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Abstract

We construct and study Donaldson–Thomas invariants counting orthogonal

and symplectic objects in linear categories, which are a generalization of the

usual Donaldson–Thomas invariants from the structure groups GL(𝑛) to the

groups O(𝑛) and Sp(2𝑛), and a special case of the intrinsic Donaldson–Thomas

theory developed by the author, Halpern-Leistner, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo

[14–16]. Our invariants are defined using the motivic Hall algebra and its ortho-

symplectic analogue, the motivic Hall module. We prove wall-crossing formulae

for our invariants, which relate the invariants with respect to different stability

conditions.

As examples, we define Donaldson–Thomas invariants counting orthogonal

and symplectic perfect complexes on a Calabi–Yau threefold, and Donaldson–

Thomas invariants counting self-dual representations of a self-dual quiver with

potential. In the case of quivers, we compute the invariants explicitly in some

cases. We also define a motivic version of Vafa–Witten invariants counting or-

thogonal and symplectic Higgs complexes on a class of algebraic surfaces.
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1 Introduction

1.1.1. Overview. The theory of Donaldson–Thomas (DT) invariants has been a central topic

in enumerative geometry, initiated in the works of Donaldson and Thomas [22] and Thomas

[47], and further developed by Joyce and Song [35], Kontsevich and Soibelman [37], and many

others.

The usual DT invariants are, roughly speaking, virtual counts of semistable objects in

3-Calabi–Yau linear categories, such as the category of coherent sheaves on a Calabi–Yau

threefold, or the category of representations of a quiver with potential. These were first con-

structed by Joyce and Song [35], based on a formalism of Joyce [28–32] for constructing motivic

enumerative invariants for abelian categories, and a similar approach was taken by Kontsevich

and Soibelman [37].

However, until recently, it was not known how to extend this theory beyond the linear

case. A step in this direction was taken by the author [10], who developed a theory of mo-

tivic enumerative invariants for moduli stacks of orthosymplectic objects, parallel to Joyce’s

formalism, and partially inspired by the works of Young [53–55] on self-dual quivers.

This theory was later generalized to intrinsic DT theory by the author, Halpern-Leistner,

Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [14–16], which is a new framework for enumerative geometry that

is intrinsic to the moduli stack, and applies to all algebraic stacks satisfying mild assumptions.

The new framework also makes it possible to significantly simplify the original work [10].

The present paper supersedes the author’s work [10] by updating and simplifying the the-

ory using the new framework of [14–16].

The main goal of this paper is to construct DT invariants counting self-dual objects, or

orthosymplectic objects, in self-dual 3-Calabi–Yau linear categories. Self-dual objects typically

do not form linear categories, so the usual linear DT theory does not apply.

As applications, we construct DT invariants counting orthosymplectic representations of

self-dual quivers with potential, DT invariants counting orthosymplectic perfect complexes

on curves and Calabi–Yau threefolds, and also a motivic version of Vafa–Witten invariants

counting orthosymplectic Higgs complexes on a class of algebraic surfaces.

Orthosymplectic DT invariants are related to counting D-branes in string theories on

Calabi–Yau 3-orientifolds, discussed in, for example, Witten [52, §5.2], Diaconescu, Garcia-

Raboso, Karp, and Sinha [21], and Hori and Walcher [26].

1.1.2. The setting. The basic setting of our construction is as follows. We start with a self-dual
linear category A, that is a linear category equipped with a contravariant involution

(−)∨ : A ∼−→ Aop
.

For example, A could be the category of vector bundles on a smooth projective curve, where

the involution is given by taking the dual bundle. See §2.1 for more details and examples.
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We then consider the fixed locus of the involution, which is a groupoid Asd, called the

groupoid of self-dual objects. Explicitly, an object of Asd is a pair (𝑥, 𝜙), where 𝑥 is an object

of A, and 𝜙 : 𝑥 ∼→ 𝑥
∨ is an isomorphism satisfying 𝜙 = 𝜙

∨. For example, in the case of vector

bundles, Asd consists of either orthogonal or symplectic vector bundles, depending on the

choice of a sign 𝜀 = ±1 when identifying a vector bundle with its double dual, which is a part

of the data of the involution.

We also assume thatA is equipped with a moduli stackX of objects, so the involution (−)∨

defines an involution on X. Its fixed locus Xsd is the moduli stack of objects in Asd.

In fact, our theory does not essentially use the categories A and Asd, and only depends on

the stack X, equipped with its linear structure and involution.

1.1.3. Harder–Narasimhan filtrations. Recall that given a stability condition 𝜏 on an abelian

category A, which, for simplicity, we assume is given by a slope 𝜏 (𝑥) ∈ R for each non-zero

object 𝑥 ∈ A, satisfying certain conditions, there is the notion of 𝜏-semistable objects, and

every object 𝑥 has a unique Harder–Narasimhan (HN) filtration

0 = 𝑥0 𝑥1 𝑥2 · · · 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑥

𝑦1 𝑦2 𝑦𝑘 ,

with each quotient 𝑦𝑖 = 𝑥𝑖/𝑥𝑖−1 non-zero and semistable, such that 𝜏 (𝑦1) > · · · > 𝜏 (𝑦𝑘).
Now, suppose that A is self-dual, and that 𝜏 is compatible with the self-dual structure, in

that 𝜏 (𝑥∨) = −𝜏 (𝑥) for all non-zero objects 𝑥 . Then, for a non-zero self-dual object (𝑥, 𝜙), we

necessarily have 𝜏 (𝑥) = 0, and the self-dual structure 𝜙 induces isomorphisms 𝑦𝑖 ∼→ 𝑦
∨
𝑘+1−𝑖

of its HN factors. In particular, if 𝑘 is odd, the middle piece 𝑦(𝑘+1)/2 admits an induced self-

dual structure. For convenience, when 𝑘 is even, we sometimes think of it as having the zero

self-dual object as the middle piece.

Therefore, heuristically speaking, if we think of objects of A as composed of semistable

objects via HN filtrations, we should think of an object of Asd as composed of a series of

semistable objects of A, which are those in the left half of the HN filtration, together with a

single semistable self-dual object in Asd in the middle; the factors in the right half are dual to

those on the left, and do not contain new information.

1.1.4. Orthosymplectic modules. The above phenomenon suggests that the collection of

orthosymplectic objects can be viewed as a module for the collection of linear objects in some

sense. This can be made precise in several different ways.

For example, if we consider the symmetric monoidal groupoid (A≃
, ⊕, 0), where A≃ is

the underlying groupoid of A, then the operation ⊕sd : A≃ × Asd → Asd sending (𝑥,𝑦) to

𝑥 ⊕𝑦 ⊕ 𝑥∨, equipped with the obvious self-dual structure, establishes Asd as a module for A≃.

Similarly, the corresponding operation ⊕sd : X×Xsd → Xsd on moduli stacks establishes Xsd

as a module for the commutative monoid stack (X, ⊕, 0).
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As another example, consider the ring of motivesM(X) over X, which we define in §3.1. It

has the structure of the motivic Hall algebra, introduced by Joyce [29], whose multiplication ∗
is roughly given by parametrizing all possible extensions of given objects. Note that this is

a different multiplication from the one given by the ring structure on the ring of motives.

In the orthosymplectic case, the ring of motives M(Xsd) is a module for the motivic Hall

algebra M(X), which we call the motivic Hall module. The module structure ⋄, which we

define in §3.2, is roughly given by parametrizing three-step self-dual filtrations, with given

graded pieces 𝑥,𝑦, 𝑥∨, with 𝑥 an ordinary object and 𝑦 a self-dual object.

Other similar constructions include cohomological Hall modules considered by Young [55],

and twisted modules for Joyce vertex algebras introduced by the author [11].

1.1.5. Epsilon motives. The first main construction of this paper is that of epsilon motives for

the moduli stack Xsd, which we present in §4.1, parallel to the construction of Joyce [28–32]

in the linear case.

Given a stability condition 𝜏 , for each non-zero connected component X𝛼 ⊂ X, corres-

ponding to an element 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, Joyce defined the epsilon motive

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ M(X) ,

living in the ring of motives over X, and supported on the semistable locus Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) ⊂ X𝛼 . It

can be thought of as an interpolation between the stable locus and the semistable locus.

The epsilon motive 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) satisfies an important property called the no-pole theorem, origin-

ally proved by Joyce [30, Theorem 8.7], which ensures that it has a well-defined Euler charac-

teristic, which can be used to define DT invariants. In general, Euler characteristics of stacks

are ill-behaved, as for example, any reasonable definition would give 𝜒 (∗/Gm) = 1/0 = ∞.

The no-pole theorem ensures that for epsilon motives, this type of divergence does not occur

after multiplying by the motive [Gm] = L − 1, which roughly corresponds to removing the

copy of Gm from the stabilizer groups of all non-zero points of X, corresponding to scalar

automorphisms of objects in A.

In the orthosymplectic case, we present a parallel construction. Given a self-dual stability

condition 𝜏 , for each connected component 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), we define the epsilon motive

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ M(Xsd) ,

supported on the semistable locus Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏) ⊂ Xsd

𝜃 . It satisfies an analogous no-pole theorem,

and will be used to define orthosymplectic DT invariants.

The construction of the epsilon motives 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) is a special case of a general construction

in intrinsic DT theory by the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15, §5.2], and we build upon the

general framework by specifying explicit combinatorial data, called stability measures there,

used to define the epsilon motives. We also use the motivic Hall module structure, described

in §1.1.4, to make the construction more explicit in our setting.
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1.1.6. DT invariants. We now consider the case when X is either a smooth stack, or a (−1)-
shifted symplectic stack in the sense of Pantev, Toën, Vaquié, and Vezzosi [40]. The latter case

often occurs when A is a 3-Calabi–Yau category, such as the category of coherent sheaves

on a Calabi–Yau threefold, or more precisely, a modification of this category that is self-dual,

which we describe in §6.2.

In this case, following Joyce and Song [35], we define the DT invariant DT𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ Q for X

and a class 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0} as a weighted Euler characteristic

DT𝛼 (𝜏) =
∫
X

(1 − L) · 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒 ,

where 𝜈X is the Behrend function of X, a constructible function on X introduced by Behrend

[5] to capture the virtual geometry of X. Multiplying by the factor (1 − L) corresponds to

removing a copy of Gm from all stabilizer groups in X, as we mentioned in §1.1.5.

Using our self-dual epsilon motives, in §4.2, we define self-dual DT invariants DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ Q

for Xsd and a class 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd) by a similar weighted Euler characteristic

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) =

∫
Xsd

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) · 𝜈

Xsd 𝑑𝜒 ,

where we no longer need the factor (1−L), since a general point in Xsd does not have Gm in

its stabilizer, as scaling a self-dual object does not preserve its self-dual structure.

We also define motivic enhancements of these invariants, called motivic DT invariants, and

denoted by DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) and DTmot,sd

𝜃 (𝜏). They live in a ring of monodromic motives over the base

field, and in the (−1)-shifted symplectic case, they also depend on choices of orientations of

the stacks X and Xsd. The linear case was due to Kontsevich and Soibelman [37].

1.1.7. Wall-crossing formulae. In §5, we prove wall-crossing formulae for our DT invariants,

which relate the DT invariants of Xsd for different stability conditions 𝜏 , generalizing the

wall-crossing formulae of Joyce and Song [35]. They are of the form

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0}; 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌

𝐶 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛, 𝜌 ;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · DT𝛼1 (𝜏+) · · ·DT𝛼𝑛 (𝜏+) · DT
sd
𝜌 (𝜏+) ,

(1.1.7.1)

where 𝜏± are self-dual stability conditions satisfying certain conditions,𝐶 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛, 𝜌 ;𝜏+, 𝜏−)
is a rational combinatorial coefficient, and the sum has only finitely many non-zero terms. A

similar formula holds for the motivic DT invariants.

A key ingredient in proving the wall-crossing formula is the motivic integral identity for

Behrend functions. In the linear case, the identity was proved by Joyce and Song [35, The-

orem 5.11] in a numerical form, and conjectured by Kontsevich and Soibelman [37, Conjec-

ture 4] in a stronger motivic form, which was proved by Lê [38]. In the general case, the

identity was formulated and proved by the author [12, Theorem 4.2.2].

Wall-crossing formulae govern the structure of the DT invariants, and can be used to com-

6



pute them explicitly in some cases. The same wall-crossing structure is also satisfied by other

types of enumerative invariants in the orthosymplectic case, such as Joyce’s [34] homological

enumerative invariants, extended by the author [11] to the case of orthosymplectic quivers,

where the wall-crossing formula (1.1.7.1) plays a central role.

1.1.8. Application to quivers. In §6.1, we define DT invariants for self-dual quivers with poten-
tial, which are an orthosymplectic analogue of the usual DT theory for quivers with potential,

studied in Joyce and Song [35, Ch. 7] and Kontsevich and Soibelman [37, §8].

Self-dual quivers were first introduced by Derksen and Weyman [19], and studied by Young

[53–55] in the context of DT theory. These works were a main early source of inspiration for

our work.

We also provide an algorithm for computing DT invariants for self-dual quivers where the

potential is zero, and present some numerical results. We mention a relation between self-dual

quivers and orthosymplectic coherent sheaves in Example 6.3.5.

1.1.9. Application to sheaves. In §6.4, we define DT invariants counting orthosymplectic per-

fect complexes on Calabi–Yau threefolds.

More precisely, we consider Bridgeland stability conditions on the threefold that are com-

patible with the self-dual structure, so the abelian category of semistable objects of slope 0 is

self-dual. We then apply our theory to this category to define DT invariants. We also prove

wall-crossing formulae relating the invariants for different Bridgeland stability conditions.

As mentioned in §1.1.1, we expect that these invariants are related to counting D-branes

in orientifold string theories.

In §§6.3 and 6.5, we discuss two variants of this theory, DT invariants for curves and mo-

tivic Vafa–Witten type invariants for del Pezzo, K3, and abelian surfaces. These Vafa–Witten

invariants are a motivic version and an orthosymplectic analogue of the theory of usual Vafa–

Witten invariants developed by Tanaka and Thomas [45; 46].

1.1.10. Acknowledgements. The author thanks Dominic Joyce for his continuous support

throughout this project, and for his many valuable comments and suggestions on the paper.

The author also thanks Andrés Ibáñez Núñez and Tasuki Kinjo for helpful discussions.

The author was supported by the Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford.

1.1.11. Conventions. Throughout this paper, we use the following conventions:

• We work over a base field 𝐾 .

• All schemes, algebraic spaces, and algebraic stacks over 𝐾 are assumed to be locally of

finite type over 𝐾 and have affine diagonal.

• A derived algebraic stack over 𝐾 is a derived stack over 𝐾 that has an open cover by

geometric stacks in the sense of Toën and Vezzosi [51, §2.2.3], and is assumed locally

almost of finite presentation.
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2 Categories and stacks

2.1 Self-dual categories

2.1.1. We begin by introducing a notion of self-dual linear categories, as described in §1.1.2.

This notion will not be essentially used in our main constructions, since we primarily work

with moduli stacks of objects in such categories, which we will discuss in §2.2. However, they

will be useful in providing motivations, as well as in studying examples and applications.

2.1.2. Self-dual linear categories. A self-dual 𝐾-linear category consists of the following data:

• A 𝐾-linear category A.

• An equivalence of 𝐾-linear categories (−)∨ : A ∼→ Aop, called the dual functor.
• A natural isomorphism 𝜂 : (−)∨∨ ∼⇒ idA , such that for any object 𝑥 ∈ A, we have

𝜂𝑥∨ = (𝜂∨𝑥 )−1 : 𝑥∨∨∨ ∼→ 𝑥
∨.

Given such a category A, a self-dual object in A is a pair (𝑥, 𝜙), where 𝑥 ∈ A and 𝜙 : 𝑥 ∼→ 𝑥
∨

is an isomorphism, such that 𝜙∨
= 𝜙 ◦ 𝜂𝑥 :

𝑥

𝑥
∨ .

𝑥
∨∨

𝜙

∼
𝜂𝑥 ∼

𝜙
∨

∼

We denote by Asd the groupoid of self-dual objects in A, whose morphisms are isomorphisms

compatible with the self-dual structures.

More conceptually, ignoring size issues, a self-dual𝐾-linear category is a fixed point of the

Z2-action on the 2-category of 𝐾-linear categories, given by taking the opposite category. A

self-dual object in A is a fixed point of the Z2-action on the underlying groupoid of A, given

by the dual functor (−)∨.

From this viewpoint, we can analogously define self-dual categories and objects in the

context of higher categories, although more coherence data is needed if we were to write

down the axioms explicitly.

2.1.3. Example. Vector bundles. Let 𝑋 be a 𝐾-scheme, and let A = Vect(𝑋 ) be the 𝐾-linear

exact category of vector bundles on 𝑋 of finite rank.

For each choice of a sign 𝜀 ∈ {±1}, there is a self-dual structure (−)∨ : A ∼→ Aop sending a

vector bundle to its dual vector bundle, with the natural isomorphism 𝜂 : (−)∨∨ ∼⇒ idA given

by 𝜀 times the usual identification.

A self-dual object in A is a pair (𝐸, 𝜙), where 𝐸 is a vector bundle on 𝑋 , and 𝜙 : 𝐸 ∼→ 𝐸
∨

is an isomorphism, satisfying 𝜙∨
= 𝜙 ◦ 𝜂𝐸 . Equivalently, 𝜙 is a non-degenerate symmetric

(or antisymmetric) bilinear form on 𝐸 when 𝜀 = +1 (or −1). In particular, if 𝐾 is algebraically

closed of characteristic ≠ 2, then self-dual objects of A can be identified with principal O(𝑛)-
bundles (or Sp(𝑛)-bundles) on 𝑋 .
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2.1.4. Example. Self-dual quivers. Let 𝑄 be a self-dual quiver, that is, a quiver with an invol-

ution 𝜎 : 𝑄 ∼→ 𝑄
op, where 𝑄op is the opposite quiver of 𝑄 . See §6.1 for details.

Let A = Mod(𝐾𝑄) be the 𝐾-linear abelian category of finite-dimensional representations

of 𝑄 over 𝐾 . There is a self-dual structure (−)∨ : A ∼→ Aop sending a representation to the

representation with the dual vector spaces and dual linear maps. This also involves choosing

signs when defining 𝜂 : (−)∨∨ ∼⇒ idA , as in the previous example. Again, see §6.1 for details.

Self-dual objects in A are called self-dual representations of 𝑄 , which we think of as ana-

logues of orthogonal or symplectic bundles in the quiver setting.

2.1.5. Non-example. Coherent sheaves. Let 𝑋 be a connected, smooth, projective 𝐾-variety

of positive dimension, and let A = Coh(𝑋 ) be the abelian category of coherent sheaves on 𝑋 .

Then A does not admit a self-dual structure. This is because A is noetherian, meaning that

every ascending chain of subobjects of a given object stabilizes, while it is not artinian, in that

there exists an infinite descending chain of subobjects O𝑋 ⊃ O𝑋 (−1) ⊃ O𝑋 (−2) ⊃ · · · . Since

taking the opposite category exchanges the properties of being noetherian and artinian, the

category A is not equivalent to Aop.

This problem can be fixed, however, by considering the derived category D = DbCoh(𝑋 ),
and taking an alternative heart A′ ⊂ D that is compatible with derived duality, which can be

constructed from Bridgeland stability conditions. See §6.4 for details.

2.1.6. Self-dual filtrations. We now discuss a useful construction in self-dual linear categories.

Let A be a self-dual exact category over 𝐾 , meaning a 𝐾-linear exact category with a self-

dual structure, such that the dual functor (−)∨ sends short exact sequences 𝑦 ↩→ 𝑥 ↠ 𝑧 to

short exact sequences 𝑧∨ ↩→ 𝑥
∨ ↠ 𝑦

∨.

For an integer 𝑛 ⩾ 0, define the 𝐾-linear category A (𝑛) of 𝑛-step filtrations in A where

objects are diagrams

0 = 𝑥0 𝑥1 𝑥2 · · · 𝑥𝑛 = 𝑥

𝑦1 𝑦2 𝑦𝑛 ,
(2.1.6.1)

with each sequence 𝑥𝑖−1 ↩→ 𝑥𝑖 ↠ 𝑦𝑖 short exact in A, and morphisms are usual morphisms of

diagrams. Define the dual filtration of (2.1.6.1) to be the 𝑛-step filtration

0 = (𝑥/𝑥𝑛)∨ (𝑥/𝑥𝑛−1)∨ (𝑥/𝑥𝑛−2)∨ · · · (𝑥/𝑥0)∨ = 𝑥
∨

𝑦
∨
𝑛 𝑦

∨
𝑛−1 𝑦

∨
1 ,

(2.1.6.2)

where 𝑥/𝑥𝑖 denotes the cokernel of the inclusion 𝑥𝑖 ↩→ 𝑥 , which exists by the axioms of an ex-

act category. We have the short exact sequence𝑦𝑖 ↩→ 𝑥/𝑥𝑖−1 ↠ 𝑥/𝑥𝑖 by the third isomorphism

theorem, which holds in any exact category.

This defines a self-dual structure on A (𝑛) . Its self-dual objects are called 𝑛-step self-dual
filtrations in A, and will be an important idea in our subsequent constructions.
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2.2 Moduli stacks

2.2.1. We describe a set of axioms for algebraic stacks that behave like moduli stacks of objects

in linear categories and self-dual linear categories, based on the notion of linear moduli stacks
introduced by the author et al. [14, §7.1], which we call linear stacks here.

For the main constructions of this paper, it is enough to work only with the moduli stacks,

without needing to refer to the original categories. This is also a benefit of the intrinsic frame-

work for enumerative geometry developed in [14–16].

2.2.2. Graded and filtered points. Let X be an algebraic stack over 𝐾 . Following Halpern-

Leistner [24], define the stack of graded points and the stack of filtered points of X as the

mapping stacks

Grad(X) = Map(∗/Gm,X) ,
Filt(X) = Map(A1/Gm,X) ,

where we use the scaling action of Gm on A1. These are again algebraic stacks over 𝐾 .

Consider the morphisms

∗/Gm A1/Gm ∗ ,
0

pr 1

0

where pr is induced by the projection A1 → ∗. These induce morphisms of stacks

Grad(X) Filt(X) X ,

tot

sf

gr ev0

ev1

where the notations ‘gr’, ‘sf’, and ‘tot’ stand for the associated graded point, the split filtra-
tion, and the total point, respectively. The morphism gr is an A1-deformation retract, and the

morphisms tot and ev1 are representable, under our assumptions in §1.1.11.

2.2.3. Linear stacks. Following the author et al. [14, §7.1], define a linear stack over 𝐾 to be

the following data:

• An algebraic stack X over 𝐾 .

• A commutative monoid structure ⊕ : X ×X → X, with unit 0 ∈ X(𝐾).
• A ∗/Gm-action ⊙ : ∗/Gm ×X → X respecting the monoid structure.

Note that these structures come with extra coherence data.

In this case, the set π0(X) of connected components of X carries the structure of a com-

mutative monoid. We denote its operation by +, and its unit by 0.

We require the following additional property:
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• There is an isomorphism ∐
𝛾 : Z→π0 (X)

∏
𝑛∈supp(𝛾)

X𝛾 (𝑛)
∼−→ Grad(X) , (2.2.3.1)

where 𝛾 runs through maps of sets Z→ π0(X) such that supp(𝛾) = Z \𝛾−1(0) is finite,

and the morphism is defined by the composition

∗/Gm ×
∏

𝑛∈supp(𝛾)
X𝛾 (𝑛)

(−)𝑛
−→

∏
𝑛∈supp(𝛾)

(∗/Gm ×X𝛾 (𝑛))
⊙−→

∏
𝑛∈supp(𝛾)

X𝛾 (𝑛)
⊕−→ X

on the component corresponding to 𝛾 , where the first morphism is given by the 𝑛-th

power map (−)𝑛 : ∗/Gm → ∗/Gm on the factor corresponding to X𝛾 (𝑛) .

We can think of (2.2.3.1) roughly as an isomorphism Grad(X) ≃ XZ, where we only consider

components of XZ involving finitely many non-zero classes in π0(X).
Most examples of moduli stacks of objects in abelian categories are linear stacks. See [14,

§7.1.3] for details.

2.2.4. Stacks of filtrations. For a linear stack X, we have canonical isomorphisms

π0(Filt(X)) ≃ π0(Grad(X)) ≃ {𝛾 : Z→ π0(X) | supp(𝛾) finite} ,

where the first isomorphism is induced by the morphism gr, and the second is given by (2.2.3.1).

For classes 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X), there is a stack of filtrations

X+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

⊂ Filt(X) ,

defined as a component corresponding to a map 𝛾 as above whose non-zero values agree with

the non-zero elements in 𝛼𝑛, . . . , 𝛼1, preserving order. We think of this as the stack paramet-

rizing 𝑛-step filtrations with stepwise quotients of classes 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 . The isomorphism type

of this stack does not depend on the choice of 𝛾 , as in [14, §7.1].

The morphisms defined in §2.2.2 restrict to canonical morphisms gr : X+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

→ X𝛼1
×

· · ·×X𝛼𝑛
and ev1 : X

+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

→ X𝛼1+...+𝛼𝑛 , sending a filtration to its associated graded object and

total object, respectively. These do not depend on the choice of 𝛾 .

We say that X has quasi-compact filtrations, if for any 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X), the morphism

ev1 : X
+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

→ X𝛼1+...+𝛼𝑛 is quasi-compact. See also Halpern-Leistner [24, Definition 3.8.1].

This is a very mild condition, and is satisfied by all examples of our interest.

2.2.5. Self-dual linear stacks. We now introduce a notion of self-dual linear stacks, which

describe moduli stacks of objects in self-dual linear categories.

Let X be a linear stack over 𝐾 . A self-dual structure on X is a Z2-action on X, given by an

involution

(−)∨ : X ∼−→ X ,

11



together with a 2-isomorphism 𝜂 : (−)∨∨ ∼⇒ idX with 𝜂(−)∨ = (𝜂∨(−))−1 similarly to §2.1.2, such

that the involution respects the monoid structure ⊕ on X, and inverts the ∗/Gm-action ⊙,

meaning that it is equivariant with respect to the involution (−)−1 : ∗/Gm → ∗/Gm. Note that

extra coherence data is needed for these compatibility conditions as well.

In this case, we call X a self-dual linear stack. Define the stack of self-dual points of X as

the fixed locus

Xsd
= XZ2 .

It has affine diagonal by Lemma 2.2.9 below. Note that this is different from the fixed locus of

the automorphism (−)∨ of X, which would give the fixed locus of the corresponding Z-action

on X, rather than that of the Z2-action.

There is a monoid action

⊕sd : X ×Xsd −→ Xsd
,

given by (𝑥,𝑦) ↦→ 𝑥 ⊕ 𝑦 ⊕ 𝑥∨. This induces a monoid action π0(X) × π0(Xsd) → π0(Xsd),
which we often denote by (𝛼, 𝜃 ) ↦→ 𝛼 + 𝜃 + 𝛼∨, where 𝛼 + 𝛼∨ can also be seen as a class

in π0(Xsd), corresponding to the case when 𝜃 = 0.

2.2.6. Example. Let X =
∐
𝑛∈N ∗/GL(𝑛) be the moduli stack of vector spaces over 𝐾 , which

is a linear moduli stack. Consider the involution (−)∨ : ∗/GL(𝑛) → ∗/GL(𝑛) sending a vector

space to its dual, or equivalently, sending a matrix to its inverse transpose. Then Xsd is the

classifying stack of non-degenerate symmetric (or anti-symmetric) bilinear forms, depending

on the choice of the 2-morphism𝜂, similarly to Example 2.1.3. In particular, if𝐾 is algebraically

closed of characteristic ≠ 2, then Xsd is either
∐
𝑛∈N ∗/O(𝑛) or

∐
𝑛∈N ∗/Sp(2𝑛).

2.2.7. Self-dual graded points. The involution on X induces an involution on Grad(X), and

we may identify Grad(Xsd) ≃ Grad(X)Z2 . This gives an isomorphism

Grad(Xsd) ≃
∐

𝛾 : Z\{0}→π0 (X)
involutive,

𝛾 (0)∈π0 (Xsd)

(
Xsd
𝛾 (0) ×

∏
𝑛>0 : 𝛾 (𝑛)≠0

X𝛾 (𝑛)

)
, (2.2.7.1)

where 𝛾 runs through finitely supported maps that are involutive, meaning that𝛾 (−𝑛) = 𝛾 (𝑛)∨

for all 𝑛 > 0, and 𝛾 (0) is a convenient notation which is independent of the map 𝛾 , and

Xsd
𝛾 (0) ⊂ Xsd denotes the component corresponding to 𝛾 (0).

2.2.8. Self-dual filtrations. For classes 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), define the stack
of self-dual filtrations

Xsd,+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

⊂ Filt(Xsd)

as a component such that under the isomorphism π0(Filt(Xsd)) ≃ π0(Grad(Xsd)), its corres-

ponding map 𝛾 as above has 𝛾 (0) = 𝜃 , and its non-zero values at positive integers agree with
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the non-zero elements in 𝛼𝑛, . . . , 𝛼1, preserving order. This does not depend on the choice of 𝛾

by the constancy theorem of the author et al. [14, Theorem 6.1.2].

The stack Xsd,+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

can be thought of as parametrizing self-dual filtrations in the sense of

§2.1.6, with stepwise quotients of classes 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛, 𝜃, 𝛼
∨
𝑛 , . . . , 𝛼

∨
1 .

The morphisms defined in §2.2.2 restrict to morphisms gr : Xsd,+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

→ X𝛼1
×· · ·×X𝛼𝑛

×Xsd
𝜃

and ev1 : X
sd,+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

→ Xsd
𝛼1+···+𝛼𝑛+𝜃+𝛼∨𝑛 +···+𝛼∨1 . If X has quasi-compact filtrations as in §2.2.4, then

the morphism ev1 described above is always quasi-compact.

2.2.9. Lemma. Let X be an algebraic stack with affine diagonal, acted on by Z2. Then the for-
getful morphism XZ2 → X is affine.

Proof. Let J = X × 𝑗0,X×X, 𝑗1 X, where 𝑗0 is the diagonal morphism, and 𝑗1 = (id, 𝑖), where 𝑖

is the involution. Let 𝜋 : J → X be the projection to the first factor, which is affine as X has

affine diagonal. Let Z2 act on J by the involution on the second factor, so we may identify

JZ2 ≃ XZ2 . Then 𝜋 is equivariant with respect to the trivial Z2-action on X, so the forget-

ful morphism JZ2 → J is a closed immersion, which can be seen by base changing along

morphisms from affine schemes to X. The composition XZ2 ≃ JZ2 → J → X is thus

affine. □

Note that in this lemma, we may allow the base to be any algebraic stack, where we assume

that the relative diagonal of X is affine, and that the action respects the structure morphism.

2.3 Stability conditions

2.3.1. We define a notion of stability conditions on linear stacks, based on ideas in the works

of Rudakov [44], Joyce [30], Bridgeland [8], as well as Halpern-Leistner [24]. Such a stability

condition will determine a semistable locus in the stack, and enumerative invariants will count

the points in the semistable locus.

2.3.2. 𝚯-stratifications. We first define Θ-stratifications following Halpern-Leistner [24]. This

is a geometric formulation of the existence and uniqueness of HN filtrations. We slightly

weaken the original definition by discarding the ordering on the set of strata, which we will

not need.

A Θ-stratification of a stack X is the following data:

• Open substacks S ⊂ Filt(X) and Z ⊂ Grad(X), with S = gr−1(Z),

such that for each 𝜆 ∈ π0(Grad(X)) ≃ π0(Filt(X)), if we write S𝜆 ⊂ S and Z𝜆 ⊂ Z for the

parts lying in the components X+
𝜆 ⊂ Filt(X) and X𝜆 ⊂ Grad(X), respectively, then:

• For each 𝜆, the morphism ev1 : S𝜆 → X is a locally closed immersion, and the family

(S𝜆)𝜆 defines a locally closed stratification of X.

In this case, each S𝜆 is called a stratum, and each Z𝜆 is called the centre of the stratum S𝜆 .
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2.3.3. Stability conditions. Let X be a linear stack. A stability condition on X is a map

𝜏 : π0(X) \ {0} −→ 𝑇

to a totally ordered set 𝑇 , satisfying the following conditions:

(i) If 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ π0(X) \ {0} and 𝜏 (𝛼1) ⩽ 𝜏 (𝛼2), then 𝜏 (𝛼1) ⩽ 𝜏 (𝛼1 + 𝛼2) ⩽ 𝜏 (𝛼2).
(ii) For any class 𝛼 ∈ π0(X), the semistable locus

Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) = X𝛼

∖ ⋃
𝛼=𝛼1+𝛼2

𝜏 (𝛼1)>𝜏 (𝛼2)

ev1(X+
𝛼1,𝛼2

) (2.3.3.1)

is open in X𝛼 , where 𝛼1, 𝛼2 are assumed non-zero. Moreover, for any 𝑡 ∈ 𝑇 , the union of

all Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) with either 𝛼 = 0 or 𝜏 (𝛼) = 𝑡 is an open linear substack of X.

(iii) The open substacks

Z𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) = Xss

𝛼1
(𝜏) × · · · ×Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) ⊂ X𝛼1

× · · · ×X𝛼𝑛
,

S𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛 (𝜏) = gr−1(Z𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏)) ⊂ X+

𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

for all 𝑛 ⩾ 0 and classes 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X) \ {0} with 𝜏 (𝛼1) > · · · > 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛) define a

Θ-stratification of X in the sense of §2.3.2.

More precisely, the last condition means that for each choice of 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 as above, we choose

an element 𝜆 as in §2.3.2 such that X𝜆 ≃ X𝛼1
× · · · × X𝛼𝑛

and X+
𝜆 ≃ X+

𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
, and we set Z𝜆

and S𝜆 as above; for all other 𝜆, we set them to be empty.

2.3.4. Examples. Here are some examples of stability conditions on linear stacks.

(i) Let X be any linear stack. The constant map 𝜏 : π0(X) \ {0} → {0} is called the trivial
stability condition, where Xss

𝛼 (𝜏) = X𝛼 for all 𝛼 .

(ii) Let X be the moduli stack of representations of a quiver 𝑄 . Then any slope function
𝜇 : 𝑄0 → Q induces a stability condition on X given by

𝜏 (𝑑) =
∑
𝑖∈𝑄0

𝑑𝑖 · 𝜇 (𝑖)∑
𝑖∈𝑄0

𝑑𝑖

for non-zero dimension vectors 𝑑 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, where the Θ-stratification can be

constructed from Ibáñez Núñez [27, Theorem 2.6.3]. See §6.1 for more details.

(iii) Let X be the moduli stack of coherent sheaves on a projective scheme 𝑌 over a field 𝐾

of characteristic zero. Then Gieseker stability is a stability condition on X, where the

choice of 𝜏 is described in Joyce [30, Example 4.16], and the Θ-stratification exists by

Alper, Halpern-Leistner, and Heinloth [2, Example 7.28].

2.3.5. For self-dual linear stacks. Let X be a self-dual linear stack over 𝐾 , and let 𝜏 be a

stability condition on X. We say that 𝜏 is self-dual, if the following condition holds:
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• For any 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, we have 𝜏 (𝛼) ⩽ 𝜏 (𝛽) if and only if 𝜏 (𝛼∨) ⩾ 𝜏 (𝛽∨).

In this case, for each 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), writing 𝛼 = 𝑗 (𝜃 ) for the corresponding class in π0(X), we

have the semistable locus

Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏) = Xss

𝛼 (𝜏)Z2 ∩Xsd
𝜃 ⊂ Xsd

𝜃 , (2.3.5.1)

where Xsd
𝜃 ⊂ (X𝛼 )Z2 as an open and closed substack.

We have an induced Θ-stratification of Xsd given by the open substacks

Zsd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

(𝜏) = Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏) × · · · ×Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) ×Xsd,ss

𝜃 (𝜏) ⊂ X𝛼1
× · · · ×X𝛼𝑛

×Xsd
𝜃 ,

Ssd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

(𝜏) = gr−1(Zsd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

(𝜏)) ⊂ Xsd,+
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛,𝜃

,

where 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X) \{0} and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd) are classes such that 𝜏 (𝛼1) > · · · > 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛) > 0.

These strata and centres can also be realized as Z2-fixed loci in the strata and centres of the

Θ-stratification of X given by 𝜏 .

2.3.6. Permissibility. Let X be a linear stack over 𝐾 , and let 𝜏 be a stability condition on X.

We say that 𝜏 is permissible, if the following condition holds:

• For any 𝛼 ∈ π0(X), the semistable locus Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) ⊂ X𝛼 is quasi-compact.

This is similar to the notion of permissible weak stability conditions in Joyce [30, Defini-

tion 4.7] and Joyce and Song [35, Definition 3.7].

We also explain in §4.1.5 below that this notion of permissibility implies the corresponding

stability measures being permissible as in [15, §4.1.4]. The following lemma can be seen as a

shadow of this result, which we prove directly.

2.3.7. Lemma. Let X be a linear stack over 𝐾 , with quasi-compact filtrations as in §2.2.4, and
let 𝜏 be a permissible stability condition on X.

Then for any 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, there are only finitely many decompositions 𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · +𝛼𝑛
into classes 𝛼𝑖 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, such that 𝜏 (𝛼𝑖) = 𝜏 (𝛼) and Xss

𝛼𝑖
(𝜏) ≠ ∅ for all 𝑖 .

Proof. Let 𝑡 = 𝜏 (𝛼). Then the open substack

X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) = {0} ∪
∐

𝛽∈π0 (X)\{0}:
𝜏 (𝛽)=𝑡

Xss
𝛽 (𝜏) ⊂ X

is again a linear stack. Replacing X by X(𝜏 ; 𝑡), we may assume that X has quasi-compact

connected components, and that 𝜏 is trivial.

By the finiteness theorem of the author et al. [14, Theorem 6.2.3], each connected com-

ponent of X has finitely many special faces. In this case, this is the statement that for any

𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, there are finitely many decompositions 𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 , such that all other

decompositions can be obtained from combining terms in these decompositions, and hence

the total number of decompositions is finite. □
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3 Rings of motives

3.1 Definition

3.1.1. We provide background material on rings of motives over an algebraic stack, following

the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15, §3], based on the theory of Joyce [31]. These rings

will be used to construct DT invariants later.

Recall from §1.1.11 our running assumptions on algebraic stacks.

3.1.2. The ring of motives. Let X be an algebraic stack over 𝐾 , and let 𝐴 be a commutative

ring. The ring of motives over X with coefficients in 𝐴 is the 𝐴-module

M(X;𝐴) =
⊕̂

Z→X

𝐴 · [Z]
/
∼ ,

where we run through isomorphism classes of representable morphisms Z → X of finite

type, with Z quasi-compact, and ⊕̂ indicates that we take the set of locally finite sums, that

is, possibly infinite sums
∑

Z→X 𝑎Z · [Z], such that for each quasi-compact open substack

U ⊂ X, there are only finitely many Z such that 𝑎Z ≠ 0 and Z ×X U ≠ ∅. The relation ∼ is

generated by locally finite sums of elements of the form

𝑎 · ([Z] − [Z′] − [Z \Z′]) ,

where 𝑎 ∈ 𝐴, Z is as above, and Z′ ⊂ Z is a closed substack. The class [Z] ∈ M(X;𝐴) is

called the motive of Z.

For a representable morphism Z → X of finite type, where Z is not necessarily quasi-

compact, we can still define its motive [Z] ∈ M(X;𝐴), by stratifying Z into quasi-compact

locally closed substacks, Z =
⋃
𝑖∈𝐼 Z𝑖 , and defining [Z] = ∑

𝑖∈𝐼 [Z𝑖] as a locally finite sum.

The ring structure onM(X;𝐴) is given by [Z] · [Z′] = [Z ×X Z′] on generators, with

unit element [X].
We also writeM(X) forM(X;Z), andM(𝐾 ;𝐴) forM(Spec(𝐾);𝐴).

3.1.3. Properties. We list some basic properties of rings of motives; see [15, §3] for details.

(i) For a morphism 𝑓 : Y → X, there is a pullback map

𝑓
∗ : M(X;𝐴) −→ M(Y;𝐴) ,

given by [Z] ↦→ [Z ×X Y] on generators, which is a ring homomorphism.

(ii) For a representable quasi-compact morphism 𝑓 : Y → X, there is a pushforward map

𝑓! : M(Y;𝐴) −→ M(X;𝐴) ,

given by [Z] ↦→ [Z] on generators. This is not a ring homomorphism in general.
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(iii) For stacks X and Y, there is an external product

⊠ : M(X;𝐴) ⊗M(Y;𝐴) −→ M(X ×Y;𝐴) ,

given by [Z]⊗ [Z′] ↦→ [Z×Z′] on generators. The multiplication onM(X;𝐴) can be

realized as the external product forY = X followed by pulling back along the diagonal.

(iv) For a representable quasi-compact morphism 𝑓 : Y → X, we have the projection for-
mula

𝑓!(𝑎 · 𝑓 ∗(𝑏)) = 𝑓!(𝑎) · 𝑏 (3.1.3.1)

for 𝑎 ∈ M(Y;𝐴) and 𝑏 ∈ M(X;𝐴), which can be verified on generators.

(v) For a pullback diagram

Y′ Y

X′ X ,

𝑔
′

𝑓
′ ⌜

𝑓

𝑔

where 𝑓 is representable and quasi-compact, we have the base change formula

𝑔
∗ ◦ 𝑓! = 𝑓 ′! ◦ (𝑔′)∗ : M(Y;𝐴) −→ M(X′;𝐴) . (3.1.3.2)

(vi) For a generator [Z] ∈ M(X;𝐴) and a vector bundle E → Z of rank 𝑛, we have

[E] = L𝑛 · [Z] . (3.1.3.3)

3.1.4. Motivic integration. We also consider the localization

M̂(X;𝐴) = M(X;𝐴) ⊗̂
𝐴[L]

𝐴[L±1, (L𝑘 − 1)−1 : 𝑘 > 0] ,

where L = [A1] is the motive of the affine line, and ⊗̂ denotes the completed tensor product

with respect to locally finite sums. We call this the completed ring of motives over X.

For a quasi-compact algebraic stack X over 𝐾 , there is a motivic integration map∫
X

(−) : M(X;𝐴) −→ M̂(𝐾 ;𝐴) ,

sending a generator of the form [𝑍/GL(𝑛)] to the element [𝑍 ] · [GL(𝑛)]−1, where 𝑍 is a quasi-

compact algebraic space over 𝐾 . Such elements [𝑍/GL(𝑛)] generateM(X;𝐴). See [15, §3] for

details.

3.1.5. Euler characteristics. Let

M̂reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) = M(𝐾 ;𝐴) ⊗
𝐴[L]

𝐴[L±1, (1 + L + · · · + L𝑘−1)−1 : 𝑘 > 0]
/
(L − 1)-torsion

be the subring of M̂(𝐾 ;𝐴) consisting of motives ‘with no poles at L = 1’, and suppose that 𝐴
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is a Q-algebra. Then there is an Euler characteristic map 𝜒 : M̂reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) → 𝐴, sending L to 1,

and (1 + L + · · · + L𝑘−1)−1 to 1/𝑘 . See [15, §3] for details.

3.1.6. The virtual rank decomposition. Let X be a stack over 𝐾 , and let 𝐴 be a commutative

Q-algebra. As in Joyce [31, §5] and the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15, §5.1], there is a

virtual rank decomposition

M(X;𝐴) =
⊕̂
𝑘⩾0
M(𝑘) (X;𝐴) ,

where ⊕̂ means taking locally finite sums as in §3.1.2, and each M(𝑘) (X;𝐴) ⊂ M(X;𝐴) is

the submodule of motives of pure virtual rank 𝑘 . Roughly speaking, having virtual rank 𝑘

means having a pole of order at most 𝑘 at L = 1 after motivic integration. We omit the precise

definition here, which is complicated.

When X is quasi-compact, the image of the map
∫
X
(−) : M(⩽𝑘) (X;𝐴) → M̂(𝐾 ;𝐴) lies in

the subspace (L−1)−𝑘 ·M̂reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) ⊂ M̂(𝐾 ;𝐴), whereM(⩽𝑘)
= M(0) ⊕ · · ·⊕M(𝑘) . In particular,

there is an Euler characteristic integration map∫
X

(L − 1)𝑘 · (−) 𝑑𝜒 = 𝜒 ◦
∫
X

(L − 1)𝑘 · (−) : M(⩽𝑘) (X;𝐴) −→ 𝐴 .

3.2 Motivic Hall algebras and modules

3.2.1. We introduce the motivic Hall algebra for a linear stack, originally defined by Joyce [29],

which is an associative algebra structure on the ring of motivesM(X).
For self-dual linear stacks, we show that the ring of motives M(Xsd) is a module for the

motivic Hall algebraM(X), which we call the motivic Hall module.

Hall modules have been constructed and studied for other flavours of Hall algebras, such

as by Young [53–55] in the context of Ringel’s [42; 43] Hall algebras and that of cohomological

Hall algebras. A similar construction in the context of Joyce’s [33; 34] vertex algebras is ob-

tained by the author [11]. Another closely related work is DeHority and Latyntsev [18], who

studied the relation between the cohomological version and the vertex algebra version.

3.2.2. The motivic Hall algebra. Let X be a linear stack over𝐾 , with quasi-compact filtrations

as in §2.2.4. Define an operation

∗ : M(X) ⊗M(X) −→ M(X)

by the composition

M(X) ⊗M(X) ⊠−→ M(X ×X)
gr∗
−→ M(X+)

(ev1)!−→ M(X) ,

where X+ denotes the disjoint union of the stacks of filtrations X+
𝛼1,𝛼2

for all 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ π0(X).
Roughly speaking, for motives 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ M(X), the product 𝑎 ∗ 𝑏 ∈ M(X) parametrizes all
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possible extensions of objects parametrized by 𝑎 and 𝑏, respectively.

We will see in Theorem 3.2.4 that the product ∗ is associative, and that it has a unit ele-

ment [{0}] ∈ M(X), which is the motive of the component {0} ⊂ X. This defines an associ-

ative algebra structure onM(X), called the motivic Hall algebra of X.

3.2.3. The motivic Hall module. Now, let X be a self-dual linear stack over 𝐾 , with quasi-

compact filtrations as in §2.2.4. Define an operation

⋄ : M(X) ⊗M(Xsd) −→ M(Xsd)

by the composition

M(X) ⊗M(Xsd) ⊠−→ M(X ×Xsd)
gr∗
−→ M(Xsd,+)

(ev1)!−→ M(Xsd) ,

where Xsd,+ denotes the disjoint union of the stacks of filtrations X+
𝛼,𝜃 for all 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) and

𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd).
Again, roughly speaking, for motives 𝑎 ∈ M(X) and 𝑏 ∈ M(Xsd), the product 𝑎 ⋄ 𝑏 ∈

M(Xsd) parametrizes the total objects of all possible three-step self-dual filtrations, as in §2.1.6,

whose graded pieces are parametrized by 𝑎, 𝑏, and 𝑎∨, respectively,

We will prove in Theorem 3.2.4 that the product ⋄ establishesM(Xsd) as a left module for

the motivic Hall algebraM(X). This is called the motivic Hall module of X.

3.2.4. Theorem. Let X be a linear stack over 𝐾 , with quasi-compact filtrations.

(i) Recall the operation ∗ defined in §3.2.2. Then for any 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐 ∈ M(X), we have

[{0}] ∗ 𝑎 = 𝑎 = 𝑎 ∗ [{0}] , (3.2.4.1)

(𝑎 ∗ 𝑏) ∗ 𝑐 = 𝑎 ∗ (𝑏 ∗ 𝑐) , (3.2.4.2)

where [{0}] ∈ M(X) is the motive of the component {0} ⊂ X.
(ii) Suppose that X is equipped with a self-dual structure. Consider the involution (−)∨

on M(X) induced by the involution of X, and the operation ⋄ defined in §3.2.3. Then
for any 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ M(X) and 𝑐 ∈ M(Xsd), we have

𝑎
∨ ∗ 𝑏∨ = (𝑏 ∗ 𝑎)∨ , (3.2.4.3)

[{0}] ⋄ 𝑐 = 𝑐 , (3.2.4.4)

𝑎 ⋄ (𝑏 ⋄ 𝑐) = (𝑎 ∗ 𝑏) ⋄ 𝑐 . (3.2.4.5)

Proof. For (3.2.4.1), it is enough to show that for any 𝛼 ∈ π0(X), the morphisms X+
0,𝛼 → X𝛼

and X+
𝛼,0 → X𝛼 are isomorphisms, which follows from the descriptions in §2.2.4.

For (3.2.4.2), we may assume that 𝑎 ∈ M(X𝛼1
), 𝑏 ∈ M(X𝛼2

), and 𝑐 ∈ M(X𝛼3
), for some

𝛼1, 𝛼2, 𝛼3 ∈ π0(X). Applying the base change formula (3.1.3.2) to the pullback squares in the
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diagrams

X+
𝛼1,𝛼2,𝛼3

X+
𝛼1,𝛼2

×X𝛼3
X+
𝛼1+𝛼2,𝛼3

X𝛼1
×X𝛼2

×X𝛼3
X𝛼1+𝛼2×X𝛼3

X𝛼1+𝛼2+𝛼3 ,

⌜

X+
𝛼1,𝛼2,𝛼3

X𝛼1
×X+

𝛼2,𝛼3
X+
𝛼1,𝛼2+𝛼3

X𝛼1
×X𝛼2

×X𝛼3
X𝛼1

×X𝛼2+𝛼3 X𝛼1+𝛼2+𝛼3 ,

⌜

(3.2.4.6)

we see that both sides of (3.2.4.2) are equal to (ev1)! ◦ gr∗(𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏 ⊠ 𝑐), where gr and ev1 are

the outer compositions in both diagrams in (3.2.4.6). These diagrams are special cases of the

associativity theorem of the author et al. [14, §6.3], as explained in [14, §7.1.7].

The relation (3.2.4.3) follows from the commutativity of the diagram

X𝛼1
×X𝛼2

X+
𝛼1,𝛼2

X𝛼1+𝛼2

X𝛼
∨
2
×X𝛼

∨
1

X+
𝛼
∨
2 ,𝛼

∨
1

X𝛼
∨
2 +𝛼∨1 ,

(−)∨ ≃ (−)∨ ≃

gr ev1

(−)∨ ≃
gr ev1

(3.2.4.7)

where 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ π0(X), and the middle vertical isomorphism is given by the Z2-action on

Filt(X).
The relation (3.2.4.4) follows from the isomorphism Xsd,+

0,𝜃
∼→ Xsd

𝜃 for 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd).
For (3.2.4.5), we have similar diagrams

Xsd,+
𝛼1,𝛼2,𝜃

X+
𝛼1,𝛼2

×Xsd
𝜃 Xsd,+

𝛼1+𝛼2,𝜃

X𝛼1
×X𝛼2

×Xsd
𝜃 X𝛼1+𝛼2×X

sd
𝜃 Xsd,+

𝛼1+𝛼2+𝜃+𝛼∨2 +𝛼∨1 ,

⌜

Xsd,+
𝛼1,𝛼2,𝜃

X𝛼1
×Xsd,+

𝛼2,𝜃
Xsd,+
𝛼1,𝛼2+𝜃+𝛼∨2

X𝛼1
×X𝛼2

×Xsd
𝜃 X𝛼1

×Xsd
𝛼2+𝜃+𝛼∨2 Xsd,+

𝛼1+𝛼2+𝜃+𝛼∨2 +𝛼∨1 ,

⌜

(3.2.4.8)

where the pullback squares follow from the associativity theorem of the author et al. [14, §6.3].

Alternatively, these diagrams can be obtained by taking Z2-fixed loci in pullback diagrams

analogous to (3.2.4.6) for 5-step filtrations. The relation (3.2.4.5) then follows from applying

the base change formula (3.1.3.2) to these diagrams. □

4 Invariants

In this section, we present the definition of orthosymplectic DT invariants, as a special case

of the intrinsic DT invariants of the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15], which is the main

construction of this paper. The new input here, compared to the cited work, is the choice of

coefficients, or stability measures in the sense of [15], when defining the epsilon motives in

the orthosymplectic setting. We also use the motivic Hall algebra and module to make the

construction more explicit in our setting.
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4.1 Epsilon motives

4.1.1. We define epsilon motives for linear and self-dual linear stacks, following Joyce [32] in

the linear case and the construction of the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15] for general

algebraic stacks. These are elements of the rings of motivesM(X;Q) andM(Xsd;Q), depend-

ing on a stability condition 𝜏 , and are obtained from motives of semistable loci, [Xss
𝛼 (𝜏)] and

[Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏)], by removing certain parts of the strictly semistable locus. The purpose of doing

this step is so that the no-pole theorem, Theorem 4.1.6, holds, allowing us to take the Euler

characteristics of epsilon motives, which will then be used to define DT invariants.

Throughout, we assume that X is a linear stack over 𝐾 , with quasi-compact filtrations as

in §2.2.4.

4.1.2. The linear case. Let 𝜏 be a permissible stability condition on X. Following Joyce [32],

for each class 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, define the epsilon motive 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ M(X𝛼 ;Q) by the formula

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) =
∑︁

𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 )

(−1)𝑛−1

𝑛
· [Xss

𝛼1
(𝜏)] ∗ · · · ∗ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏)] , (4.1.2.1)

where ∗ denotes multiplication in the motivic Hall algebra M(X;Q). By Lemma 2.3.7, only

finitely many terms in the sum are non-zero. Note that 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) is supported on Xss
𝛼 (𝜏).

Formally inverting the formula (4.1.2.1), we obtain the relation

[Xss
𝛼 (𝜏)] = ∑︁

𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 )

1
𝑛!

· 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏) ∗ · · · ∗ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏) . (4.1.2.2)

The relation between the coefficients (−1)𝑛−1/𝑛 and 1/𝑛! are explained in §4.1.4 below.

One can also combine (4.1.2.2) with the relation

[X𝛼] =
∑︁

𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) > · · · > 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 )

[Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏)] ∗ · · · ∗ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏)] , (4.1.2.3)

which comes from theΘ-stratification ofX, and can be an infinite but locally finite sum, giving

the formula

[X𝛼] =
∑︁

𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) ⩾ · · · ⩾ 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 )

1
|𝑊𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

(𝜏) | · 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏) ∗ · · · ∗ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏) , (4.1.2.4)

where𝑊𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) denotes the group of permutations 𝜎 of {1, . . . , 𝑛} such that 𝜏 (𝛼𝜎 (1)) ⩾ · · · ⩾

𝜏 (𝛼𝜎 (𝑛)). This can be taken as an alternative definition of the invariants 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏), that is, they are
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the unique set of motives such that (4.1.2.4) holds for all 𝛼 .

One can interpret (4.1.2.4) as considering a generalized version of HN filtrations, where

the slopes of the quotients are non-increasing rather than strictly decreasing, and the sum is

averaged over all possible orderings satisfying the non-increasing condition.

The motive 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) agrees with the motive denoted by 𝜖 (1)
X𝛼

(𝜇𝜏 ) in [15, §5.2], where 𝜇𝜏 is the

stability measure associated to the stability condition 𝜏 , as explained in [15, Example 4.1.7].

4.1.3. The self-dual case. Suppose that X is equipped with a self-dual structure, and let 𝜏 be

a permissible self-dual stability condition on X.

For each class 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), define the epsilon motive 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ M(Xsd
𝜃 ;Q) by the formula

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 ) = 0

(
−1/2
𝑛

)
· [Xss

𝛼1
(𝜏)] ⋄ · · · ⋄ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏)] ⋄ [Xsd,ss

𝜌 (𝜏)] , (4.1.3.1)

where ⋄ denotes the multiplication for the motivic Hall module, the notation 𝛼𝑖 + 𝛼∨𝑖 is from

§2.2.5, and
(−1/2
𝑛

)
is the binomial coefficient. The sum only contains finitely many non-zero

terms, and 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) is supported on the semistable locus Xsd,ss
𝜃

(𝜏) ⊂ Xsd
𝜃 .

Formally inverting the formula (4.1.3.1), we obtain the relation

[Xsd,ss
𝜃

(𝜏)] = ∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 ) = 0

1
2𝑛 𝑛!

· 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏) ⋄ · · · ⋄ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏) ⋄ 𝜖
sd
𝜌 (𝜏) , (4.1.3.2)

which we explain further in §4.1.4. This can be combined with the relation

[Xsd
𝜃 ] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) > · · · > 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 ) > 0

[Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏)] ⋄ · · · ⋄ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏)] ⋄ [Xsd,ss

𝜌 (𝜏)] (4.1.3.3)

from the Θ-stratification of Xsd, together with (4.1.2.2), to obtain the formula

[Xsd
𝜃 ] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏 (𝛼1 ) ⩾ · · · ⩾ 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛 ) ⩾ 0

1

|𝑊 sd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

(𝜏) |
· 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏) ⋄ · · · ⋄ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏) ⋄ 𝜖

sd
𝜌 (𝜏) , (4.1.3.4)

where 𝑊 sd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

(𝜏) is the group of permutations 𝜎 of {1, . . . , 𝑛, 𝑛∨, . . . , 1∨}, such that 𝜎 (𝑖)∨ =

𝜎 (𝑖∨) for all 𝑖 , where we set (𝑖∨)∨ = 𝑖 , satisfying the non-increasing condition 𝜏 (𝛼𝜎 (1)) ⩾
· · · ⩾ 𝜏 (𝛼𝜎 (𝑛)) ⩾ 0, where we set 𝛼𝑖∨ = 𝛼

∨
𝑖 . For example, we have |𝑊 sd

𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) | = 2𝑛 𝑛! if

𝜏 (𝛼1) = · · · = 𝜏 (𝛼𝑛) = 0.

The coefficients 1/|𝑊 sd
𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛

(𝜏) | in (4.1.3.4) can be seen as defining a stability measure 𝜇sd𝜏
on Xsd

𝜃 , in the sense of [15]. The motive 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) agrees with the motive 𝜖 (0)
Xsd
𝜃
(𝜇sd𝜏 ) in [15, §5.2].
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4.1.4. Explanations of the coefficients. The relations between the coefficients in (4.1.2.1),

(4.1.2.2), (4.1.3.1), and (4.1.3.2), can be seen more directly by setting

𝛿 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) = [{0}] + ∑︁
𝛼∈π0 (X)\{0}:

𝜏 (𝛼)=𝑡

[Xss
𝛼 (𝜏)] , 𝛿

sd(𝜏) =
∑︁

𝜃∈π0 (Xsd)
[Xsd,ss

𝜃 (𝜏)] ,

𝜖 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) =
∑︁

𝛼∈π0 (X)\{0}:
𝜏 (𝛼)=𝑡

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) , 𝜖
sd(𝜏) =

∑︁
𝜃∈π0 (Xsd)

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) ,

as motives on X or Xsd, where 𝑡 ∈ 𝑇 , so that these relations can be rewritten as

𝜖 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) = log𝛿 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) , 𝜖
sd(𝜏) = 𝛿 (𝜏 ; 0)−1/2 ⋄ 𝛿sd(𝜏) ,

𝛿 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) = exp 𝜖 (𝜏 ; 𝑡) , 𝛿
sd(𝜏) = exp

(1
2
𝜖 (𝜏 ; 0)

)
⋄ 𝜖sd(𝜏) ,

where we take formal power series using the product in the motivic Hall algebra.

The coefficients (−1)𝑛−1/𝑛 and
(−1/2
𝑛

)
in (4.1.2.1) and (4.1.3.1) are determined by the coef-

ficients 1/𝑛! and 1/(2𝑛𝑛!) in (4.1.2.2) and (4.1.3.2) in this way. They are the unique choice

of coefficients only depending on 𝑛, such that the no-pole theorem, Theorem 4.1.6, holds for

the epsilon motives. The rough reason for this is that they ensure the combinatorial descrip-

tions of the coefficients 1/|𝑊𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) | and 1/|𝑊 sd

𝛼1,...,𝛼𝑛
(𝜏) | in (4.1.2.4) and (4.1.3.4), and from

the viewpoint of [15], the no-pole theorem corresponds to the property that these coefficients

sum up to 1 for all permutations 𝜎 as described for each of them, for fixed classes 𝛼𝑖 .

4.1.5. Remark on permissibility. In the situations above, the permissibility of the stability

condition 𝜏 implies that the stability measures 𝜇𝜏 and 𝜇sd𝜏 are permissible in the sense of [15,

§4.1.4], which follows from [15, Lemma 5.4.8].

4.1.6. The no-pole theorem. A key property of the epsilon motives is the no-pole theorem,

which states that they have pure virtual ranks in the sense of §3.1.6. This will allow us to

define numerical invariants, including DT invariants, by taking their Euler characteristics.

Theorem. Let X be a linear stack over 𝐾 , with quasi-compact filtrations.

(i) For any permissible stability condition 𝜏 on X, and any 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, the motive 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏)
has pure virtual rank 1.

(ii) If X is equipped with a self-dual structure, then for any permissible self-dual stability
condition 𝜏 on X, and any 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), the motive 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) has pure virtual rank 0.

These are special cases of the general no-pole theorem for intrinsic DT invariants in [15,

Theorem 5.3.7], and we refer to the cited work for the proof. The linear case (i) was originally

proved by Joyce [30, Theorem 8.7], under a slightly different setting. The self-dual case (ii) was

originally proved in an earlier version of this paper, [10, Appendix E], under another slightly

different setting.
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4.2 DT invariants

4.2.1. We now turn to the definition of DT invariants for linear and self-dual linear stacks,

the main construction of this paper. The linear case was first due to Joyce and Song [35] and

Kontsevich and Soibelman [37], and the self-dual case was first constructed by the author in

an earlier version of this paper [10]. Here, we continue to follow the general construction of

the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15], specializing it to the self-dual linear case.

Throughout this section, we assume that the base field 𝐾 is algebraically closed and has

characteristic zero. We work with (−1)-shifted symplectic stacks over 𝐾 in the sense of Pantev,

Toën, Vaquié, and Vezzosi [40], which are derived algebraic stacks locally finitely presented

over 𝐾 , equipped with a (−1)-shifted symplectic form 𝜔 .

4.2.2. Local structure. Following the author [12, §2.2.4], we introduce the following local

conditions on algebraic stacks.

A stack is étale (or Nisnevich) locally a quotient stack, if it admits a representable étale

(or Nisnevich) cover by quotient stacks of the form𝑈 /GL(𝑛), with𝑈 an algebraic space.

A stack is étale (or Nisnevich) locally fundamental, if it admits a representable étale (or Nis-

nevich) cover by quotient stacks of the form𝑈 /GL(𝑛), with𝑈 an affine scheme.

These conditions are preserved by taking Z2-fixed points under the assumptions in §1.1.11,

by Lemma 2.2.9.

4.2.3. Derived linear stacks. Following the author et al. [13, §2.4.6], define a derived linear
stack over𝐾 to be a derived algebraic stack X, locally finitely presented over𝐾 , equipped with

a monoid structure ⊕ and a compatible ∗/Gm-action ⊙, such that the isomorphism (2.2.3.1)

holds without taking the classical truncations, where we use the derived stack of graded points

Grad(X), defined as the derived mapping stack from ∗/Gm to X.

As in [13, §3.1.7], define a (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack over 𝐾 to be a derived linear

stack X as above, equipped with a (−1)-shifted symplectic form 𝜔 , such that there exists an

equivalence ⊕∗(𝜔) ≃ 𝜔 ⊞ 𝜔 on X ×X, where we do not require extra coherence conditions.

We further assume that the classical truncation Xcl of X satisfies the conditions in §1.1.11,

has quasi-compact filtrations, and is étale locally a quotient stack.

We will often denote Xcl simply by X.

4.2.4. The linear case. Let 𝜏 be a permissible stability condition on X. Following the con-

struction of Joyce and Song [35, Definition 5.15], but adapting it to our setting of linear stacks,

for a class 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, define the DT invariant DT𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ Q by the formula

DT𝛼 (𝜏) =
∫
X𝛼

(1 − L) · 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒 , (4.2.4.1)

where the notation
∫
(−) 𝑑𝜒 is defined in §3.1.6, and 𝜈X is the Behrend function of X, which

is a constructible function on X only depending on Xcl, as in Joyce and Song [35, §4.1] or the
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author [12, §2.5.6], and originally due to Behrend [5] for Deligne–Mumford stacks.

This integral is well-defined since 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) is supported on the semistable locus Xss
𝛼 (𝜏), which

is quasi-compact, and by the no-pole theorem, Theorem 4.1.6 (i).

4.2.5. The self-dual case. Assume further that X is equipped with a Z2-action, preserving the

(−1)-shifted symplectic form, such that the inducedZ2-action onX establishes it as a self-dual

linear stack.

Let 𝜏 be a permissible self-dual stability condition on X. For a class 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), define

the self-dual DT invariant DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ Q by the formula

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) =

∫
Xsd
𝜃

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) · 𝜈Xsd 𝑑𝜒 . (4.2.5.1)

Again, this is well-defined by the fact that 𝜖sd𝜃 (𝜏) is supported on Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏), which is quasi-

compact, and by the no-pole theorem, Theorem 4.1.6 (ii).

This is one of the main constructions of this paper, and is a special case of the intrinsic DT

invariants in [15, §6.1] for the stability measure 𝜇sd𝜏 described in §4.1.3.

4.2.6. For smooth stacks. Let X be a classical smooth linear stack which is étale locally a

quotient stack, and consider its (−1)-shifted cotangent stack T∗[−1]X, which has a canonical

(−1)-shifted symplectic structure, making it a (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack. We have

(T∗[−1]X)cl ≃ X. If X is equipped with a self-dual structure, then the fixed locus Xsd is also

smooth, and (T∗[−1]X)sd ≃ T∗[−1]Xsd.

In this case, we have 𝜈X = (−1)dimX and 𝜈Xsd = (−1)dimXsd
, and (4.2.4.1)–(4.2.5.1) become

DT𝛼 (𝜏) = (−1)dimX𝛼 ·
∫
X𝛼

(1 − L) · 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) 𝑑𝜒 , (4.2.6.1)

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) = (−1)dimXsd

𝜃 ·
∫
Xsd
𝜃

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) 𝑑𝜒 . (4.2.6.2)

The invariants DT𝛼 (𝜏) are essentially the same as those defined by Joyce [32, §6.2], denoted

by 𝐽𝛼 (𝜏)Ω there, while the invariants DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) are new.

Note that the formulae (4.2.6.1)–(4.2.6.2) also make sense for smooth (self-dual) linear

stacks over an arbitrary base field 𝐾 , allowing us to also define DT invariants in this case.

4.3 Motivic DT invariants

4.3.1. We also introduce motivic enhancements of the linear and self-dual DT invariants

defined above, following the formalism of the author, Ibáñez Núñez, and Kinjo [15, §6.2]. These

generalize the construction of Kontsevich and Soibelman [37] in the linear case.

4.3.2. Monodromic motives. For a stackX over𝐾 and a commutative ring𝐴, we have the ring

of monodromic motives, denoted by M̂mon(X;𝐴). It is similar to M̂(X;𝐴) defined in §3.1.4, but

its elements have the additional structure of a monodromy action. See [15, §6.2.2] for details.
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When 𝐴 contains Q, there is an Euler characteristic map 𝜒 : M̂mon,reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) → 𝐴, where

M̂mon,reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) ⊂ M̂mon(𝐾 ;𝐴) is the subspace of elements that are regular at L = 1, defined

similarly to §3.1.5.

There is an element L1/2 ∈ M̂mon,reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) satisfying (L1/2)2 = L and 𝜒 (L1/2) = −1.

4.3.3. Orientations. For a (−1)-shifted symplectic stack X over 𝐾 , the canonical bundle of X

is the determinant line bundle of its cotangent complex, 𝐾X = detLX .

An orientation of X is a line bundle 𝐾1/2
X on X, with an isomorphism 𝑜X : (𝐾1/2

X )⊗2 ∼→ 𝐾X .

We sometimes abbreviate the pair (𝐾1/2
X , 𝑜X) as 𝑜X .

Given such an orientation, if the classical truncation Xcl is Nisnevich locally a quotient

stack as in §4.2.2, then there is an element 𝜈mot
X ∈ M̂mot(X;Z), as in the author [12, §2.5.4],

called the motivic Behrend function, originally constructed by Bussi, Joyce, and Meinhardt [17]

and Ben-Bassat et al. [6].

4.3.4. Orientation data. By the author [12, Theorem 3.1.6] or [13, §6.1.6], an orientation 𝑜X
induces an orientation 𝑜Grad(X) of Grad(X). An orientation 𝑜X is called an orientation data, if

it satisfies the following compatibility condition:

• Under the isomorphism (2.2.3.1), the induced orientation 𝑜Grad(X) of Grad(X) agrees

with the product orientations on the left-hand side.

By Joyce and Upmeier [36, Theorem 3.6], such an orientation data exists canonically on moduli

stacks of coherent sheaves on Calabi–Yau threefolds.

4.3.5. Self-dual orientation data. Now, letX be a self-dual (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack,

that is, a stack X as in §4.3.4, equipped with a Z2-action preserving the symplectic form 𝜔 ,

compatible with the monoid structure ⊕ and inverting the ∗/Gm-action ⊙.

In this case, the fixed locus Xsd
= XZ2 carries an induced (−1)-shifted symplectic struc-

ture. However, an orientation of X does not naturally induce one on Xsd.

We define a self-dual orientation data on X to be a pair (𝑜X, 𝑜Xsd) of orientations of X

and Xsd, respectively, satisfying the following conditions:

(i) 𝑜X is an orientation data.

(ii) Under the isomorphism (2.2.7.1), the induced orientation of Grad(Xsd) agrees with the

product orientations on the right-hand side.

The author does not know if such a self-dual orientation data, or even an orientation, exists in

the case of coherent sheaves on Calabi–Yau threefolds, which we will discuss in §6.4 below.

4.3.6. Motivic DT invariants. LetX be a (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack over𝐾 , equipped

with an orientation data as in §4.3.4. Assume that its classical truncation Xcl is Nisnevich loc-

ally a quotient stack, as in §4.2.2.
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For a permissible stability condition 𝜏 on X, and a class 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) \ {0}, following the

construction of Kontsevich and Soibelman [37], define the motivic DT invariant DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) ∈

M̂mot(𝐾 ;Q) by the formula

DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) =

∫
X𝛼

(L1/2 − L−1/2) · 𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) · 𝜈mot
X , (4.3.6.1)

where 𝜈mot
X is the motivic Behrend function of X defined in §4.3.3.

Now, suppose further that X is equipped with a self-dual structure as in §4.3.5, together

with a self-dual orientation data.

For a self-dual permissible stability condition 𝜏 and a class 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), define the self-dual
motivic DT invariant DTmot,sd

𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ M̂mot(𝐾 ;Q) by

DTmot,sd
𝜃 (𝜏) =

∫
Xsd
𝜃

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) · 𝜈mot

Xsd . (4.3.6.2)

This is also a main construction of this paper, and is a special case of the intrinsic motivic DT

invariants in [15, §6.2] for the stability measure 𝜇sd𝜏 described in §4.1.3.

4.3.7. For smooth stacks. Let X be a linear stack which is smooth and Nisnevich locally a

quotient stack, and consider its (−1)-shifted cotangent stack T∗[−1]X, as in §4.2.6. It has a

canonical (−1)-shifted symplectic linear structure and orientation data, and in the self-dual

case, also a canonical self-dual orientation data.

The motivic Behrend function of X is 𝜈mot
X = L−dimX/2 by the author [12, Theorem 2.5.5],

where dimX refers to the dimension of the classical smooth stack X. The formulae (4.3.6.1)–

(4.3.6.2) can be simplified to

DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) = L

1/2 − L−1/2

LdimX𝛼/2
·
∫
X𝛼

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏) , (4.3.7.1)

DTmot,sd
𝜃 (𝜏) = L−dimXsd

𝜃 /2 ·
∫
Xsd
𝜃

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏) . (4.3.7.2)

5 Wall-crossing

5.1 Wall-crossing for epsilon motives

5.1.1. We now discuss how to relate the epsilon motives and DT invariants defined in §§4.1–

4.3 when we change the stability condition 𝜏 . These relations are called wall-crossing formulae.

We first prove wall-crossing formulae for epsilon motives in Theorem 5.1.3, which we then use

in §5.3 to obtain wall-crossing formulae for DT invariants.

Throughout, let X be a self-dual linear stack with quasi-compact filtrations as in §2.2.4.

Results in the linear case will not need the self-dual structure on X, and we will indicate this

when it is the case.
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5.1.2. Dominance of stability conditions. For stability conditions 𝜏0, 𝜏 on X, following Joyce

[30, Definition 4.10], we say that 𝜏0 dominates 𝜏 , if 𝜏 (𝛼1) ⩽ 𝜏 (𝛼2) implies 𝜏0(𝛼1) ⩽ 𝜏0(𝛼2) for

all 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ 𝜋0(X) \ {0}.
In this case, the Θ-stratification of X given by 𝜏 refines the one given by 𝜏0, and in partic-

ular, we have Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) ⊂ Xss

𝛼 (𝜏0) for all 𝛼 ∈ 𝜋0(X) \ {0}.
For example, every stability condition is dominated by the trivial stability condition.

5.1.3. Theorem. Let 𝜏+, 𝜏−, 𝜏0 be permissible self-dual stability conditions on X, with 𝜏0 domin-
ating both 𝜏+ and 𝜏−. Then for any 𝛼 ∈ 𝜋0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ 𝜋0(Xsd), we have the relations

[Xss
𝛼 (𝜏−)] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛

𝑆 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · [Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏+)] ∗ · · · ∗ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏+)] , (5.1.3.1)

[Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏−)] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ 𝜋0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌

𝑆
sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · [Xss

𝛼1
(𝜏+)] ⋄ · · · ⋄ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏+)] ⋄ [Xsd,ss

𝜌 (𝜏+)] ,
(5.1.3.2)

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏−) =
∑︁

𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛

𝑈 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏+) ∗ · · · ∗ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏+) , (5.1.3.3)

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ 𝜋0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌

𝑈
sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · 𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏+) ⋄ · · · ⋄ 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏+) ⋄ 𝜖

sd
𝜌 (𝜏+) , (5.1.3.4)

inM(X𝛼 ;Q) and M(Xsd
𝜃 ;Q), where the sums are finite, and

𝑆 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) =
𝑛−1∏
𝑖=1



1, 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖) > 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖+1) and

𝜏−(𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖) ⩽ 𝜏−(𝛼𝑖+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛)
−1, 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖) ⩽ 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖+1) and

𝜏−(𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖) > 𝜏−(𝛼𝑖+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛)
0, otherwise


, (5.1.3.5)

𝑆
sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) =

𝑛∏
𝑖=1


1, 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖) > 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖+1) and 𝜏−(𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖) ⩽ 0

−1, 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖) ⩽ 𝜏+(𝛼𝑖+1) and 𝜏−(𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖) > 0

0, otherwise

 , (5.1.3.6)

𝑈 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) =∑︁
0 = 𝑎0 < · · · < 𝑎𝑚 = 𝑛, 0 = 𝑏0 < · · · < 𝑏ℓ =𝑚 :
Writing 𝛽𝑖 = 𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑎𝑖

for 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚,

and 𝛾𝑖 = 𝛽𝑏𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛽𝑏𝑖
for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , ℓ,

we have 𝜏+ (𝛼 𝑗 ) = 𝜏+ (𝛽𝑖 ) for all 𝑎𝑖−1 < 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑎𝑖 ,

and 𝜏− (𝛾𝑖 ) = 𝜏− (𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 ) for all 𝑖 = 1, . . . , ℓ

(−1)ℓ−1

ℓ
·
(
ℓ∏
𝑖=1

𝑆 (𝛽𝑏𝑖−1+1, . . . , 𝛽𝑏𝑖 ;𝜏+, 𝜏−)
)
·
(
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

1
(𝑎𝑖 − 𝑎𝑖−1)!

)
,

(5.1.3.7)
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𝑈
sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) =∑︁

0 = 𝑎0 < · · · < 𝑎𝑚 ⩽ 𝑛, 0 = 𝑏0 < · · · < 𝑏ℓ ⩽𝑚 :
Writing 𝛽𝑖 = 𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑎𝑖

for 𝑖 = 1, . . . ,𝑚,

and 𝛾𝑖 = 𝛽𝑏𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛽𝑏𝑖
for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , ℓ,

we have 𝜏+ (𝛼 𝑗 ) = 𝜏+ (𝛽𝑖 ) for all 𝑎𝑖−1 < 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑎𝑖 ,

𝜏+ (𝛼 𝑗 ) = 0 for all 𝑗 > 𝑎𝑚,

and 𝜏− (𝛾𝑖 ) = 0 for all 𝑖 = 1, . . . , ℓ

(
−1/2
ℓ

)
·
(
ℓ∏
𝑖=1

𝑆 (𝛽𝑏𝑖−1+1, . . . , 𝛽𝑏𝑖 ;𝜏+, 𝜏−)
)
· 𝑆sd(𝛽𝑏ℓ+1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚;𝜏+, 𝜏−) ·

(
𝑚∏
𝑖=1

1
(𝑎𝑖 − 𝑎𝑖−1)!

)
· 1
2𝑛−𝑎𝑚 (𝑛 − 𝑎𝑚)!

, (5.1.3.8)

where we set 𝜏+(𝛼𝑛+1) = 0 in (5.1.3.6).
For (5.1.3.1) and (5.1.3.3), we do not need X or 𝜏+, 𝜏−, 𝜏0 to be self-dual.

The formulae (5.1.3.1) and (5.1.3.3) were originally due to Joyce [32, Theorem 5.2], under a

slightly different setting. The self-dual versions (5.1.3.2) and (5.1.3.4) are new.

The coefficients (5.1.3.5)–(5.1.3.8) are combinatorial, and are defined whenever 𝜏± are maps

from the set 𝐶 = {𝛼𝑖 + · · · + 𝛼 𝑗 | 1 ⩽ 𝑖 ⩽ 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑛} of symbolic sums to totally ordered sets 𝑇±,

such that 𝜏+(𝛾1) ⩽ 𝜏+(𝛾2) implies 𝜏+(𝛾1) ⩽ 𝜏+(𝛾1 + 𝛾2) ⩽ 𝜏+(𝛾2) whenever 𝛾1, 𝛾2, 𝛾1 + 𝛾2 ∈ 𝐶 ,

and similarly for 𝜏−. For (5.1.3.6) and (5.1.3.8), we also require distinguished elements 0 ∈ 𝑇±.

Proof. The Θ-stratifications of Xss
𝛼 (𝜏0) and Xsd,ss

𝜃 (𝜏0) defined by 𝜏+ and 𝜏− give the relations

[Xss
𝛼 (𝜏0)] =

∑︁
𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏0 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏0 (𝛼𝑛 ),
𝜏± (𝛼1 ) > · · · > 𝜏± (𝛼𝑛 )

[Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏±)] ∗ · · · ∗ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏±)] , (5.1.3.9)

[Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏0)] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ 𝜋0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏0 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏0 (𝛼𝑛 ) = 0,
𝜏± (𝛼1 ) > · · · > 𝜏± (𝛼𝑛 ) > 0

[Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏±)] ⋄ · · · ⋄ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏±)] ⋄ [Xsd,ss

𝜌 (𝜏±)] , (5.1.3.10)

where the ‘±’ signs mean that we have a relation for 𝜏+, and another for 𝜏−. These are finite

sums by Lemma 2.3.7, and agree with (5.1.3.1)–(5.1.3.2) with 𝜏±, 𝜏0 in place of 𝜏+, 𝜏−.

These relations then imply the relations

[Xss
𝛼 (𝜏±)] =

∑︁
𝑛 > 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,

𝜏0 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏0 (𝛼𝑛 ),
𝜏± (𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖 ) > 𝜏± (𝛼𝑖+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 ) for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛 − 1

(−1)𝑛−1 · [Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏0)] ∗ · · · ∗ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏0)] , (5.1.3.11)

[Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏±)] =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0}, 𝜌 ∈ 𝜋0 (Xsd ) :
𝜃 = 𝛼1 + 𝛼

∨
1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + 𝛼

∨
𝑛 + 𝜌,

𝜏0 (𝛼1 ) = · · · = 𝜏0 (𝛼𝑛 ) = 0,
𝜏± (𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑖 ) > 0 for 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑛

(−1)𝑛 · [Xss
𝛼1
(𝜏0)] ⋄ · · · ⋄ [Xss

𝛼𝑛
(𝜏0)] ⋄ [Xsd,ss

𝜌 (𝜏0)] , (5.1.3.12)

which agree with (5.1.3.1)–(5.1.3.2) with 𝜏0, 𝜏± in place of 𝜏+, 𝜏−. Indeed, these can be verified by

expanding the right-hand sides of (5.1.3.11)–(5.1.3.12) using (5.1.3.9)–(5.1.3.10), then applying

Lemma 5.1.4 below to see that the results are equal to the left-hand sides.
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Now, expanding the right-hand sides of (5.1.3.11)–(5.1.3.12) for 𝜏+ using (5.1.3.9)–(5.1.3.10)

for 𝜏−, then applying Lemma 5.1.4 below, gives the general case of (5.1.3.1)–(5.1.3.2).

To verify the relations (5.1.3.3)–(5.1.3.4), we first substitute the relations (5.1.3.1)–(5.1.3.2),

in (4.1.2.1), (4.1.3.1) for 𝜏−, then substitute in (4.1.2.2), (4.1.3.2) for 𝜏+. Keeping track of the

coefficients gives the desired relations. □

5.1.4. Lemma. For symbols 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 and maps 𝜏1, 𝜏2, 𝜏3 from {𝛼𝑖 + · · · + 𝛼 𝑗 | 1 ⩽ 𝑖 ⩽ 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑛} to
totally ordered sets with distinguished elements 0, we have the identities

𝑆 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏1, 𝜏3) =
∑︁

(𝛽1,...,𝛽𝑚)∈𝑄
𝑆 (𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚;𝜏2, 𝜏3) ·

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑆 (𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 , . . . , 𝛼𝑎𝑖 ;𝜏1, 𝜏2) , (5.1.4.1)

𝑆
sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏1, 𝜏3) =

∑︁
(𝛽1,...,𝛽𝑚)∈𝑄sd

𝑆
sd(𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚;𝜏2, 𝜏3) ·(

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝑆 (𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 , . . . , 𝛼𝑎𝑖 ;𝜏1, 𝜏2)
)
· 𝑆sd(𝛼𝑎𝑚+1 , . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏1, 𝜏2) , (5.1.4.2)

where

𝑄 =

{
(𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚)

���� 𝑚 ⩾ 1, 0 = 𝑎0 < · · · < 𝑎𝑚 = 𝑛,

𝛽𝑖 = 𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑎𝑖 for all 𝑖

}
,

𝑄
sd
=

{
(𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚)

���� 𝑚 ⩾ 0, 0 = 𝑎0 < · · · < 𝑎𝑚 ⩽ 𝑛,
𝛽𝑖 = 𝛼𝑎𝑖−1+1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑎𝑖 for all 𝑖

}
.

Proof. The identity (5.1.4.1) was proved in Joyce [32, Theorem 4.5]. The identity (5.1.4.2)

follows from (5.1.4.1) and the fact that 𝑆sd(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏𝑖, 𝜏 𝑗 ) = 𝑆 (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,∞;𝜏𝑖, 𝜏 𝑗 ), where we

set 𝜏𝑖 (𝛼 𝑗 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛 + ∞) = 0 for all 𝑖 and all 1 ⩽ 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑛 + 1. □

5.1.5. Weakening the assumptions. In Theorem 5.1.3, we can slightly weaken the assump-

tions by allowing 𝜏0 to be non-permissible, so that Xss
𝛼 (𝜏0) can be non-quasi-compact, and we

add the extra assumption that the sums (5.1.3.11)–(5.1.3.12) are locally finite for all classes 𝛼, 𝜃 .

In this case, the relations (5.1.3.9)–(5.1.3.10) are always valid as locally finite sums, and the

proof shows that the relations (5.1.3.1)–(5.1.3.4) still hold as locally finite sums.

5.2 An anti-symmetrized version

5.2.1. In this section, we rewrite the relations (5.1.3.3)–(5.1.3.4) in terms of anti-symmetrized

product operations, instead of the operations ∗ and ⋄. This will be useful in writing down

wall-crossing formulae for DT invariants in §5.3 below.

As in §5.1.1, let X be a self-dual linear stack with quasi-compact filtrations.

5.2.2. Lie algebras and twisted modules. The motivic Hall algebraM(X) can be seen as a Lie

algebra using the commutator

[𝑎, 𝑏] = 𝑎 ∗ 𝑏 − 𝑏 ∗ 𝑎 . (5.2.2.1)
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This was considered in Joyce [29, §5.2]. It is equipped with a contravariant involution (−)∨,

meaning that [𝑎∨, 𝑏∨] = [𝑏, 𝑎]∨ for 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ M(X), which follows from Theorem 3.2.4.

We define a similar anti-symmetrized operation ♥ : M(X) ⊗M(Xsd) → M(Xsd) by

𝑎 ♥𝑚 = 𝑎 ⋄𝑚 − 𝑎∨ ⋄𝑚 , (5.2.2.2)

where ⋄ is the multiplication in the motivic Hall module. This does not define a Lie algebra

module, but a twisted module, in that it satisfies the relations

𝑎 ♥𝑚 = −𝑎∨ ♥𝑚 , (5.2.2.3)

𝑎 ♥ (𝑏 ♥𝑚) − 𝑏 ♥ (𝑎 ♥𝑚) = [𝑎, 𝑏] ♥𝑚 − [𝑎∨, 𝑏] ♥𝑚 . (5.2.2.4)

We see (5.2.2.4) as a Jacobi identity twisted by the contravariant involution of the Lie algebra,

giving the extra term [𝑎∨, 𝑏] ♥𝑚.

Note that over Q, a twisted module in this sense is equivalent to a usual module for the

Lie subalgebra consisting of elements 𝑎 with 𝑎∨ = −𝑎, with the action 𝑎 ·𝑚 = (1/2) (𝑎 ♥𝑚).

5.2.3. Theorem. The relations (5.1.3.3)–(5.1.3.4) can be written only using the Lie bracket [−,−]
and the operation ♥, without using the products ∗ or ⋄.

More precisely, using the notations of Theorem 5.1.3, we have the relations

𝜖𝛼 (𝜏−) =
∑︁

𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛

𝑈̃ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · [. . . [[𝜖𝛼1 (𝜏+), 𝜖𝛼2 (𝜏+)], . . . ], 𝜖𝛼𝑛 (𝜏+)] , (5.2.3.1)

𝜖
sd
𝜃 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝑚1, . . . ,𝑚𝑛 > 0;
𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
∈ π0 (X) \ {0}; 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :

𝜃 = (𝛼1,1 + 𝛼
∨
1,1 + · · · + 𝛼1,𝑚1

+ 𝛼
∨
1,𝑚1

) + · · · + (𝛼𝑛,1 + 𝛼
∨
𝑛,1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

+ 𝛼
∨
𝑛,𝑚𝑛

) + 𝜌

𝑈̃
sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
;𝜏+, 𝜏−) ·

[[𝜖𝛼1,1 (𝜏+), . . . ], 𝜖𝛼1,𝑚1
(𝜏+)] ♥ · · · ♥ [[𝜖𝛼𝑛,1 (𝜏+), . . . ], 𝜖𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

(𝜏+)] ♥ 𝜖sd𝜌 (𝜏+) , (5.2.3.2)

where 𝑈̃ (. . .) and 𝑈̃ sd(. . .) are certain combinatorial coefficients, whose choices are not unique.

Here, the formulae (5.2.3.1)–(5.2.3.2) are just (5.1.3.3)–(5.1.3.4) with the terms grouped dif-

ferently, and this theorem is essentially a combinatorial property of the coefficients 𝑈 (. . .)
and𝑈 sd(. . .) stating that such regrouping is always possible. The non-uniqueness of the coef-

ficients is due to relations in the Lie brackets and the twisted module operation, such as the

Jacobi identity and (5.2.2.3)–(5.2.2.4).

Proof. The relation (5.2.3.1) was shown in Joyce [32, Theorem 5.4]. The relation (5.2.3.2) will

follow from a more general result to appear in [16]; an earlier version of this paper, [10, Ap-

pendix D], contains a direct but rather complicated proof of this combinatorial property. □
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5.3 Wall-crossing for DT invariants

5.3.1. In this section, we prove wall-crossing formulae for our self-dual DT invariants defined

in §§4.2 and 4.3, using the wall-crossing formulae for epsilon motives established in Theor-

ems 5.1.3 and 5.2.3. A key ingredient is the motivic integral identity for Behrend functions

proved by the author [12], generalizing the integral identities in the linear case of Kontsevich

and Soibelman [37, Conjecture 4], proved by Lê [38], and Joyce and Song [35, Theorem 5.11].

Throughout, let 𝐾 be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0, and let X be a self-

dual (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack over 𝐾 , as in §4.2.3. We further assume that the

classical truncation Xcl is Nisnevich locally fundamental, as in §4.2.2.

5.3.2. Theorem. Let 𝜏+, 𝜏−, 𝜏0 be permissible self-dual stability conditions on X, with 𝜏0 domin-
ating both 𝜏+ and 𝜏−. Then for any 𝛼 ∈ 𝜋0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ 𝜋0(Xsd), we have the wall-crossing
formulae

DT𝛼 (𝜏−) =
∑︁

𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛

𝑈̃ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · ℓ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) · DT𝛼1 (𝜏+) · · ·DT𝛼𝑛 (𝜏+) , (5.3.2.1)

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝑚1, . . . ,𝑚𝑛 > 0;
𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
∈ π0 (X) \ {0}; 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :

𝜃 = (𝛼1,1 + 𝛼
∨
1,1 + · · · + 𝛼1,𝑚1

+ 𝛼
∨
1,𝑚1

) + · · · + (𝛼𝑛,1 + 𝛼
∨
𝑛,1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

+ 𝛼
∨
𝑛,𝑚𝑛

) + 𝜌

𝑈̃
sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · (5.3.2.2)

ℓ
sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
; 𝜌) ·(

DT𝛼1,1 (𝜏+) · · ·DT𝛼1,𝑚1
(𝜏+)

)
· · ·

(
DT𝛼𝑛,1 (𝜏+) · · ·DT𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

(𝜏+)
)
· · ·DTsd

𝜌 (𝜏+) ,

where the sums contain finitely many non-zero terms, the coefficients 𝑈̃ (. . .), 𝑈̃ sd(. . .) ∈ Q are
defined in Theorem 5.2.3, and the coefficients ℓ (. . .), ℓsd(. . .) ∈ Z are defined in §5.3.6 below.

If, moreover, X is equipped with an orientation data 𝑜X or a self-dual orientation data
(𝑜X, 𝑜Xsd), then we have the wall-crossing formulae

DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ 𝜋0 (X) \ {0} :
𝛼 = 𝛼1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛

𝑈̃ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · 𝐿(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) · DTmot
𝛼1

(𝜏+) · · ·DTmot
𝛼𝑛

(𝜏+) ,
(5.3.2.3)

DTmot,sd
𝜃 (𝜏−) =

∑︁
𝑛 ⩾ 0; 𝑚1, . . . ,𝑚𝑛 > 0;
𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
∈ π0 (X) \ {0}; 𝜌 ∈ π0 (Xsd ) :

𝜃 = (𝛼1,1 + 𝛼
∨
1,1 + · · · + 𝛼1,𝑚1

+ 𝛼
∨
1,𝑚1

) + · · · + (𝛼𝑛,1 + 𝛼
∨
𝑛,1 + · · · + 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

+ 𝛼
∨
𝑛,𝑚𝑛

) + 𝜌

𝑈̃
sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
;𝜏+, 𝜏−) · (5.3.2.4)

𝐿
sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1

; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
; 𝜌) ·(

DTmot
𝛼1,1

(𝜏+) · · ·DTmot
𝛼1,𝑚1

(𝜏+)
)
· · ·

(
DTmot

𝛼𝑛,1
(𝜏+) · · ·DTmot

𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

(𝜏+)
)
· · ·DTmot,sd

𝜌 (𝜏+) ,

respectively, where the coefficients 𝐿(. . .), 𝐿sd(. . .) ∈ Z[L±1/2] are defined in §5.3.6 below.

The proof of the theorem will be given in §5.3.9.
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5.3.3. Symmetric stacks. The wall-crossing formulae in Theorem 5.3.2 provide a condition for

the DT invariants to be independent of the choice of the stability condition.

We say that a (−1)-shifted symplectic stack X is numerically symmetric, if vdim Filt(X) =
0, meaning that this holds on every connected component of Filt(X). See the author et al. [13,

§4.3] for examples of stacks satisfying this condition.

For example, if X is a self-dual (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack, then X is numerically

symmetric if and only if vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 = 0 for all 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ π0(X), and Xsd is numerically symmetric

if and only if vdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 = 0 for all 𝛼 ∈ π0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd).

When X and Xsd are numerically symmetric, the coefficients 𝐿(. . .), ℓ (. . .) are zero unless

𝑛 ⩽ 1, and the coefficients 𝐿sd(. . .), ℓsd(. . .) are zero unless 𝑛 = 0, which follow from their

definitions. This immediately implies the following:

5.3.4. Corollary. In the situation of Theorem 5.3.2, assume that X and Xsd are numerically
symmetric. Then the relations (5.3.2.1)–(5.3.2.4) simplify to

DT𝛼 (𝜏−) = DT𝛼 (𝜏+) , DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏−) = DTsd

𝜃 (𝜏+) , (5.3.4.1)

DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏−) = DTmot

𝛼 (𝜏+) , DTmot,sd
𝜃 (𝜏−) = DTmot,sd

𝜃 (𝜏+) . (5.3.4.2)

In particular, if X has quasi-compact connected components, then all the above invariants are
independent of the choice of the stability condition.

Here, the final claim follows from taking 𝜏0 and 𝜏+ to be the trivial stability condition,

which is permissible when X has quasi-compact connected components.

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.3.2.

5.3.5. Lattice algebras and modules. Define

ΛX =
⊕

𝛼∈π0 (X)
M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) · 𝜆𝛼 , Λsd

X =
⊕

𝜃∈π0 (Xsd)
M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) · 𝜆sd𝜃 ,

where M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) is the ring of monodromic motives defined in §4.3.2. We define a product ∗
on ΛX , and a ΛX-module structure ⋄ on Λsd

X , by setting

𝜆𝛼 ∗ 𝜆𝛽 =
LvdimX+

𝛼,𝛽/2

L1/2 − L−1/2
· 𝜆𝛼+𝛽 , 𝜆𝛼 ⋄ 𝜆sd𝜃 =

LvdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 /2

L1/2 − L−1/2
· 𝜆sd𝛼+𝜃+𝛼∨ (5.3.5.1)

for 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ π0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd). The associativity of these operations follow from the

relations

vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 + vdimX+

𝛼+𝛽,𝛾 = vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽,𝛾 = vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽+𝛾 + vdimX+
𝛽,𝛾 ,

vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 + vdimXsd,+

𝛼+𝛽,𝜃 = vdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝛽,𝜃 = vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝛽+𝜃+𝛽∨ + vdimXsd,+
𝛽,𝜃 ,

which follow from the derived versions of the associativity diagrams (3.2.4.6) and (3.2.4.8).

The algebra ΛX is often called the quantum torus in the literature, such as in Kontsevich and
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Soibelman [37, §6.2].

The map 𝜆𝛼 ↦→ 𝜆𝛼∨ defines a contravariant involution (−)∨ of ΛX . We also write 𝑎 ♥𝑚 =

𝑎 ⋄𝑚 − 𝑎∨ ⋄𝑚 for 𝑎 ∈ ΛX and𝑚 ∈ Λsd
X , as in §5.2.2, which gives Λsd

X the structure of a twisted

module over the involutive Lie algebra ΛX , with the commutator Lie bracket.

We also define the numerical versions

Λ̄X =
⊕

𝛼∈π0 (X)
Q · 𝜆𝛼 , Λ̄sd

X =
⊕

𝜃∈π0 (Xsd)
Q · 𝜆sd𝜃 ,

which are no longer equipped with algebra structures, but have a Lie bracket and a twisted

module operation ♥, respectively, given by

[𝜆𝛼 , 𝜆𝛽] = (−1)1+vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 · vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽 · 𝜆𝛼+𝛽 , (5.3.5.2)

𝜆𝛼 ♥ 𝜆sd𝜃 = (−1)1+vdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 · vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 · 𝜆sd𝛼+𝜃+𝛼∨ . (5.3.5.3)

By [12, Lemma 3.1.7], we have vdimX+
𝛽,𝛼 = −vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽 and vdimXsd,+
𝛼
∨
,𝜃 = −vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 , estab-

lishing (5.3.5.2) and (5.3.5.3) as limits of (5.3.5.1) as L1/2 → −1.

5.3.6. Coefficients. We can now define the coefficients 𝐿(. . .), 𝐿sd(. . .), etc., which appear

in (5.3.2.1).

For 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛 ∈ π0(X), we record the coefficients of the Lie brackets in ΛX and Λ̄X as

[[. . . [𝜆𝛼1, 𝜆𝛼2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼𝑛] = 𝐿(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) · 𝜆𝛼1+···+𝛼𝑛 , (5.3.6.1)

[[. . . [𝜆𝛼1, 𝜆𝛼2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼𝑛] = ℓ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) · 𝜆𝛼1+···+𝛼𝑛 , (5.3.6.2)

where 𝐿(𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) ∈ Z[L±1/2] and ℓ (𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛) ∈ Z.

Similarly, for 𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1
; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

∈ π0(X) and 𝜌 ∈ π0(Xsd), we also record

the coefficients in

[[. . . [𝜆𝛼1,1, 𝜆𝛼1,2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼1,𝑚1
] ♥ · · · ♥ [[. . . [𝜆𝛼𝑛,1, 𝜆𝛼𝑛,2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

] ♥ 𝜆sd𝜌
= 𝐿

sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1
; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

; 𝜌) · 𝜆sd𝛼1,1+𝛼∨1,1+···+𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
+𝛼∨𝑛,𝑚𝑛

+𝜌 , (5.3.6.3)

[[. . . [𝜆𝛼1,1, 𝜆𝛼1,2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼1,𝑚1
] ♥ · · · ♥ [[. . . [𝜆𝛼𝑛,1, 𝜆𝛼𝑛,2], . . . ], 𝜆𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

] ♥ 𝜆sd𝜌
= ℓ

sd(𝛼1,1, . . . , 𝛼1,𝑚1
; . . . ;𝛼𝑛,1, . . . , 𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛

; 𝜌) · 𝜆sd𝛼1,1+𝛼∨1,1+···+𝛼𝑛,𝑚𝑛
+𝛼∨𝑛,𝑚𝑛

+𝜌 , (5.3.6.4)

where 𝐿sd(. . .) ∈ Z[L±1/2] and ℓsd(. . .) ∈ Z.

These coefficients only depend on the numbers vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 and vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 for 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ π0(X)
and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd). They have straightforward explicit expressions, which we omit.

We have the relations ℓ (. . .) = 𝐿(. . .) |L1/2=−1 and ℓsd(. . .) = 𝐿
sd(. . .) |L1/2=−1. Also, 𝐿(. . .)

and 𝐿sd(. . .) are symmetric Laurent polynomials in L1/2, in that they are invariant under the

transformation L1/2 ↦→ L−1/2.

5.3.7. The motivic integral identity. A crucial ingredient in proving wall-crossing formulae
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for DT invariants is the motivic integral identity for the motivic Behrend function, first con-

jectured by Kontsevich and Soibelman [37, Conjecture 4] in the linear case, proved by Lê [38]

in that case, and proved by the author [12, Theorem 4.2.2] in general.

Suppose that we are given a self-dual orientation data (𝑜X, 𝑜Xsd) on X. The motivic integ-

ral identity states, in this case, that we have

𝜈
mot
X ⊠ 𝜈mot

X = L−vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽/2 · gr! ◦ ev

∗
1(𝜈mot

X ) in M̂mon(X𝛼 ×X𝛽) , (5.3.7.1)

𝜈
mot
X ⊠ 𝜈mot

Xsd = L−vdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 /2 · gr! ◦ ev

∗
1(𝜈mot

Xsd) in M̂mon(X𝛼 ×Xsd
𝜃 ) , (5.3.7.2)

where 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ π0(X) and 𝜃 ∈ π0(Xsd), and the compositions are through M̂mon(X+
𝛼,𝛽) and

M̂mon(Xsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 ), respectively. These identities imply the relations(∫

X𝛼

𝑎 · 𝜈mot
X

)
·
(∫

X𝛽

𝑏 · 𝜈mot
X

)
= L−vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽/2 ·
∫
X𝛼+𝛽

(𝑎 ∗ 𝑏) · 𝜈mot
X , (5.3.7.3)(∫

X𝛼

𝑎 · 𝜈mot
Xsd

)
·
(∫

Xsd
𝜃

𝑚 · 𝜈mot
Xsd

)
= L−vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 /2 ·
∫
Xsd
𝛼+𝜃+𝛼∨

(𝑎 ⋄𝑚) · 𝜈mot
Xsd , (5.3.7.4)

where 𝑎 ∈ Mqc(X𝛼 ;Q), 𝑏 ∈ Mqc(X𝛽 ;Q), and𝑚 ∈ Mqc(Xsd
𝜃 ;Q). These follow from identifying

both sides of each relation with the integrals

L−vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽/2 ·

∫
X+
𝛼,𝛽

gr∗(𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏) · ev∗1(𝜈mot
X ) , L−vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 /2 ·
∫
Xsd,+
𝛼,𝜃

gr∗(𝑎 ⊠𝑚) · ev∗1(𝜈mot
Xsd) ,

respectively, using the projection formula (3.1.3.1). The relation (5.3.7.3) was first described by

Kontsevich and Soibelman [37, Theorem 8].

5.3.8. The numeric integral identity. Using the numeric version of the motivic integral iden-

tity, proved by the author [12, Theorem 4.3.3], we can also obtain numerical versions of the

integral relations (5.3.7.3)–(5.3.7.4),∫
X𝛼+𝛽

(1 − L) · [𝑎, 𝑏] · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒 = (−1)1+vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 · vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽 ·(∫
X𝛼

(1 − L) · 𝑎 · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒
)
·
(∫

X𝛽

(1 − L) · 𝑏 · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒
)
, (5.3.8.1)∫

Xsd
𝛼+𝜃+𝛼∨

(𝑎 ♥𝑚) · 𝜈Xsd 𝑑𝜒 = (−1)1+vdimXsd,+
𝛼,𝜃 · vdimXsd,+

𝛼,𝜃 ·(∫
X𝛼

(1 − L) · 𝑎 · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒
)
·
(∫

Xsd
𝜃

𝑚 · 𝜈Xsd 𝑑𝜒

)
, (5.3.8.2)

provided that the motives 𝑎, 𝑏,𝑚 are chosen so that the integrals on the right-hand sides are

finite, that is, they lie in M̂mon,reg(𝐾 ;𝐴) as in §4.3.2 before taking the Euler characteristics.

These identities do not require orientations on X or Xsd. The identity (5.3.8.1) was proved by

Joyce and Song [35, Theorem 5.14] in the setting of Calabi–Yau threefolds.

To prove them, we use a similar argument as in §5.3.7. Namely, for (5.3.8.1), we identify
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the left-hand side with

𝜒

(
(1 − L)2 ·

(
−
∫
P(X+

𝛼,𝛽 )
gr∗(𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏) · ev∗1(𝜈X) +

∫
P(X+

𝛽,𝛼 )
ḡr∗(𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏) · ēv∗1(𝜈X)

))
+
∫
X𝛼×X𝛽

(1 − L) · (𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏) ·
(
L−ℎ

1 (Lgr) − L−ℎ
1 (Lḡr) ) · ⊕∗(𝜈X) 𝑑𝜒 , (5.3.8.3)

where P(X+
𝛼,𝛽) = (X+

𝛼,𝛽 \sf (X𝛼 ×X𝛽))/Gm, with theGm-action given by choosing an identific-

ation of X+
𝛼,𝛽 with a component of Filt(X), and P(X+

𝛽,𝛼 ) is defined similarly, using the opposite

component. We denote by ḡr, ēv1 the maps gr, ev1 for X+
𝛽,𝛼 , and by Lgr the relative cotangent

complex of X+
𝛼,𝛽 over X𝛼 ×X𝛽 . We regard ℎ1(Lgr) = dimH1(Lgr) as a constructible function

on X+
𝛼,𝛽 , which can be pulled back to X𝛼 × X𝛽 . The factors L−ℎ

1 (Lgr) and L−ℎ
1 (Lḡr) are due to

the difference of stabilizer groups in X+
𝛼,𝛽 and X𝛼 ×X𝛽 ; see [12, §4.3.4] for details. Applying

[12, (4.3.3.2)], (5.3.8.3) becomes∫
X𝛼×X𝛽

(1 − L)2 · (𝑎 ⊠ 𝑏) ·
(
ℎ
1(Lgr) − ℎ0(Lgr) + ℎ0(Lḡr) − ℎ1(Lḡr)

)
· ⊕∗(𝜈X) 𝑑𝜒 , (5.3.8.4)

where we also replaced L−ℎ
1 (Lgr) − L−ℎ

1 (Lḡr) by (1 − L) · (ℎ1(Lgr) −ℎ1(Lḡr)), as they are equal

modulo (1−L)2, so this will not affect the integral. By [12, Lemma 3.1.7], the alternating sum

in (5.3.8.4) is equal to −vdimX+
𝛼,𝛽 . Finally, by [12, (4.3.3.1)], we have ⊕∗(𝜈X) = (−1)vdimX+

𝛼,𝛽 ·
(𝜈X ⊠ 𝜈X), which identifies (5.3.8.4) with the right-hand side of (5.3.8.1).

The identity (5.3.8.2) can be proved analogously.

5.3.9. Proof of Theorem 5.3.2. Consider the integration maps

(L1/2 − L−1/2) ·
∫
X

(−) · 𝜈mot
X : Mqc(X;Q) −→ ΛX ,∫

Xsd
(−) · 𝜈mot

Xsd : Mqc(Xsd;Q) −→ Λsd
X ,

where the generators 𝜆𝛼 and 𝜆sd𝜃 record which components the motives are supported on. The

relations (5.3.7.3)–(5.3.7.4) imply that these maps are algebra and module homomorphisms.

Similarly, the relations (5.3.8.1)–(5.3.8.2) imply that the integration maps∫
X

(1 − L) · (−) · 𝜈X 𝑑𝜒 : M∗
qc(X;Q) −→ Λ̄X ,∫

Xsd
(−) · 𝜈Xsd : M∗

qc(Xsd;Q) −→ Λ̄sd
X ,

are Lie algebra and twisted module homomorphisms, where the superscripts ∗ indicate sub-

spaces of motives for which the integrals are finite. It follows from (5.3.8.1)–(5.3.8.2) that these

subspaces are a Lie subalgebra and a sub-twisted module for this subalgebra, respectively.

The theorem is now a direct consequence of Theorem 5.2.3, by applying the above integ-

ration homomorphisms to the relations (5.2.3.1)–(5.2.3.2).
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6 Applications

6.1 Self-dual quivers

6.1.1. We apply our theory to study DT invariants counting self-dual representations of a self-
dual quiver. These are an analogue of orthogonal and symplectic principal bundles on a variety,

similar to how the usual quiver representations are analogous to vector bundles or coherent

sheaves on varieties.

Self-dual quivers were first introduced by Derksen and Weyman [19] as a special case of

𝐺-quivers for 𝐺 = O(𝑛) or Sp(2𝑛), and studied by Young [53–55] in the context of DT theory.

Throughout, we fix an algebraically closed field 𝐾 of characteristic zero.

6.1.2. Self-dual quivers. To fix notations, recall that a quiver is a quadruple 𝑄 = (𝑄0, 𝑄1, 𝑠, 𝑡),
where𝑄0 and𝑄1 are finite sets, thought of as the sets of vertices and edges, and 𝑠, 𝑡 : 𝑄1 → 𝑄0

are the source and target maps.

For a quiver 𝑄 , a self-dual structure on 𝑄 consists of the following data:

(i) A contravariant involution

(−)∨ : 𝑄 ∼−→ 𝑄
op
,

where 𝑄op
= (𝑄0, 𝑄1, 𝑡, 𝑠) is the opposite quiver of 𝑄 , such that (−)∨∨ = id.

(ii) Choices of signs

𝑢 : 𝑄0 −→ {±1} , 𝑣 : 𝑄1 −→ {±1} ,

such that 𝑢 (𝑖) = 𝑢 (𝑖∨) for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝑄0, and 𝑣 (𝑎) 𝑣 (𝑎∨) = 𝑢 (𝑠 (𝑎)) 𝑢 (𝑡 (𝑎)) for all 𝑎 ∈ 𝑄1.

In this case, the𝐾-linear abelian categoryMod(𝐾𝑄) of finite-dimensional representations of𝑄

admits a self-dual structure, defined as follows. For a representation 𝐸 of 𝑄 , write 𝐸𝑖 for the

vector space at 𝑖 ∈ 𝑄0 and 𝑒𝑎 : 𝐸𝑠 (𝑎) → 𝐸𝑡 (𝑎) the linear map for the edge 𝑎 ∈ 𝑄1. Define

the dual representation 𝐸∨ by assigning the vector space (𝐸𝑖∨)
∨ to the vertex 𝑖 , and the linear

map 𝑣 (𝑎) · (𝑒𝑎∨)
∨ to the edge 𝑎. Then, identify 𝐸∨∨ with 𝐸 using the sign 𝑢 (𝑖) at each vertex 𝑖 .

As in §2.1.2, we have the groupoid Mod(𝐾𝑄)sd of self-dual representations of 𝑄 .

6.1.3. Moduli stacks. Let𝑄 be a quiver, and let X𝑄 be the moduli stack of representations of𝑄

over 𝐾 . Explicitly, we have

X𝑄 =
∐
𝛼∈N𝑄0

𝑉𝛼/𝐺𝛼 , (6.1.3.1)

where 𝑉𝛼 =
⊕
𝑎∈𝑄1

Hom(𝐾𝛼𝑠 (𝑎) , 𝐾𝛼𝑡 (𝑎) ), and 𝐺𝛼 =
∏
𝑖∈𝑄0

GL(𝛼𝑖).
If𝑄 is equipped with a self-dual structure, the self-dual structure on Mod(𝐾𝑄) extends to

an involution of X𝑄 , establishing it as a self-dual linear stack. The homotopy fixed locus Xsd
𝑄
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can be seen as the moduli stack of self-dual representations of 𝑄 . Explicitly, we have

Xsd
𝑄 ≃

∐
𝜃∈(N𝑄0 )sd

𝑉
sd
𝜃 /𝐺sd

𝜃 , (6.1.3.2)

where (N𝑄0)sd ⊂ N𝑄0 is the subset of dimension vectors 𝜃 such that 𝜃𝑖 = 𝜃𝑖∨ for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝑄0,

and 𝜃𝑖 is even if 𝑖 = 𝑖∨ and 𝑢 (𝑖) = −1. The vector space 𝑉 sd
𝜃 and the group 𝐺sd

𝜃 are given by

𝑉
sd
𝜃 =

∏
𝑎∈𝑄◦

1/Z2
Hom(𝐾𝜃𝑠 (𝑎) , 𝐾𝜃𝑡 (𝑎) ) ×

∏
𝑎∈𝑄+

1

Sym2(𝐾𝜃𝑡 (𝑎) ) ×
∏
𝑎∈𝑄−

1

∧2(𝐾𝜃𝑡 (𝑎) ) , (6.1.3.3)

𝐺
sd
𝜃 =

∏
𝑖∈𝑄◦

0/Z2
GL(𝜃𝑖) ×

∏
𝑖∈𝑄+

0

O(𝜃𝑖) ×
∏
𝑖∈𝑄−

0

Sp(𝜃𝑖) , (6.1.3.4)

where 𝑄◦
0 is the set of vertices 𝑖 with 𝑖 ≠ 𝑖

∨, and 𝑄±
0 the sets of vertices 𝑖 with 𝑖 = 𝑖

∨ and

𝑢 (𝑖) = ±1. Similarly, 𝑄◦
1 is the set of edges 𝑎 with 𝑎 ≠ 𝑎

∨, and 𝑄±
1 the sets of edges 𝑎 with

𝑎 = 𝑎
∨ and 𝑣 (𝑎) 𝑢 (𝑡 (𝑎)) = ±1.

6.1.4. Potentials. Recall that a potential on a quiver 𝑄 is an element 𝑊 ∈ 𝐾𝑄/[𝐾𝑄,𝐾𝑄],
where 𝐾𝑄 is the path algebra of 𝑄 , and [𝐾𝑄,𝐾𝑄] ⊂ 𝐾𝑄 is the 𝐾-linear subspace spanned

by commutators. Such an element can be seen as a formal linear combination of cyclic paths

in𝑄 , and there is a trace function 𝜑𝑊 = tr(𝑊 ) : X𝑄 → A1 defined by taking traces along cyclic

paths in a representation. The derived critical locus

X𝑄,𝑊 = Crit(𝜑𝑊 ) ⊂ X𝑄

admits a natural (−1)-shifted symplectic structure, and is a (−1)-shifted symplectic linear

stack, equipped with a canonical orientation data.

When𝑄 is equipped with a self-dual structure, the potential𝑊 is said to be self-dual if it is

invariant under the involution of𝐾𝑄 sending a path to its dual path, multiplied by the product

of the signs assigned to the edges in the path. In this case, the function 𝜑𝑊 is Z2-invariant,

so X𝑄,𝑊 is a self-dual linear stack, and the fixed locus Xsd
𝑄,𝑊 admits a natural (−1)-shifted

symplectic derived structure and a canonical self-dual orientation data.

When the potential𝑊 is zero, X𝑄,0 ≃ T∗[−1]X𝑄 is the (−1)-shifted cotangent stack of the

smooth stack X𝑄 , as in §4.2.6, and in particular, its classical truncation coincides with X𝑄 .

6.1.5. Stability conditions. A slope function on a quiver 𝑄 is a map 𝜇 : 𝑄0 → Q. Given such a

map, the slope of a dimension vector 𝛼 ∈ N𝑄0 \ {0} is the number

𝜏 (𝛼) =
∑
𝑖∈𝑄0

𝛼𝑖 𝜇 (𝑖)∑
𝑖∈𝑄0

𝛼𝑖
.

This defines a stability condition on the linear stack X𝑄 in the sense of §2.3.3, where the Θ-

stratification can be constructed from Ibáñez Núñez [27, Theorem 2.6.3].

If 𝑄 is equipped with a self-dual structure, then a slope function 𝜇 is said to be self-dual if

𝜇 (𝑖∨) = −𝜇 (𝑖) for all 𝑖 ∈ 𝑄0. In this case, the corresponding stability condition on Mod(𝐾𝑄)
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is self-dual, and the corresponding stability condition on X𝑄 is also self-dual.

The above also applies to quivers with potentials. For a potential𝑊 on a quiver𝑄 , any slope

function 𝜏 on𝑄 defines a stability condition on X𝑄,𝑊 , where the existence of a Θ-stratification

follows from [27, Theorem 2.6.3]. For a self-dual potential𝑊 on a self-dual quiver𝑄 , a self-dual

slope function 𝜏 on 𝑄 defines a self-dual stability condition on X𝑄,𝑊 .

6.1.6. DT invariants. For a quiver𝑄 , a potential𝑊 , a slope function 𝜏 on𝑄 , and a dimension

vector 𝛼 ∈ N𝑄0 \ {0}, we have the DT invariants

DT𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ Q , DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) ,

defined as in §§4.2.4 and 4.3.6, for the (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack X𝑄,𝑊 . These invari-

ants were studied by Joyce and Song [35], Kontsevich and Soibelman [37], and others.

When𝑄 is equipped with a self-dual structure and𝑊,𝜏 are self-dual, we have the self-dual

DT invariants

DT𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ Q , DTmot
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) ,

defined as in §§4.2.5 and 4.3.6 for the self-dual (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stackX𝑄,𝑊 . These

are new constructions in this paper.

When the potential𝑊 is zero, we have X𝑄,0 ≃ T∗[−1]X𝑄 as in §6.1.4, and the discussions

in §§4.2.6 and 4.3.7 apply, which provide more straightforward formulae for the DT invariants.

6.1.7. Wall-crossing formulae. For a self-dual quiver 𝑄 with a self-dual potential 𝑊 , The-

orem 5.3.2 applies to the self-dual (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack X𝑄,𝑊 , proving wall-

crossing formulae for the DT invariants defined in §6.1.6. We are allowed to take 𝜏+, 𝜏− in the

theorem to be any two self-dual slope functions, since we can take 𝜏0 in the theorem to be the

trivial stability condition, which is permissible.

6.1.8. An algorithm for computing DT invariants. For a self-dual quiver𝑄 , in the case when

the potential 𝑊 is zero, we describe an algorithm for computing all the invariants DT𝛼 (𝜏),
DTmot

𝛼 (𝜏), DT𝜃 (𝜏), and DTmot
𝜃 (𝜏), for any self-dual slope function 𝜏 .

First, we compute the motives of X𝛼 = 𝑉𝛼/𝐺𝛼 and Xsd
𝜃 = 𝑉

sd
𝜃 /𝐺sd

𝜃 , as in (6.1.3.1)–(6.1.3.2),

inM(𝐾). We use the relation (3.1.3.3) for the vector bundles X𝛼 → ∗/𝐺𝛼 and Xsd
𝜃 → ∗/𝐺sd

𝜃 ,

and the motives

[∗/GL(𝑛)] =
𝑛−1∏
𝑖=0

1

L𝑛 − L𝑖
, (6.1.8.1)

[∗/O(2𝑛)] = L𝑛 ·
𝑛−1∏
𝑖=0

1

L2𝑛 − L2𝑖
, (6.1.8.2)

[∗/O(2𝑛 + 1)] = [∗/Sp(2𝑛)] = L−𝑛 ·
𝑛−1∏
𝑖=0

1

L2𝑛 − L2𝑖
, (6.1.8.3)
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where the linear and symplectic cases follow from Joyce [31, Theorem 4.10], as these are spe-
cial groups in the sense there, while the orthogonal cases are due to Dhillon and Young [20,

Theorem 3.7]. We then have∫
X𝛼

𝜈
mot
X = L−(dim𝑉𝛼−dim𝐺𝛼 )/2 · [X𝛼] = L(dim𝑉𝛼+dim𝐺𝛼 )/2 · [∗/𝐺𝛼] , (6.1.8.4)∫

Xsd
𝜃

𝜈
mot
Xsd = L−(dim𝑉

sd
𝜃 −dim𝐺sd

𝜃 )/2 · [Xsd
𝜃 ] = L(dim𝑉

sd
𝜃 +dim𝐺sd

𝜃 )/2 · [∗/𝐺sd
𝜃 ] , (6.1.8.5)

where [∗/𝐺𝛼] and [∗/𝐺sd
𝜃 ] are products of the rational functions in (6.1.8.1)–(6.1.8.3).

Next, we compute the invariants DTmot
𝛼 (0) and DTsd,mot

𝜃 (0) for the trivial slope function 0.

These can be obtained from (4.3.7.1)–(4.3.7.2) by substituting in (4.1.2.1) and (4.1.3.1), then

using the relations (5.3.7.3)–(5.3.7.4) to reduce to the known integrals (6.1.8.4)–(6.1.8.5). This

process also shows that DTmot
𝛼 (0) and DTsd,mot

𝜃 (0) are rational functions inL1/2, and evaluating

them at L1/2 = −1 gives the numerical invariants DT𝛼 (0) and DTsd
𝜃 (0).

Finally, for a general self-dual slope function 𝜏 , we may apply the wall-crossing formulae

(5.3.2.1)–(5.3.2.4) to compute the invariants DT𝛼 (𝜏), DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏), DTmot

𝛼 (𝜏), and DTsd,mot
𝜃 (𝜏) from

the case when 𝜏 = 0, which is already known.

As an alternative to the final step, we may first compute the integrals
∫
Xss
𝛼 (𝜏) 𝜈

mot
X and∫

Xsd,ss
𝜃 (𝜏) 𝜈

mot
Xsd using the relations (5.1.3.11)–(5.1.3.12), together with (5.3.7.3)–(5.3.7.4) to reduce

to the known integrals (6.1.8.4)–(6.1.8.5), then repeat the process above to obtain the invari-

ants DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) and DTsd,mot

𝜃 (𝜏), which are rational functions in L1/2. We then evaluate them

at L1/2 = −1 to obtain the numerical invariants DT𝛼 (𝜏) and DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏).

The author has implemented the above algorithm using a computer program, and some

numerical results are presented below.

6.1.9. Example. The point quiver. Consider the point quiver 𝑄 with a single vertex and no

edges, with the trivial slope function 𝜏 = 0. There are two self-dual structures on 𝑄 , with the

signs +1 and −1 assigned to the vertex, respectively.

We have the moduli stacksX𝑄 =
∐
𝑛⩾0 ∗/GL(𝑛) andXsd

𝑄 =
∐
𝑛⩾0 ∗/O(𝑛) or

∐
𝑛⩾0 ∗/Sp(2𝑛),

depending on the sign of the vertex. As in Joyce and Song [35, Example 7.19], the usual DT

invariants of 𝑄 are given by

DTA𝑛−1
=

1

𝑛
2

for all 𝑛 ⩾ 1, where the subscript A𝑛−1 refers to the Dynkin type of GL(𝑛).
Based on explicit computation following the algorithm in §6.1.8, we conjecture that

DTsd
B𝑛

= DTsd
C𝑛

= (−1)𝑛
(
−1/4
𝑛

)
, DTsd

D𝑛
= (−1)𝑛

(
1/4
𝑛

)
,

where the subscripts B𝑛 , C𝑛 , and D𝑛 refer to the Dynkin types of O(2𝑛+1), Sp(2𝑛), and O(2𝑛),
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respectively. Equivalently, we have the generating series∑︁
𝑛⩾0

𝑞
𝑛 · DTsd

B𝑛
=
∑︁
𝑛⩾0

𝑞
𝑛 · DTsd

C𝑛
= (1 − 𝑞)−1/4 ,

∑︁
𝑛⩾0

𝑞
𝑛 · DTsd

D𝑛
= (1 − 𝑞)1/4 .

We expect to prove this conjecture in a future paper [16], and we expect that the coincidence of

the type B and C invariants here should be related to the fact that these groups are Langlands

dual to each other.

6.1.10. Example. The Ã1 quiver. Let 𝑄 = (• ⇒ •) be the quiver with two vertices and two

arrows pointing in the same direction, called the Ã1 quiver. Consider the contravariant invol-

ution of𝑄 that exchanges the two vertices but fixes the edges. We use the simplified notation

Ã𝑢,𝑣1 , where 𝑢, 𝑣 are the signs in the self-dual structure. For example, Ã+,++
1 means that we take

the sign +1 on all vertices and edges. Note that both vertices must have the same sign. We use

the slope function 𝜏 = (1,−1).
Based on numerical evidence from applying the algorithm in §6.1.8, we conjecture that we

have the generating series

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

𝑞
𝑛/2 · DTsd,mot

(𝑛,𝑛) (𝜏) =



(1 − 𝑞)1/2

(1 − 𝑞1/2 L−1/2) (1 − 𝑞1/2 L1/2)
for Ã+,++

1 and Ã−,−−
1 , (6.1.10.1)(

1 + 𝑞1/2

1 − 𝑞1/2

)1/2
for Ã+,+−

1 and Ã−,+−
1 , (6.1.10.2)

(1 − 𝑞)1/2 for Ã+,−−
1 and Ã−,++

1 . (6.1.10.3)

This example is related to coherent sheaves on P1, as we will discuss in Example 6.3.5.

6.2 Orthosymplectic complexes

6.2.1. In the following sections, §§6.3–6.5, we will apply our theory to study orthosymplectic

DT invariants for certain smooth projective varieties over C, in three variants which apply to

curves, surfaces, and threefolds, respectively. This section will provide background material

that is common to these settings.

Our DT invariants will count orthogonal or symplectic complexes on a variety, which are

perfect complexes equipped with isomorphisms to their dual complexes.

We note that this approach of defining a coherent-sheaf-like version of principal bundles

is different from the related construction of Gómez, Fernandez Herrero, and Zamora [23].

6.2.2. The setting. Throughout, we work over the complex number field C, and we fix a con-

nected, smooth, projective C-variety 𝑌 of dimension 𝑛.

Let X̄ be the derived moduli stack of perfect complexes on 𝑌 , as in Toën and Vaquié [50].

It is a derived algebraic stack locally of finite presentation over C. By Pantev, Toën, Vaquié,

and Vezzosi [40], if 𝑌 is a Calabi–Yau 𝑛-fold, meaning that its canonical bundle 𝐾𝑌 is trivial,

then X̄ has a (2 − 𝑛)-shifted symplectic structure.
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We fix the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀), where 𝐼 : 𝑌 ∼→ 𝑌 is an involution, 𝐿 → 𝑌 is a line bundle, 𝑠 ∈ Z,

and 𝜀 : 𝐿 ∼→ 𝐼
∗(𝐿) is an isomorphism such that 𝐼 ∗(𝜀) ◦ 𝜀 = id𝐿 . Define a self-dual structure

on Perf (𝑌 ) by the dual functor

D = RHom(𝐼 ∗(−), 𝐿)[𝑠] : Perf (𝑌 ) ∼−→ Perf (𝑌 )op , (6.2.2.1)

and identify D(D(𝐸)) with 𝐸 using the isomorphism 𝜀, for all objects 𝐸 ∈ Perf (𝑌 ).
This self-dual structure induces a Z2-action on X̄, and the fixed locus X̄sd is the moduli

stack of self-dual perfect complexes on 𝑌 . In particular, when 𝐼 = id𝑌 and 𝜀 = ±id𝐿 , the

stack X̄sd parametrizes 𝐿[𝑠]-twisted orthogonal or symplectic complexes on 𝑌 , respectively.

When 𝐿 = O𝑌 and 𝑠 = 0, they are simply called orthogonal or symplectic complexes.

6.2.3. Bridgeland stability conditions. Consider the free abelian group

𝐾 (𝑌 ) = {ch(𝐸) | 𝐸 ∈ Perf (𝑌 )} ⊂ H2•(𝑌 ;Q) . (6.2.3.1)

It has an involution (−)∨ given by ch(𝐸) ↦→ ch(D(𝐸)). Let 𝐾 sd(𝑌 ) ⊂ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) be the fixed locus.

Define a Bridgeland stability condition on 𝑌 as in Bridgeland [8, Definition 5.1], which is a

pair 𝜏 = (𝑍,P), where𝑍 : 𝐾 (𝑌 ) → C is a group homomorphism, and P is a slicing of Perf (𝑌 ).
Let Stab(𝑌 ) be the set of Bridgeland stability conditions on 𝑌 , which has a topology given

by a generalized metric 𝑑 , that is, a metric allowing infinite distance, defined as in [8, §8] by

𝑑 (𝜏, 𝜏) = sup
{
|𝜙+(𝐸) − 𝜙+(𝐸) |, |𝜙−(𝐸) − 𝜙−(𝐸) |, |log𝑚(𝐸) − log𝑚̃(𝐸) |

��� 𝐸 ≠ 0
}
, (6.2.3.2)

where 𝐸 runs through all non-zero objects of Perf (𝑌 ), and𝜙+(𝐸), 𝜙−(𝐸),𝑚(𝐸) are the maximal

phase, the minimal phase, and the sum of lengths of central charges of the 𝜏-HN factors of 𝐸,

respectively, and similarly for 𝜏 . The projection

Stab(𝑌 ) −→ Hom(𝐾 (𝑌 ),C) (6.2.3.3)

given by (𝑍,P) ↦→ 𝑍 is a local homeomorphism, and equips Stab(𝑌 ) with the structure of a

complex manifold.

The self-dual structure on Perf (𝑌 ) defined in §6.2.2 gives an anti-holomorphic involution

(−)∨ : Stab(𝑌 ) → Stab(𝑌 ), given by (𝑍,P) ↦→ (𝑍∨
,P∨), where 𝑍∨(𝛼) = 𝑍 (𝛼∨) and P∨(𝑡) =

P(−𝑡)∨. The fixed locus Stabsd(𝑌 ) ⊂ Stab(𝑌 ) is the set of self-dual stability conditions, and we

have a local homeomorphism

Stabsd(𝑌 ) −→ Hom(𝐾 (𝑌 ),C)Z2 , (6.2.3.4)

given by (𝑍,P) ↦→ 𝑍 , where Z2 acts on Hom(𝐾 (𝑌 ),C) via the anti-holomorphic involution

𝑍 ↦→ 𝑍
∨. This equips Stabsd(𝑌 ) with the structure of a real analytic manifold.
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6.2.4. Permissibility. We define subspaces of permissible Bridgeland stability conditions,

Stab◦(𝑌 ) ⊂ Stab(𝑌 ) , Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ) ⊂ Stabsd(𝑌 )

as maximal open subsets such that every element 𝜏 = (𝑍,P) with 𝑍 (𝐾 (𝑌 )) ⊂ Q+ iQ satisfies

the following conditions:

(i) Support property. For any 𝑟 > 0, there are only finitely many classes 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) admitting

a semistable object, such that |𝑍 (𝛼) | ⩽ 𝑟 .
(ii) Generic flatness. See Abramovich and Polishchuk [1, Problem 3.5.1], Halpern-Leistner

[24, Definition 6.2.4], or Piyaratne and Toda [41, Definition 4.4] for the formulation.

(iii) Boundedness. For any 𝑡 ∈ R and𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) with𝑍 (𝛼) ∈ R⩾0·eπi𝑡 , there is a quasi-compact

open substack X(𝜏 ; 𝑡)𝛼 ⊂ X̄ whose C-points are the objects of P(𝑡) of class 𝛼 .

By Piyaratne and Toda [41, Proposition 4.12], if a stability condition 𝜏 satisfies these conditions

and has rational central charge, then a neighbourhood of 𝜏 lies in Stab◦(𝑌 ).
For 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦(𝑌 ) and an interval 𝐽 ⊂ R of length |𝐽 | < 1, there is an open substack

X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) ⊂ X̄

whose C-points are the objects of P(𝐽 ), which we construct in §6.2.6 below. It is a derived

linear stack in the sense of §4.2.3, and 𝜏 defines a permissible stability condition on its classical

truncation in the sense of §2.3, where the Θ-stratification is constructed in §6.2.6 below.

In particular, if 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ) and 𝐽 = −𝐽 , then X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) is a self-dual derived linear stack,

and the induced stability condition on X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) is self-dual. The stack X(𝜏 ; 0)sd is the moduli

stack of 𝜏-semistable self-dual complexes, which our orthosymplectic DT invariants will count.

6.2.5. Example. Let 𝑌 be either a curve, a surface, or a threefold satisfying the conjectural

Bogomolov–Gieseker inequality of Bayer, Macrì, and Toda [4, Conjecture 3.2.7], and fix the

data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in §4.3.4. Suppose we are given an ample class𝜔 ∈ H1,1(𝑌 ;Q) with 𝐼 ∗(𝜔) = 𝜔 .

In this case, we give an example of a permissible self-dual Bridgeland stability condition,

with central charge valued in Q + iQ.

Let 𝛽 = 𝑐1(𝐿)/2 ∈ H2(𝑌 ;Q). Consider the group homomorphism 𝑍𝜔 : 𝐾 (𝑌 ) → C given by

𝑍𝜔 (𝛼) = i𝑛−𝑠 ·
∫
𝑌

exp(−𝛽 − i𝜔) · 𝛼 (6.2.5.1)

for 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ), where 𝑛 = dim𝑌 . This is compatible with the self-dual structure, in the sense

that we have 𝑍𝜔 (D(𝛼)) = 𝑍𝜔 (𝛼) for all 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ). Here, our coefficient i𝑛−𝑠 is only inserted to

make 𝑍𝜔 self-dual, and does not essentially affect the stability condition.

There is a Bridgeland stability condition 𝜏𝜔 = (𝑍𝜔 ,P𝜔 ) ∈ Stab◦(𝑌 ) with central charge𝑍𝜔 ,

by the works of Toda [49] and Piyaratne and Toda [41]. See also the earlier works of Bridgeland

[9] and Arcara and Bertram [3] in the case of surfaces.
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In fact, we can also choose P𝜔 so that 𝜏𝜔 is self-dual, or equivalently, the slicing P𝜔 coin-

cides with its dual slicing P∨
𝜔 given by

P∨
𝜔 (𝑡) = D(P𝜔 (−𝑡)) .

This follows from Bayer, Macrì, and Toda [4, Remark 4.4.3], which is essentially the same

statement in the case when 𝑠 = 1, and the general case is constructed from this case by simply

shifting the phase by (1 − 𝑠)/2.

6.2.6. In the situation of §6.2.4, for 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦(𝑌 ) and an interval 𝐽 ⊂ R with |𝐽 | < 1, we

construct the open substack X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) ⊂ X̄ and its Θ-stratification by 𝜏-HN types as follows.

Applying Piyaratne and Toda [41, Proposition 4.12], we may apply a phase shift and assume

that 𝐽 ⊂ ]𝜀, 1− 𝜀[ for some 𝜀 > 0. Fix 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) of slope within 𝐽 , and then choose a perturba-

tion 𝜏′ = (𝑍 ′
,P′) of 𝜏 satisfying the above properties, with𝑑 (𝜏′, 𝜏) < 𝜀 and𝑍 ′(𝐾 (𝑌 )) ⊂ Q+iQ.

Then if 𝛽 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) is the class of a 𝜏-HN factor of an object of P(𝐽 ) of class 𝛼 , then 𝑍 ′(𝛽) must

lie in the bounded region{
𝑟eπi𝑡 | 𝑟 ⩾ 0, 𝑡 ∈ 𝐽𝜀

}
∩
{
𝑍
′(𝛼) − 𝑟eπi𝑡 | 𝑟 ⩾ 0, 𝑡 ∈ 𝐽𝜀

}
⊂ C ,

where 𝐽𝜀 is the 𝜀-neighbourhood of 𝐽 , so the set 𝐵 of such classes 𝛽 is finite. We then choose 𝜀

small enough, possibly changing 𝜏′, so that for any 𝛽, 𝛽′ ∈ 𝐵, arg𝑍 (𝛽) < arg𝑍 (𝛽′) implies

arg𝑍 ′(𝛽) < arg𝑍 ′(𝛽′), where we take phases within 𝐽𝜀 . Now, Halpern-Leistner [24, The-

orem 6.5.3] gives the open substack X(𝜏′; ]0, 1[) with a Θ-stratification by 𝜏′-HN types. The

part of X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) lying in X𝛼 can be defined as a finite open union of strata.

To construct the Θ-stratification on X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ), we follow the proof of [24, Theorem 6.5.3],

with the following modifications. Instead of using rational weights for HN filtrations, we use

real-weighted filtrations in the sense of [14, §§7.2–7.3]. As a result, we obtain real-weighted Θ-

stratifications, which non-canonically give usual Θ-stratifications by [14, Proposition 7.2.12].

The key ingredients of the proof in [24] are the conditions (R), (S), and (B) there. The rationality

condition (R) is no longer needed as we use real weights. The condition (S) needs to be modified

to incorporate real weights, but the argument still works to prove it. The condition (B) follows

from the quasi-compactness of X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ).
This also shows that any 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦(𝑌 ) satisfies the support property and the boundedness

property in §6.2.4, where for the support property, fixing 𝑟 > 0 and choosing 𝜏′ rational with

𝑑 (𝜏′, 𝜏) < 𝜀 with 𝜀 < 1/2, for any class 𝛼 with |𝑍 (𝛼) | ⩽ 𝑟 admitting a 𝜏-semistable object 𝐸, by

considering the 𝜏′-HN filtration of 𝐸, we see that𝛼 is a finite sum of classes 𝛽 with |𝑍 ′(𝛽) | < 𝑟e𝜀

admitting 𝜏′-semistable objects, and these classes lie on the same side of a line in C, so there

are only finitely many choices.
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6.3 DT invariants for curves

6.3.1. We define DT invariants counting orthogonal and symplectic bundles on a curve. These

are orthosymplectic versions of Joyce’s motivic invariants counting vector bundles on a curve,

as in [32, §6.3].

6.3.2. Let 𝐶 be a connected, smooth, projective curve over C, and fix the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in

§6.2.2. This defines a self-dual structure on Perf (𝐶).
Let 𝜏 = (𝑍,P) be the Bridgeland stability condition defined in Example 6.2.5, where we

choose the unique element 𝜔 ∈ H2(𝐶;Q) with
∫
𝐶
𝜔 = 1. Explicitly, we have

𝑍 (𝐸) = i−𝑠 ·
((
1 − i

deg𝐿
2

)
𝑟 + 𝑑

)
(6.3.2.1)

for 𝐸 ∈ Perf (𝐶) with rank 𝑟 and degree 𝑑 , so that ch(𝐸) = 𝑟 + 𝑑𝜔 . Note that the choices

of 𝐿 and 𝑠 do not affect which objects are semistable, although they affect which objects are

self-dual. The subcategory Vect(𝐶) ⊂ Perf (𝐶) of vector bundles on 𝐶 satisfies Vect(𝐶) =

P
(](−1 − 𝑠)/2, (1 − 𝑠)/2[) .

6.3.3. The even case. When 𝑠 is even, the abelian category P(0) consists of objects 𝐸[𝑠/2]
for semistable vector bundles 𝐸 on 𝐶 in the usual sense, whose rank 𝑟 and degree 𝑑 satisfy

𝑑 = 𝑟 deg𝐿/2. The self-dual objects are such 𝐸 with isomorphisms 𝜙 : 𝐸 ∼→ Hom(𝐼 ∗(𝐸), 𝐿)
with 𝐼 ∗(𝜙)∨ ◦ 𝜙 = (−1)𝑠/2 · 𝜀.

In particular, when 𝐿 = O𝐶 , semistable self-dual complexes can be identified, up to a shift,

with orthogonal or symplectic bundles on 𝐶 , depending on whether (−1)𝑠/2 · 𝜀 = 1 or −1,

whose underlying vector bundles are semistable in the usual sense.

For each rank 𝑟 > 0, we have the self-dual DT invariants

DTsd
𝑟 ∈ Q , DTsd,mot

𝑟 ∈ M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) ,

counting semistable self-dual vector bundles of rank 𝑟 as above, defined as in §§4.2.6 and 4.3.7

using the self-dual linear stack X(𝜏 ; 0) defined in §6.2.4 with the trivial stability condition.

6.3.4. The odd case. When 𝑠 is odd, P(0) consists of objects 𝐸[(𝑠−1)/2] for torsion sheaves 𝐸

on𝐶 , and the semistable self-dual objects are such 𝐸 with isomorphisms 𝜙 : 𝐸 ∼→ RHom(𝐼 ∗(𝐸),
𝐿[1]) with 𝐼

∗(𝜙)∨ ◦ 𝜙 = (−1) (𝑠−1)/2 · 𝜀. For each degree 𝑑 > 0, we have the self-dual DT

invariants

DTsd
0,𝑑 ∈ Q , DTsd,mot

0,𝑑 ∈ M̂mon(𝐾 ;Q) ,

counting these self-dual torsion sheaves, defined similarly as above.

In fact, these invariants do not depend on the choice of 𝐿, since choosing a suitable 𝐼 -

invariant open cover of 𝐶 trivializing 𝐿, torsion sheaves supported on the open sets give an

open cover of the moduli stacks, where pieces and intersections do not depend on 𝐿. It then
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𝑑

𝑟

O(−2)

O(−1)

O(0)

O(1)

O(2)

O(2)[1]

O(1)[1]

O(0)[1]

O(−1)[1]

O(−2)[1]

Perf (P1)

Φ
≃

𝑑0 − 𝑑1

𝑑0 + 𝑑1

(−1,−2) (0,−1) (1, 0) (2, 1)

(−2,−1) (−1, 0) (0, 1) (1, 2)

(−1,−1) (1, 1)

DbMod(C𝑄)

Figure 1. An equivalence of categories

follows from [15, Theorem 5.2.10 (i)] that the invariants do not depend on 𝐿.

6.3.5. Example. Invariants for P1. Consider the case when 𝐶 = P1 and 𝐼 = idP1 . We describe

the invariants in two situations.

When 𝑠 = 0 and 𝐿 = OP1 , since every vector bundle on P1 splits as a direct sum of line

bundles, all semistable vector bundles of slope 0 are trivial bundles. The self-dual abelian

category P(0) is thus equivalent to the category of finite-dimensional C-vector spaces, with

one of the two self-dual structures described in Example 6.1.9, depending on the sign 𝜀. The

DT invariants agree with the ones given there.

When 𝑠 = 1, invariants for P1 are related to DT invariants for self-dual quivers. Indeed, as

a special case of Bondal [7, Theorem 6.2], we have an equivalence

Φ : Perf (P1) ∼−→ DbMod(C𝑄) , (6.3.5.1)

where 𝑄 is the Ã1 quiver in Example 6.1.10, and Φ(𝐸) =
(
RΓ(P1, 𝐸 (−1)) ⇒ RΓ(P1, 𝐸)

)
, with

the two maps given by multiplying with the coordinate functions 𝑥0, 𝑥1 ∈ Γ(P1,OP1 (1)).
In fact, under the isomorphism Φ, the self-dual structure on Perf (P1) given by (𝐼 = idP1,

𝐿 = OP1 (−1), 𝑠 = 1, 𝜀) corresponds to the self-dual structure on DbMod(C𝑄) given by the signs

(𝜀, ++) in the notation of Example 6.1.10, as shown in Figure 1. Here, 𝑟 and 𝑑 denote the rank

and degree of a complex on P1, and (𝑑0, 𝑑1) is the dimension vector of a representation of 𝑄 .

The two-way arrows indicate the dual operation, and the self-dual objects lie on the vertical

axis on the left-hand side, or the horizontal axis on the right-hand side. The shaded regions

indicate the usual heart of DbMod(C𝑄) and the corresponding heart of Perf (P1). The right-

hand side can also be viewed either as the central charge of 𝜏 , or that of the stability condition

on 𝑄 given by the slope function (1,−1).
In particular, the DT invariants in this case coincide with those in Example 6.1.10, and

should be given by the conjectural formulae (6.1.10.1) and (6.1.10.3).
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6.4 DT invariants for threefolds

6.4.1. We define DT invariants counting orthogonal or symplectic complexes on a Calabi–

Yau threefold. These invariants are one of the main applications of our theory, and are an

extension of the usual DT invariants studied by Thomas [47], Joyce and Song [35], Kontsevich

and Soibelman [37], and many others. We expect our invariants to be related to counting

D-branes on Calabi–Yau 3-orientifolds, as discussed in Witten [52, §5.2], Diaconescu, Garcia-

Raboso, Karp, and Sinha [21], and Hori and Walcher [26].

We also prove wall-crossing formulae for these invariants in Theorem 6.4.3, which relate

the invariants for different Bridgeland stability conditions.

6.4.2. Invariants. Let𝑌 be a Calabi–Yau threefold overC, and fix the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in §6.2.2.

In this case, the derived stack X̄ and the fixed locus X̄sd are (−1)-shifted symplectic stacks.

The stack X̄ has an orientation data in the sense of §4.3.4, by Joyce and Upmeier [36, The-

orem 3.6]. However, we do not know if the stack X̄sd has an orientation in general.

Let 𝜏 = (𝑍,P) ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ) be a self-dual Bridgeland stability condition on 𝑌 , which is

guaranteed to exist in the situation of Example 6.2.5. For each phase 𝑡 ∈ R, let X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) ⊂ X̄

be the open substack as in §6.2.4, which is a (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack, and has a

self-dual structure when 𝑡 = 0.

Given a class 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) with 𝑍𝜔 (𝛼) ∈ R>0 · eπi𝑡 , define the numerical and motivic DT

invariants

DT𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ Q , DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ M̂mon(C;Q) ,

as in §§4.2.4 and 4.3.6 for the stack X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) with the trivial stability condition, where we take

the sum of DT invariants of connected components of the open and closed substack X(𝜏 ; 𝑡)𝛼 ⊂
X(𝜏 ; 𝑡), and we use the orientation of Joyce and Upmeier [36] for the motivic version. These

invariants are not new, and can be constructed from the formalisms of Joyce and Song [35]

and Kontsevich and Soibelman [37].

When 𝑡 = 0, for each 𝜃 ∈ 𝐾 sd(𝑌 ) with 𝑍𝜔 (𝜃 ) ∈ R>0, we have the numerical self-dual DT

invariant

DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ Q ,

defined as in §4.2.5 for the self-dual linear stack X(𝜏 ; 0) with the trivial stability condition,

where we sum over connected components of X(𝜏 ; 0)sd𝜃 . These are new invariants for Calabi–

Yau threefolds, and are one of the main constructions of this paper.

If one can construct a self-dual orientation data on X(𝜏 ; 0) in the sense of §4.3.5, then the

motivic self-dual DT invariant DTmot,sd
𝜃 (𝜏) will also be defined, as in §4.3.6.

6.4.3. Theorem. Let 𝑌 be a Calabi–Yau threefold over C. Choose the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in §6.2.2.
Let 𝜏 = (𝑍,P), 𝜏 = (𝑍, P̃) ∈ Stab◦(𝑌 ) be Bridgeland stability conditions.
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(i) If 𝜏, 𝜏 can be connected by a path of length < 1/4 in Stab◦(𝑌 ), then for any class 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 )
with 𝑍 (𝛼) ≠ 0, the wall-crossing formula (5.3.2.1) holds.

(ii) If 𝜏, 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ), and they can be connected by a path of length < 1/4 in Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ),
then for any class 𝜃 ∈ 𝐾 sd(𝑌 ) with 𝑍 (𝜃 ) ∈ R>0, the wall-crossing formula (5.3.2.2) holds.

Here, the length of a path is defined as the supremum of sums of distances over all subdivisions.
In (5.3.2.1)–(5.3.2.2), we use 𝜏, 𝜏 in place of 𝜏+, 𝜏−. The sets π0(X), π0(Xsd) in the formulae are
defined using X = X(𝜏 ; ]𝑡 − 1/4, 𝑡 + 1/4[), where 𝑡 is a phase of 𝑍 (𝛼) in (i) or 𝑡 = 0 in (ii). The
coefficients 𝑈̃ (. . .), 𝑈̃ sd(. . .) are defined using the total order on phases in ]𝑡 − 1/2, 𝑡 + 1/2[.

Moreover, if we are given an orientation data on X(𝜏 ; ]𝑡 − 1/2, 𝑡 + 1/2[), or a self-dual ori-
entation data on X(𝜏 ; ]−1/2, 1/2[), respectively, then (i)–(ii) also hold for the motivic versions
(5.3.2.3)–(5.3.2.4), where 𝛼 has phase 𝑡 .

Proof. To avoid repetition, we prove (i)–(ii) using a common argument, where we write 𝛼

for 𝜃 for (ii).

We first prove the following claim: For fixed 𝜏 and a fixed class 𝛼 or 𝜃 , there exists 𝛿 > 0

such that the wall-crossing formulae hold whenever 𝑑 (𝜏, 𝜏) < 𝛿 , with the sets π0(X), π0(Xsd)
defined using X = X(𝜏 ; 𝑡), and we may take 𝜏+, 𝜏− in the formulae to be either 𝜏, 𝜏 or 𝜏, 𝜏 .

Write A = P(𝑡). Let 𝐾 ⊂ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) be the set of Chern characters of 𝜏-semistable objects in

Perf (𝑌 ), and 𝐶 ⊂ 𝐾 the set of classes realized by objects in A.

We choose 0 < 𝛿 < 1/8 such that 𝐾 ∩ 𝑍−1(𝑉4𝛿 (e2𝛿 · 𝑍 (𝛼))) ⊂ 𝐶 , where

𝑉𝑢 (𝑧) = {𝑟eπi𝜙 | 0 ⩽ 𝑟 ⩽ |𝑧 | , |𝜙 | ⩽ 𝑢} ⊂ C .

If 𝛽 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) is the class of a 𝜏-HN factor of a 𝜏-semistable object of class 𝛼 , then 𝑍 (𝛽) must

lie in 𝑉2𝛿 (𝑍 (𝛼)). By the choice of 𝛿 , all such classes 𝛽 have phase 𝑡 , and are hence equal to 𝛼 .

This implies that all 𝜏-semistable objects of class 𝛼 are 𝜏-semistable and are in A.

Similarly, we may assume that all 𝜏-semistable objects with phase in [𝑡 − 𝛿, 𝑡 + 𝛿] and

norm ⩽ e𝛿 · |𝑍 (𝛼) | are in A. Indeed, such objects have 𝜏-phase in [𝑡 − 2𝛿, 𝑡 + 2𝛿] and 𝜏-norm

⩽ e2𝛿 · |𝑍 (𝛼) |, and this property holds by the choice of 𝛿 .

It follows that for any object in A of class 𝛼 , its 𝜏-HN factors also belong to A. In other

words, 𝜏 almost defines a stability condition on X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) in the sense of §2.3.3, except that the

Θ-stratification is only defined on X(𝜏 ; 𝑡)𝛽 for classes 𝛽 ∈ 𝐶 with |𝑍 (𝛽) | ⩽ |𝑍 (𝛼) |. However,

this is enough to prove wall-crossing for 𝛼 , as the other classes are irrelevant in the argument.

The claim thus follows from Theorem 5.3.2, where 𝜏 corresponds to trivial stability on X(𝜏 ; 𝑡).
We now turn to the original statement of the theorem. Choose a path (𝜏𝑠 = (𝑍𝑠,P𝑠))𝑠∈[0,1]

of length ℓ < 1/4, with 𝜏0 = 𝜏 and 𝜏1 = 𝜏 . By the compactness of [0, 1], our claim implies that

we can choose 0 = 𝑠0 < · · · < 𝑠𝑛 = 1 such that there are wall-crossing formulae between each

𝜏𝑠𝑖 and 𝜏𝑠𝑖+1 . We may thus apply (5.3.2.1), etc., to express DT𝛼 (𝜏𝑠0), etc., in terms of invariants

for 𝜏𝑠1 , and so on, finally in terms of invariants for 𝜏𝑠𝑛 = 𝜏 . In each step, the involved invariants
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DT𝛽 (𝜏𝑠𝑖 ) must satisfy that 𝑍 (𝛽) lies in the bounded region

{𝑟eπi𝜙 | 𝑟 ⩾ 0 , |𝜙 − 𝑡 | ⩽ ℓ} ∩ {𝑍 (𝛼) − 𝑟eπi𝜙 | 𝑟 ⩾ 0 , |𝜙 − 𝑡 | ⩽ ℓ} ⊂ C ,

so that the sums (5.3.2.1), etc., can not only be written using some π0(X(𝜏𝑠𝑖 ; 𝑡𝑖)) and its self-dual

version, as in the argument above, but also using the larger set π0(X(𝜏 ; ]𝑡 −1/2, 𝑡 +1/2[)) and

its self-dual version, where the coefficients 𝑈̃ (. . .), 𝑈̃ sd(. . .) are zero for the newly introduced

terms. The support property of 𝜏 ensures that only finitely many non-zero terms appear in

each step.

It remains to prove that the coefficients 𝑈̃ (. . .), 𝑈̃ sd(. . .) respect composition of wall-

crossing formulae, so that the wall-crossing formulae obtained from the above process are

equivalent to (5.3.2.1), etc., from 𝜏 directly to 𝜏 . This follows from the fact that the coefficients

𝑆 (. . .), 𝑆sd(. . .) respect composition, which was proved in Lemma 5.1.4. □

6.4.4. Generic stability conditions. Following Joyce and Song [35, Conjecture 6.12], we say

that a stability condition 𝜏 as above is generic, if for any 𝛼, 𝛽 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) with 𝑍 (𝛼) = 𝜆𝑍 (𝛽) ≠ 0

for some 𝜆 ∈ R>0, we have the numerical condition vdim X̄+
𝛼,𝛽 = 0.

Similarly, when 𝜏 is self-dual, we say that it is generic as a self-dual stability condition, if it

is generic as above, and for any 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑌 ) of phase 0 and 𝜃 ∈ 𝐾 sd(𝑌 ), we have vdim X̄sd,+
𝛼,𝜃 = 0.

By the first part in the proof of Theorem 6.4.3, combined with Corollary 5.3.4, we see

that if 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑌 ) is generic, then for each class 𝛼 or 𝜃 as in Theorem 6.4.3, there exists

𝛿 > 0, such that the invariant DT𝛼 (𝜏) or DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏) does not change if we move 𝜏 inside its

𝛿-neighbourhood. Moreover, this also holds for the motivic versions DTmot
𝛼 (𝜏) or DTmot,sd

𝜃 (𝜏),
where the self-dual version requires a self-dual orientation data.

6.4.5. Expectations on deformation invariance. We expect that the numeric version of the

orthosymplectic DT invariants, DTsd
𝜃 (𝜏), should satisfy deformation invariance, analogously

to Joyce and Song [35, Corollary 5.28] in the linear case, that is, they should stay constant

under deformations of the complex structure of the threefold 𝑌 . However, we have not yet

been able to prove this, as it does not seem straightforward to adapt the strategy of [35] using

Joyce–Song pairs to our case, and further work is needed.

We do not expect the motivic version, DTsd,mot
𝜃 (𝜏), to satisfy deformation invariance.

6.5 Vafa–Witten type invariants for surfaces

6.5.1. We construct a motivic version of orthosymplectic analogues of Vafa–Witten invariants
for algebraic surfaces, studied by Tanaka and Thomas [45; 46], Maulik and Thomas [39], and

Thomas [48]. We define our invariants for surfaces 𝑆 with 𝐾𝑆 ⩽ 0.

Our invariants count self-dual Higgs complexes on a surface, which are orthosymplectic

complexes defined in §6.2, equipped with Higgs fields. They are a generalization of 𝐺-Higgs
bundles, introduced by Hitchin [25], for 𝐺 = O(𝑛) or Sp(2𝑛).
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Via the spectral construction, these invariants can be seen as a version of orthosymplectic

DT invariants in §6.4, for the non-compact Calabi–Yau threefold 𝐾𝑆 , the total space of the

canonical bundle of the surface 𝑆 , with an involution that reverses the fibre direction.

6.5.2. Higgs complexes. Let 𝑆 be a connected, smooth, projective algebraic surface over C,

and fix the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in §6.2.2 defining a self-dual structure D on Perf (𝑆).
For an object 𝐸 ∈ Perf (𝑆), a Higgs field on 𝐸 is a morphism

𝜓 : 𝐸 −→ 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆

in Perf (𝑆). We call such a pair (𝐸,𝜓 ) a Higgs complex on 𝑆 .

A self-dual Higgs complex is then defined as a fixed point of the involution

(𝐸,𝜓 ) ↦−→ (D(𝐸),−D(𝜓 ) ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 )

on the ∞-groupoid of Higgs complexes, where D(𝜓 ) : D(𝐸) ⊗ 𝐾−1
𝑆 → D(𝐸).

More concretely, for a self-dual object (𝐸, 𝜙) ∈ Perf (𝑆)sd with Ext𝑖 (𝐸, 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 ) = 0 for all

𝑖 < 0, where 𝜙 : 𝐸 ∼→ D(𝐸), a self-dual Higgs field on (𝐸, 𝜙) is the same data as a Higgs field

𝜓 : 𝐸 → 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 such that (𝜙 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 ) ◦𝜓 = −(D(𝜓 ) ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 ) ◦ 𝜙 as morphisms 𝐸 → D(𝐸) ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 .

6.5.3. Moduli stacks. Let Ȳ be the derived moduli stack of perfect complexes on 𝑆 . Let X̄ =

T∗[−1]Ȳ be the (−1)-shifted cotangent stack of Ȳ, equipped with the canonical (−1)-shifted

symplectic structure.

Then X̄ is a moduli stack of Higgs complexes on 𝑆 , since at a C-point 𝐸 ∈ Ȳ(C), we have

LȲ[−1]|𝐸 ≃ RHom𝑆 (𝐸, 𝐸)∨[−2] ≃ RHom𝑆 (𝐸, 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 ) ,

parametrizing Higgs fields on 𝐸.

The self-dual structure on Perf (𝑆) determines aZ2-action on Ȳ, which induces aZ2-action

on X̄. We have X̄sd ≃ T∗[−1]Ȳsd, giving X̄sd a canonical (−1)-shifted symplectic structure.

We regard X̄sd as a moduli stack of self-dual Higgs complexes on 𝑆 . This description

agrees with the definition of a self-dual Higgs field, as the (−1)-shifted tangent map of the

involution D, as a map RHom(𝐸, 𝐸) ∼→ RHom(D(𝐸),D(𝐸)), is given by𝜓 ↦→ −D(𝜓 ).

6.5.4. Stability conditions. We now restrict to the case when the anti-canonical bundle 𝐾−1
𝑆

of 𝑆 is ample or trivial, so that 𝑆 is either a del Pezzo surface, a K3 surface, or an abelian surface.

We abbreviate this condition as 𝐾𝑆 ⩽ 0.

In this case, for any 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦(𝑆) and any 𝐸 ∈ Perf (𝑆), every Higgs field 𝜓 : 𝐸 → 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆
respects the 𝜏-HN filtration of 𝐸, since choosing a non-zero map 𝜉 : 𝐾𝑆 → O𝑆 , the composition

𝜉 ◦ 𝜓 : 𝐸 → 𝐸 ⊗ 𝐾𝑆 → 𝐸 must preserve the HN filtration. Therefore, heuristically, a Higgs

complex (𝐸,𝜓 ) is 𝜏-semistable if and only if 𝐸 is 𝜏-semistable. This justifies the following

series of definitions:
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For each interval 𝐽 ⊂ R of length |𝐽 | < 1, let Y(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) ⊂ Ȳ be the open substack of objects

in P(𝐽 ), and let X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) = T∗[−1]Y(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) ⊂ X̄ be the corresponding open substack. The

stacks X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) and Y(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) are derived linear stacks. When 𝐽 = −𝐽 , they are also self-dual

derived linear stacks, and we have X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 )sd ≃ T∗[−1]Y(𝜏 ; 𝐽 )sd.

Moreover, 𝜏 defines permissible stability conditions on X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) andY(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ), in the sense of

§2.3.5. Here, theΘ-stratification on X(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ) can be obtained by following the proof of Halpern-

Leistner [24, Theorem 6.5.3], similarly to §6.2.6, where the conditions (S) and (B) follow from

the respective properties of Y(𝜏 ; 𝐽 ).

6.5.5. Invariants. Suppose 𝐾𝑆 ⩽ 0 and 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑆). For a class 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑆) with 𝑍 (𝛼) ≠ 0 or

𝜃 ∈ 𝐾 sd(𝑆) of phase 0, define the Vafa–Witten type invariants

vw𝛼 (𝜏) ∈ Q , vwsd
𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ Q

counting semistable Higgs complexes of class 𝛼 or semistable self-dual Higgs complexes of

class 𝜃 , as the DT invariants in §4.2 for the (−1)-shifted symplectic linear stack X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) with

the trivial stability condition, where 𝑡 ∈ R is a phase of 𝑍 (𝛼) or 𝑡 = 0 for 𝜃 .

Moreover, since X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) and X(𝜏 ; 0)sd are (−1)-shifted cotangent stacks, they come with

canonical orientations, which define an orientation data on X(𝜏 ; 𝑡) and a self-dual orientation

data on X(𝜏 ; 0). We use them to define motivic Vafa–Witten type invariants

vwmot
𝛼 (𝜏) , vwmot,sd

𝜃 (𝜏) ∈ M̂mon(C;Q) .

6.5.6. Wall-crossing. We have the following theorem stating the wall-crossing formulae for

our Vafa–Witten invariants, which can be proved analogously to Theorem 6.4.3.

Theorem. Let 𝑆 be a surface with 𝐾𝑆 ⩽ 0, and choose the data (𝐼 , 𝐿, 𝑠, 𝜀) as in §6.5.2. Let 𝜏, 𝜏 ∈
Stab◦(𝑆) be Bridgeland stability conditions.

(i) If 𝜏, 𝜏 can be connected by a path of length < 1/4 in Stab◦(𝑆), then for any class 𝛼 ∈ 𝐾 (𝑆)
with 𝑍 (𝛼) ≠ 0, the wall-crossing formulae (5.3.2.1) and (5.3.2.3) hold for the invariants
vw𝛼 (−), vwmot

𝛼 (−) when changing between 𝜏 and 𝜏 .
(ii) If 𝜏, 𝜏 ∈ Stab◦,sd(𝑆), and they can be connected by a path of length < 1/4 in Stab◦,sd(𝑆),

then for any class 𝜃 ∈ 𝐾 sd(𝑆) with 𝑍 (𝜃 ) ∈ R>0, the wall-crossing formulae (5.3.2.2) and
(5.3.2.4) hold for the invariants vwsd

𝜃 (−), vwmot,sd
𝜃 (−) when changing between 𝜏 and 𝜏 .

Here, the precise formulations of the wall-crossing formulae are as in Theorem 6.4.3.

6.5.7. The case of K3 surfaces. Suppose that 𝑆 is a K3 surface or an abelian surface. Then for

any 𝐸, 𝐹 ∈ Perf (𝑆), we have the numerical relations

rk Ext•𝑆 (𝐸, 𝐹 ) = rk Ext•𝑆 (𝐹, 𝐸) , rk Ext•𝑆 (𝐸,D(𝐸))Z2 = rk Ext•𝑆 (D(𝐸), 𝐸)Z2 ,

51



where ‘rk’ denotes the alternating sum of dimensions, and (−)Z2 denotes the fixed part of the

involution 𝜙 ↦→ D(𝜙). These relations imply that X̄ and X̄sd are numerically symmetric in

the sense of §5.3.3. By Corollary 5.3.4 and Theorem 6.5.6, the invariants vw𝛼 (−), vwsd
𝜃 (−),

vwmot
𝛼 (−), and vwmot,sd

𝜃 (−) are locally constant functions on Stab◦(𝑆) or Stab◦,sd(𝑆).
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