note one sense in which the mirror algebra is independent of
compactification:

By [31, 17.3.3] (which holds in the present context with the same proof), for two snc compactifi-
cations U C Y;, i = 1,2 with p: Y5 --» Y] regular, we have a canonical isomorphism

Avcy, @ziNeW,2) L1A1(Y2, Z)] = Avcy, ®ziNE(Ys,z)) Z[A1(Ya, Z)]
(induced by p*: A1(Y1,Z) — A1(Ya,Z)) preserving theta functions up to multiplication by characters
(monomials in Z[A1(Y;,Z)]). This implies:

Corollary 10.33. The set of isomorphism classes of closed fibres of the restriction of the mirror
family Spec(Avcy )| Toyy = Tpic(v), together with the theta function basis, is independent of
compactification, up to individual scalings of the theta functions.



46 SEAN KEEL AND TONY YUE YU

10.6. Affine U with small resolution. Throughout we have been assuming our log Calabi-Yau U
is both affine and smooth. For applications a slight generalisation is convenient:

Assumption 10.34. Let U be an affine log Calabi-Yau with maximal boundary which admits
a small resolution b: U — U (i.e. b is proper and birational, and the exceptional locus in U has
codimension at least two).

All of our main constructions generalize to this case. The reason is that our structure constants
are naive counts of free rational curves, we can count in U and the generic such curve will miss the
exceptional locus. More precisely, we have the following improvement of [31, 3.11]:

Proposition 10.35. Notation as in [31, 3.11]. There is a Zariski dense open subset V .C U such
that

M(U,P, B)yan C MHU™, P, B),.

Proof. This follows from the same argument as the proof of [31, 3.11], using [31, 3.9] (applied to U )
with Z the closure of the b exceptional locus. O

Now we can define structure constants, and counts of spines in U as before (the curves we count
will be in U™ by the proposition).

10.7. Convexity and Finiteness. [31, §15] has a number of results on finiteness and convexity.
The proofs make no use of the extra torus assumption (for much of [31] we assumed U contains an
open algebraic torus), they hold as stated, with the same proofs, in the generality of this paper.
Here we recall the statements most useful for us. We take U C Y snc as in Section 2. We take F
a Cartier divisor on Y. F induces a natural function val f: U** — R. We let F'™°P: Yv,p) =~ R be

the restriction. We note, by [31, 15.2], that if the closure (of the support) |F|y| contains no zero
strata (which we can always achieve after replacing Y by a toric blowup) then F*'°P is Y-piecewise
linear.

Theorem 10.36. Let F be a Cartier divisor as above. Let Py,...,P,,Q € Sk(U,Z), v €
NE(Y,Z). Let f: [D,(p1,...,Pn,s)] = Y2 be a structure disk contributing to the structure constant
X(Pi,..., Py, Q,7) as in Definition 10.17, with ®**(f) a general point, with (1o f)(s) sufficiently
close to Q. Let D =D\ {p1,...,pn,s}. The following hold:

(1) We have
(10.37) D FUR(P) = FU(Q) = e1(F) -y — deg(F™|pe).

(2) Assume F is nef and —F|y is effective. Then
(10.38) FoP(Q) < ) T F™P(P).

(8) Assume F is ample and —F |y is effective. Then if (10.38) is an equality, v =0, (7 o f)(D°)
lies in the interior of a mazimal cone of X2, the P; and @ all lie in this closed maximal cone,
Q = > P; (addition in the cone), and x(Pi,...,P,,Q) =1 € ZINE(Y,Z)].

Remark 10.39. For an explicit statement of how close to @ is close enough, see [31, 15.8].
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11. GEOMETRY OF THE MIRROR FAMILY

11.1. SLC singularities and dual complexes of log Calabi-Yau pairs. We learned the
following lemma and its proof from Paul Hacking.

Lemma 11.1. Letk be a field. Let K be a simplicial complex of pure dimension n together with an
orientation of each n-dimensional simplex with the following properties:

(1) For each n — 1 dimensional simplex T one of the following holds:

(a) T is contained in exactly two n-dimensional simplices 01,042, and the orientations of T induced
by T C oy and T C 02 are opposite.

(b) T is contained in a unique n-dimensional simplex o.

(2) For each simplex T € K, the link link, K of 7 in K has reduced homology H;(link, K, k) = 0
fori<n—dimr—1.
Let L C K denote the subcomplex of pure dimension n — 1 with mazimal simplices those T of type
(b) in (1) above.

Let S and T be the Stanley—Reisner rings of K and L respectively. Let X = Proj(S) and
E = Proj(T). The natural surjection S — T determines a closed embedding E C X. Then the
following conditions hold.

(1) The scheme X is reduced and Cohen-Macaulay of pure dimension n and has normal crossing
singularities in codimension 1.

(2) The subscheme E C X is a reduced Weil divisor which does not contain any irreducible
component of the singular locus of X .

(8) The sheaf wx (E) is isomorphic to Ox.

(4) The pair (X, E) has semi log canonical singularities.

Proof. Assumption (1)(a-b) clearly implies that X has normal crossing singularities in codimension
1 and no component of E is contained in the singular locus. The assumption (2) on the homologies
of the links of the simplices implies that the scheme X is Cohen-Macaulay by [48, Theorem 1].

The normalization v: X¥ — X together with the divisor A + E¥ (where A" denotes the inverse
image of the double locus A C X and E" denotes the inverse image of F) is a disjoint union of toric
pairs. In particular (XY, AY 4+ E¥) is log canonical.

We use the orientation of the maximal cells of K to describe an isomorphism wx (E) ~ Ox : we
glue the torus invariant forms d"’ll ARRRWAN dz” on the irreducible components of the normalization
(with signs determined by the orientations of the associated simplices) to obtain a nowhere vanishing
global section of wx (E). Here we use the fact that wx (F) is (by definition) a double dual, and the
dual of any quasi-coherent sheaf on an S5 scheme is S;. So we can work in codimension one, where
we have normal crossings, and the usual description of the dualizing sheaf on a nodal curve together.

Now it follows from the definition of slc that the pair (X, E) is slc: wx (F) is a Q-line bundle (in
fact trivial), X has normal crossing singularities in codimension 1 and satisfies Serre’s condition
Sy (in fact is Cohen-Macaulay), and the normalization (X, A¥ + EV) is log canonical. (See [37],
Definition-Lemma 5.10, p. 193, for the definition of slc.)

O

Remark 11.2. If K is the cone in the sense of simplicial complexes (so that the cone over a
d-simplex is a (d + 1)-simplex, not R‘i‘gl) over the dual complex of a maximal dlt log Calabi-Yau
(Y, D) of dimension n and the field k has characteristic zero then the hypotheses of Lemma 11.1
are satisfied. Also, the dual complex of a dlt pair (Y, D) is defined in [9], Section 2; we say the
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pair is mazimal if the dual complex has dimension equal to dimY.) Indeed, this follows from [38],
Theorem 2(1) and Proposition 31, together with the following argument for the orientations. Let
be a holomorphic volume form on U =Y \ D such that () = —D. If p€ D CY is a O-stratum
then Y is smooth and D is normal crossing at p by [37], Theorem 4.16(1) and the definition of dlt
[37], Definition 2.8. We normalize € by requiring that the iterated Poincaré residue at p equals +1,
and choose the orientation of the associated simplex o so that the iterated residue for a compatible
ordering of the boundary divisors equals +1. By connectedness of the dual complex for n > 1, the
O-strata are connected by 1-strata, which are copies of P! with boundary {0,00}. It follows that
the iterated residue at each 0-stratum is +1, and if we fix an orientation of each maximal simplex
as above, then for 7 the (n — 1)-dimensional simplex corresponding to a 1-stratum and o1, 09 the
two n-dimensional simplices corresponding to the two O-strata contained in this 1-stratum, the
orientations induced by 7 C o1 and 7 C o9 are opposite.

Remark 11.3. It may be possible to weaken the assumption (2) so that X is S but not necessarily
Cohen-Macaulay.

However, for k = C, by [35], Corollary 1.3 (and the subsequent text concerning the generalization
to the slc case) if we have a flat family of slc pairs, and one fiber is Cohen-Macaulay, then any fiber
is Cohen-Macaulay. So, since canonical singularities are Cohen-Macaulay, a necessary condition for
the existence of a smoothing of (X, E) to a pair (X', E) such that X’ has canonical singularities is
that X is Cohen-Macaulay.

Remark 11.4. Note that in Remark 11.2, V := X \ E is the vertez, in the sense of [15, 0.1],
associated to the dual fan Xy, p). By the remark V is K-trivial Gorenstein and slc.

11.2. Geometry of the mirror family.

Theorem 11.5. Base change the mirror family from Z to Q. Assume U C Y is a compactification.
Geometric fibres are semi-log canonical, Gorenstein, K -trivial affine varieties of the same dimension
as U. Fibers over the structure torus Tpic(y) of the base are log canonical (in particular, normal).

Note once we have proven the rest, the final statement (that the fibres are log canonical) is
equivalent to normality of these fibres. This we will prove at the end of Section 12. Here we prove
the rest:

Proof of everything but normality. To prove the theorem we can replace Y by a blowup (outside
of U), and so by [31, 19.2] and Section 10.5 we can assume U C Y is snc and that D supports an
ample effective divisor. The conditions are open, see the proof of [18, 8.42]. So using the Tp action,
more precisely Proposition 10.28, it is enough to prove the statements for the central fibre. This
now follows from Proposition 11.8 below. This completes the proof.

O

11.3. Central fiber as an vertex. In this section we describe the central fiber of the affine mirror
family as the spectrum of a (generalized) Stanley-Reisner ring, which, following [15] we call the vertex.
This explicit description is the key to the slc singularity statement in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Here we work in a slightly more general setting than Section 2 in that we assume U C Y be a
normal crossing (but not necessarily simple normal crossing) compactification, (as we will use this
slightly greater generality when we consider Conjecture 1.8 in [24]).

We have the mirror family V := Spec Ay — Spec(Ry ), with Vg the fiber over the unique 0-stratum
of the base toric variety TV(Nef(Y')) ~ Spec Ry, which is given by the maximal monomial ideal
my in Ry. Our goal here is to compute the fiber V.
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First let us define the dual complez A(E) of any normal crossing divisor £ C Y, which generalizes
the usual dual complex in the simple normal crossing case. We use the terminology of A-complex
from [26, §2.1], which is a generalization of simplicial complex.

Definition 11.6. A stratum of E is an irreducible component of an iterated singular locus
Sing(...Sing(E)) of E. We take an n-simplex for each codimension-n stratum of E, and glue
them according to the way the strata of E fit together. The resulting A-complex A(E) is call the
dual complex of E. Let A’(E) denote the collection of simplexes before the gluing. Let Xy, gy denote
the cone over A(E), and similarly for Z’(KE). We call X(y,gy the dual cone complez.

Definition 11.7. Recall D®® C D is the union of essential divisors, i.e. irreducible components where
the volume form has a pole. Let S’ be the Stanley-Reisner ring for A’(D®*) (see [43, Definition 1.6]).
As an Abelian group, it is free with basis the integer points E/(Y,Dess)(Z)' Let g: ZQY,DGSS) — (v, Dess)
denote the quotient map. Let S C S’ be the subgroup with bases

ep = Z Qp,

P'eq=1(P)
over all P € ¥y, pess)(Z). We call Spec S an vertex.

Proposition 11.8. We have Ay ®gr, Ry /my ~ S, identifying the basis elements via the canonical
isomorphism Sk(U,Z) ~ ¥y, pess)(Z). Spec(S) is slc and K -trivial Gorenstein.

Proof. Since we work modulo my, only disks with class zero contribute. Now the result follows
from Proposition 9.6. The singularity statement follows from Remark 11.2, and Remark 11.4. This
completes the proof. O

To complete the proof of Theorem 11.5 we need a different argument than that used in [31]. In
[31] we assumed U contains an open algebraic torus Ths and so by [31, 18.1] there is a degeneration
of the mirror algebra to the toric case, for which the mirror is a Laurent polynomial ring for the
lattice Sk(U,Z) = M. In general we use a scattering diagram, which we turn to next.

12. SCATTERING DIAGRAMS

Next we complete the proof of the main singularity statement Theorem 11.5 by proving the fibres
over the the structure torus of the base are integral. For this we use the canonical scattering diagram
as in [31], [3],[21], [19] and [15]. Following the original idea of the Gross-Siebert program we use the
scattering diagram to produce a deformation of the verter. Using results of [19] (generalizing [15])
we show this deformation is the same as (the spectrum of) the mirror algebra. The advantage of the
scattering approach is that outside codim 2 it comes with simple and explicit Mumford/Toric charts
from which the desired integrality is obvious.

We define the scattering diagram by counts of short spines [—e, €] — Sk(U) with at most one
bend — which by our definition is a count of analytic cylinders with this segment as skeleton. This
works exactly the same as in [31, §20]. However, this does not give a scattering diagram in the sense
of the above references, and more importantly the desired deformation, as the deformation involves
the convex piecewise linear function, ubiquitous in the Gross-Siebert program (the main application
of the scattering diagram in [31] is to identify the mirror family with the mirror family in the cluster
cases treated in [18], which do not require the convex piecewise linear function). So we call this
the pre-scattering diagram. However we get a scattering diagram in the Gross-Siebert sense when
we consider counts of cylinders on the total space of the universal torsor, as this has the convex
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piecewise linear function built in, see Section 12.4. Using this the pre-scattering diagram on the
universal torsor will give us a Gross-Siebert type scattering diagram for U C Y.

We turn first to the generating function (notationally, we continue to work on a log Calabi-Yau
variety U, but will then apply this with log Calabi-Yau the total space of the torsor, G — U below).

12.1. Construction. As for all the main results of this paper, we assume Assumption 2.3. We fix
an snc compactification U C Y. By Section 2.2 this endows Sk(U) = || with an integral affine
structure, non-singular outside " ~2. This is the same integral affine structure given in [22, 1.3],
(Sk(U),X) is a polyhedral manifold in the sense of [19, Const. 1.1]. We write A for the sheaf of
integer tangent vectors.

Definition 12.1. We say a point = € Sk® (U)(R) is generic if it lies on at most one primitive nt

for n the germ of a primitive (non-zero) integer linear function near x.

Construction 12.2. We consider piecewise affine h: [—¢, ¢] — Sk®*™(U) with x = h(0). Here ¢ > 0
will be chosen sufficiently small. Suppose N (h, ) # 0 for some o € NE(Y,Z), and the image of h
is not contained in Wall,. Here we include all the cones of X! in Wall, (we are free to add any
finite number of cones). Then h is affine near zero unless € Wall,,. Now assume x is generic
and N(h,a) # 0. Then (if it exists at all) nt is the linear span of the unique wall containing ,
and h is affine on [—¢, 0], [0, €] (note this determines primitive n up to sign). Say with derivatives
—v, —w. Note necessarily v —w € n' (or in case x is not on a wall, v = w and h is affine), since
the bend in given by a realizable twig and these lie in walls, see Proposition 3.13. Then modulo
shrinking €, h depends only on v, w, z, so we write N(z,v,w,a) := N(h,a). If z is not on a wall,
then N(z,v,w,a) =0 unless @« = 0 and v = w. In the other direction:

Lemma 12.3. For generic x not on any wall, N(z,v,v,0) = 1.

Proof. Since h has image in the complement of the walls, the count is the same as the toric case, so

the result follows from [31, 6.2,12.3]. See Lemma 9.3. O
Definition-Lemma 12.4. Notation as immediately above. We assume x is generic, z € nt. v € A,,
veEnt.
We consider the formal sum:
(12.5) Ua(2) = Y, N(z,v,wa)".
wEA,
@€NE(Y,Z)

If 2 is generic but lies on no n', we define W, (z?) := z°.

Exactly as in [31, §20] this converges in a natural adic topology, which we now recall:

Let M = A, (recall A is the sheaf of integer tangent vectors) and N = M*.

Fix a strictly convex toric monoid @ C N1(Y) containing NE(Y). Let Q; :== @\ 0. For k > 1,
let Qr C @1 be the set of elements which are sums of k elements in Q1. Let I C Z[Q & M] be the
maximal monoid ideal, i.e. the ideal generated by monomials z(2™) ¢ € Q, m € M. We note such
pairs (g, m) are exactly the non-invertible elements of Q@ @& M. Let R be the I-adic completion of
Z]Q & M].

We note: As holds for any linear manifold, for any convex subset o C Sk™"(U) the integer
tangent spaces A, for « € o are canonically identified, we denote this by M, (or just M when o is
understood). We note there is a canonical inclusion o C M, .

We fix a closed, convex cone (3, contained in a maximal cone of ¥y, p), whose interior is open
and contained in Sk™"(U). We write N for the dual of M = Mp.
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Now we have a series of results which are restatement of results from [31, §20]. In each case the
argument from [31] applies without change.

Definition 12.6. Given n € N \ 0, € nt C Sk®™(U) generic, and v € M with (n,v) > 0. If
(n,v) >0, let ¥, ,,(2") be as in (12.5). If (n,v) =0, let ¥, ,(2") = z¥. And we further extend to
U, nt ZINE(Y) © My, y>0] — R by linearity over Z[NE(Y)].

Theorem 12.7. The map ¥, ,, is a ring homomorphism.

Proposition 12.8. For any v € M with (n,v) > 0, we have

(12.9) Won(2") = 2" [,

for some f, € R. Consequently, the counts N(Vyzow) in Eq. (12.5) depend only on (n,v) and w — v.

Proposition 12.10. For any k > 0, there is a finite set of pairs D, = {(0, f5)}, where d is a
closed codimension-one rational convex cone in Sk(U) contained in a mazximal cone of ¥X(y,py and
fo € Z[Q @ A)/I*, such that the union of all 0 is the closure of the set of generic x with f, # 1
modulo I*, and that for any x € 0 generic, we have fy = f, modulo I*.

Definition 12.11. We denote
D :={ (, fz) | v € n" C Sk(U) generic }

and call it the pre scattering diagram associated to U C Y. In view of Proposition 12.10, we call Dy
a k-th order approximation of ©.

Remark 12.12. We note the pre scattering diagram ® is canonically determined by the small
cylinders tropicalising to h: [—¢,¢] — Sk(U) as in Construction 12.2. This collection of cylinders
depends only on U, not on the compactification U C Y. In this way ® is canonically associated to U.
Different U C Y; can give different affine structures on Sk(U). If we view the scattering diagram in
the different affine structures, it can look different. But they are equivalent; they encode exactly the
same information. For example, this gives a simple explanation for the mutation invariance of the
cluster scattering diagram in [18, 1.3] (the original proof of which is quite involved). In particular,
the support |D| = Ug|Dy| C Sk(U) (the union of the walls) depends only on U.

12.2. Consistency. Our pre scattering diagram ® is theta function consistent, see Proposition 12.14.

Definition 12.13. Given = € Sk(U) generic and 0 # m € Sk(U,Z), e € A, = M, let SP, e be
the set of spines in Sk(U) with domain [—o0, 0] such that —oo maps to d Sk(U) with derivative —m
and 0 maps to = with derivative —e. We define the local theta function 0, ., to be the formal sum

Opm = Z N(S,a)z%z°.
e€EM, SESPy m, e
aeNE(Y)
Proposition 12.14. The scattering diagram D is theta function consistent in the following sense:
Given any k > 0 and (9, f,) € Dy, choose n € N with 0 C nt, and let a,b € Sk(U) be two general
points near a general point x € 0 with (n,a) >0, (n,b) < 0. Write 04 m = 04m.+ + Oa,m,0 + Oa,m,—
and Oy m = Op.m,+ + Opm0 + Opm,—, where we gather monomials z° according to the sign of the
pairing (n,e), e.g.,
Oam + = Z N(S,a)z%2°.

eeEM, (n,e)>0
SESPa.m.c, aeNE(Y)
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The following hold modulo I*:

(12.15) o n(Oa,m,+) = Ob,m,+,
(12.16) Vo, —n(O,m,—) = Oa,m,—
(12.17) s n(0a,m,0) = Ob,m.0,
(12.18) Vo, —n(0b,m,0) = Oa,m,o0-

12.3. The canonical scattering diagram. To connect with the formalism of [15],[19], [3], and
in particular to get from the scattering diagram a deformation of the vertex as in [15] and [21]
we use the universal torsor. Let p: G — U be the restriction of the universal torsor 7 — Y, see
Section 12.4 for details. The tropicalisation Sk(G) — Sk(U) is an A;(Y,R) principal bundle with
a canonical continuous piecewise linear section ¢: Sk(U) — Sk(G): For a divisorial valuation, let
Y =Y bea blowup so that the valuation has (Cartier) divisorial center E C Y. Then we pullback
p: T — Y and define p(vg) to be the divisorial valuation given by the (scheme-theoretic) pullback
p~1(E). For the general definition see Section 12.4 below.

We will take the pre scattering diagram, © for G (for some compactification), as in Definition 12.11
and then set all the curve classes to zero (which is then independent of the compactification) — for this
to make sense we need to establish some finiteness. So to start we fix a compactification: we choose
a basis of Pic(Y), L1,...,L,, then T = Gy X ... G, where G; C L; is the associated G,,-bundle
(the complement of the zero section), and T C P =P(O & L; --- @ L,.) gives a compactification, see
Remark 12.27.

The snc compactification (Y, D) determines an integer linear structure on Sk(U) = [X(y, pess)|,
smooth outside the union of codim 2 cones, see Section 2.2. Similarly Sk(G) inherits an affine
structure from 7 C P, smooth over the inverse image of the smooth locus of Sk(U), such that
p: Sk(V) — Sk(U) is a locally trivial A;(Y,R) bundle. This can e.g. be deduced from the concrete
description Remark 12.27 below. We note that ¢ is continuous, and linear on maximal cones of
Y(y,p)- One can check that p: Sk(G) — Sk(U) with ¢: Sk(U) — Sk(G) is exactly the construction
of [22, 1.13]. We note that for 3 in the smooth locus of Sk(U), parallel transport identifies T, g (%Z)
for x € p~!(y), we denote this lattice as P,. Following [3, 2.11], [19, 1.16], we denote by

P, > P} = {dp(v) + ala € NE(Y,Z)} C T, () (Z)-

For any tangent vector v € T, si(a), € Sk™(G), by its height with respect to ¢ we mean
v —dp(dp(v)) € A1 (Y, R)
(we view it as above if the height is in the monoid NE(Y)).
Let € Sk (G) with p(z) generic. We map Z[NE(Y)|[Ty4)(Z)] — Z[T(Z)] by sending
t*zY — 2%+ (we note though ¢ is only piecewise linear, its derivative is none the less well
defined).

Let f: C — G®" be an analytic map from a compact k-analytic curve. Let f'°P: T — Sk(G) be
the ios tropicalisation (using the compactification G C P above), Definition 3.1.

Lemma 12.19. Notation as immediately above:
> he(df"P) = [po f: C Y]
bedc

where ht means height above ¢ and the derivative is inward.
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Here by the inward derivative we mean . dpe ftror where the sum is over all edges of T’
incident to b, see e.g. [31, 15.3].

Proof. After replacing G by the G,, bundle given by L € Pic(Y), it’s enough to prove the analogous
sum has height [po f: C' — Y]-¢1(L). By [11, Theorem 3.7.2] and [49, Tag 0BCH], all line bundles on
C are trivial, so we can choose a Cartier divisor § on €, supported on the central fibre, representing
f*(L). Now view f'°P and ¢! as two sections of the R-principal bundle, p: Sk(G)|r — T, as in
Remark 12.27. Tracing through the definitions one sees that f°P — o = F'%°P on I, notation as in
[31, 15.3]. Now the result follows from [31, 15.3]. This completes the proof. O

For x € Sk(G) with p(x) generic we let f, be the scattering function from Proposition 12.8

Proposition 12.20. Notation as above. For fized v € T,(Z) there are at most finitely many
monomials in f, of form z%zY, with 0 # « € NE(P,Z). Thus we can set the curve classes to zero, let

fa be the resulting formal sum. If 2 appears in f, then v € PJ@,). fa is invariant under translation

by A1(Y), i.e. depends only on y = p(x). So we will sometimes write fy

fy € Z[P&U)] modulo m* for any k > 0 (i.e. modulo m* the formal sum is finite).

fy =1 modulo m.

Proof. By the definition of f, it is enough to show that for fixed v there are only finitely many
possibilities for the classes of twig-disks (the inverse image of the twig under retraction to the
domain of the ios tropicalisation, see Definition 3.2 ) for cylinders contributing to this monomial
in f, (and thus, only finitely many classes of cylinders once we fix the incoming direction, v as in
Construction 12.2). This follows from Lemma 12.19, see the bijection IT in the proof of [24, 3.5] (in
that proof the bijection is given for structure disks for the multiplication rule but the exact same
argument works for structure disks for the scattering function). Lemma 12.19 also shows v lies
above ¢, thus in P,,. Finally for f =1 mod m, the class of a twig disk cannot be trivial. So mod
m the only cylinder which contribute have trivial class. This has straight tropicalisation and count
1 by Proposition 9.6. The result follows. O

Construction 12.21. By the same argument used to prove Proposition 12.10 we can find, for each
k > 0, a finite collection of walls, as in [3], 0 with f, constant modulo m* on generic points , z, of 0,
containing any generic point with f, non-trivial (mod m*). We can (subdividing) assume each 0
lies in a maximal cone of X.

Now we check this collection of walls gives a scattering diagram in the sense of [3, 2.11], whose
terminology we follow.

Lemma 12.22. Let j be a joint of © of codim zero or one (see [3, 2.15]). Let x € j be an interior
point. Let 0 be a wall containing x. Then any monomial 2 (v € Agi(q),) that appears with non-zero
coefficient in the scattering function fy has v € 79;(%).
The wall crossing automorphism for 0 is an automorphism of Z[P;}]/mF¥.

Proof. When the joint has codimension zero this follows from Proposition 12.20, because P} is
constant near x. So we can assume the codimension is one, j C p € "~ 1. If d C p then it follows
from Proposition 12.20, so we assume not. Let y € ? be a general point. Now we consider a twig-disk
for a cylinder contributing to 9, and consider its monomial. v as in the statement is a sum of such
monomials, so we can prove the analogous statement for this monomial, which we again call v. We
know v € PJ by Lemma 12.19. So if —v points towards the wall p, i.e. if the primitive dual class,
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N, vanishing on p, positive on y is non-negative on v) this follows from the convexity of ¢, just as
in the proof of [3, 2.39]. So we can assume v points towards the wall. The statement is equivalent
to showing that the coefficient of the cycle for the twig-disk is at least N(v)[C,]. This follows from
Proposition 3.22. Now the final statement follows, see the proof of [3, 2.40]. O

By the Proposition, © is a scattering diagram in the sense of [3]. We refer to © as the canonical
scattering diagram. We conjecture it is the same as the canonical scattering diagram of [3], [22].
This holds in cluster cases, by [31, 1.19].

Now we prove this scattering diagram © is consistent, in the sense of [3, 2.19].

Theorem 12.23. The canonical scattering diagram is consistent, in the sense of [3, 2.19].

Proof. Following the definition, we check consistency in codimension zero, one, and two (this is the
definition of consistent). For codimensions zero and one, the interior of the joint is in the smooth
locus, and the definition of consistency is of the Kontsevich-Soibelman sort, that a composition of wall
crossing automorphisms is the identity (in the local ring associated to the joint). For codimension two,
the joint could be contained in the singular locus, and then the Kontsevich-Soibelman consistency
does not make sense (there is no toric local ring), instead the definition is a version of theta function
consistency, but in terms of local theta functions for the local affine manifold (B;,P;) as in [3, 2.2.3].
This holds by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 12.14above. For codimensions
zero and one the (ordinary) theta functions satisfy Proposition 12.14. This implies the desired
Kontsevich-Soibelman consistency (Definitions [3, 2.17] and [3, 2.16]) since the local theta functions
generate the local ring in question. Indeed only the straight broken line, more precisely, one with no
twigs, is non-trivial mod m, from this generation is easy. This completes the proof. O

Completing the proof of Theorem 11.5. All that remains is to show that the fibres are integral.
Using the T action as in the proof of (the other statements of) Theorem 11.5, its enough to show
that the total space is integral along the central fibre, and for this it is enough to show the total
space is integral in codimension one. Now we have the main result of [19] (generalizing the main
construction of [15]) The scattering diagram determines a flat deformation over Ry /m*, whose
global functions are canonically identified with Ay /m¥. Moreover, outside of codimension two the
deformation has simple toric charts, the purely toric Mumford deformation given by Z[Py+ |/m*.
Now it is enough to show the inverse limit (over k) is integral and this holds since the ring associated
to a toric monoid (e.g. Z[P,’]) is normal (which implies the same holds for the inverse limit). This
completes the proof. O

12.4. Construction of the canonical . Let k£ be a non-archimedean field (trivial valuation
allowed), and X a scheme locally of finite type over k. We can analytify X in the sense of Berkovich
[5] and obtain a k-analytic space X?". The underlying topological space of X" has a very simple
description, which we recall for readers’ convenience:

As a set, X" consists of pairs (£, |-]), where £ € X is a scheme point, and || is an absolute value
on the residue field £(§) extending the one on k. The topology on X®" is the weakest one such that
the forgetful map m: X** — X is continuous, and that for all Zariski open U C X, f € Ox(U), the
function

7 HU) — Rso, (&) — (&)
is continuous.

When % has trivial valuation, we have a canonical analytic subdomain X= C X®", consisting of
(&,]-]) such that the center of the absolute value lies inside X, see [52, Definition 1.3]. The inclusion
is an equality when X is proper.
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Construction 12.24. Let X,2) be formal schemes locally of finite presentation over the ring of
integers k°. Let f: X — 2) be a flat morphism with geometrically integral fibers. We can construct
a canonical set-theoretic section ¢: %), — X, as follows:

For every y € 9),,, let H(y) denote its complete residue field. Let 3 be the pullback of X along
Spf H(y)° — 2. By assumption, it is an admissible formal scheme over H(y)° with integral special
fiber 35, and generic fiber 3, ~ (X,),. Let 7: 3,, = 35 be the reduction map (see [7, §1]). By [5,
2.4.4(ii)], the preimage of the generic point of 3 by 7 gives a unique point in 3, ~ (%,,),, which we
take to be the image ¢(y) € (X,), C X,.

In particular, we note the following special case when k has trivial valuation: Let f: X — Y bea
flat map of k-varieties with geometrically integral fibers. Then we have a canonical set-theoretic
section

©: Y2 — X7 c X,
Construction 12.25. Now we specialize to the setting of the paper, with U C Y an snc compacti-
fication of log Calabi-Yau U with maximal boundary (for this section we do not need to assume
U is affine). We note that the maximal boundary assumption implies Y is rationally connected,
by [38, §18], which implies H*(Y,Oy) = 0 for i > 0. Thus Pic(Y) is a lattice. We consider the

corresponding universal torsor

p:T::Spec( @ L>—>Y7
v)

LePic(
which is a principal
TFieY) .— Ta,(v,z) = A1(Y,Z) ®z G,/ = Spec(k[Pic(Y)])

bundle, and the action of T7(Y) is given by the Pic(Y)-grading. Denote p: G = T|y — U.
The torus bundle has a canonical relative volume form, wedging with wy gives a volume form
on GG, making G also log Calabi-Yau with maximal boundary, and we have the essential skeleton
Sk(G) c G*. p: Sk(G) — Sk(U) is a principal A;(Y,R)-bundle. Applying Construction 12.24, we
obtain a canonical section ¢: Sk(U) — Sk(G).

Remark 12.26. The A;(Y,R)-bundle p: Sk(G) — Sk(U) and the section are ubiquitous in the
Gross-Siebert program, see e.g. [15, 20], introduced in a (it seems to us) rather ad hoc way. As far
as we know, the above canonical non-archimedean theoretic description is new.

Remark 12.27. Let us give a more explicit description of ¢: Sk(U) — Sk(G). Let Sy ..., €
Pic(Y) be a line bundle basis so that 7 ~ L{* x ... LY, where L; denotes the dual of S;, and

L} C L; denotes the complement of the zero section. "

Let p: : T :=P(d;L; ® O) = Y. Let ¥ 1= Xy, pess) and Y= X (F (F\T)ess)» SO that Sk(U) = |3,
Sk(G) = |§3| Note we have a natural inclusion of cone complexes ¥ C 3, the subcomplex generated
by the rays corresponding to the irreducible components of p~1(D°®*); moreover, we have a natural
projection Y X Itis easy to check that these coincide with ¢, p.

13. CONJECTURES

Now we give a number of conjectures indicating how we expect basic constructions from toric
geometry to generalize to affine log Calabi-Yau varieties with maximal boundary.
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Definition 13.1. By a partial minimal model for a log Calabi-Yau variety U we mean a Zariski
open inclusion U C Y with Y normal having divisorial boundary and such that the volume form
has a pole on each irreducible component of the boundary.

Example 13.2. The elementary theory of theory of toric varieties implies that an affine (resp.
complete) partial minimal model of an algebraic torus U = T} is the same thing as an affine (resp.
complete) Tys-toric variety. More generally, any Ty;-toric variety is a partial minimal model, and
any partial minimal model is equal, outside codimension two, to a T)j;-toric variety.

Let U be an affine log Calabi-Yau variety and let V' be a general fibre of the mirror family, see
Corollary 10.33 In general V will be singular, we conjecture at worst canonical, and further we expect
the mirror construction extends to canonical singularities (one could e.g. use the Gross-Siebert
formalism which is more general than ours and which we expect agrees with ours in the cases where
ours applies), and that U will be a fibre of the canonical mirror family for V. Here in the discussion
we assume all this (or the reader can just specialize to the case when V' is smooth).

Conjecture 13.3 (double mirror). U is a fibre of the mirror family for V. In particular, Sk(V)
parameterizes a basis of O(U), canonical up to individual scaling.

Remark 13.4. This is the ultimate goal of the project, to prove the conjecture from [15] that an
affine log Calabi-Yau variety with maximal boundary has a canonical basis of regular functions.
This has been proven in dimension two, see [40].

Thus there are (conjecturally) two natural pairings on Sk(U) x Sk(V'), we can take < u,v >—
OLroP (u), or to OU°P(v).

Conjecture 13.5 (symmetry). The two pairings are equal.

Conjecture 13.6 (independence). Let vy, ..., v, w € Sk(V), and o, ..., oy € k non-zero constants.
Then ord, (3 a;0,,) = min;(ord,, (o).

Both conjectures are proven in dimension two in [42, 4.13,4.15], some higher dimensional
cases (with important representation theoretic implications) of both conjectures are proven in
[18, 9.7,9.10.3]. Proofs of both conjectures in a wide range of cluster examples, including all for
which the Full Fock-Goncharov Conjecture has been established, have been announced by Mandel,
Cheung, Magee and Miller.

In many applications, partial minimal models are more important than the log Calabi-Yau varieties
themselves, e.g. a semi-simple algebraic group is a partial minimal model of its (log Calabi-Yau)
open Bruhat cell, and the vector space of regular functions on the group is obviously a fundamental
representation, see [18, §0.4].

Let U C Y be a partial minimal model, with wuy,...,u; € Sk(U) corresponding to the irreducible
components of Y. Let

Cy = {v € Sk(V)[0;;°P(w) > 0 for all i}

Conjecturally O(U) has a basis

OU) = ®vesk(v)Z - 0y
Let O(U)¢, C O(U) be the subgroup with basis Cy C Sk(V).

Corollary 13.7. The above conjectures imply O(U)c, C OU) is O(Y) C O(U). In particular Cy
parameterizes a theta function basis for O(Y).
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Proof. By the independence conjecture, O(Y) C O(U) has basis those 8, which are regular on each
of the boundary divisors to U C Y. And now by the symmetry conjecture, those are exactly the
v € Cy. O

Suppose further that U C Y is a smooth affine partial minimal model, with smooth boundary E —
which is then itself a smooth affine log Calabi-Yau variety with maximal boundary. Note in this case
Cy is just a half space, Cy = {v € Sk(V)|#5%°P(v) > 0} (here italics means that in the toric case Cy
is literally a half space). Let Ac, C Ay be the free Ry submodule with basis Cy C Sk(Y'). Let
Iz C Ac, be the submodule with basis 0% = {v € Sk(v)|#5%°P(v) = 0}. Convexity, Theorem 10.36
implies A¢, is a subalgebra and Ig C Ac, is an ideal.

Proposition 13.8. Ac, /Ig has basis Sk(F). The structure constants are exactly as in Construc-
tion 1.2 applied to F. If F is log Calabi-Yau, then it is affine log Calabi- Yau with maximal boundary,
and Acy /Ig = Ap up to extension of scalars.

Remark 13.9. The strange wording of the proposition is because a priori F' is not log Calabi-Yau,
so Construction 1.2 does not apply in this generality. We note that the Gross-Siebert formalism
does apply.

Proof. The identification Sk(F) = 6% is clear. We consider structure constants for Ac, /Ig. By
Lemma 9.9 we can choose the gluing so that 8z extends as a monomial over the toric end. Consider
a structure disk, f: B® — V2" and its extension f: C'— Z to a rational curve. By Theorem 10.36
f(B) is disjoint from the zero, or polar, locus of 8. It follows that the pullback of g to C has
no zeros and only a single pole (at the point z from Construction 1.2. It follows the pullback is
constant, and so the rational curves lies in a fibre! Thus A¢, /Ir exactly recovers Construction 1.2
applied to F'. O

Conjecture 13.10. The general fibre F of 0 is log Calabi-Yau (which implies affine log Calabi- Yau
with mazimal boundary). E is one fibre of the canonical mirror family for F.
U CY and (Y, E) are a fibre of the mirror family Spec(Ay) — Spec(Ac, ) and (Spec(Acy , Z(IE)).

The assumption here, that Y is affine, is rather strong; not every E € Sk(U) will appear on such
a partial minimal model. e.g. we can take (Y, E) to be an irreducible nodal cubic on Y = P2. Then
every non-constant regular function on U must have a pole on E (otherwise it has no poles and so is
regular on P? and thus constant). So (by symmetry) 6%° is strictly negative away from 0 € Sk(V),
and so Cy = {0}. There is a more general construction:

Suppose we have an snc partial minimal model U C Y, and an effective ample divisor W supported
on the boundary. Let W = ), agE (where the sum is over the irreducible components of
D =Y \U). We define a filtration FV' on the canonical mirror algebra Ay with F¥ C Ay the
free Ry-submodule with basis those v with 65°P(v) > —kap for all E C D. By Theorem 10.36 this
makes Ay filtered algebra and by the standard Reese construction, see [31, §19], this determines a
graded subring Ay C Ay [T), with degree k part a - T* with a € F),. The above conjectures imply:

Conjecture 13.11. One fibre of Ay is the homogeneous coordinate ring of (Y, O(W)).

We apply the above conjectures in special case of particular Mori theoretic importance:

Let U’ C Y’ be an snc minimal model of an affine log Calabi-Yau variety with maximal boundary.
Let Y — Y’ be the universal torsor, and U = G|y — U’ the restriction. U is itself affine log
Calabi-Yau with maximal boundary, and U C Y is an snc partial minimal model. We note

O(Y) = COX(Y’) = ®LEPiC(Y’)H0(Y/’ L)



58 SEAN KEEL AND TONY YUE YU

We apply the above conjectures to U C Y. We note that Y (and so in particular U) has trivial
Picard group, so all fibres V' of the canonical mirror to U are isomorphic. The universal torsor is a
T'a,(v’,z)-principal bundle, this induces p: V' — Tpic(y+), and p: Sk(V') — Sk(Tpicyr)) = Pic(Y')r.
We note inverse images of the irreducible components E' C D’ := Y’ \ U’ give the irreducible
components E C D := Y \ U. The corresponding theta functions g € O(V) generate. Let
0 :=3 pcpbe. Then Cy C Sk(V) is given by °°P > 0.

Conjecture 13.12 (Cox ring conjecture). Spec(Cox(Y")) is one fibre of Spec(Ac, ) — Spec(Ry ).
In particular, Cy parameterizes a canonical theta function basis for Cox(Y"'). Let P == p~Y(L) for
L € Pic(Y").

The integer points Pr(Z) parameterize a canonical theta function basis for H°(Y', L).

We note by [27] that Cox(Y”) controls the Mori theory of Y. The conjecture gives a canonical
basis, and the structure constants (so the ring structure) as counts of disks. [18, 0.20] gives a proof
of the full conjecture in an important representation theoretic example, and shows that the lattice
polytopes Py, vastly generalize the Tao-Knudsen hive polytopes, see [41].
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