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Abstract

We prove the KKV conjecture expressing Gromov—Witten invariants of K3 surfaces in terms of
modular forms. Our results apply in every genus and for every curve class. The proof uses the
Gromov—Witten/Pairs correspondence for K3-fibered hypersurfaces of dimension 3 to reduce
the KKV conjecture to statements about stable pairs on (thickenings of) K3 surfaces. Using
degeneration arguments and new multiple cover results for stable pairs, we reduce the KKV
conjecture further to the known primitive cases. Our results yield a new proof of the full Yau—
Zaslow formula, establish new Gromov—Witten multiple cover formulas, and express the fiberwise
Gromov—Witten partition functions of K 3-fibered 3-folds in terms of explicit modular forms.
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0. Introduction

0.1. Reduced Gromov-—Witten theory. Let S be a nonsingular projective
K 3 surface, and let

B € Pic(S) = H*(S,Z)N H"'(S,C)
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be a nonzero effective curve class. The moduli space Mg(S , B) of genus g stable
maps (with no marked points) has expected dimension

dimg' M, (S, B) = //;cl(S) 4+ (dime(S) = 3)(1 —g) =g — 1.
However, as the obstruction theory admits a 1-dimensional trivial quotient, the
virtual class [Mg(S, B)I'" vanishes. The standard Gromov—Witten theory is
trivial.

Curve counting on K3 surfaces is captured instead by the reduced Gromov—
Witten theory constructed first via the twistor family in [8]. An algebraic
construction following [2, 3] is given in [36]. The reduced class

[M (S, B € A (M(S, B), Q)
has dimension g. Let A, be the top Chern class of the rank ¢ Hodge bundle
E, — M(S, )
with fiber H°(C, w¢) over the moduli point
[f:C— SleMS,B).

(The Hodge bundle is pulled back from Mg if g > 2. See [13, 18] for a
discussion of Hodge classes in Gromov—Witten theory.) The reduced Gromov—
Witten integrals of S,

R, 5(S) = f (—1)*2r, € Q, 0.1
[Mg(S,B)]red

are well defined. Under deformations of S for which § remains a (1, 1)-class,
the integrals (0.1) are invariant.
Lete : X — (B, b) be a fibration of K3 surfaces over a base B with special
fiber
X, =S overb e B.

Let U C B be an open set containing b € B over which the local system of
second cohomology Re,(Z) is trivial. The class B € Pic(S) determines a local
Noether—Lefschetz locus

NL(8) C U

defined as the subscheme where S remains a (1, 1)-class. (While NL(B) is
locally defined on U by a single equation, the locus may be degenerate (equal to
all of U).)
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Let (A, 0) be a nonsingular quasiprojective curve with special point 0 € A.
The integral R, s(S) computes the local contribution of § to the standard
Gromov—Witten theory of every K 3-fibered 3-fold

e: T — (A,0) 0.2)

with special fiber S and local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(8) C A equal to the
reduced point 0 € A; see [36].

0.2. Curve classes. The second cohomology of S is a rank 22 lattice with
intersection form

H*(S,Z) =U ®U ® U @ Eg(—1) ® Eg(—1), (0.3)
where
01
U_<l 0)
and
-2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 -2 0 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 =21 0 0 0 0
0O 1 1 =21 0 0 0
Es=D=14¢9 0 0 1 =21 0 o
0O 0 0 0 1 =21 0
0O 0 0 0 0 1 =21
0O 0 0 0 0 0 1 =2

is the (negative) Cartan matrix. The intersection form (0.3) is even.

The divisibility m(8) is the maximal positive integer dividing the lattice
element B € H?(S, Z). If the divisibility is 1, B is primitive. Elements with equal
divisibility and norm square are equivalent up to orthogonal transformation of
H?(S, Z); see [47]. By straightforward deformation arguments using the Torelli
theorem for K3 surfaces, R, 4(S) depends, for effective classes, only on the
divisibility m(8) and the norm square

(8. ) = fs g,

We will omit the argument S in the notation,

Ry s = Rg p(S).
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0.3. BPS counts. The KKV conjecture concerns BPS counts associated to
the Hodge integrals (0.1). Throughout this paper we let
a € Pic(S)

denote a nonzero class which is both effective and primitive. The Gromov—Witten
potential F, (A, v) for classes proportional to « is

Fy =3 Ryuad™ 0™ (0.4)
g20 m>0

The BPS counts r, ,,, are uniquely defined by the following equation:

Fu= Y renad® Y < (Sm(dk/ 2)) pima 0.5)

g20 m>0 d>0

Equation (0.5) defines BPS counts for both primitive and divisible classes.
The string theoretic calculations of Katz et al. [24] via heterotic duality yield
two conjectures.

CONIJECTURE 1. The BPS count r, g depends upon B only through the norm

square (B, B).

Conjecture | is rather surprising from the point of view of Gromov—Witten
theory. From the definition, the invariants R, s and r, s depend upon both
the divisibility m of 8 and the norm square (8, 8). Assuming the validity of
Conjecture 1, let r, , denote the BPS count associated to a class 8 of arithmetic

genus £,
(B.B) =2h —12.
CONIECTURE 2. The BPS counts ry ), are uniquely determined by the following
equation:
1
(=Dfr a2 = y72)%q" = :
gg ¢ 1;[1 (1 —=g")>1 = yg")>(1 = y~'q")

As a consequences of Conjecture 2, o € Z, 1, vanishes if g > h, and
g g = (_l)g(g + 1)

The integrality of r,; and the vanishing for high g (when £ is fixed) fit in the
framework of the Gopakumar—Vafa conjectures. The first values are tabulated
below:
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ren h=0 1 2 3 4
—0 1 24 324 3200 25650
1 —2 54 —800 —8550
2 3 88 1401
3 -4 —126
4 5

The right side of Conjecture 2 is related to the generating series of Hodge
numbers of the Hilbert schemes of points Hilb"(S). The genus 0 specialization
of Conjecture 2 recovers the Yau—Zaslow formula

1
Zro,hqh = 1_[ m

h>20 n=1

related to the Euler characteristics of Hilb"(S).
The main result of the present paper is a proof of the KKV conjecture for all
genera g and all 8 € H,(S, Z).

THEOREM 3. The BPS count r, g depends upon 8 only through (B, B) = 2h —2,
and the Katz—Klemm—Vafa formula holds:

1
_ 12 122 b
ZZ( l)g’”g,h(y y ) gq = l_[ = qn)20(1 — yq”)2(1 _ y—lqn)z'

8§20 h=0 n>1

0.4. Past work. The enumerative geometry of curves on K3 surfaces has
been studied since the 1995 paper of Yau and Zaslow [48]. A mathematical
approach to the genus 0 Yau—Zaslow formula can be found in [4, 11, 14]. The
Yau-Zaslow formula was proven for primitive classes § by Bryan and Leung [8].
The divisibility 2 case was settled by Lee and Leung in [32]. A complete proof
of the Yau—Zaslow formula for all divisibilities was given in [28]. Our approach
to Theorem 1 provides a completely new proof of the Yau—Zaslow formula for
all divisibilities (which avoids the mirror calculation of the STU model and the
Harvey—Moore identity used in [28]).

Conjecture 2 for primitive classes § is connected to Euler characteristics of
the moduli spaces of stable pairs on K 3 surfaces by the GW/P correspondence
of [40, 41]. A proof of Conjecture 2 for primitive classes is given in [37] relying
upon the Euler characteristic calculations of Kawai and Yoshioka [25]. For cases
where g > 0 and S is not primitive, Theorem 1 is a new result.
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The cases understood before are very special. If the genus is 0, the calculation
can be moved via Noether—Lefschetz theory to the genus 0 Gromov—Witten
theory of toric varieties using the hyperplane principle for K 3-fibrations [28]. If
the class B is irreducible, the moduli space of stable pairs is nonsingular [25], and
the calculation can be moved to stable pairs [37]. The difficulty for positive genus
imprimitive curves — which are essentially all curves — lies in the complexity of
the moduli spaces. There is no effective hyperplane principle in higher genus,
and the moduli spaces of stable maps and stable pairs are both highly singular.

Toda has undertaken a parallel study of the Euler characteristic (following
Joyce) of the moduli spaces of stable pairs on K3 surfaces [46]. His results
— together with further multiple cover conjectures which are still open — are
connected to an Euler characteristic version of the KKV formula. Our methods
and results essentially concern the virtual class and thus do not imply (nor are
implied by) Toda’s paper [46]. In fact, the motivation of [46] was the original
KKYV conjecture proven here.

0.5. GW/P correspondence. The Katz—Klemm-—Vafa formula concerns
integrals over the moduli space of stable maps. Our strategy is to transform the

calculation to the theory of stable pairs. Let P2 x P! be the blow-up of P? x P! in
a point. Consider a nonsingular anticanonical Calabi—Yau 3-fold hypersurface,

X c P2 x P! xP.
The projection onto the last factor,

w3 X — P!, (0.6)
determines a 1-parameter family of anticanonical K3 surfaces in P2 x P'. The
interplay between the Gromov—Witten, stable pairs, and Noether-Lefschetz
theories for the family ;3 will be used to transform Theorem 3 to nontrivial
claims of the moduli of sheaves on K 3-fibrations.

The KKV formula (conjecturally) evaluates the integrals R, sz occurring in the
reduced Gromov—Witten theory of a K3 surface S. If we view S as a fiber of 3,
then

B € Pic(S) C H*(S,7) = H,(S,7Z)

determines a fiber class in H,(X, Z) by push-forward. We consider both the
Gromov—Witten and stable pairs invariants of X in m3-fiber curve classes. The
GW/NL correspondence of [36] precisely relates the Gromov—Witten theory of
X in fiber classes with the Noether-Lefschetz numbers of the family and the
integrals R, g. We prove a P/NL correspondence which establishes a parallel
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relationship between the stable pairs theory of 5 in fiber classes with the same
Noether-Lefschetz numbers and the invariants R, g defined as follows.

0.6. Stable pairs and K3 surfaces. Let S be a nonsingular projective K3
surface with a nonzero effective curve class 8 € Pic(S§). We define here the
stable pairs analogue R, g of the reduced Gromov—Witten invariants R, g of S.

For Gromov—Witten invariants, we defined R, g directly (0.1) in terms of the
moduli of stable maps to S and observed the result calculated the contributions
of the special fiber S to the Gromov—Witten theories of all families (0.2)
appropriately transverse to the local Noether-Lefschetz locus corresponding to .
The geometry of stable pairs is more subtle. While the support of a stable pair
may probe thickenings of the special fiber S C T of (0.2), the image of a stable
map does not. As a result, we will define ﬁ,,, g via the geometry of appropriately
transverse families of K3 surfaces. Later in Section 6.11, we will see how to
define ﬁn  via the intrinsic geometry of S.

Let @ € Pic(S) be a nonzero class which is both effective and primitive. Let T
be a nonsingular 3-dimensional quasiprojective variety,

c: T — (A,0),
fibered in K3 surfaces over a pointed curve (A, 0) satisfying:
(i) A is a nonsingular quasiprojective curve;
(ii) € is smooth, projective, and €' (0) =S

(iii) the local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(«) C A corresponding to the class
a € Pic(S) is the reduced point 0 € A.

The class @ € Pic(S) is m-rigid with respect to the family e if the following
further condition is satisfied:

(x) for every effective decomposition

l
ma =Yy, € Pic(S),

i=1

the local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(y;) C A corresponding to each class
y; € Pic(S) is the reduced point 0 € A. (An effective decomposition requires
all parts y; to be effective divisors.)

Let Eff(ma) C Pic(S) denote the subset of effective summands of ma.
Condition () implies (iii).
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Assume « is m-rigid with respect to the family €. By property (%), there is a
compact, open, and closed component

PX(T,y) C P(T,y)

parameterizing stable pairs supported set-theoretically over the point 0 € A for
every effective summand y € Eff(ma). (For any class y € Pic(S), we denote the
push-forward to H,(T, Z) also by y. Let P,(T, y) be the moduli space of stable
pairs of Euler characteristic n and class y € Hy(T, Z).)

DEFINITION. Let o € Pic(S) be a nonzero class which is both effective and
primitive. Given a family € : T — (A, 0) satisfying conditions (i), (ii), and (%)

for ma, let
Z §l1,ma(S) q" = Coeff,me | log | 1+ Z Z g™’ | .
nez neZ yeEff(ma) [Py (T, y)]Vir

(0.7)

In Section 6.12, we will prove Iﬁé,,,ma depends only upon n, m and (o, ), and
not upon S nor the family €. The dependence result is nontrivial and requires
new techniques to establish. The existence of m-rigid families € for suitable §
and o (primitive with fixed (o, o)) then defines I}'n,ma for all m. (Constructions
are given in Section 6.2.)

The appearance of the logarithm in (0.7) has a simple explanation. The
Gromov—-Witten invariants R, ,, are defined via moduli spaces of stable maps
with connected domains. Stable pairs invariants count sheaves with possibly
disconnected support curves. The logarithm accounts for the difference.

The stable pairs potential F,(q, v) for classes proportional to the primitive

class « is _ _
Fo=>"%" Rimq"v"™. (0.8)

neZ m>0

By the properties of ﬁn,m, the potential F, depends only upon the norm square
(o, ).

Via the correspondences with Noether-Lefschetz theory, we prove that the
GW/P correspondence [39, 40] for suitable 3-folds fibered in K3 surfaces
implies the following basic result for the potentials (0.4) and (0.8).

THEOREM 4. After the variable change —q = e'*, the potentials are equal:

Fy(h, v) = Fy(q, v).
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In order to show the variable change of Theorem 4 is well defined, a rationality
result is required. In Section 7, we prove for all m > 0,

[Fa]vm“ = Z ﬁn,maqn

nez

is the Laurent expansion of a rational function in q.

0.7. Multiple covers. While Theorem 4 transforms Theorem 3 to a statement
about stable pairs, the evaluation must still be carried out.
The logarithm in definition (0.7) plays no role for the v* coefficient,

[ﬁa]v“zzqn/ L.

el [P} (T.a) ]V

If o is irreducible (which can be assumed by deformation invariance), P(7T, o)
is a nonsingular variety of dimension («, o) +n + 1. If T is taken to be Calabi—
Yau, the obstruction theory on P(T, «) is self-dual and

g f 1= g (=D (PHT. ).

neZ [Pn(T»Ol)]Vir nez

The Euler characteristic calculations of Kawai and Yoshioka [25] then imply the
stable pairs KKV prediction for primitive & € Pic(S). A detailed discussion can
be found in [41, Appendix C].

In order to prove the KKV conjecture for [ﬁa]vmu for all m > 1, we find new
multiple cover formulas for stable pairs on K3 surfaces. In fact, the multiple
cover structure implicit in the KKV formula is much more natural on the stable
pairs side.

By degeneration arguments and deformation to the normal cone, we reduce
the stable pairs multiple cover formula to a calculation on the trivial K 3-fibration
S x C, where C*-localization applies. A crucial point here is a vanishing result:
for each k only the simplest k-fold multiple covers contribute — those stable pairs
which are a trivial k-times thickening in the C-direction of a stable pair on S.
The moduli space of such trivial thickenings is isomorphic to the moduli space
of stable pairs supported on S. This simple geometric relationship provides the
key to the stable pairs multiple cover formula.

0.8. Guide to the proof. The main steps in our proof of the Katz—Klemm-
Vafa formula are summarized as follows:
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(i) We express the Gromov—Witten invariants of the anticanonical
hypersurface,

XC P2 x P x P,

in terms of the Noether—Lefschetz numbers of m; and the reduced
invariants R, g via the GW/NL correspondence.

(i) We express the stable pairs invariants of X in terms of the Noether—
Lefschetz numbers of 3 and the stable pairs invariants R, g via the P/NL
correspondence.

(iii) The GW/P conjecture, proved for the complete intersection X in [39],
relates the Gromov—Witten and stable pairs invariants of the 3-fold X.

(iv) By inverting the relations (i) and (ii) and using the correspondence (iii),
we establish the equivalence between the sets of numbers R, 4 and R, g
stated in Theorem 4.

(v) The invariant I?n, g(S) is defined via an appropriately transverse family
e:T — (4,0), €'(0)=S.

Degenerating the total space T to the normal cone of § C T, we reduce
R, (S) to a calculation of stable pairs integrals over a rubber target. After
further geometric arguments, the calculation is expressed in terms of the
reduced stable pairs invariants of the trivial K 3-fibration S x P'. A careful
analysis of several different obstruction theories is required here.

(vi) By C*-localization on S x P!, we reduce further to a calculation on the
moduli space of C*-fixed stable pairs on S x C.

(vii) We prove a vanishing result: for each k only the simplest k-fold multiple
covers contribute. We only need to calculate the contributions of stable
pairs which are a trivial k-times thickening (in the C-direction) of a stable
pair scheme-theoretically supported on S.

(viii) The resulting moduli spaces are isomorphic to P, (S, 8), the moduli space
of stable pairs on S.

(ix) The resulting integral is calculated in [29, 30] in terms of universal
formulas in topological constants. In particular, the result does not depend
on the divisibility of B.
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(x) We may therefore assume $ to be primitive, and moreover, by deformation
invariance, to be irreducible. The moduli space P,(S, ) is then
nonsingular. The integrals ﬁn,ﬁ(S) can be expressed in terms of those
evaluated by Kawai—Yoshioka, as explained in [37, 41].

The paper starts with a discussion of Noether—Lefschetz theory for Gromov—
Witten invariants of K3-fibrations. The GW/NL correspondence of [36] and
Borcherds’ results are reviewed in Section 1. A crucial property of the family
(0.6) is established in Proposition 6 of Section 2: the BPS states and the Noether—
Lefschetz numbers for the family (0.6) uniquely determine a/l the integrals R, g
in the reduced Gromov—Witten theory of K3 surfaces. The result follows by
finding a triangularity in the GW/NL correspondence.

Theorem 4 constitutes half of our proof of the KKV conjecture. In Section 3,
we prove Theorem 4 assuming the P/NL correspondence. In fact, Theorem 4 is
an easy consequence of the GW/NL correspondence, the P/NL correspondence,
and the invertibility established in Proposition 6. The precise statement of the
P/NL correspondence is given in Section 3.5, but the proof is presented later in
Section 8.

Sections 4—8 mainly concern the geometry of the moduli of stable pairs on
K3 surfaces and K 3-fibrations. The first topic is a detailed study of the trivial
fibration S x C. In Sections 4 and 5, an analysis of the perfect obstruction theory
of the C*-fixed loci of the moduli space of stable pairs on S x C is presented. We
find that only the simplest C*-fixed stable pairs have nonvanishing contributions.
Moreover, these contributions directly yield multiple cover formulas. The move
from Gromov—Witten theory to stable pairs was made precisely to exploit the
much simpler multiple cover structure on the sheaf theory side.

The main results of Sections 6 and 7 concern the expression of R, g in terms
of the stable pair theory of § x C. A careful study of the obstruction theory is
needed. The outcome is a multiple cover formula for R, 8

After we establish the P/NL correspondence for the family X in Section 8,
the proof of the Katz—Klemm-—Vafa conjecture is completed in Section 9 by
transforming the multiple cover formula to the Gromov—Witten invariants R, g.
As a consequence of the KKV formula, the Gromov—Witten theory of K3-
fibrations in vertical classes can be effectively computed. As an example, the
classical pencil of quartic K3 surfaces is treated in Section 10.

A summary of our notation for the various Gromov—Witten and stable
pairs invariants for K3 surfaces and K3-fibrations is given in Appendix A.
Appendix B contains a discussion of degenerations of X needed for the Gromov—
Witten/Pairs correspondence of [39]. Appendix C contains results about cones,
the Fulton total Chern class, and virtual cycles.
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1. Noether-Lefschetz theory

1.1. Lattice polarization. Let S be a nonsingular K3 surface. A primitive
class L € Pic(S) is a quasipolarization if

(L,L)>0 and (L,[C])>0

for every curve C C S. A sufficiently high tensor power L" of a quasipolarization
is base point free and determines a birational morphism

S-S

contracting A-D-E configurations of (—2)-curves on S. Hence, every
quasipolarized K 3 surface is algebraic.
Let A be a fixed rank r primitive sublattice

ACU®U®U®Es(—1)® Es(—1)

with signature (1, r—1),andlet vy, ..., v, € A be an integral basis. (A sublattice
is primitive if the quotient is torsion free.) The discriminant is

<vlav1> (U17Ur>
A(A) = (1) det :
(Uﬁvl) (vravr>

The sign is chosen so A(A) > 0.
A A-polarization of a K 3 surface S is a primitive embedding

j A — Pic(S)
satisfying two properties:

(i) the lattice pairs A C U* @ Eg(—1)*> and A C H*(S, Z) are isomorphic via
an isometry which restricts to the identity on A;

(i) Im(j) contains a quasipolarization.

By (ii), every A-polarized K 3 surface is algebraic.

The period domain M of Hodge structures of type (1,20, 1) on the lattice
U3 ® Eg(—1)? is an analytic open set of the 20-dimensional nonsingular isotropic
quadric Q,

M cC Q cP((U’ & Es(—1)*) ®, C).

Let M, C M be the locus of vectors orthogonal to the entire sublattice A C
U? @ Es(—1)%
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Let I" be the isometry group of the lattice U @ Eg(—1)?, and let
ry.cr

be the subgroup restricting to the identity on A. By global Torelli, the moduli
space M 4 of A-polarized K 3 surfaces is the quotient

MA :MA/FA.

We refgr the reader to [12] for a detailed discussion.
Let S be a K3 surface with A-D-E singularities, and let

i A= Pic(S)
be a primitive embedding. Via pull-back along the desingularization,
S — §,

we obtain a composition j : A — Pic(S). If (S, j) satisfies (i) and (ii), we define
(S ]) to be a A-polarized singular K3 surface. Then (S, j) is a A-polarized
nonsingular K3 surface canonically associated to (S ])

1.2. Families. Let X be a nonsingular projective 3-fold equipped with line
bundles
Ly,....,L, - X

and a map
m:X—>C

to a nonsingular complete curve.
The tuple (X, Ly, ..., L,, ) is a I-parameter family of A-polarized K3
surfaces if

(i) the fibers (X¢, Ly, ..., L.¢) are A-polarized K3 surfaces with at worst a
single nodal singularity via
V; = Lif

for every & € C;

(i1) there exists a A € A which is a quasipolarization of all fibers of =x
simultaneously.

The family 7 yields a morphism,
by : C — My,

to the moduli space of A-polarized K3 surfaces.

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2

R. Pandharipande and R. P. Thomas 16

Let A" = Afv; + -+ 4+ ATv,. A vector (d,, ..., d,) of integers is positive if

> ard: > 0.
i=1
If B € Pic(X¢) has intersection numbers

di = (Lig. B),

then B has positive degree with respect to the quasipolarization if and only if
(d,...,d,) is positive.

1.2.1. Noether—Lefschetz divisors. Noether—Lefschetz numbers are defined
in [36] by the intersection of ¢, (C) with Noether-Lefschetz divisors in M 4.
We briefly review the definition of the Noether-Lefschetz divisors.

Let (L, ¢) be a rank » + 1 lattice . with an even symmetric bilinear form (, )
and a primitive embedding

1A — L.

Two data sets (L, ¢) and (L', (") are isomorphic if and only if there exist an
isometry relating I. and IL" which takes ¢ to ¢'. The first invariant of the data
(IL, ¢) is the discriminant A € Z of IL..

An additional invariant of (L, ¢) can be obtained by considering any vector
v € L for which

L = «(A) ® Zv. (1.1)

(Here, @ is used just for the additive structure, not orthogonal direct sum.) The
pairing
(v,): A—>7Z

determines an element of §, € A*. Let G = A*/A be the quotient defined via the
injection A — A* obtained from the pairing (, ) on A. The group G is abelian
of order given by the discriminant |A(A)|. The image

e G/t
of §, is easily seen to be independent of v satisfying (1.1). The invariant § is the
coset of (IL, 1).

By elementary arguments, two data sets (IL, ¢) and (I, /) of rank r + 1 are
isomorphic if and only if the discriminants and cosets are equal.
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Let vy, ..., v, be an integral basis of A as before. The pairing of . with respect
to an extended basis vy, ..., v,, v is encoded in the matrix

(vi,v1) -+ (v, v, d,

Lh.dl,...,d, = : : :
(vravl> (U,, Ur) dr

d - d  2h-2
The discriminant is
A(h,dy, ..., d,) = (=1)"det(Ly 4. .4)-
The coset §(h, dy, ..., d,) is represented by the functional
v; = d;.

The Noether—Lefschetz divisor P, s C M, is the closure of the locus of A-
polarized K3 surfaces S for which (Pic(S), j) has rank » + 1, discriminant
A, and coset §. By the Hodge index theorem, P, ;s is empty unless A > 0.
By definition, P, ;s is a reduced subscheme. (The intersection form on Pic(S)
is nondegenerate for an algebraic K3 surface. Hence, a rank r + 1 sublattice
of Pic(S) which contains a quasipolarization must have signature (1, r) by the
Hodge index theorem.)

Leth,d,, ..., d, determine a positive discriminant

Ah,d,, ...,d,) > 0.

The Noether—Lefschetz divisor Dy,
sum

4y C M, is defined by the weighted

yeees

Dh,(d],...,d,) = Zm(h, dy,...,d|A,$) - [PA,a]

AS

where the multiplicity m(h, di, ..., d,|A, §) is the number of elements S of the
lattice (I, ¢) of type (A, &) satisfying
(B,B)y=2hnh-2, (B,v;) =d;. (1.2)

If the multiplicity is nonzero, then A|A(h,d,, ..., d,) so only finitely many
divisors appear in the above sum.

If A(h,d,,...,d,) =0, the divisor Dy, ... 4, has a different definition. The
tautological line bundle O(—1) is I'-equivariant on the period domain M, and
descends to the Hodge line bundle

IC—)MA.
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We define Dy, (4. 4,) = K* if there exists v € A satisfying

.....

(vi,v) =di, (v,v) =d,, ..., (v,Vv) =d,. (1.3)

If A(h,d,, ...,d.) = 0 and (1.3) holds, then (v, v) = 2h — 2 is forced. Since
the d; do not simultaneously vanish, v # 0.) If v satisfies (1.3), v is unique. If no
such v € A exists, then

Dy, (a,

In case A is a unimodular lattice, such a v always exists. See [36] for an alternate
view of degenerate intersection.

If A(h,d,...,d,) <0, the divisor Dy, (4,
the Hodge index theorem.

4,y on M 4 is defined to vanish by

1.2.2.  Noether-Lefschetz numbers. Let A be a lattice of discriminant [ =

A(A), and let (X, Ly, ..., L,, ) be a 1-parameter family of A-polarized K3
surfaces. The Noether-Lefschetz number NLj , , is the classical intersection
product
N = [ G0 (14
c

Let Mp,(Z) be the metaplectic double cover of SL,(Z). There is a canonical
representation [5] associated to A,

P Mp,(Z) — End(C[G])),

where G = A*/A. The full set of Noether-Lefschetz numbers NLj , ~, defines
a vector valued modular form

D" (g) =Y _ @I (q)v, € Cllg"*11® CIG],

yeG

of weight (22 — ) /2 and type p’, by results of Borcherds and Kudla—Millson [5,
31]. (While the results of the papers [5, 31] have considerable overlap, we will
follow the point of view of Borcherds.) The Noether-Lefschetz numbers are the
coefficients of the components of @7,

NLY g...an = QD; [

A(hvdls L) 7dr)
21

where 6(h,d,,...,d,) = £y. (If f is a series in g, f[k] denotes the coefficient
of g*.) The modular form results significantly constrain the Noether—Lefschetz
numbers.
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1.2.3. Refinements. If dy,...,d, do not simultaneously vanish, refined
Noether-Lefschetz divisors are defined. If A(h, d,,...,d,) > 0,

Dy h.ay,....dy C Dhay,...d)

is defined by requiring the class B € Pic(S) to satisfy (1.2) and have divisibility
m>0.1f A(h,d,,...,d) =0, then

D nay....dy = Diay.....d
if there exists v € A of divisibility m > 0 satisfying
(vi,v) =di, (v, V) =ds, ..., (v, V) =d,.

If v satisfies the above degree conditions, v is unique. If no such v € A exists,
then
Dm,h,(d],.“,d,) =0.

A necessary condition for the existence of v is the divisibility of each d; by m.
In case A is a unimodular lattice, v exists if and only if m is the greatest common
divisor of dy, ..., d,.

Refined Noether—Lefschetz numbers are defined by

NL;Tn,h,(dl,.,.,d,) :/;l:[Dm,h,(dl ,,,,, anl- (1.5)

The full set of Noether-Lefschetz numbers NLj , ., is easily shown to
determine the refined numbers NL7 , ., ; see [28].

1.3. GW/NL correspondence. The GW/NL correspondence intertwines
three theories associated to a 1-parameter family

7:X—>C

of A-polarized K3 surfaces:
(1) the Noether—Lefschetz numbers of 7;
(i1) the genus g Gromov—Witten invariants of X;
(iii) the genus g reduced Gromov—Witten invariants of the K3 fibers.

The Noether—Lefschetz numbers (i) are classical intersection products while the
Gromov—Witten invariants (ii)—(iii) are quantum in origin. For (ii), we view
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the theory in terms the Gopakumar—Vafa invariants [16, 17]. (A review of the

deﬁnitions will be given in Section 2.2.)

Let n) , ., denote the Gopakumar—Vafa invariant of X in genus g for -

vertical curve classes of degrees di, ..., d, with respect to the line bundles L,
, L,. (The invariant n¥ 2.(dr....dyy TAY be a (finite) sum of nX ¢,y for m-vertical

curve classes y € Hy(X, Z).) Let r, g4 denote the reduced K3 invariant defined

in Section 0.3 for an effective curve class 8. Since r, g depends only upon the

divisibility m and the norm square

(B.B) =2h -2,

we will use the more efficient notation

Tgmh = Tg,p-

The following result is proven in [36] by a comparison of the reduced and
usual deformation theories of maps of curves to the K3 fibers of 7. (The result
of the [36] is stated in the rank r = 1 case, but the argument is identical for
arbitrary r.)

THEOREM 5. For degrees (di,...,d,) positive with respect to the
quasipolarization A,

X
e @y,.dy) = Z ng,m,h : NL;;,h,(dl,...,d,.)'
h=0 m=1
For fixed g and (d,, ..., d,), the sum over m is clearly finite since m must
divide each d;. The sum over & is also finite since, for fixed (d;,...,d,),

NL7 , ..., vanishes for sufficiently high A by [36, Proposition 3]. By [36,
Lemma 2], r, ,, » vanishes for 7 < 0 (and is therefore omitted from the sum in
Theorem 5).

P

2. Anticanonical K3 surfaces in P2 x P!

2.1. Polarization. LetP? x P! be the blow-up of P> x P! at a point,

P2 x P! — P> x P
The Picard group is of rank 3:

Pic(P? x P') = ZL, & ZL, & ZE.
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where L, and L, are the pull-backs of (O(1) from the factors P? and P!,
respectively and E is the exceptional divisor. The anticanonical class 3L+2L,—
2E is base point free.

—_—

A nonsingular anticanonical K3 hypersurface S C P? x P! is naturally lattice
polarized by L, L,, and E. The lattice is

23 0
A=]30 0
00 -2

A general anticanonical Calabi—Yau 3-fold hypersurface,

X C P2 x P x P,

determines a 1-parameter family of anticanonical K 3 surfaces in P> x P!,
730 X — P!, 2.1

via projection w3 onto the last P'. The fibers of w3 have at worst nodal
singularities. (There are 192 nodal fibers. We leave the elementary classical
geometry here to the reader.) The Noether—Lefschetz theory of the A-polarized
family

(X, Ly, L,, E, m3)

plays a central role in our proof of Theorem 3. The quasipolarization A™
(condition (ii) of Section 1.1) can be taken to be any very ample line bundle

on P? x PL,

2.2. BPS states. Let (X, L, L,, E,73) be the A-polarized family of

anticanonical K3 surfaces of IP)Z/;(TP” defined in Section 2.1. The vertical
classes are the kernel of the push-forward map by 73,

0— H,(X,Z)™ — H,(X,Z) - H,(P',Z) — 0.

Let Mg (X, y) be the moduli space of stable maps from connected genus g
curves to X of class y. Gromov—Witten theory is defined by integration against
the virtual class,

NY, = /[ 1. (2.2)

Mg(X, )]V

The expected dimension of the moduli space is O.
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The full genus Gromov—Witten potential F*X for nonzero vertical classes is the
series
— X 92g-2.y
- Z Z N g.y)‘ v,
8§20 0#yeH)(X,Z)™

where v is the curve class variable. The BPS counts n;(’y of Gopakumar and Vafa
are uniquely defined by the following equation:

- 1 [sin(dr/2)\* 2
-y ¥ n;ywzzg(—k/z ) o,

820 0#yeH(X,2)™3 d>0

Conjecturally, the invariants n* ¢, are integral and obtained from the cohomology
of an as yet unspecified moduli space of sheaves on X. We do not assume the
conjectural properties hold.

Using the A-polarization, we label the classes y € H,(X,Z)™ by their
pairings with L; and E,

y = (/[Lll,/[Lz],/[E]>.
Y Y Y

We write the BPS counts as ”;(,(dl, b.ay)- Since y 7 0, not all the d; can vanish.

2.3. Invertibility of constraints. Let P C Z? be the set of triples (d;, d>,
d3) # (0, 0, 0) which are positive with respect to the quasipolarization A™ of the
A-polarized family

730 X — P

Theorem 5 applied to (X, Ly, L,, E, 3) yields the equation

g(dl drdy) = ergmh NL, ay.ds.ay (23)

h=0 m=1

for (d,, d,, d5) € P. We view (2.3) as linear constraints for the unknowns r, ,, »
in terms of the BPS states on the left and the refined Noether-Lefschetz degrees.
The integrals r, ,, , are very simple in case 4 < 0. By [36, Lemma 2],r,,, , =0

forh <O,
roi0 =1,

and r, , o = O otherwise.

PROPOSITION 6. The set of invariants {1y m n}g>0m>1,n>0 is uniquely determined
by the set of constraints (2.3) for (d\, d», d3) € P and the integrals 1, p<o.
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Proof. A certain subset of the linear equations will be shown to be upper-
triangular in the variables 7, ,, .

Let us fix in advance the values of g > 0, m > 1, and & > 0. We proceed
by induction on A assuming the reduced invariants r, ., have already been
determined for all A’ < h. If 2h — 2 is not divisible by 2m?, then we have
7e.mn = 0 by definition, so we can further assume

2h —2=m*Q2s —2)

for an integer s > 0.
Consider the fiber class y € H,(X, Z)™ given by the lattice element msL; +
mL, +m(s+ DE,

y = (ms[L\] +m[L>] +m(s + D[E]D N[S],

where S is a K 3-fiber of 5. Since L, L, and E are effective on S, the class y
is effective and hence positive with respect to the quasipolarization of A. The
degrees of y are

(dy, d», d3) = 2ms + 3m, 3ms, —2m(s + 1)), 2.4

and y is of divisibility exactly m in the lattice A.
Consider Equation (2.3) for (di, d», d3) given by (2.4). By the Hodge index
theorem, we must have
0< AW, 2ms + 3m,3ms, —2m(s + 1))
=182 — 21" +m*(2s — 2))
=36(h —h) (2.5)
if NLY 1 oms3mams.—ams+1y 7Z 0. Inequality (2.5) implies &' < h. If b’ = h,

then
AW = h,2ms +3m,3ms, —2m(s + 1)) = 0.
By the definition of Section 1.2.3,
NLZ%,h’:h,(2m,r+3m,3ms.72m(s+1)) =0
unless there exists v € A of divisibility m’ with degrees
(2ms + 3m, 3ms, —2m(s + 1)).

But y € A is the unique such lattice element, and y has divisibility m. Therefore,
the constraint (2.3) takes the form

X _ 3
Ry @ms+3m,3ms,~2m(s+1)) — FemnN Ly 1 amst3m 3ms.—2ms41) T 077
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where the dots represent terms involving r, ,,,» with ' < h. The leading
coefficient is given by

NLY

_ 73 _
m,h,(2ms+3m,3ms,—2m(s+1)) — NLh,(2m.¥+3m,3ms,—2m(s+l)) = -2

As the system is upper-triangular, we can invert to solve for 74 , 5.

The calculation of N L}, 3m 3ms. —om(s+1) 1S €lementary. In the discriminant
A = 0 case, we must determine the degree of the dual of the Hodge line bundle
on the base P'. The relative dualizing sheaf w,, is the pull-back of Op:i (2) from
the base. Hence, the dual of the Hodge line has degree —2. See [36, Section 6.3]
for many such calculations. O

The proof of Proposition 6 does not involve induction on the genus. The same
argument will be used later in the theory of stable pairs.

3. Theorem 2

3.1. Strategy. We will prove Theorem 4 via the GW/P and Noether—
Lefschetz correspondences for the family (X, Ly, L, E, w3) of K3 surfaces
defined in Section 2.1. While all of the necessary Gromov—Witten theory has
been established in Sections | and 2, our proof here depends upon stable pairs
results proven later in Sections 7 and 8.

3.2. Stable pairs. Let V be a nonsingular, projective 3-fold, and let 8 €
H,(V, Z) be a nonzero class. We consider the moduli space of stable pairs

[Oy = Fle P,(V,B)

where F is a pure sheaf supported on a Cohen—Macaulay subcurve of V, s is a
morphism with 0-dimensional cokernel, and

x(F)=n, [F]=§.

The space P,(V, B) carries a virtual fundamental class of dimension f P ci1(Ty)
obtained from the deformation theory of complexes with trivial determinant in
the derived category [40].
We specialize now to the case where V is the total space of a K3-fibration
(with at worst nodal fibers),
7:V —> C,

over a nonsingular projective curve and 8 € H,(V, Z)” is a vertical class. Then
the expected dimension of P,(V, B) is always 0. For nonzero 8 € H,(V, Z)™,
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define the stable pairs invariant

U
[Pa(V.B)IY"

The partition function is
Zo(Vig)s =y Ny,q".

Since P,(V, B) is empty for sufficiently negative n, the partition function is a
Laurent series in g. The following is a special case of [40, Conjecture 3.26].

CONIJECTURE 7. The partition function Zp(V; q)4 is the Laurent expansion of
a rational function in q.

If the total space V is a Calabi—Yau 3-fold, then Conjecture 7 has been proven
in [6, 45]. In particular, Conjecture 7 holds for the anticanonical 3-fold

X cP?2x P xP!

of Section 2.1.

In fact, if V is any complete intersection Calabi—Yau 3-fold in a toric variety
which admits sufficient degenerations, Conjecture 7 has been proven in [39]. By
factoring equations, there is no difficulty in constructing the degenerations of X
into toric 3-folds required for [39]. Just as in the case of the quintic in P*, the
geometries which occur are toric 3-folds, projective bundles over K3 and toric
surfaces, and fibrations over curves. A complete discussion of the degeneration
scheme for X is given in Appendix B.

3.3. GW/P correspondence for X. Following the notation of Section 2.2, let
H,(X, Z)™ denote the vertical classes of X and let

F* = NX A2y
&Y

820 0£yeHy (X,Z)™

be the potential of connected Gromov—Witten invariants. The partition function
(of possibly disconnected) Gromov—Witten invariants is defined via the
exponential,

Zaw(X; 1) = exp(F).

Let Zgw(X; 1), denote the coefficient of v” in Zgw(X; A). The main result
of [39] applied to X is the following GW/P correspondence for complete
intersection Calabi—Yau 3-folds in products of projective spaces.
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GW/P correspondence. After the change of variable —q = e'*, we have

Zow(X; 1), =Zp(X; q),.

The change of variables is well defined by the rationality of Zp(X; g), of
Conjecture 7. The GW/P correspondence is proven in [39] for every nonzero
class in H,(X, Z), but we only will require here the statement for fiber classes y.

3.4. K3 integrals. Let S be a nonsingular projective K3 surface with a
nonzero class @ € Pic(S) which is both effective and primitive. By the definitions
of Section 0.3 in Gromov—Witten theory,

Fo=3"" Remad® 70",

20 m>0
1 (sin(dr/2)\*>
_ 2g—2 - dmo
Fo= Y Yo Y g ()
g20 m>0 d>0

Via K 3-fibrations over a pointed curve
€. T — (A,0)
satisfying the conditions (i), (ii), and (x) of Section 0.5, we have defined in (0.8)

the series _ _
Fa = Z Z Rn,maqnvma

neZ m>0

in the theory of stable pairs. Using the identity

eldh2 _ p—idi/2 22

227 25in(dr/2)* % = <—>
l

= (DN (=) =2+ (=q) )¢

under the change of variables —g = ¢'*, we define the stable pairs BPS invariants
T¢.ma DY the relation

— -1
Fa = Z Z ?:q.ma Z ( l)g ((—q)d ) + (_q)—d)g—lvdma.

geZ m>0 d>0 d

See [40, Section 3.4] for a discussion of such BPS expansions for stable pairs.
The invariants 7, ,,, are integers.
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Since 7, 4 depends only upon the divisibility m and the norm square

(B, B) =2h =2,

we will use, as before, the notation
Fgmh = Tgp-

By definition in Gromov—Witten theory, r, ,, , = 0 for g < 0. However, for fixed
m and h, the definitions allow r, ,, , to be nonzero for all positive g. On the stable
pairs side for fixed m and h, 7, ,, , = O for sufficiently large g, but 7, ,, , may be
nonzero for all negative g.

We will prove Theorem 4 by showing the BPS counts for K3 surfaces in
Gromov—Witten theory and stable pairs theory exactly match:

Fgmh = ?g,m,h (31)

forallg €e Z,m > 1,and h € Z.

3.5. Noether-Lefschetz theory for stable pairs. The stable pairs potential
F* for nonzero vertical classes is the series

=log| 1+ Z Zp(X; q),v" |,

0y € Hy (X, Z)™

where v is the curve class variable. The stable pairs BPS counts ﬁi,( , are uniquely
defined by

- 1)~
=) > o, Z( =2+ (—g) et
8€Z 0#yeHr(X,Z)™ d>0

following [40, Section 3.4].

The following stable pairs result is proven in Section 8. A central issue in the
proof is the translation of the Noether-Lefschetz geometry of stable pairs to a
precise relation constraining the logarithm F* of the stable pairs series.

THEOREM 8. For degrees (dy,d,,ds) positive with respect to the
quasipolarization of the family 3 : X — P!,

3
g i da,ds) = Z Z Femn * N Ly ay.dy.ds)

h=0 m=1
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3.6. Proof of Theorem 4. We first match the BPS counts of X by using
the GW/P correspondence. Then, the uniqueness statement of Proposition 6
implies (3.1).

PROPOSITION 9. Forall g € Z and all y € H,(X, Z)™, we have

X _ =X
Moy = Moy

Proof. By Corollary 41 of Section 7,7, ,, » = 0if g < 0. Theorem & then implies
~X

n,, = 0if g < 0. Hence, there are only finitely many nonzero BPS states for
fixed y since néy vanishes for sufficiently large g by construction [40]. (The
GW/P correspondence yields an equality of partition functions after the variable
change —g = e'* whether or not 77, o, vanishes. Proposition 9 asserts a stronger
result: the Gromov—Witten BPS expansion equals the stable pairs BPS expansion.
Since these expansions are in opposite directions, finiteness is needed.) By the
GW/P correspondence, the 7’ n , then yield the Gromov—Witten BPS expansion.

O

PROPOSITION 10. Forallg € Z, m > 1, and h € Z, we have

Yemh = TVgmh-

Proof. The equality r ,, , = T4 .5 holds in case i < 0 by following the argument
of [36, Lemma 2] for stable pairs. (A different argument is given in Corollary 40
of Section 7.) For h < 0, the vanishing of 7, ,, , holds by the same geometric
argument given in [36, Lemma 2]. The 4 = 0 case is the conifold for which the
equality is well known (and a consequence of GW/P correspondence).

We view relation (2.3) and Theorem 8 as systems of linear equations for the
unknowns r, ,, , and 7, ,, 5, respectively. By Proposition 9, we have

X ~X

ngvV I’lg 14

for all g. Hence, the two systems of linear equations are the same.

We now apply the uniqueness established in Proposition 6. The initial
conditions and the linear equations are identical. Therefore, the solutions must
also agree. O

Theorem 4 follows immediately from Proposition 10 for the K3 invariants in
Gromov—Witten theory and stable pairs. O
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4. K3 x C: Localization

4.1. Overview. We begin now our analysis of the moduli spaces of stable
pairs related to K 3 surfaces and K 3-fibrations. Let S be a nonsingular projective
K 3 surface. We first study the trivial fibration

Y=SxC—C

by C*-localization with respect to the scaling action on C. Let t denote the
weight 1 representation of C* on the tangent space to C at 0 € C.

We compute here the C*-residue contribution to the reduced stable pairs theory
of § x C of the C*-fixed component parameterizing stable pairs supported on S
and thickened uniformly k times about 0 € C. (Throughout we use the term
component to denote any open and closed subset. More formally, a component
for us is a union of connected components in the standard sense.) In Section 5,
all other C*-fixed components will be shown to have vanishing contributions to
the virtual localization formula.

4.2. Uniformly thickened pairs. Define the following Artinian rings and
schemes:
Ay = C[x]/(x*), By = Spec Ay. (4.1)

We have the obvious maps
Spec C <= B, ““ = C = Spec C[x].
For any variety Z, we define
Z, =7 X By,

and use the same symbols m;, ¢, to denote the corresponding projections and
inclusions,

72 7, %o 7 xC. (4.2)

We will often abbreviate ¢; to ¢.
Let 8 € H,(S, Z) be a curve class. Let P = P,(S, B) denote the moduli space
of stable pairs on S with universal stable pair (IF, s) and universal complex

Iy = {Ogup, — F).
Using the maps (4.2) for Z =8 x Ps (so Z x C =Y x Ps) we define

Fr = anF’ H;k = {OSkXPS - Fi} (4.3)
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on Sy x Pg, where s, = 7/'s. Pushing s, forward to Y x Pg we obtain
15 = {Oyup, —> 1,Fy}. (4.4)

Since we have constructed a flat family over Pg of stable pairs on Y of class k8
and holomorphic Euler characteristic kn, we obtain a classifying map from Ps
to the moduli space of stable pairs on Y:

f:Ps=Py(S,B) — P, (Y, kB) = Py. 4.5)
(For any class y € Pic(S), we denote the push-forward to H,(Y, Z) also by y.)

LEMMA 11. The map (4.5) is an isomorphism onto an open and closed
component of the C*-fixed locus of Py.

Proof. Let P; denote the open and closed component of (Py)®" containing the
image of f. Certainly, f is a bijection on closed points onto P;. There is a C*-
fixed universal stable pair on Y x P;. We push down the universal stable pair to
S x P, and then take C*-invariant sections. The result is flat over P, and hence
classified by a map P; — Pg which is easily seen to be the inverse map to f. [

4.3. Deformation theory of pairs. Let Py = P, (Y, y) be the moduli space
of stable pairs on Y of class y € H,(Y, Z) with holomorphic Euler characteristic
m. There is a universal complex I} over Y x Py. We will soon take m = kn and
vy = kB, in which case I}, pulls back via the classifying map f: Ps — Py to
4.4).

We review here the basics of the deformation theory of stable pairs on the
3-fold Y [40]. Let

wp: Y X Py > Py

be the projection, and define
E} = (R#Hom,, (15, 13)0) ' [—1] = RHom,, (5, I @ wx,)ol2]. (4.6)

Here RJ¢om,, = Rnp.R0om, the subscript 0 denotes trace-free
homomorphisms, and the isomorphism is Serre duality down mp. (Although
mp is not proper, the compact support of RZom(I5, 1} ), ensures that Serre
duality holds. This is proved in [37, Equations (15), (16)], for instance, by
compactifying ¥ = S x C to ¥ = C x P1.) Let IL denote the truncated cotangent
complex t27'L*. Using the Atiyah class of I}, we obtain a map [40, Section
2.3],

E} — Lp,, 4.7)

exhibiting E} as a perfect obstruction theory for Py [20, Theorem 4.1].

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2

The Katz—Klemm—Vafa conjecture for K3 surfaces 31

In fact, (4.7) is the natural obstruction theory of trivial-determinant objects

I* = {Oy > F} of the derived category D(Y). The more natural obstruction
theory of pairs (F, s) is given by the complex

(RHom,, (I}, Fy))” (4.8)

where [y is the universal sheaf. (This is essentially proved in [21] once combined
with [3, Theorem 4.5]; see [22, Sections 12.3—12.5] for a full account.) However,
(4.8) is not perfect in general. To define stable pair invariants, we must use (4.0).
The two theories give the same tangent spaces, but different obstructions. On
surfaces, however, the analogous obstruction theory

E§ = (R#om,, (15, F))¥ 4.9)

is indeed perfect and is used to define invariants [29]. Here mp denotes the
projection § x Pg — Ps.

The following result describes the relationship between the above obstruction
theories when pulled back via the map f : Ps — Py of (4.5).

PROPOSITION 12. We have an isomorphism
[YE} ZES® A @ (E5)Y @t AL,

where Aj =1+ t+ -+t and Ay =t + 72 + - + t75 (We ignore
here the ring structure (4.1) on A, and considering A, as just a vector space
with C*-action. As such, A} = t*~1A,, as we use below.)

Proof. We will need two preliminaries on pull-backs. First, over S; x Ps there
is a canonical exact triangle

Fr ® N/[1] — 0, F, — Ty, (4.10)
where «* = L is the derived pull-back functor, and
Nk ; OSkXPS ® tk

denotes the normal bundle of S, x Pgin Y x Ps. Second, combine the first arrow
of (4.10) with the obvious map Oy, p, = 1,Os, «p,:

R%Om(t*ﬂ?ka OYXPS) — Rt%om(L*Fk» L*OSkXPj)
= L*R%Om(L*L*Fk, OSkXPS) —> L*R%OI’H(]F/( ® N:[l], OSkXPS)'

A local computation shows the above composition is an isomorphism:

R#tom (L, Fy, Oyypy) = 1R om(Fr @ N[11, Og,xpy)- 4.11)
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Now combine (4.10) with ¢* of the triangle
I, = Oyxpy, = LIy 4.12)
to give the following diagram of exact triangles on S; x Ps:

TS (4.13)

l

OSk xPs — OSk X Pg

l |

]Fk ® N]j[l] L*L*Fk ]Fk.

The right hand column defines the complex I3 (4.3), so by the octahedral axiom
we can fill in the top row with the exact triangle

F, @ N — T, — T, (4.14)
Again letting 7p denote both projections
Sy x Pg— Pg and Y x Py — Ps,
we apply R om, (I3, ) to I, — Oy.p, — 1,IF) to give the triangle
R#om,, (15, 1.Fy) — RHom,, (13, 1})[1] — R#om,, 15, O)[1] (4.15)

relating the obstruction theory (4.8) to the obstruction theory (4.6) (without its
trace part removed: we will deal with this presently).
Now use the following obvious diagram of exact triangles on ¥ x Ps:

I}, —— Oyxps — 1.k

Lo

LIy, —= 1:Os,xpg — Ly
This maps the triangle (4.15) to the triangle
Rom,, (15, 1,F) — Rstom,, (1}, LIs)] — R tom,, (15, t.O)[1].
By adjunction this is
Romy, ("1, Fy) — Ritom,, ('L}, L)1 — Rtom,, (15, O)[1],
which in turn maps to

Rom, (Fr, FOt' — RAom, (Fr, I; )t [1] —> RAom, (Fr, O)t (1]
(4.16)
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by the first arrow Fy ® N — I} of (4.14). Notice that since I, and F; are the
pull-backs of I§ and IF by m;: Sy — S, the central term simplifies to

RAom,, (F,I3) @ ¢ A[1] = E3 ® ¢ A [~ 1],

where E? is the obstruction theory (4.9).
‘We next remove the trace component of (4.15) using the diagram
RJTP*OYXPS[I] _ RnP*OYxPS[l]
J |

R tomy, (15, 1.Fy) — RFom,, (I3, I3)[1] —= R om,, (I}, O)[1]

J ’

Rtomy, (15, 15)o[1] — R om,, (1.Fy, O)[2].
4.17)
Here the right hand column is given by applying R5¢om,,(- , O) to (4.12).
The top right hand corner commutes because the composition O X Hom T,
I3) — stom (L5, O) takes 1 to the canonical map I}, — O. Therefore, the whole
diagram commutes.

The central row of (4.17) is (4.15), and our map from (4.15) to (4.16) kills the
top row of (4.17) by C*-equivariance: Rmp,Oyxp[1] has C*-weights in (—oo,
0] while (4.16) has weights in [1, k]. Therefore, it descends to a map from the
bottom row of (4.17) (completed using the octahedral axiom) to (4.16). The
upshot is the following map of triangles

Romy, 15, 1,Fy) — f*(E})Y —— Ritom,, (L,F, O)[2] (4.18)

l | l

R om, (Fy, F)th — E§ @ t* A [—1] —= R om, (Fy, O)t[1].

Recall that the first column was induced from the triangle (4.14), so sits inside a
triangle

Rom, (I3, , Fr) —> RAom,, (15, 1, F) —> RAom,, (Fr, Fot'.

Again we can simplify because I3 and F; are the pull-backs of I§ and [ by
.. Sy — S. Thatis,

Rtom,, (15, 1,.Fy) = Rom,, (15, F) @ Ay ® R om,, (F,F) ® AL,

where the splitting follows from the C*-invariance of the connecting
homomorphism: it must vanish because A, has weights in [—(k — 1),0]
while t* A; has weights in [1, k].
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So this splits the first vertical arrow of (4.18); we claim the last vertical arrow
is the isomorphism induced by (4.11). Altogether this gives the splitting

FHE})Y = RAom,, (15, F) @ Ay, @ E3[—1] ® t*A;.
Dualizing gives
fYEy 2 E;® A; @ (E))V[11 @t Ay,

as required.

It remains to prove the claim that the third vertical arrow of (4.18) is induced
by (4.11). By the construction of these maps, it is sufficient to prove the
commutativity of the diagram

Rtomy, (I3, Oyxpy) — RFHom,, (Fy @ N, Os,«py)

a*l /

R#omy, (LF[—11, Oyxpy).

Here the vertical arrow is induced by the connecting homomorphism 9 of the
standard triangle I, — Oy, p; — ¢, [Fy, and the diagonal arrow is Rmp, applied
to (4.11).

The horizontal arrow is our map from (4.15) to (4.16) (restricted to the right
hand term in each triangle). It is therefore the composition

Rﬁomﬂp(ﬂ;‘v OYXP_;) — Rﬁomﬂp (H;/v L*OSkXPs)

4.14)

= Rtomy, (UL, Os,«p;) —> RFom,, (Fr @ N, Os,xpy)-
Via 9: (,F,[—1] — I3, the above composition maps to the composition

Rﬁomﬂp (W [—11, OYXPS) — ijommv (LFr[—11, L*Oskxps)

(4.10)

= Rtﬁfomﬂp ([*[*]Fk[_]L OSkXPs) — Rﬁomﬂp (Fk ® N]j! OSkXPs)'
Therefore, the first two resulting squares commute. The last square is:

(4.14)
R%Omnp (L*]I;/, OSkXPs) Rﬁomnp (Fk ® N:a Oskxps)

oo ||

RAomz, (1, Fi[~11, O, cpy) 2 R A Om, (Fy ® N, Os,cpy).

By the construction of (4.14) from (4.10), the square commutes. I

A virtual class on P, (Y, k8)C" induced by (Ep)™ is defined in [18]. The
moduli space P, (S, B) hence carries several virtual classes:
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(i) via the intrinsic obstruction theory E%;
(i) via (E})™ and the local isomorphism
[ Pu(S, B) = Pu (Y, kB)©

for every k > 1.

PROPOSITION 13. The virtual classes on P,(S, B) obtained from (i) and (ii) are
all equal.

Proof. By Proposition 12, there is an isomorphism,
fHEN™ = ES, (4.19)

in the derived category. Since the virtual class is expressed in terms of the Fulton
total Chern class of P,(S, 8) and the Segre class of the dual of the obstruction
theory, the isomorphism (4.19) implies the equality of the virtual classes. (The
relationship of the virtual class with the Fulton total Chern class and the normal
cone is reviewed in Appendix C.1.) O

In fact, Proposition 13 is trivial: the virtual classes of P, (S, ) obtained from
the obstruction theories E§ and (Ey)™ both vanish by the existence of the
reduced theory.

The reduced obstruction theory for Y is constructed in, for instance, [37,
Section 3]. We review the construction in a slightly more general setting in
Section 6.6. For the reduced theory of S, we can either C*-localize the 3-
fold reduced class, or equivalently, use the construction in [29]. In particular,
[29, Proposition 3.4] shows the two constructions are compatible under the
isomorphism (4.5). They both remove a trivial piece Op[—1] (of C*-weight 0!)
from the obstruction theory. The nontrivial version of Proposition 13 is the
following.

PROPOSITION 14. The reduced virtual classes on P,(S, B) obtained from (i)
and (ii) are all equal.

The proof of Proposition 14 is exactly the same as the proof of Proposition 13
given above.

4.4. Localization calculation I. We can now evaluate the residue
contribution of the locus of k-times uniformly thickened stable pairs

P.(S, B) C P (Y, kp)©
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of (4.5) to the C*-equivariant integral

1.
/IPkn<Y,kﬁ>1;§$

We will see in Section 5 that the contributions of all other C*-fixed loci to the
virtual localization formula vanish.

By Proposition 14, the reduced virtual class on Py, (Y, kﬁ)c* obtained
from (E ;)ﬁ" matches the reduced virtual class of P,(S, 8) obtained from the
obstruction theory E§. The virtual normal bundles are the same for the reduced
and standard obstruction theories (since the semiregularity map is C*-invariant
here).

Writing A, as C@t~'A;_,, we can read off the virtual normal bundle to P, (S,
B) C Py, (Y, kB) from Proposition 12:

N = (E)Y @t Ay @ E§ @ tAY[—1].

After writing tA} as tA; | © ¢, the residue contribution of P,(S, B) to the C*-

equivariant integral [, iy 1S
n E) C*
1 e(E;®tA; )
/ — = / S e(E;®t).
(pus.pyred €NV Jip s gy €((ES @ tAL_()Y)

The rank of EY is the virtual dimension
(B.B)+n=2hg—24+n

of P,(S, B) before reduction. Therefore, the rank of tensor product E§ ® tA;_,
is (k — 1)(2hg — 2 + n), and the quotient in the integrand is

(_ 1)(k71)(2/1,372+n) — (_ 1)(/{71)}1 .

Let ¢ denote the C*-equivariant first Chern class of the representation t. We have
proven the following result.

PROPOSITION 15. The residue contribution of
P.(S, B) C Pu (Y, k)"

to the integral f[ P (Y kBT 1is:
n ’ C*

= (=De / e(E5®t)
LPa(S. A1

(_1)(k71)n
i a— / Cip.pyn+1(ES).
t [Pa(S, BT

/[Pn<s,ﬁ>1fed e(NYr)
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4.5. Dependence. Let S be a K3 surface equipped with an ample primitive
polarization L. Let 8 € Pic(S) be a positive class with respect to L,

(L,B)>0.

If B is nonzero and effective, § must be positive. The integral

/{ 5 e cg py+nt+1(ES) (4.20)
Pn s e

is deformation invariant as (S, 8) varies so long as 8 remains an algebraic class.
Hence, the integral depends only upon n, the divisibility of 8, and (8, B).

If B is effective, then H (S, B) = 0; otherwise —f would also be effective by
Serre duality. Hence, by the results of [30], the integral (4.20) depends only upon
n and

(B, B) = 2hp =2
in the effective case.

If B is effective and hg < 0O, then the integral vanishes since the virtual number
of sections of B is negative. A proof is given below in Section 4.6 following [29,
30]. Finally, if 25 > 0, then B must be effective (since 8 is positive) by Riemann—
Roch.

If B is not effective, then the integral (4.20) vanishes. In the ineffective case,
hg < 0 must hold. The discussion of cases is summarized by the following result,
whose final statement will be proved in Proposition 17 below.

PROPOSITION 16. For a positive class B € Pic(S), the integral

/[P 5 e cp.py+nt1(E3) 4.21)

depends only upon n and hg. Moreover, if hg < 0, the integral vanishes.

4.6. Vanishing. Let S be a K3 surface with an effective curve class 8 €
Pic(S) satisfying
B> =2h—2 withh <O0.

Let P4 be the linear system of all curves of class 8. Since 4 is the reduced virtual
dimension of the moduli space

Pl—h(S’ ,3) = Pﬁ,
the corresponding virtual cycle vanishes,

[Pi-i(S, BT = 0. (4.22)
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We would like to conclude
[Py (S, BT =0 (4.23)

for all k.
If k <0, then P;_, (S, B) is empty, so (4.23) certainly holds. If k > 0, the
moduli space P,_,.(S, B) fibers over P,_,(S, B):

Pk (S, B) = HIlb (C/Py) — Py = P, (S, B),

where C — Pj is the universal curve. By [1] and [29, Footnote 22], the projection
7 is flat of relative dimension n. Therefore, the vanishing (4.23) follows from
(4.22) and Proposition 17 below. (The result was implicit in [29] but never
actually stated there, so we provide a proof. The result holds more generally
for any surface S and class B € H?(S,Z) for which H*>(L) = 0 whenever
c1(L) = B.) Since 7 is flat, pull-back is well defined on algebraic cycles. Also,
as we have noted, B effective implies H>(S, 8) = 0.

PROPOSITION 17. For H*(S, B) = 0 and k > 0, we have
[P1pii (S, ﬂ)]red =" [P_; (S, ﬂ)]red-

Proof. In [29, Appendix A], the moduli space P;_j,(S, 8) is described by
equations as follows. (Since H'(S, Os) = 0 the description here is simpler.)
Let A be a sufficiently ample divisor on S. The inclusion,

Pg C Ppa,
1s described as the zero locus of a section of a vector bundle E. Next,
Hilb*(C/Py) C Py x Hilb* § (4.24)
is described as the zero locus of a section of a bundle F* which extends to Pg 4 %
Hilb* S.
Let A denote the nonsingular ambient space Pg, 4 x Hilb* § which contains

our moduli space
P = Pi_i(S, B) = Hilb (C/Pp).

The above description then defines a natural virtual cycle on P via
[P = [s(P C A)e(x*E)e(F) N [Pl (4.25)
the refined top Chern class of 7*E @ F on P. Here,
h+k =dim A — rank E — rank F
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is the virtual dimension of the construction. By the main result of [29,
Appendix A], the class (4.25) is, as the notation suggests, equal to the reduced
virtual cycle of P.

By [1] and [29, Footnote 22], the section of F' cutting out (4.24) is in fact
regular. Hence, the resulting normal cone

~
CPC]P’ﬁxHilka =F

is locally free and isomorphic to F. We have the following exact sequence of
cones:
0 —> Cpepyxni s — Cpca —> 7 Cpycpy,, —> 0.

(Since H'(S, Oy) = 0 and the Hilbert scheme of curves is just the nonsingular
linear system Py, all three terms are locally free. In general only the first is.)
After substitution in (4.25), we obtain

[P = [s(F)n*s(Py C Pyya)m*c(E)e(F) N1*[Py]]

= n*([s([?’,g - Pﬂ+A)C(E) n []P)ﬂ]]h)
= n*[Pﬁ]red. O

h+n

5. K3 x C: vanishing

5.1. Overview. We will show the components of (Py)® which do not
correspond to the thickenings studied in Section 4 do not contribute to the
localization formula.
Recall first the proof of the vanishing of the ordinary (nonreduced) C*-
localized invariants of
Y =85 xC.

Translation along the C-direction in Y induces a vector field on Py which has C*-
weight 1. By the symmetry of the obstruction theory, such translation induces a
C*-weight 0 cosection: a surjection from the obstruction sheaf §2p, to Op,. Since
the cosection is C*-fixed, it descends to a cosection for the C*-fixed obstruction
theory on (Py)®", forcing the virtual cycle to vanish [26].

To apply the above strategy to the reduced obstruction theory, we need to
find another weight 1 vector field on the moduli space. We will describe such a
vector field which is proportional to the original translational vector field along
(Py)®" C Py precisely on the components of uniformly thickened stable pairs
of Section 4. On the other components of (Py)*", the linear independence of the
two weight 1 vector fields forces the reduced localized invariants to vanish.
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5.2. Basic model. Our new vector field will again arise from an action in the
C-direction on Y, pulling apart a stable pair supported on a thickening of the
central fiber S x {0}. The S-direction plays little role, so we start by explaining
the basic model on C itself. For clarity, we will here use the notation

C, = Spec C[x],

where the subscript denotes the corresponding parameter. The space C, carries
its usual C*-action, with the coordinate function x having weight —1.

Consider the k-times thickened origin B, C C,. We wish to fix B,_; C By
and move the remaining point away through C, at unit speed. In other words, we
consider the flat family of subschemes of C, parameterized by ¢ € C, given by

Z={x""'"t—-x)=0}cC, xC,. (5.1)

Specializing to ¢ = 0 indeed gives the subscheme {x* = 0} = B,, while forz # 0
we have {x*' =0} U {x =1}.

5.3. Extension class. Consider O; as a flat family of sheaves over

C, defining a deformation of fiber Op, over t = 0. After restriction to
Spec C[t]/(t%), we obtain a first order deformation O /(¢?) of the sheaf
Oz/(1) = Op,.

Such deformations are classified by an element e of the group
Extg, (Op,, Op,) (5.2)
described as follows. The exact sequence
0 —> Oz/(t) = O2/(t*) —> O/(t) — 0,
is isomorphic to
Clx, t]
(2, x1(x — 1))

Considering (5.3) as a sequence of C[x]-modules (pushing it down by 7, : C, x
Spec C[t]/(t*) — C,) an extension class e in (5.2) is determined.
Using the resolution

O—)OBAA

—> Op — 0. (5.3)

0—> O (—B) 5 O —> Op —> 0
of Op, we compute (5.2) as
Extg (Op,, Op,) = Hom(Oc, (—By), Op,)
= H%(Op,(BY) = H(Op,) @ t*. (5.4)
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PROPOSITION 18. The class e € Ext(lcx (Os,, Op,) of the first order deformation
O2/(t?) of Op, is

et e H'(Op) @ t.
It coincides (to first order) with the deformation given by moving Op, by the
translational vector field (1/k)0,. In particular, e has C*-weight 1.

Proof. Consider the generator of Hom(Ogc, (—By), Op,) multiplied by x*~'.
From the description (5.4), it corresponds to the extension E coming from the
pushout diagram

00— O (—By) —= O, Os, 0 (5.5)
= I
0 O, E O, 0.

On the other hand, e is defined by the push-down to C, of the extension (5.3).
The latter sits inside the diagram

0 Clx] < Clx] Clx]/(x*) —=0

| - |

0 — C[x]/(x*) —— Clx, t1/(t*, x*~'(x — 1)) — C[x]/(x*) —=0.

Here the central vertical arrow 7 * takes a polynomial in x to the same polynomial
in x (with no 7-dependence). This is indeed a map of C[x]-modules (though not
C[x, t]-modules) and makes the left hand square commute since x* = x*~!# in
the ring
Oz/(t*) = Clx, t]/(t*, x* "' (x — 1)).

Since the second diagram is isomorphic to the first diagram (5.5), we find e is
indeed x*~! ® t*.

Next we observe that moving Op, by the translation vector field (1/k)d, yields
the structure sheaf of the different family

{x—1t/k)} =0} Cc C, x C,.
Restricting to Spec C[¢]/(¢*) gives the first order deformation

Clx, 1] _ Clx,1]
(12, (x —t/k)k) (2, xk — txk=1)’

the same as O/ (1?).
Finally, the C*-weight of (1/k)d, is clearly 1. More directly, x*~! ® t* has
weight —(k — 1) + k= 1. O
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The conceptual reason for the surprising result of Proposition 18 is that, to
first order, weight 1 deformations only see the corresponding deformation of the
center of mass of the subscheme. The two deformations in Proposition 18 clearly
deform the center of mass in the same way.

We will next apply a version of the above deformation to C*-fixed stable pairs.
The first order part of the deformation will describe a weight 1 vector field on Py
along (Py)®" C Py and thus a C*-invariant cosection of the obstruction theory.

On the stable pairs which are uniformly thickened as in Section 4.2,
Proposition 18 will show the new vector field to be proportional to the standard
vector field given by the translation d,. Thus, our cosection is proportional to the
cosection we have already reduced by, and provides us nothing new. Hence, the
nonzero contributions of Section 4.4 are permitted.

For nonuniformly thickened stable pairs, however, the new vector field will be
seen to be linearly independent of the translational vector field.

5.4. Full model. The basic model of Section 5.2 gives a deformation of the
C[x]-modules A; = C[x]/(x*). We now extend this to describe a deformation of
any C*-equivariant torsion C[x]-module M which is a (possibly infinite) direct
sum of finite-dimensional C*-equivariant C[x]-modules. By the classification of
modules over PIDs, M is a direct sum of t/-twists of the standard modules A; =
C[x]/(x*). Since these were treated in Section 5.2, the extension is a simple
matter. However, by describing our deformations intrinsically, we will be able to
apply the construction to C*-fixed stable pairs (F, s) on S x C,. Let

ucs

be an affine open set. Then, F|y«c, is equivalent to a C*-equivariant torsion
C[x]-module carrying an action of the ring O(U). The model developed here
will sheafify over S and determines a deformation of (F, s).

Since the sheaf F|y.c, has only finitely many weights (all nonpositive), we
restrict attention to torsion C*-equivariant C[x]-modules M with weights lying
in the interval [—(k — 1), 0] for some k > 1. Examples include A; and A ;jt~*~
for j < k. Write

as a sum of weight spaces, where M; has weight —i. Multiplication by x is
encoded in the weight (—1) operators

X: Mi —> Mi+l-
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Since X annihilates the most negative weight space, M;_; C M is an equivariant
C[x]-submodule. We will define a deformation which moves M;_; away at unit
speed while leaving the remaining M /M, _, fixed.

To do so, notice that the basic model (5.1) of Section 5.2 can be described
as follows. Take the direct sum of the structure sheaves of the two irreducible
components of Z (or, equivalently, the structure sheaf O of the normalization
of Z), then Oy is the subsheaf of sections which agree over the intersection
A(By_1) of the two components:

(r,—r)
—_—

Oz =ker (7*0p,_, ® A0 A,Op, ). (5.6)

Here, A, Op,_, = A,A;_; and r denotes restriction to A(B;_;). Finally
n:C, xC, — C,,
A:C— C, xC,

are the projection and the inclusion of the diagonal, respectively.
We define the C*-equivariant C[x, #]-module M to be the kernel of the map
M/ M—y) ® Au(Mit' ®¢ Clx])

(Yor,—r
P AM it ®c Ary), (5.7)

where 1 is the map

k—2 kel k1 gy i
@i x e
M/M,_, = P M,

i=0

M 7! @c Ar_i.

By construction this is a weight 0 map of equivariant C[x]-modules.
By splitting M into direct sums of irreducible modules A,t", comparing with
(5.6), and using Proposition 18, we obtain the following result.

PROPOSITION 19. The sheaf]VI defined by (5.7) is flat over C, and specializes
to M/tM = M overt = 0. The first order deformation
e e Extfcx (M, M) classifying M/tzﬂ

is proportional to the first order translation deformation 0, on any irreducible
module M with weights in [—(k — 1), 0] as follows:

o For M = Ay = Op, we have e = 3,/ k.
o For M = Ajt %) = Op =% with j < k we have e = 8,/j.
o For M with M;_; = 0 we have e = 0. L]
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Proposition 19 is the foundation of our localization to uniformly thickened
stable pairs. The above deformation applied to C*-fixed stable pairs will describe
a weight 1 vector field on Py along (Py)® C Py, and thus a C*-invariant
cosection of the obstruction theory.

For any stable pair which is not uniformly thickened, the new vector field acts
as a translation which operates at different speeds along different parts of the
stable pair. The corresponding cosection is therefore linearly independent of the
pure translation d, and descends to give a nowhere vanishing cosection of the
reduced obstruction theory.

5.5. Second cosection. Fix a component of (Py)®" over which the C*-fixed
stable pairs are k-times thickened, supported on

(P)® x Sx B, C(P)" xS xC,

for n = k but not for any n < k.
We now apply the results of Section 5.4 to the universal sheaf

F on(Py)" x §xC,

to produce a flat deformation over (Py)®" x § x C, x C, by the formula (5.7).
The universal section s of [F also deforms to the C*-invariant section

(s, X*'s# '@ 1)

of (5.7). Restricting to Spec C[¢]/(¢?) defines a Py tangent vector field along
(Py)® of weight 1:

vet @ H((P)®, &xtl (I, 1})).
From v and the isomorphism wy = t~!, we construct a weight 0 cosection over
(P
Ext2 (I, 15)g —— &xt2 (15, 13) @t ——= Op, e,
where the final arrow is dual to the identity
O pyyer = Homy,, (13, 15)

under the Serre duality of (4.6). Combined with our standard cosection, we
obtain a map

tr (- Uv) @t - U(3y o At(I3))

0@2

(Py)C* "

Ext2, ([T, 13, (5.8)
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PROPOSITION 20. The map (5.8) is surjective over (Py)® away from stable
pairs which are uniformly thickened as in Section 4.2.

Proof. By the Nakayama Lemma, we can check surjectivity at closed points (F,
s). By Serre duality, we need only show that if our two elements of the Zariski
tangent space to Py at (F, s),

v, 8,1 At(I}) € Ext' (I, I})o,

are linearly dependent then (F, s) is uniformly thickened.

Pick an affine open set U C S and consider the restriction of (F, s) to U x C,
as a C*-equivariant C[x]-module. Since F is k-times thickened and pure, the
support C of F is also k-times thickened over the open set where O¢ 2 Fisan
isomorphism. In particular, the equivariant C[x]-module F |y ¢, contains copies
of A; as summands. By Proposition 18, the deformation v is the same as 9, /k
on Ay.

Therefore, if v and 9, are linearly dependent at (F,s) then in fact v must
equal d,/k at (F,s). In particular, by Proposition 19 all of the irreducible
equivariant C[x]-submodule summands of F|y.c, are isomorphic to A, (for
any U). Therefore, we get an isomorphism

F — F_ ¢ "®c A, (5.9)

by the map defined in terms of the weight space decomposition of F as

k—1 k—1—i k=1 i

X T x —
D F F it ®c Ay
=0

The isomorphism (5.9) implies F is uniformly thickened.

Finally, the C*-invariant section maps 1 to a degree 0 element of the module
Fluxc, = Fluxiy ®c Ar. Such elements are of the form f ® 1. Hence, the
elements are pulled back from S to S x By, and the pair (F, s) is uniformly
thickened. O

COROLLARY 21. The invariants calculated in Section 4.4 are the only nonzero
contributions to the reduced localized invariants of Y = § x C.

Proof. We work on a component of (Py)®" parameterizing pairs which are not
uniformly thickened. (By C*-invariance, one pair in a component is uniformly
thickened if and only if they all are.)

Since (5.8) is C*-invariant it factors through the C*-fixed part of the
obstruction sheaf, which by [18] is the obstruction sheaf of the induced perfect
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obstruction theory on (Py)®". The reduced obstruction sheaf is given by taking
the kernel of the first factor of this map:

Obd *_ker(é’xt I, I3)S"

(- U@y o AtI})))
(Py)C (Py)C*)
Proposition 20 then states that (5.8) gives a surjection

tr( - Uv)

red
Ob(P )C* O(Py)”c* .

Therefore, the reduced class vanishes. O

5.6. Localization calculation II. The results of Sections 4 and 5 together
yield a complete localization calculation.

Let S be a K3 surface equipped with an ample primitive polarization L. Let
a € Pic(S) be a primitive and positive class. (No further conditions are placed on
a: the Picard rank of S may be high and & may be the sum of effective classes.)

Define
(D¥oe = ny L. (5.10)
[P (Y, me) I

The integral on the right side of (5.10), denoting the C*-residue, is well
defined since the C*-fixed loci of P,(Y, ma) are compact. Since the reduced
virtual dimension of P,(Y,ma) is 1, the residues are of degree —1 in ¢ (see
Proposition 15),

(1)¥ma € @((y))
PROPOSITION 22. Let a € Pic(S) be a primitive and positive class. Then (1)%4

depends only upon ’
(o, ) = 2h — 2.

Moreover, if h < 0, then (1)§¢, = 0.

Proof. By the vanishing of Corollary 21 and the residue formula of Section 4.4,

we have
et = —Z / i (E3). (5.11)

Py (S,0)]red

By Proposition 16, the integral over [P, (S, a)]®® occurring in (5.11) depends
only upon n and («, o) and vanishes if 4 < 0. O
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To isolate the dependence of Proposition 22, we define, for primitive and
positive «,
I, = (1);‘;, (a, a0) =2h — 2. (5.12)

In case « is also irreducible (which we may assume), the moduli space P, (S,
«) is nonsingular [25, 41]. The evaluation of (5.11) reduces to the Euler
characteristic calculation of Kawai and Yoshioka [25] as explained in the [41,
Appendix C] and reviewed in Section 5.7 below.

PROPOSITION 23. The following multiple cover formula holds:

(D¥me = Z L iy n—1y41 (= (=)9).

klm

Proof. The result follows from the vanishing of Corollary 21, the residue
formula of Section 4.4, the dependence result of Proposition 16, and the
definition (5.12). I

5.7. Kawai-Yoshioka evaluation. Let P,(S,%2) denote the nonsingular
moduli space of stable pairs for an irreducible class o satisfying

2h — 2 = (o, ).

The cotangent bundle §2p of the moduli space P, (S, &) is the obstruction bundle
of the reduced theory. Since the dimension of P,(S, k) is2h —2 +n + 1,

1
I(y) = 2 3 (=D ey (S, )y,

n

The topological Euler characteristics of P,(S, /) have been calculated by
Kawai—Yoshioka. By [25, Theorem 5.80],

Z Z e(P.(S, 1)y"q"

=0 n=1-h

1\ & 1
= («/— - ﬁ) lj (1— q")20(1 _ yq”)z(l _ y—lqn)z'

n=1

For our pairs invariants, we require the signed Euler characteristics,

= h _l = = __1\2h—1+4n n_h
;Ih(y)q =D D (CDTe(P(S, h))y'g

h=0 n=1-h
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Therefore, Y, t1,(y)g" equals

1\’ F 1
— /=y - ) .
( V=Y l] (I —¢g")* + yg")* (1 +y~'q")?
The above formula implies ¢ 1, (y) is the Laurent expansion of a rational function
of y.

6. Relative theory and the logarithm

6.1. Overview. Our goal here is to define and study the analogue En_,g for
stable pairs of the Gromov—Witten integrals R, s associated to K3 surfaces.
Though the definition is via the stable pairs theory of K3-fibrations, the main
idea is to move the integration to the rubber of an associated relative geometry.
The interplay with various rubber theories allows for a geometric interpretation
of the logarithm occurring in the definition of ﬁn, g

6.2. Definition. Let S be a K3 surface equipped with an ample primitive
polarization L. Let o € Pic(S) be a primitive, positive class not proportional to
L with norm square

(o, ) =2h — 2.
(Positivity, (L, a) > 0, is w1th respect to the polarization L.) Let m > 0 be an
integer. By replacing L with L=xL+a for large x, we can assume Lis ample
and primitive, « is positive with respect to L, and the inequality

(L,L) > m(L,a) 6.1)

holds. Condition (6.1) forbids effective summands of ma to be multiples of L.

Let (S, Z) € M denote the corresponding moduli point in the associated
moduli space of polarized K 3 surfaces. (We require L to be ample, so M is an
open set of the moduli of quasipolarized K3 surfaces considered in Section 1.)
Since no effective summand y of ma is a multiple of L, every such summand
corresponds to a nondegenerate local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(y) near (S,
Z) of codimension 1. Let

AcCM

be a quasiprojective curve passing through (S, 7:) and transverse to the local
Noether-Lefschetz loci corresponding to all the (finitely many) effective
summands of ma.

Associated to A is a 3-fold X fibered in polarized K3 surfaces,

€: X — (A4,0). (6.2)

We summarize the conditions we have as follows:
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(i) A is a nonsingular quasiprojective curve;
(i) € is smooth, projective, and €' (0) = S;
(x) for every effective decomposition
1
ma =Yy, € Pic(S),
i=1

the local Noether-Lefschetz locus NL(y;) C A corresponding to each class
y; € Pic(S) is the reduced point 0 € A.

The class @ € Pic(S) is m-rigid with respect to the K 3-fibration €.

In Section 0.6, m-rigidity was defined for effective «. The above definition is
for positive «. Since effective implies positive, the definition here extends the
definition of Section 0.6.

At the special fiber € 7!1(0) = S, the Kodaira—Spencer class

k€ H'(Ty) (6.3)
associated to € is the extension class of the exact sequence
0_)TS_)TX|S_)OS_)O'

After fixing a holomorphic symplectic form o € H°(£2?), we obtain the (1, 1)
class

koo € H'(£25).

The transversality of A to the local Noether-Lefschetz locus corresponding to
the class y € Pic(S) is equivalent to the condition

f ka0 #0. (6.4)
Y

Let Eff(ma) C Pic(S) denote the subset of effective summands of ma. By
property (x), there is a compact, open, and closed component

Pi(X,y) C P,(X,y)

parameterizing stable pairs supported set-theoretically over the point 0 € A for
every effective summand y € Eff(ma).
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DEFINITION. Let a € Pic(S) be a primitive, positive class. Given a family € :
X — (A, 0) satisfying conditions (i), (ii), and (x) for ma, let

> Ryua(8)q" = Coeffye [log [ 1+ > g"v” 1) |.

nez neZ yeEff(ma) [Py (X,p)Tr

(6.5)

An immediate geometric consequence of the above definition is the following
vanishing statement: if ma € Pic(S) is not effective, then R, ,,,(S) = 0 for all n.

The main result of our study here will be a geometric interpretation of the
logarithm on the right. As a consequence, we will see that R, ,,(S) depends
only upon n, m, and (&, ) and not upon S nor the family €. We therefore drop
S from the notation. Also, I}J,,,ma is well defined for all m by the existence of
m-rigid families € for suitable L (as we have constructed).

The integrals over Pr(X, ma) appearing on the right side of (6.5) play a
central role,

Py (X) :/ 1, vy €Eff(ma).
[Py (X,y)]Mr

6.3. Relative moduli spaces. Let o € Pic(S) be a primitive class. Let € be a
family of polarized K3 surfaces

€: X — (4,0

for which « is positive and m-rigid. We will consider the relative geometry
associated to
X/S = X/e 1(0).
Let B € Eff(ma) C Pic(S). We recall the definition [35, 40] of the moduli
space P,(X/S, B) parameterizing stable relative pairs

Ox > F (6.6)

on k-step degenerations X[k] of X along S [33]. (X[k] is the union of X with a
chain of k > 0 copies of § x P!, where the ith copy of S x P! is attached along
S x {00} to the (i 4 1)st along S x {0}. Contracting the chain to S C X defines a
projection X[k] — X with automorphism group (C*)X. There is a distinguished
divisor S, C X[k] at S x {oco} in the extremal component. If k = 0, then S, is
just § C X.) Here, F is a sheaf on X[k] with

X(F)=n
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and support [ F'] which pushes down to the class 8 € H,(X, Z). The pair (F, s)
satisfies the following stability conditions:

(i) F is pure with finite locally free resolution;

(i1) the higher derived functors of the restriction of F to the singular loci of
X[k], and the divisor at infinity, vanish;

(iii) the section s has O-dimensional cokernel supported away from the singular
loci of X[k] and away from S;

(iv) the pair (6.6) has only finitely many automorphisms covering the
automorphisms of X[k]/X.

The moduli space P,(X/S, B) is a Deligne—Mumford stack with a perfect
obstruction theory which we describe in Section 6.5.

In our situation, 8 is a fiber class and the nearby fibers X, ., contain no curves
of class B (by the transversality condition of €). Hence, there is a compact, open
and closed substack

P(X/S.B) C P.(X/S. B)

parameterizing stable pairs (F, s) lying over the central fiber. By condition (ii)
of stability, the target must be bubbled, with (F, s) living on some X[k] with
k > 1. Restricted to the ith bubble S x P!, (F, s) determines a stable pair

(F;, s;) disjoint from S x {0, oo}, (6.7)
with invariants
x(F) =n;, [F]=p €Eff(ma) C Hy(S,Z).

(For the class of the supports [F;], we always push down to S.) Since F is a
disjoint union of the F;,

domi=n. Y =8 (6.8)

Let # denote the stack of (n, 8)-marked expanded degenerations [33, 35] of
X /S, with universal family
X - A.

(To emphasize the marking, we will sometimes denote 2 by %, 4.) Over a closed
point of % with stabilizer (C*)*, the fiber of X is the scheme X[k] acted on by
(C*)*, covering the identity on X, with markings

(no, Bo) € Z® Hy(X,Z), (n;, B;) € Z® Hy(S,7Z),
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satisfying
k k
no+y mi=n, Bty Bi=4p 6.9)
i=1 i=1

All the stable pairs parameterized by P;(X/S, B) lie over the substack where
(ng, Bo) = (0, 0). By (6.9), we see the (n;, B;) are required to satisfy (6.8).

We view Pr(X/S, B) as amoduli space of stable pairs on the fibers of X — %
with a map

PY(X/S,B) > &
taking a pair to the marked support.

6.4. Rubber. The universal family over the divisor of Z corresponding to a
nontrivial degeneration of X over S with

(no, Po) = (0,0)

is called rubber.
Alternatively, rubber geometry arises from the following construction.
Consider the stack % , of (n, B)-marked expanded degenerations of

S x P'/S x {0, co}. (6.10)
The markings (n;, 8;) on the components are required to satisfy (6.8). Let
e@oo C e@o,oo

be the open substack where S x {0} has not been bubbled. The standard C*-
action on P! induces a C*-action on %, and the associated universal family.
Quotienting by the C*-action yields the rubber target: the universal family

S — % (6.11)

over the rubber stack

B, = B /C*.

The universal family S carries the canonical divisors
So X B,, Ss x B, CS.

Gluing S, of the rubber target to the central fiber S of X embeds the rubber
stack into the stack of (n, B)-marked expanded degenerations of X. We obtain
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X
AB.

Let R(n, B) denote the moduli space of stable pairs on the fibers of (6.11).
Concretely, R(n, 8) is the moduli space of relative stable pairs on

the commutative diagram

G 6.12)

N<—"0

 —

r

S x P'/S x {0, oo}

with Euler characteristic n, class 8, and no bubbling over S x {0} —all modulo the
action of C*. The compactness of R(n, 8) is a consequence of the C*-quotient
geometry.

We have seen that relative stable pairs on X /S near 0 € A are in fact supported
on the rubber target (6.12). Pushing forward from rubber to the expanded
degenerations of X /S yields a morphism

L2 R(n, B) — P}(X/S, B) (6.13)

which is a closed embedding of Deligne-Mumford stacks and a bijection on
closed points. The equation which cuts out R(n, ) C P;(X/S, B) is the
smoothing parameter of the first bubble.

We will prove ¢ is almost an isomorphism: ¢ satisfies the curvilinear lifting
property. To prove ¢ is an isomorphism, the smoothing parameter of the first
bubble must be shown to vanish in all flat families associated to the moduli space
Pr(X/S, B). We leave the isomorphism question open.

6.5. Deformation theory. Following Section 6.1, let

€: X — (4,0

be a K3-fibration for which « is m-rigid. Let 8 € Eff(mo). We study here the
deformation theory of

P=PI(X/S, B) — A,

the moduli space of stable pairs on the fibers of the right hand side of the diagram
(6.12). Identical arguments apply to the left hand side of (6.12), replacing £ by
the substack %, and P by R(n, 8) to give the deformation theory of stable pairs
on the rubber target.
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Over X x 4 P there is a universal stable pair
I* = {Oxy,p — F},

where the complex I* has O in degree 0. Let 7rp denote the projection X’ x 4 P —
P and
E* = (R om,, (I°,1°)[1])". (6.14)

(Here R%¢om,, = Rmp.,R.7om is the right derived functor of .7Zom,, =
wpeItom.) By [20, 35], P — 28 admits a relative perfect obstruction theory
E* — Lp/» (6.15)
described as follows. Under the map Ly, ,p — L(xx,pr) 2, the Atiyah class
At(I*) of I* projects to the relative Atiyah class:
Ext! (I, 1* ® Livs, ) — > Ext! (I @ (Lujs ©Lpys) ). (6.16)
Ay(Il*) — (Atx;z(I*), Atp,5(I°)).

The map (6.15) is given by the partial Atiyah class Atp,5(I*) via the following
identifications:
Ext'(I*, I* ® mjLp/5) = H'(R#Aom(I*,1°) @ m;Lp»)
= H°(Rmp,R#omI*,I)[1]1 ® Lp;5)
—>H(Rmp RAom (", 1°)o[1] @ Lp;)
= Hom (E',}Lp/,@). (6.17)

Defining £° to be the cone on the induced map E°*[—1] — Ly, we obtain a
commutative diagram of exact triangles:

& E* Lygl1] (6.18)

boob

Lp—— LP/,,@ —Lg[1].

The Artin stack 4 is smooth with L5 a 2-term complex of bundles supported in
degrees 0 and 1. The induced map

Qp =h"(E*) — h' (L)

is onto because the points of P all have finite stabilizers by condition (iv) above.
Therefore, the long exact sequence of sheaf cohomologies of the top row of
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(6.18) shows £* has cohomology in degrees —1 and O only. The complex £°
is perfect because E*® and Ly are. Since the Deligne—Mumford stack P is
projective, £* is quasiisomorphic to a 2-term complex of locally free sheaves
on P. Finally, the 5-Lemma applied to the long exact sequences in cohomology
of (6.18) implies

E*— Lp (6.19)

is an isomorphism on #° and onto on h~!. Therefore, (6.19) is a perfect
obstruction theory for P.

The virtual dimension of P,(X/S, ) is 0. The open and closed component
Px(X/S,B) C P,(X/S, B) hence carries a virtual class of dimension 0. We
define

Prs(X/S) = f 1.

[Py (X/S. BT

LEMMA 24. We have P,:ﬂ(X) = P,:ﬂ(X/S).

Proof. Consider the degeneration of the total space X to the normal cone of the
special fiber S = €~!(0). By the degeneration formula for stable pairs invariants,
P s(X) is expressed as a product of integrals over Py (X/S, B1) and P,,(S X
P!/S x {0}, B,) where

n=n+n, pB=7pB+P4H.

Since the virtual class of P,,(S x P'/S x {0}, B,) vanishes by the existence
of the reduced theory (see Section 6.6 below), the only surviving term of the
degeneration formula is n; = n and 8, = B. ]

6.6. Reduced obstruction theory. Let R = R(n, 8) be the moduli space of
stable pairs on the rubber target.

The construction of the obstruction theory in Section 6.5 applies to S x4 R
with the associated universal complex I* and projection 7y to R. The result is a
relative obstruction theory for R given by a similar formula:

F* = (RHom,,(I°,1*)o[1])" —> Lg;,, (6.20)

and an absolute obstruction theory
F* =Cone(F*[-1] — Ly,). (6.21)
The relative obstruction sheaf of (6.20) contains H%2(S) which can be thought

of as the topological or Hodge theoretic part of the obstruction to deforming a
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stable pair. So long as S remains fixed, H%?(S) is trivial and can be removed.
After removal, we obtain the reduced obstruction theory. By now, there are
many approaches to the reduced theory; see [29] for an extensive account and
references. We include here a brief treatment.

We fix a holomorphic symplectic form o on S. Let the 2-form ¢ denote the
pull-back of o to S. The semiregularity map from the relative obstruction sheaf
Oby = h'((F*)") to O plays a central role:

Exi2 (1,1 257 €xi? (10, 1° ® Liss,, 2,

— Ext} (I ' ® 2s/5,) > Ex (. 1°® 23,,)
> Rmp, (22} 13,) — R (ws)5,) = O. (6.22)

In the last line, ws,s is the fiberwise canonical sheaf. Using the simple
structure of the singularities, we see ws,4, is the sheaf of fiberwise 3-forms
with logarithmic poles along the singular divisors in each fiber with opposite
residues along each branch. The canonical sheaf ws,, inherits a natural map
from 23, .

PROPOSITION 25. The semiregularity map (6.22) is onto.

Proof. We work at a closed point (F, s) of R where F is a sheaf on § x P'[].
In (6.22), we replace I* by

I* ={0 > F}
and each &xt,, sheaf by the corresponding Extg,pij;; group. We will show the

result is a surjection
Ext*(I°, I*)y —> C. (6.23)

By the vanishing of the higher trace-free Ext sheaves, base change and the
Nakayama Lemma, the surjection (6.23) implies the claimed result.

We use the first order deformation k € H'(Ts) of S of (6.3) and the
holomorphic symplectic form o. By (6.4), we have

/KJO’ # 0. (6.24)
B

The pull-back of the Kodaira—Spencer class k to S x P'[k] is
i € Ext' (Lyypigy, Osxpipe)
the class of the corresponding deformation of S x P![k]. We consider

ko At(I*) € Ext*(I*, I*), (6.25)
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which by [9, 21] is the obstruction to deforming /° to first order with the
deformation « of S. Since det(/*) is trivial, (6.25) lies in the subgroup of trace-
free Exts. We will show the map (6.23) is nonzero on the element (6.25) of
Ext®(I°, I*),.

The semiregularity map is entirely local to the support

supp(F) C [ [ $ x {pi}.

where the p; lie in the interiors of the P! bubbles. Using the (C*)* action, we
may assume the p; are all different points of C* = P'\ {0, oo}. By moving all of
the p; to a single bubble, we may compute the same map on § x P'.
By [9, Proposition 4.2],
tr (kK o At(I®) o At(I%)) € H*(2sxp1)

equals 2k 1 ch,(1°). Therefore, the image of k o At(/*) under the map (6.23) is
2/ (kachy(I®)) Ao = —2/ (k10) Achy(I°), (6.26)
SxP! SxP!
by the homotopy formula

O0=xa(chy(I*) Ao) = (kachy(I®)) Ao + (ko) Achy(1°). (6.27)

Since ch,(/*) is Poincaré dual to — 8, we conclude (6.26) equals

Z/KJO',
B

which is nonzero (6.24) by the choice of «. L]

Composing (6.22) with the truncation map (F*)" — h'((F*)¥)[—1] and
dualizing gives a map
Og[1] — F°. (6.28)

PROPOSITION 26. The map (6.28) lifts uniquely to the absolute obstruction
theory F* of (6.21).

Proof. To obtain a lifting, we must show the composition

OR[I] — F* — ]LR/(@'_ —> ]L@'[]]
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is zero. In fact, the composition of the second and third arrows is already zero
on R. We will show the vanishing of the dual composition

(Lg)'[—1]1 — (L) — (F*)". (6.29)

We work with the universal complex I* on S x4, R. By (6.16), we have the
diagram (in which we have suppressed some pull-back maps):

]Lfvz,. [-1] —— LYS/E@, D sze/.@, L‘vsx%k
Ats;z, (H°)@lAtR/%, @) lAt(H’)
Rotom1°,1°)[1] == R om(I*,1*)[1].

The top row is an exact triangle, so the induced map
L% [=1]1 — RAom(I*,1°)o[1]

vanishes. (There is no obstruction to deforming as we move through R over the
base %,: there indeed exists a complex I* over all of S x4, R.) Therefore, the

composition
*TT v TV Ats/z, (I%)
gLy [—1] —=75Lg, 4, Rtom((1°, 1°)o[1] (6.30)
equals minus the composition
TV TV Atgyz, (I°) . e
mply [—1] ——=nxLg 5 Rotom(I°, 1°)o[1]. (6.31)

By adjunction the composition (6.31) gives the composition

Atg/az, (I1%)

Ly, [—1] L}, 4 Rz, RA#om(I*, I*)o[ 1], (6.32)

which by (6.15), (6.17), (6.20) is precisely the composition (6.29) we want to
show is zero. So it is sufficient to show (6.30) vanishes.

The first arrow of (6.30) is (the pull-back from %, to R of) the Kodaira—
Spencer class of S/%,: the final arrow in the exact triangle

ng’ —> LS —> LS/,’/’ZJ, —> L@r[l]

Away from the singularities S x {0, oo} in each S x P!-bubble, S is locally a
trivial family over 43, : it is isomorphic to

S x C" x &,
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locally over Z,. (But not globally due to the nontrivial C*-action on the C factor
giving a nontrivial line bundle over 4,.) Therefore, this Kodaira—Spencer map
vanishes in a neighborhood of the support of the universal sheaf F. But the
second arrow of (6.30) — the Atiyah class Ats,, (I*) of I* — is nonzero only
on the support of F, so the composition is zero.

Finally, choices of lift are parameterized by Hom(Og[1], L,). This vanishes
because L, is concentrated in degrees O and 1. Therefore, the lift is unique. [J

The relative and absolute reduced obstruction theories are defined,
respectively by:

F, = Cone((’)R[l] — F) Fo = COHC(OR[l] — J—"') (6.33)
The associated obstruction sheaves
Ob! = h'((Fe)"), Ob%E =h'((Fap)")
are the kernels of the induced semiregularity maps
Obr —> Of, Obzr — Ok, (6.34)

with the first given by (6.22).

Though not required here, one can show [29, 42] the complexes (6.33) do
indeed define perfect obstruction theories for R. For our purposes of extracting
invariants, the simpler cosection method of Kiem—-Li [26] is sufficient to produce
the reduced virtual cycle [R]™ as in [37].

We summarize here the cosection method for the reader. Writing

(F*) ={F) — F}

as a global two-term complex of locally free sheaves on R, Behrend and
Fantechi [3] produce a cone

C C Fi such that [R]" = 0, C = [s(C)c(F)luirdim-

Here, s is the Segre class, c¢ is the total Chern class, and we take the piece in
degree equal to the virtual dimension

virdim = rank F — rank Fj.

Kiem and Li show the cone C lies cycle theoretically (rather than scheme-
theoretically) in the kernel K of the composition

F, — Ob — k.
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We define the reduced virtual cycle in the reduced virtual dimension (virdim+1)
by
[R]* = 0% C = [s(C)c(K) virdimt1- (6.35)

The reduced class is much more interesting than the standard virtual class from
the point of view of invariants: the exact sequence

0— K —F — 0O —0
implies the vanishing of the standard virtual class,
[R]" = c1(O).[RT™ + [s(C)e(K) Vit = 0.

(The second term vanishes because C is a cycle inside K, so s(C)c(K) is
a sum of cycles in dimension > rank F, — rank K = virdim + 1.) In our
particular situation, the vanishing is even more obvious since the standard virtual
dimension is —1. Since the reduced virtual dimension is 0O, the reduced virtual
class is nonetheless nontrivial in general.

The vanishing reflects the fact that we can deform S along «g (6.24): 8 does
not remain of type (1, 1) so there can be no holomorphic curves in class 8.

We define the reduced rubber invariants of § via integration over the
dimension 0 class (6.35):

RYS(S x R) = / 1. (6.36)
[R(n,B)]red

Here R denotes the rubber, the quotient by C* of the relative geometry P! /{0,
oo}.
6.7. Comparison of obstruction theories. We have constructed three
obstruction theories:

(i) F* on the rubber moduli space R;

(ii) Fpe4 on the rubber moduli space R;
(iii) £* on the moduli space P* of stable pairs on X/S over 0 € A.

Our goal in Sections 6.7-6.9 is to relate (i), (ii), and (iii).
By pushing stable pairs forward from the rubber to the expanded degenerations
of X/§, we get amap (6.13):

i: R — P*.
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Since E* and F* were defined by essentially the same formulas (6.14) and (6.20),
respectively, we see
'E* = F°. (6.37)

The definitions of £* and F* (6.18) and (6.21) then yield the following diagram
of exact triangles on R:

N* —— N* (6.38)
| |

*Ly *E* *E*®
bl

L F* Fe,

e

where N* = Ly ,»[—1] is the conormal bundle of the divisor %, C %.
Dualizing the central column and passing to cohomology gives a map

N — Obzx = h'((F*)") (6.39)

which describes the obstruction to deforming a pair in the image of ¢ off the
rubber and into the bulk of X/S. Composing with the semiregularity map (6.34)
gives

N — Og. (6.40)

The rest of Section 6.7 will be devoted to proving the following result.

PROPOSITION 27. The maps (6.39), (6.40) are injections of sheaves on R.
Moreover, (6.39) has no zeros.

Connected case. We first work at a stable pair (F, s) with connected support.
The sheaf F is therefore supported on S x (P'\{0, co}) with no further bubbles
in the rubber. (If we view the stable pair as lying in X /S, there is a single bubble
and (F, s) is supported in its interior.) We will show that the composition (6.40)
is an isomorphism at the point (F, s). By the vanishing of the higher trace-free
Exts, base change and the Nakayama lemma, the Proposition will follow in the
connected support case.

A chart for the stack & of (n, f)-marked expanded degenerations of X/S in
a neighborhood of the 1-bubble locus is C/C* with universal family X — %
given by [33]

B]SX{O](X X (C) ~ C* (641)
C A Cr
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Here, the trivial C*-action on X and the usual weight 1 action on C yield a
C*-action on X x C. The blow-up along the C*-fixed subvariety S x {0} has
a canonically induced C*-action. The exceptional divisor S x P! inherits a C*-
action. The central fiber is

X[1]= X Ug (S x PY.

More explicitly, let x denote the coordinate on X pulled back locally at 0 € A
from the base of the K 3-fibration

X —> A, (6.42)

and let ¢ denote the coordinate pulled back from the C-base of (6.41). By
definition,
Bls o (X x C,) is{t =Ax} C X x C, x P, (6.43)

where x has C*-weight 0 while ¢ and A have weight —1. Here, A is the usual
coordinate on P! which takes the value oo on the relative divisor S x {oo} in the
central fiber, and the value O on the proper transform X x {0} of the central fiber.
Removing these loci, which are disjoint from the support of (F, s), our universal
family over 2 becomes the quotient by C* of

X xC ¢, (6.44)

The key to Proposition 27 is the following observation: as we move in the
direction 9, in the base of (6.44), we move away from the central fiber S C X in
the direction A~'9, over the base of the K 3-fibration (6.42). In other words, on
the central fiber § x Cj, the Kodaira—Spencer class of the family (6.44) applied
to 9, is

Ak e M(Oc) @ H' (Ts) = H' (Tx|sxc+). (6.45)

Here, as usual, k € H'(Ty) is the Kodaira—Spencer class (6.3) of (6.42) on the
central fiber S. Since A # oo on the support of (F,s), the (0, 2)-part of the
class B of F immediately becomes nonzero along A~'d,, just as in the proof
of Proposition 25. Thus the semiregularity map is nonzero. We now make the
argument more precise.

The semiregularity map (6.34) of Proposition 26 was first defined on F*. After
rearranging (6.38), we see the composition (6.40) we require is induced from the
composition

ULy, — (CE®)Y[1] = (F*)'[1] — Ok. (6.46)
The last arrow is (6.28). By (6.38), the first arrow is zero on composition with
L7 — "L, so the first arrow factors through the cone N as required. In fact,

we even have a splitting
Ly =N Ly, (6.47)
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obtained from expressing Z locally as C/C*, with the substack %, given by
{0}/C*. Therefore,
Ly ={f2c — ¢" ® Oz},

where g is the Lie algebra of C*, and, in the standard trivialization, the map takes
dt to t. On applying ¢* the map therefore vanishes, leaving

V2@ (0" ®0z)[-11=N"@ Ly,

as claimed.
By the same argument as in (6.30)—(6.32), the first arrow of (6.46) is (up to a
sign) the composition of the following Kodaira—Spencer and Atiyah classes:

Atx (%)

VLG — Rug. (VLY (1] Rrg R om(I°, 1*)[2].

Together with the splitting (6.47) and the description (6.46) of our map, we find
that at a point /* the map (6.40) is the composition

N|;» — Ext'(Lxpy, Oxpy) — Ext(I°, %)y —> C. (6.48)

The first arrow is the Kodaira—Spencer class of the family (6.41) on the central
fiber X[1]. The connected support of our stable pair (F, s) is contained in S x {1},
without loss of generality. On restriction to this support, the Kodaira—Spencer
class is k (6.44), (6.45). (If we act by A € C* the relevant statement becomes that
for a stable pair supported in S x {A}, the value of the Kodaira—Spencer class on
A9, is A.A" 'k = Kk (6.45). The point is that there is no natural trivialization of N,
and A € C* takes the trivialization 9, to the trivialization A0,.)

The second arrow is composition with the Atiyah class of the complex /° on
X[1]. The Atiyah class vanishes on the complement of the support S x {1}. We
may restrict /° to the bubble S x P! and calculate there. The final arrow is the
semiregularity map (6.22). So (6.48) simplifies to the composition

At(I*) tr( - oAt(I*)AG)
C—— H'(Ts\p1) ——Ext2_ (I*, [*)g ——

C, (649
where again we have trivialized N by the section d,. The composition is therefore
/ tr(k o At(1*) o At(I*)) Ao

SxP!
By [9, Proposition 4.2], this is

2/ kachy(I*) Ao = —2/ (kao) Achy(1°) =2/K_:0,
SxP! SxP! B

just as in (6.26). Since k1o is nonzero on B by design (6.4), the composition
(6.49) is nonzero. Proposition 27 is established in the connected case.
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Disconnected case. To deal with the case of arbitrary support, we write a stable
pair (F, s) on the rubber target as a direct sum of stable pairs with connected
supports:

(F,5) = EP(F. 5). (6.50)

L

By stability we may assume, without loss of generality, that (F}, s1) is supported
on the interior of the first bubble.

The decomposition (6.50) holds in a neighborhood of (F,s) in the moduli
space R (though the ith summand need not have connected support for pairs
not equal to (F, s)). The obstruction sheaf Obx is additive with respect to the
decomposition: @@xtik (I*, I*), splits into a corresponding direct sum. We will
prove (6.40) is an isomorphism on the summand (F7, s;). The isomorphism will
follow from the connected case after we have set up appropriate notation. Since
the map (6.39) is linear, the result will prove (6.39) has no zeros. We will address
the injectivity claim for the map (6.40) in the statement of Proposition 27 at the
end of the proof.

Suppose (F, s) is supported on X[k]. In a neighborhood of X[k], a chart for
the stack of (n, 8)-marked expanded degenerations of X is given by

Ck/(CH* (6.51)

where the group acts diagonally [33]. We let 1, ..., t, denote the coordinates
on the base C*. Let x be the coordinate pulled back from the base A of the
K3-fibration X.
The universal family
X — A, (6.52)

restricted to the chart (6.51), is constructed by the following sequence of (C*)*-
equivariant blow-ups of X x Ck:

e Blow up X x C* along x = 0 = ¢, (the product of the surface S C X and the
first coordinate hyperplane).

e Blow up the result along the proper transform of x = 0 = t,, (the proper
transform of S times the second coordinate hyperplane).

o At the ith stage, blow up the result of the previous step in the proper transform
ofx =0= t;.

After k steps, we obtain the universal family (6.52) over the chart (6.51).
The fiber of the universal family over the origin of (6.51) is X[k] with marking

(no, Bo) € Z ® Hy(X, Z)

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2

The Katz—Klemm—Vafa conjecture for K3 surfaces 65

on the first component and marking (n;, 8;) € Z & H,(S, Z) on the ith bubble
for 1 < i < k. The data satisfy (6.9):

k k
no-l-zni:", ﬂo-i-Z,Bi:ﬂ
i=1 i=1

Over a point of C* with precisely j of the coordinates #; vanishing, the fiber is
X[j]. The j vanishing coordinates are in bijective ordered correspondence with
the j bubbles and the j creases of X[j]. (The ith crease of X[j] is the copy of S
at the bottom of the ith bubble: the intersection of the (i — 1)th and ith bubbles of
X[j].) Moving away from this point of the base, a crease smooths if and only if
the corresponding coordinate becomes nonzero. If the ith and (i 4 1)th vanishing
coordinates are ¢, and #,, then the marking on the ith bubble of X[ ;] is

b—1 b—1
(Z n;, Zﬁi) € Z@® H(S).

Similarly, if the first vanishing coordinate is ., then the marking on X C X[j] is

fe—1 fe—1
(n0+zni’ﬂo+2,3i> €Z® H*(X). (6.53)

i=1 i=a

Relative stable pairs — which cannot lie in X — all lie over the locus
I]ZO, n():O, ,B():O,

where ¢ = 1 in (6.53) and the marking on X vanishes. The inclusion of the
hyperplane #; = 0,

v C(CHE = {1 = 0}/(CHF — CH/(CHF (6.54)

describes the inclusion (6.12) of the corresponding chart of the stack %, C %
over which the rubber target S lies.
On the chart (6.51),

Ly = {2c — () ® Oz},

where the map is diag (¢, ..., #;) in the natural trivializations. Pulling back by
(6.54) gives

diag(tz, ...t

Ly = (V' &g ®O0y[1) @ |20 @) 90,

=N*®Ly,.
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Thus LY, = N @ L;’, just as in (6.47). The element 9,, lies in — and generates
— the first summand (but, just as before, is not a global trivialization as it is not
C*-invariant).

We have to work out the composition (6.48) as before, replacing 9; by 0;,. The
stable pair (F1, s1) is supported on some S x {1} of the first bubble of X[k] just
as before. Restricting to the first bubble, the Kodaira—Spencer class evaluated on
the section 9, of N is «k just as in the single bubble case: all further blow-ups
in the construction of X — % occur at § x {oo} in the bubble and hence do
not affect the interior of the first bubble or its Kodaira—Spencer class. The same
calculation then shows the map (6.40) at the point (F;, s;) takes 9, to

2/ KJ0o, (6.55)
Bi

where B, = [F|]. Since (6.55) is nonzero by (6.4), the map (6.40) is an
isomorphism on the first summand (F7, s;) as claimed. As explained above, this
implies that (6.39) has no zeros.

Consider now the summand (F3, s,). If the support of (F5, s5) is in the first
bubble, the support lies in S x {1} for some A # 1, and the work we have already
done shows that applied to (F3, s,) the map (6.40) takes 9, to

2x‘/ kio #0. (6.56)
B2

Here, the nonvanishing is by (6.4) applied to 8, = [F3].

For summands (F;, s;) not in the first bubble we can do a similar calculation,
blowing up (6.43) once more and using local coordinates again. The result is
that the Kodaira—Spencer class in the higher bubbles is O (this is effectively the
A — oo limit of the above calculation).

To prove the injectivity claim for the map (6.40) in the statement of
Proposition 27, we consider two possibilities.

e If (Fy, s1) is the only summand in the first bubble, all others contribute zero to
(6.40), so in total (6.40) is nonzero by (6.55).

o If there is another summand (F>, s,) in the first bubble, then, by linearity, the
nonzero contribution (6.56) of (F5, s,) is added to that of the other summands,
and can be varied by perturbing its support

L eCrcP.
Therefore, even though the map (6.40) might be zero at (F, s), the map (6.40)

is nonzero at a nearby perturbation. Since the perturbation by moving the
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support A is along an étale trivial factor in the moduli space R, the map (6.40)
must be injective as a morphism of sheaves.

The proof of Proposition 27 is complete. O

6.8. Curvilinear lifting. Proposition 27 does not imply the moduli spaces

R and P* are isomorphic. Our analysis of 13,,, s 1s crucially dependent upon a
weaker curvilinear lifting relationship between R and P* which does follow from
Proposition 27.

LEMMA 28. Themapt: R — P* of (6.13) induces an isomorphism 1*§2p« = g
of cotangent sheaves.

Proof. The obstruction theories £°, F* are related by the exact triangle
N* — *&* — F°
of (6.38), giving the exact sequence
h'(F*) — N* — h°(*€*) — h°(F*) — 0.

Since £°* vanishes in strictly positive degrees and ¢* is right exact, h°(1*E®) =
1*h°(E*). Therefore, we obtain

h'(F*) — N* — "Qp. —> 2 — 0. (6.57)

By Proposition 27, the first map is surjective. O
COROLLARY 29. Suppose A is a subscheme of B with ideal J satisfying

d:J — $2p|4 injective. (6.58)

(In particular J* = 0.) Then any extension fN: B — P*ofamap f: A — R
factors through R.

Proof. Let I denote the ideal of R inside P. To show the factorization of f
through R, we must show the image of

71— J
vanishes. Since J? = 0, the above image can be evaluated after restriction to A,

fIa= f1— J. (6.59)
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By Lemma 28, the first map d vanishes in the exact sequence of Kéhler
differentials .
I — *Qp. — 25 — 0.

Pulling back via f gives the top row of the following commutative diagram with
exact rows.

T2 1 Qp > f*Qp —=0

|7 d |7 |

0——J —— 25| 24 0.

Here, the central map uses the isomorphism f*1*£2p. ELf*QP*)|A. As a result,
the first vertical arrow (given by (6.59)) is zero. Hence, f has image in R. [

The basic relationship between R and P* which we need is the curvilinear
lifting property proven in the following corollary.

COROLLARY 30. Every map Spec C[x]/(x*) — P* factors through R.

Proof. Since R C P* is a bijection of sets, we have the result for k = 1. Since

Clx] cs Clx]

A = Spec o0 pec W =

satisfies (6.58), the result for higher k follows by Corollary 29 and induction. [

We summarize the above results in the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 31. The map t: R — P* of (6.13) is a closed embedding of
Deligne—Mumford stacks which satisfies the curvilinear lifting property. O

The complexes (*£°, F*, and F ., on R are related by the exact triangles

(Fad) =——= (Fop)" (6.60)

/ |

N[-1] —— (F)" —— (&%)

|| } }

N[—1] —— Og[-1] ——= Op[-1].
Here, D is the Cartier divisor on which the injection N — Op (6.40) vanishes.

In particular, in K -theory the classes of (:*£°)" and (F2,)" differ by Op[—1].
The K -theory classes determine the corresponding virtual cycles via the formula
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of [15, 44]. For the virtual class [ P*]¥" associated to £°, the formula is
[P*1" = [s((E*)") N ¢r(P*) yirdim, (6.61)

where cr(P*) is the Fulton total Chern class [15, 4.2.6.(a)] of the scheme P*,
s denotes the total Segre class, and the subscript denotes the term in degree
specified by the virtual dimension (equal to O here). The homology class cr(P*)
is not of pure degree. The expression (6.61) is a sum of different degree parts of
the cohomology class s((£°)") capped with the different degree parts of ¢ (P*)
to give the virtual class.

Since the reduced scheme structure of R and P* is the same, we may
view cz(P*) and [P*]'' as cycles on R. The curvilinear lifting property of
Proposition 31 implies a basic relation between the Fulton Chern classes of R
and P* explained in Appendix C.2,

cr(R) = cp(P*) € Au(R). (6.62)

Formulas (6.61) and (6.62) allow us to study [ P*]*" via the geometry of R.
Since s(Op) = 1 — D, the rightmost column of (6.60) yields the identity

S(@ED) = 5((Fr)) + D-s((E).
After substituting in (6.61), we obtain
[P = [s((Fo)¥) Ner(PH], + [s(E 1)) Ner(PHIb],
= [s((F2*) Ner®)], + [s(E 1)) Ner(R)b],
= [RI™ + [s(("E"10)") Ner (R)]n ], (6.63)

We may replace D in the rightmost term by any other Cartier divisor in the same
linear equivalence class, since the replacement leaves the K -theory class [Op]
unchanged. We will work on a cover of the rubber moduli space R on which D
becomes linearly equivalent to a rather more tractable divisor.

6.9. Rigidification. Let R = R(n, B) be the moduli space of stable pairs on
the rubber target. Let

7:Um,B)=85%x4 R—>R (6.64)
be the universal target over the rubber moduli space R. Let

Wn,B) CcUn, B) (6.65)

denote the open set on which the morphism 7 is smooth.
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We view U as a moduli of pairs (r, p) where r € R and p is a point in the
rubber target associated to r. For pairs (r, p) € W, the point p is not permitted
to lie on any creases. Hence, the restriction

7:W—R
is a smooth morphism. The rubber target admits a natural map,
p:W—>S,

to the underlying K3 surface.
Viewing [R]®¢ and [ P*]'"" as cycle classes on R, we define classes [W ]! and
[W]¥ on W by flat pull-back:

[W]red — n*[R]red’ [W]vir — T[*[P*]Vir,

By the definitions of the cones and the Fulton class,

W1 = [s((r* Fu)")s(Tz) N er(W)],, (6.66)
where T, on W is the relative tangent bundle of 7. Similarly,
W1 = [s((@**E%)Y)s(Tz) Ner(W)],. (6.67)

Integrals over R may be moved to W by the following procedure. To a class
8 € H*(S, Q), we associate a primary insertion

Ty(8) = chy(F) U p*(8) € H(U, Q).

where T is the universal sheaf. The key identity is the divisor formula obtained
by integrating down the fibers of (6.64):

7.(To(8)) = (6, B) =/a e H'(R, Q). (6.68)
B

The push-forward m, is well defined since ch,(F) and 7,(8) are supported on
Supp(F) which is projective over R via .
The derivation in Section 6.8 of (6.63) can be pulled back via & to W to yield:

(WP = [WI 4 [s(@0E10))s(To) Ner(Wo],. (6.69)

As before, D is any divisor representing the first Chern class of the pull-back of
N*, the conormal bundle of the divisor 4, C 4. By integration against (6.69),
formula (6.68) yields

1
Py, (X) — R(S x R) = —/ (s((n*t*f'b)v)s('ﬁ,) ﬂcp(W)|D) Ty (8).
(8, B) Jp 6.70)

We describe next a geometric representative for D.
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Attaching the infinity section S, of the rubber over R(n;, ;) to the zero
section Sy of rubber over W defines a divisor

Dnl,ﬁl = R(l’l], /31) X W(”Zv ﬁZ) C W(}’l, ﬁ)a (671)

whenever (ny, 1) + (n2, B) = (n, B). The following result is a form of
topological recursion.

LEMMA 32. The line bundle w*N* has a section with zeros given by the divisor

D= D,

ni,p1

The sum is over the finitely many (n,, B) € Z ® H,(S, Z) for which D,, g, is
nonempty.

Proof. The universal family X — 2 has smooth total space. Moving normal to
%, smooths the first crease in the expanded degeneration X': the crease where X
joins the rubber S across S C X and the 0-section Sy of the rubber. Therefore,
the normal bundle N, pulled back to X and restricted to the first crease, is
isomorphic to

Nscx ® Nyycs.

Fixing once and for all a trivialization of Ngcy, we find that
Ny

is isomorphic to the tangent line to P! on the zero section. (More precisely, fix
any point s € S. Then the corresponding point of the zero section S of S defines
a section sy of S — Z,. The first bubble is S, x P', and the conormal bundle
to Sp is the restriction of T3, C TS’; pi- Pulling back by s gives the cotangent
line v.)

Now pull back to W(n, 8) via (6.64). By forgetting S (but remembering
the Z & H,(S, Z) marking), W (n, 8) maps to the stack 1@5, p of (n, B)-marked
expanded degenerations of P! /{0, oo},

W(n, B) — B.,. 6.72)

The moduli space W (n, B) parameterizes pairs (r, p). The map (6.72) is defined
by using p to select the rigid component and to determine 1 € P!, The cotangent
line at the relative divisor 0 defines a line bundle on 2, ; which we also call .
On W (n, B), ¥, pulls back to

77*100 > g N*

above.
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Pick a nonzero element of 73 |o, pull back to any expanded degeneration, and
restrict to the new O-section. We have constructed a section of ¥, over %, ,
which vanishes precisely on the divisor where 0 has been bubbled. The latter
divisor is the sum of the divisors D,, g, as required. (|

After combining Lemma 32 with (6.70), we obtain the formula:
P;,(X) — RYS(S x R)
1
= m Z / (S((T[*L*(c/‘.)v)S(’];[) |D"1vﬂ1 N CF(W)|D,,1_,31> . TO((S)
’ ni, B Y Py
(6.73)

To proceed, we must compute the restriction of 7*:*£* to the divisor D, 4.

The relative obstruction theory is given by the same formula (6.15) on the
moduli spaces R and P*. On R, the relative obstruction theory was denoted
F* (6.20). Since the relative obstruction theory is additive over the connected
components of a stable pair,

* ok . ~ %k ° * L]
e |Dn1-ﬂ| =1 ER(”lxﬂl) & FW("z:ﬂz)’ (674)

where we have split D,,, g, as R(n;, B1) x W(ny, B,) using (6.71).
As in (6.18), (6.21) the relationship of the relative to the absolute obstruction
theories £, and F* is through the usual exact triangles:

UE® — "E® — "Ly, ,[1] (6.75)
on the moduli space R and

[*51.?('11,/31) ® N*F;V(nz,ﬂz) - L*El.?(m,ﬂl) ® n*FV.V(’lz,ﬂz)
— L*ngnlﬁl [1]@® 7 Ly [1] (6.76)

on D, g = R(ny, B1) x W(n,, B,). In K-theory, the isomorphism (6.74) and the
exact sequences (6.75)—(6.76) yield

(7€ by ] = [ E Ry )] + T Fya )]
— "Ly, , 1= (7L 1+ 'Ly, ] (6.77)

Since D,, g, is pulled back from %, 4, the standard divisor conormal bundle
sequence yields

[Ls, ]+ [Lis 1 — L, 1 = —[On,,, (D ).
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(More precisely, D,, g, C W is an open and closed component of the pull-back.)
Hence, we obtain

S((TL’*L*E. D,s»,_n])v)C(ODnl-m (Dnlyﬁl)) - S((L g R(ny, ﬂ])) ) ((n*f‘;"(nzyﬂz))v)‘
(6.78)
By the basic properties of cones and the embedding D, 5 C W(n, B)
discussed in Appendix C.3, we have

e (W, B, », = cr(Du 5)e(Ob, , (Dyy ). (6.79)

We replace cr (W (n, ﬁ))anl’m by (6.79) in (6.73). After using (6.78) to cancel
the c(Op, , (D,, 5)) term, we obtain

1

WZ; fR(m | SEN) e (RO )

<[ (5@ F (T ner (W, ) - o).
W(na.B2)

n1.p

(The integration over W (n,, B,) is well defined since the insertions 7,(8) yields
a complete cycle as before.) Since the two obstruction theories F* and F; on
W (n,, B,) differ only by the trivial line bundle,

s(F)) = s(Fe ).

By another application of the rigidification formula (6.68), we obtain

Pry(X) — R¥(S x R) = (X) - (8. Bo) R

nz,B2

m n| /31 (S X R)

ni,pBi

6.10. Logarithm. Let o € Pic(S) is a primitive class which is positive with
respect to a polarization, and let 8 € Eff(ma). The only effective decompositions
of B are

B =B+ B, PBie€Eff(ma).

We formulate the last equation of Section 6.9 as the following result.

THEOREM 33. For the family € : X — (A, 0) satisfying conditions (i), (i), (x)
of Section 6.1 for ma, we have

Pr(X)— RS(SxR) = Z Z 5 (X) (8, Bo) R, (S x R)

n|+n2—" Bi1+p2=

for every B € Eff(ma) and § € H*(S, Z) satisfying (8, B) # 0
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The basic relationship between Py 5(X) and R,‘f%(S x R) is an immediate
Corollary of Theorem 33. Let

Py(X) = Z Pr(X)q", RS xR)= Z RI%S(S x R)g".

nez nez

COROLLARY 34. For B € Eff(ma),

P;(X) = Coeffy [exp [ > vPRE(S x R)

BeEff(na)

Proof. Since § € H*(S, Z) is arbitrary, Theorem 33 uniquely determines P (X)
in terms of R;d(S x R) for B; € Eff(ma). We see Corollary 34 implies exactly
the recursion of Theorem 33 by differentiating the exponential. To write the
differentiation explicitly, let

Vi,...,Up € HZ(S,Z)

. 22 .
be a basis. For 8 = ).~ b;v;, we write

Let (8, v;) = c;. Then, differentiation of the equation of Corollary 34 by

22
>

CiVi—
: av;
i=1

yields the recursion of Theorem 33. O

6.11. Definition of En,ﬂ. We now return to the definition of stable pairs
invariants for K3 surface given in Section 6.2.
Let @ € Pic(S) be a primitive class which is positive with respect to a
polarization. Let
€: X — (4,0

satisfying the conditions of Section 6.1: (i), (ii), and (%) for ma. We have

Rya(S) = Coeff o |:10g (1 + Y P;(X)>:| .

BeEff(ma)
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Let IA?',,,W(S) be the associated g coefficients:
Ema(s) = Z I}Jn,ma (S)qn
nez

By Corollary 34 of Theorem 33, we can take the logarithm.

PROPOSITION 35. We have R, (S) = R™(S x R).

mao

Proof. By Corollary 34 and the above definition,

ﬁma(S) = Coeff,m | logexp Z vﬁR%ed(S x R)
BeEff(ma)

= Coeffu | Y v/ REN(S xR)

_EeEff(ma)

Hence, if ma € PicN(S) is effective, ﬁ,,,a(S) = Rf:g(S x R). If ma € Pic(S) is
not effective, both R,,,(S) and R,r,fg(S x R) vanish. I

Proposition 35 is the main point of Section 6. The complete geometric
interpretation of the logarithm as integration over a moduli of stable pairs is
crucial for our proof of the KKV conjecture.

6.12. Dependence. Let o € Pic(S) be a primitive class which is positive
with respect to a polarization. As a consequence of Proposition 35, we obtain
a dependence result.

PROPOSITION 36. ﬁma (S) depends only upon m and
(o, ) =2h —2
and not upon S or the family €.
From the definition of Ema (S), the dependence statement is not immediate
(since the argument of the logarithm depends upon invariants of effective
summands of ma which may or may not persist in deformations of S for

which « stays algebraic). However, R™4(S x R) depends only upon m and the
deformation class of the pair (S, o) — and the latter depends only upon (¢, o).
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We finally have a well-defined analogue in stable pairs of the Gromov—Witten
invariants R, ,,,. We drop S from the notation, and to make the dependence clear,
we define
Rm,mz(h—l)+1 = Ry (680)
where right side is obtained from any K3 surface and family e satisfying
conditions (i), (ii), and (x) for ma. Here, ma is of divisibility m and has norm
square

(ma, ma) = m*h —2) =2m*(h— 1)+ 1) — 2.

In case m = 1, we will use the abbreviation

Ry, =Ry, (6.81)

7. Multiple covers

7.1. Overview. By Proposition 35, the stable pairs invariants Ry (S) equal

the reduced rubber invariants R'4(S x R). Our goal here is to express the latter

in terms of the reduced residue invariants (1)§,, of

Y=85xC

studied in Sections 4 and 5. The explicit calculations of Section 5.6 then
determine R, (S) and can be interpreted in terms of multiple cover formulas.

7.2. Rigidification. Let S be a K3 surface equipped with an ample
polarization L. Let o € Pic(S) be a primitive, positive class with norm square

(o, ) = 2h — 2.

(Positivity, (L, a) > 0, is with respect to the polarization L.) Let m > 0 be a
integer. The invariants

RE(Sx Ry =Y Re(SxR)q"

ma n,ma

nez

have been defined in Section 6.5 by integration over the rubber moduli spaces
R(n, ma).
Following the notation of Section 6.9, let

7:Um,ma) =8 xXg R, ma) > R@n, ma)
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be the universal target with virtual class pulled back from R(n, ma). We also
consider here

V(n, ma/0,00) = P,(S x P'/Sy U Sy, ma),

the moduli space of stable pairs on S x P! relative to the fibers over 0, co € P!,
There is a standard rigidification map

p:Um, ma) - V(n,ma/0, co)

with the point in universal target determining 1 € P!. (We identify the point in the
universal target S with the corresponding distinguished point of § x P'/S,U S,
lying over 1 € P'. The resulting identification of the two universal targets (for
the rubber and for § x P'/Sy U S.,) is used to transport stable pairs from the
former to the latter.)

As in Section 6.9, let To(L) be the primary insertion in the rubber theory
obtained from L € H?(S, Z). By the divisor property (6.68),

mLaRESxRI= 0 [ .
- [

U (n,ma)]red
By rigidification, we find

2

mm=2¢/ To(L)
U(n,ma)]red B [V (n,ma/0,00)]red
where £ € H*(S x P!, Z) is dual to the cycle

Lx{1} C S x P!

and £ C S represents L N [S] € Hy(S, Z). We define
VEd(S x P'/Sy U Sx) = Zq"/ To(L)
n [V (n,ma/0,00)]red

and conclude

m(L,a) RS x R) = VIS x P'/S) U Sy). (7.1)

7.3. Degeneration. We now study V(S x P!/S, U S,,) on the right side of
(7.1) via the degeneration formula.
We consider the degeneration of the relative geometry S x P! /S, to the normal
cone of
So C § x P'.
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The degeneration formula for the virtual class of the moduli of stable pairs under

S X P'/Ss ~ S x P'/So| ) S x P'/Sy U S (7.2)

is easily seen to be compatible with the reduced class (since all the geometries
project to S). Let

V(n, ma/oo) = P,(S x P'/S.., ma),
Vid(S x P'/Sx) = Zq"/ To(L)
n [V (n,ma/00)]ed

for the insertion T, (L) defined in Section 7.2.

PROPOSITION 37. We have

VEL(S x P'/S) = VIS x P'/Sp U Sao)-
Proof. By the degeneration formula, the reduced virtual class of the moduli
space V (n, ma/oo) distributes to the products

V(nl7 IBI/OO) X V(n27 18/09 OO), ni +I’l2 =n, IBI +ﬂ2 = mdo, (73)

associated to the reducible target (7.2). If 8, and 8, are both nonzero, then the
product (7.3) admits a double reduction of the standard virtual class. Hence, the
(singly) reduced virtual class of (7.3) vanishes unless §; or 8, is 0.

When the degeneration formula is applied to V(S x P'/S,), the insertion
To(L) requires B, to be nonzero. Hence, only the n, = n and 8, = ma term
contributes to the reduced degeneration formula. O

7.4. Localization. The next step is to apply C*-equivariant localization to
VEd(S x P'/Sy).

Let C* act on P! with tangent weight t at 0. We lift the class £ to C*-
equivariant cohomology by selecting the C*-fixed representative

Lx{0}CSxP.

The virtual localization formula expresses V4(S x P'/S,) as a sum over
products of residue contributions over Sy and S, in § x P! /S,,. The C*-fixed loci
admit a double reduction of their virtual class unless ma is distributed entirely
to 0 or co. Since the insertion To(L) requires the distribution to be over 0, we
conclude

VIS x P'/Sa) = (To(L)5e (@)

ma Y, ma

= mt(L, a) (1)¥5,,(q), (7.4)

Y. ma
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red

where we have followed the notation of Section 5.6 except for writing 1)y ,

as a series in ¢ instead of y.

7.5. Multiple cover formula. Sections 7.2—7.4 together with Proposition 23

imply
Rya(S x R) = t(1)¥5,.(@)
t
=l (—(=a)) (7.5)
k|m

where (o, o) = 2h—2. By the formulas of Section 5.7, £ I (¢) is a rational function
of q. (The variable g here is the variable y in Section 5.7.) Hence, R™(S x R)
is a rational function of q.

We define R*! to equal the generating series R™(S x R) associated to a
primitive and positive class o with norm square 24 — 2. By (7.5) in the m =1
case,

R =11(q),

so R4 = 0 for h < 0 by Proposition 22. Rewriting (7.5), we obtain the
fundamental multiple cover formula governing R™4:

1
Rya(@) =D 2R oy (—(=0)")- (7.6)
k|m

The terms on the right correspond to lower-degree primitive contributions to ma.
Finally, we write the multiple cover formula in terms of the invariants ﬁ,na.
Following the notation (6.81), let IE equal the series Ea(S) associated to a
primitive and positive class & with norm square 22 — 2. By Proposition 35, we

see
R, =0 forh <O. (7.7)

The multiple cover formula (7.6) implies the following result.

THEOREM 38. The series Ema (q) is the Laurent expansion of a rational function
of q, and

~ 1~
Rua(q) = Z ER(mz/kz)(h71)+1(_(_Q)k)'

k|lm

7.6. Stable pairs BPS counts. The stable pairs potential F, (g, v) for classes

proportional to « is
F(x - Z Z Rn,maqnvma-

neZ m>0
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The stable pairs BPS counts 7 ,,, are uniquely defined [40] by:

_ —1
Fo= X YT X () =2 gy

¢€Z m>0 d>0
Because I?ma is a Laurent series in ¢, we see
Tema =0
for sufficiently high g and fixed m. In the primitive case,
Tea =0 forg <0 (7.8)

by [41, Equation (2~.10)].

Since we know R,,, only depends upon m and the norm square (mo, ma), the
same is true for the associated BPS counts. Following the notation (6.80), we
define

rg,m,mz(h—])-!—l = rg,ma'

PROPOSITION 39. The stable pairs BPS counts do not depend upon the
divisibility:

Yemm?2h—1+1 = Fg 1.m2(h—1)+1-

Proof. By Theorem 38, we can write Fa as

Fa = Z ﬁmavma

m>0

1~
- Z Z ER(rnz/kthflm(—(—q)")v’”".

m>0 klm
Next, using the definition of BPS counts for primitive classes, we find
F —(_1)g71~ k —k\g—1, ma
Foy = Z Z Z A To1,0m2/k2)-1)+1((=q)" =2+ (—=q)7")* " v™.
m>0 kim g>0

After a reindexing of the summation on the right, we obtain

~ (=D —d\g—1. dma

DD Temana ) (=) =2+ (=) )T
g=20 m>0 d>0

By the definition of the BPS counts and the uniqueness statement, we conclude

the 7, . m2(n—1y+1 does not depend upon the divisibility. O
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As a corollary of Proposition 39, we obtain basic properties of 7, ,, , required
in Section 3.

COROLLARY 40. We have 7 ,, n<o = 0 except for the case

ro’lqo = 1

Proof. By Proposition 39, we need only consider the m = 1 case. If 7 < 0, the
vanishing follows from (7.7). If i1 = 0, the result is the consequence of the stable
pair calculation of the conifold [40]. I

COROLLARY 41. We have T4o i = 0.

Proof. After reducing to the m = 1 case, the result is (7.8). O

8. P/NL correspondence

8.1. Overview. Our goal here is to prove the Pairs/Noether-Lefschetz
correspondence of Theorem 8 in Section 3.5. The main tool needed is
Theorem 33.

Following the definitions of Sections 1.2 and 2.1, let

(7'[3 . X i PlehLZ? E)

be the 1-parameter family of A-polarized,

23 0
A=|30 0],
00 -2

K3 surfaces obtained from a very general anticanonical Calabi—Yau
hypersurface,

XCIE”2/>\<TP’1 x P!,

(Very general here is the complement of a countable set.) For a very general fiber
of the base £ € P!,
Pic(X¢) = A. (8.1)

We also assume, for each nodal fiber X;, the K3 resolution )N(g satisfies
Pic(X;) = A @ Z[E] (8.2)
where E C )N(g is the exceptional —2 curve. (The nodal fibers have exactly

1 node.) Both (8.1) and (8.2) can be satisfied since A is the Picard lattice of
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a very general point of M, and A @ Z[E ] is the Picard lattice of a very general
point of the nodal locus in M 4. (We leave these standard facts about K 3 surfaces
of type A to the reader. Huybrechts [19] is an excellent source for the study of
K3 surfaces.) _

The stable pairs potential F* for nonzero vertical classes is the series

=log| 1+ Z Zp(X; q),v"
O£y €Ha (X, 23

=) 2 Wi

neZ 0#yeHy(X,Z)™

Here, v is the curve class variable, and the second equality defines the connected
stable pairs invariants N,ffy. The stable pairs BPS counts ?i;(,y are then defined by

- )
- Z Z ., %((—Q)d — 24 (—g)

g€Z O£y eHy(X,Z)™3 d>0

Let ﬁ;(’(dl’ ir.ay denote the stable pairs BPS invariant of X in genus g for 7;3-
vertical curve classes of degrees d,, d,, d; with respect to the line bundles L,
Ly, E € A, respectively. Let 7, ,, , be the stable pairs BPS counts associated to
K 3 surfaces in Section 3.4. The Pairs/Noether—Lefschetz correspondence is the
following result.

THEOREM 4. For degrees (di,d,,ds;) positive with respect to the
quasipolarization,

o0 o0
- .
g i dayds) = § : E :rmvh “NL 3y do )

h=0 m=1

8.2. Strategy of proof. Since the formulas relating the BPS counts to stable
pairs invariants are the same for X and the K3 surface, Theorem 8 is equivalent
to the analogous stable pairs statement:

’l (dl dy,d3) Z Z R” mh* NLm h,(dy,d>,d3) (83)

m=1

for degrees (d;, d,, d) positive with respect to the quasipolarization of X.
We denote the base of the fibration 73 by C = P!. Let C° C C be the locus
over which
73 X— C
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is smooth. By condition (i) of Section 1.2 for a l-parameter family of A-
polarized K3 surfaces, the complement of C° consists of finitely many points
over which each fiber of 3 has a single ordinary node. For each & € C°, let

Ve = H*(X;, Z0).
As & € C° varies, the fibers V; determine a local system
V- C°.
We denote the effective divisor classes on X¢ by
Eff; = {B8 € V: | B € Pic(X;) and B effective}.

For & € C\ C°, we denote the K 3 resolution of singularities of the node of X;

by ~
p XE = XE’

and we define -
Ve = H*X;, 7).

As before, let
Eff, = {8 € V; | B € Pic(X,) and B effective}.

The push-forward of a divisor class on )’Zg to X¢ can be considered in H,(X¢, Z)
and, by Poincaré duality (for the quotient singularity), in

SHA (X, Z) € H* (X, Q).
We view the push-forward by p of the effective divisors classes as:
pi : Bffy > TH*(X¢, Z0). (8.4)

We will study the contributions of the classes Eff; to both sides of (8.3).
Certainly, only effective curves contribute to the left side of (8.3). Suppose £ € C
lies on the Noether—Lefschetz divisor

Dm,hﬁ(d1,d2,d3) c MA'

(We follow t}ie notation of Section 1.2.1.) Then there exists 8 € Pic(X;) if § € C°
(or B € Pic(X;) if § € C \ C°) of divisibility m,

2h =2 = (B, B),
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and degree (di, d», d3) positive with respect to the quasipolarization. Let @ =
(1/m)B be the corresponding primitive class. If 8 is not effective on X; (or X;
if £ € C\ C°), then « is also not effective. Since « is positive with respect to the
quasipolarization, Riemann—Roch implies 4, < 0, where

2h, — 2 = (a, a).
By Theorem 38 and the vanishing (7.7),
ﬁn,m,h = 0.

Ineffective classes B therefore do not contribute to the right side of (8.3).

8.3. Isolated contributions. We consider first the simplest contributions. Let
& € C°. A nonzero effective class B € Pic(X;) is completely isolated on X if the
following property holds:

(»x) for every effective decomposition

I
B=>_ v €Pic(X),
i=1
the local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(y;) C C corresponding to each class
vi € Pic(X¢) contains & as an isolated point. (Nonreduced structure is
allowed at £.)

Let y € Pic(X;) be an effective summand of 8 which occurs in condition ().
The stable pairs with set-theoretic support on X; form an open and closed
component,

Pi(X,y) C Pi(X,y)
of the moduli space of stable pairs for every n. (As usual, we denote the push-
forward of y to H,(X, Z) also by y.) _

We consider now the contribution of X; for & € C° to the stable pairs series F*
of a nonzero effective and completely isolated class B € H*(X;, Z) satisfying

div(g) =m, (B.B)=2h—-2

and of degree d with respect to A. More precisely, let Cont(Xe, B, ﬁfd) be
the contribution corresponding to 8 of all the moduli of stable pairs with set-
theoretic support on Xs:

Cont(X¢, B, ﬁzd) = Coeffn,s | log | 1 + Z Z q"vy/ 1,

§ vir
neZ y<Eff() [P7 (X,9)]

(8.5)
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where Eff;(8) C Pic(X¢) is the subset of effective summands of . By
condition (%), the contribution is well defined.
Let £4 be the length of the local Noether—Lefschetz locus NL(8) C C at§ € C.
We define
Cont(Xe, B, NL,) o) = L.

the local intersection contribution to the Noether—Lefschetz number.

PROPOSITION 42. For a completely isolated effective class f € Pic(X¢) with
& € C°, we have

~

Cont(Xe, B, NX¢) = Rums - Cont(Xe, B, NLZ, o).

Proof. We perturb the family C locally near £ to be transverse to all the local
Noether—Lefschetz loci corresponding to effective summands of 8 on X¢. In
order to perturb in algebraic geometry, we first approximate C by C’ near [X]
to sufficiently high order by a moving family of curves in the moduli space of
A-polarized K3 surfaces. (The order should be high enough to obstruct all the
deformations away from X: of the stable pairs occurring on the right side of
(8.5).) Then, we perturb the resulting moving curve C’ to C” to achieve the
desired transversality. Since transversality is a generic condition, we may take
the perturbation C” to be as small as necessary. Let

7:X = C"

be the family of A-polarized K3 surfaces determined by C”.

Near [X;] in the moduli of A-polarized K3 surfaces, the local system of
second cohomologies is trivial. In a contractible neighborhood U of [X:], we
have a canonical isomorphism

H*(S,7) = H*(X¢, Z) (8.6)

for all [S] € U. We will use the identification (8.6) when discussing H 2(X§, 7).
By deformation invariance of the stable pairs theory, the contribution (8.5) can
be calculated after perturbation. We assume all the intersections of C” with the
above local Noether—Lefschetz loci which have limits tending to [X:] (as C”
tends to C) lie in U.
For every y € Eff:(8), the curve C” intersects the local Noether—Lefschetz
loci associated to y transversely at a finite set of reduced points

I)/ C C//

near [X:]. The local intersection number at § € C of C with the local Noether—
Lefschetz locus corresponding to y is |1, |. Let &, € I, be one such point of
intersection. Let m,, be the divisibility of y.
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On the K3 surface ng, the class (1/m, )y is primitive and positive since y is
positive on X¢. Moreover, the family C” is m,,-rigid for (1/m,)y on ng since
the effective summands of y on ng all lie in Eff; (8). By upper semicontinuity,
no more effective summands of B can appear near [X¢] in the moduli of K3
surfaces.

By Corollary 34 to Theorem 33, we have a formula for the stable pairs
contribution of y at ng,

p;fy (X") = Coeff,, | exp Z ”?R;?ed(xgy xR)

V€Eff, (v)

Here, Eff; (y) C Pic(ng) is the subset of effective summands of y (which is
empty if y is not effective). ~
Finally, consider the original contribution Cont(X;, 8, N,ffd). Let

Icc’
be the union of all the I, for y € Eff;(8). For eachg el,let

Alg: . (B) C Eff:(B)

be the subset of classes of Eff;(8) which are algebraic on Xg. All elements of
Algz . (B) are positive. By semicontinuity

Effz (y) C Algg . (B)
for all y € Eff;(B). After perturbation, our formula for (8.5) is

Coeffqn B ]Og l_[ exp Z v)/ R;ed (X//é X R)

Eel y€Algg < (B)

After taking the logarithm of the exponential, we have

Cont(X;, B, l\Nlrfd) = Coeff np Z Z v”R]rfd(Xg x R)

Eel veAlg < (B)

Hence, we see only the § € [ for which 8 € Alg; .(B) contribute. We conclude

Cont(Xe, B, N = 3 Coeff,, [R;;d(xg x R)]
Eelp

= Rn,m,h . |Iﬂ|v

where the second equality uses Proposition 35.
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Since Cont(X¢, B, NL7 , 4) = |Ig| is the local contribution of S to the

m,h,
Noether—Lefschetz number, the Proposition is established. O

We have proven Proposition 42 for our original family 73 of A-polarized K3
surfaces. Definition (xx) of a completely isolated class is valid for any family

7:X—>C (8.7)

of lattice polarized K3 surfaces. By the proof given, Proposition 42 is valid for
the contributions of every completely isolated class

Be H*(X:,Z), &e€C°

for any family (8.7). For different lattices A, the degree index d in Proposition 42
is replaced by the degree with respect to a basis of A.

8.4. Sublattice A Cc A. For ¢ > 0, we define
Effx (A", £) € H,(X, Z)™

to be the set of classes of degree at most £ (with respect to the quasipolarization
A™) which are represented by algebraic curves on X. By the boundedness of the
Chow variety of curves of X of degree at most ¢, Effx (A", £) is a finite set.

For any quasipolarization § given by an ample class of X in A, let the set of
effective classes of degree at most £ (with respect to §) be

Effy (3, £) € Hy(X, Z)".

Similarly, let
Eff: (8, £) C Eff;

be the effective curve classes of §-degree at most £ over & € C. (We follow the
notation of Section 8.2.)

We select a primitive sublattice A=78 ®LS C A satisfying the following
properties:

(i) 8, is a quasipolarization with

L =Max{(8;, y) | y € Effx(A7, O)};

(i) ANEffe(8,, L) =¢forall & € C°;
(iii) A N p,Eff:(8,, L) =@ forall € C\ C°
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(iv) the intersection maps

Effx(6,, L) > Hom(A,Z), y > (x,¥),
Effy(8;, L) — Hom(A, Z), y > (x ¥)

have images of the same cardinality.

We will find such §;, 8, € A by a method explained below: we will first select §,
and then §,.

Consider the quasipolarization 3 = ka™ for k > 2¢. Then {5 has /g—degree
(k?/2)(A™, A™) on the K3 fibers while

e 2 2

k k
Max{(8,y) | y € Effx(A", )} < k€ < 5 S E(A“,)&“).

We choose §; to be a small shift of kA™ in the lattice A to ensure primitivity.
Hence, we have met the conditions

78, NEffe (8, L) =0, 178 N p.Eff (8, L) =¥ (8.8)
for £ € C°and & € C \ C°, respectively. Conditions (8.8) are required for (ii)
and (iii).
Again by the boundedness of the Chow variety of curves in X, the following
subset of 1 A is a finite set:

g ANEff (8, L) U Egco %A N p,Effe(8,, L) C %A.
Since the rank of A is 3, we can easily find 8, € A such that
75, ®7Ls, C A
is primitive and conditions (ii) and (iii) are satisfied.

Finally, since Effx(8;, L) is a finite set, condition (iv) is easily satisfied when
8, is selected as above. Since

Effy(8;, L) — Hom(A, Z) — Hom(A, Z),

condition (iv) states there is no loss of information for a class in Effy(§;, L) in
taking degrees in A instead of A.
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8.5. Nonisolated contributions: smoothing. Let A C A be the rank 2 lattice
selected in Section 8.4. We consider here the moduli space of /T—polarized
K3 surfaces which is 1 dimension larger than the moduli of A-polarized K3
surfaces,

MA C MX.

To the curve C C M 4, we can attach a nonsingular complete curve C’ C M3
satisfying the following properties:

(1) C U C' is a connected nodal curve with nodes occurring at very general
points of C;

(2) C’ does not lie in any of the finitely many Noether—Lefschetz divisors of
M ; determined by

ANEff: (6, L) for& e C,
and C’ is transverse to the Noether-Lefschetz divisor of nodal K3 surfaces;
(3) C U C’ smooths in M 3 to a nonsingular curve
" c M;

which also does not lie in any of the finitely many Noether—Lefschetz
divisors listed in (2) and is also transverse to the nodal divisor.

Let & € C and let 8 € ANEff; (6, L). By the construction of A in Section 8.4,
B ¢& A. Let

el=<3l7ﬂ>v 62:<827ﬂ>’ 2h_2:<ﬂ913>

By the Hodge index theorem, the intersection form on the lattice generated by A
and g is of signature (1, 2). In particular, the discriminant

= (61,81) (81,62) e
AABZB) = (—1)*det | (8, 81) (82,82) e
€] () 2h —2

is positive. Hence, by the construction of Section 1.2.1, the Noether—Lefschetz
divisor
Dy jierey C Mz

is of pure codimension 1. Conditions (2) and (3) require C’ and C”, respectively,
not to lie in the Noether-Lefschetz divisors obtained from

ANESff, (8, L), foreC
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and the nodal Noether—Lefschetz locus D g 0. Together, these are finitely
many proper divisors in M 3.

There is no difficulty in finding C’ and the smoothing C” since the moduli
space M ; has a Satake compactification as a projective variety of dimension 18
with boundary of dimension 1. We first find a nonsingular projective surface

Y Cc Mz (8.9)

which contains C and does not lie in any of the Noether—Lefschetz divisors listed
in (2). Then C’ is chosen to be a very ample section of ¥ whose union with C
smooths to a very ample section C” of Y. As divisor classes

[C1+[CT=[C"] € Pic(Y),

and the smoothing occurs as a pencil of divisors in the linear series on Y.

8.6. Nonisolated contributions: degeneration. Let X, X', and X" denote
the families of A-polarized K 3 surfaces

7:X—->C, n:X'->CC, #a':X'—-CC

obtained from the curves C, C’, C” C Mj;. By the transversality conditions
in (2) and (3) of Section 8.5 with respect to the nodal Noether—Lefschetz divisor,
the families X’ and X” are nonsingular and have only finitely many nodal fibers.
Of course, 7 is just

73 X—> C

viewed with a different lattice polarization. As C” degenerates to the curve C U
C’, we obtain a degeneration of 3-folds

X"~ XUX

with nonsingular total space.

Consider the degeneration formula for stable pairs invariants of X” in fiber
classes. The degeneration formula expresses such stable pairs invariants of X” in
terms of the relative stable pairs invariants of

X/m7'(CNC) and X'/(x)""(CNC)

in fiber classes. Degeneration to the normal cone of 7~!(C N C’) C X (together
with usual K3 vanishing via the reduced theory) shows the relative invariants of
X/m~1(C N C’") equal the standard stable pairs invariants of X in fiber classes.
Similarly, the relative invariants of X'/(z")~!(C N C’) equal the standard stable
pairs invariants of X'.
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We index the fiber class invariants of X, X’, and X” by the degrees measured
against 6, and §,. The stable pairs partition functions are:

Zo(Xiq) =1+ Y Ze(X: @)ooV} V5,
(e1,62(0,0)

Zp(X'5q) =1+ Z Zp(X'; @) er.en)V)' V5
(e1,€2)#(0,0)

Zo(X"; ) =1+ Y Ze(X"; @eren ViV
(e1,€2)7(0,0)

Since §, is ample, only terms with e; > 0 can occur in the above sums. The
degeneration formula yields the following result.

PROPOSITION 43. We have
Zp(X"; q) =Zp(X; q) - Zp(X'; q).

Let FX, FX', and FX" denote the logarithms of the partition functions of X,
X', and X", respectively. Proposition 43 yields the relation:

~

FX' = FX L F¥, (8.10)

We now restrict ourselves to fiber classes of §;-degree bounded by L (as
specified in the construction of A in Section 8.4). For such classes on X', we
will divide F*' into two summands.

LEMMA 44. There are no curves of X' in class B € H»(X', Z)" of 8,-degree
bounded by L which move in families dominating X'.

Proof. If a such a family of curves were to dominate X', then every fiber X;, as
&’ varies in C’ would contain an effective curve class of the family. In particular,
the fibers over £’ € C N C’ would contain such effective curves. By construction,
&' € C N’ is avery general point of C. Therefore,

Pic(X}) = Pic(Xy) = A.
Since C’ was chosen not to lie in any Noether—Lefschetz divisors associated to

effective curves on X in A of §;-degree bounded by L, we have a contradiction.

O
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By Lemma 44, we can separate the contributions of the components of P,(X’,
B) by the points &’ € C’ over which they lie:

>Rt Flenen (8.11)

gecnc’
Here, FX"L is the §;-degree L truncation of FX'. For each & € C N C/, E),(/’L is
the §,-degree L truncation of log(Z5 &(X';q)), the logarithm of the truncated
stable pairs partition functions of moduli component contributions over &’.
Finally, Fg’\’fmc,) is the §,-degree L truncation of log(Zf,,C,\(mc,)(X’; q)), the

logarithm of the truncated stable pairs partition functions of contributions over
c\N(E€ena).

LEMMA 45. For &' € CNC’/, we have

fg,’Lz Z Zq"vf‘vs nmg.hg " Cont(X B, NL

BEEft, (31.L) neZ

mg, hﬁ (e Lz))

Here, mg denotes the divisibility of 8, and

2hy —2= (B, B), ¢ =(8.B) =15 B

Proof. By Lemma 44, every class B € Effy/(6;, L) is completely isolated with
respect to the family 7’. Hence, we may apply Proposition 42 to the contributions
of B to the A-polarized family 7’. O

8.7. Nonisolated contributions: analysis of C”. By the construction of C”
in Section 8.5,
C,C',C"cY cM;

where Y is the nonsingular projective surface (8.9) not contained in any of
the Noether-Lefschetz divisors listed in condition (2). Both C’ and C” were
constructed as very ample divisors on Y which also do not lie in the Noether—
Lefschetz loci listed in (2). Since

[C]+[C'] = [C"] € Pic(Y),

we have
(IC1, [C)y +([C1, [C'y = ([C], [C"T)y > 0.

Letr = ([C], [C"])y,and let ¢y, ..., & be the r distinct intersection points of C
with C”. We can choose C” so the ¢; are very general points of C. In particular,

aécnc. (8.12)
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The degeneration of C” to C U C’ occurs in the pencil on Y spanned by C” and
cuc.

Let Dy, 4 (e,.ep Occur in the finite list of Noether-Lefschetz divisors given in
condition (2) of Section 8.5. Since Y does not lie in Dy, ;, , ..,), the intersection

Dm,h,(ﬁl,ﬁ‘z) ﬂ Y C Y

is a proper divisor. We write

Dy eren NY = w[Cl+ Y wiITjl, w,w; >0
J

where w is the multiplicity of C and the 7; C Y are curves not containing C. By
the genericity hypotheses,

CNC'NT;=CNC'NT; =9 (8.13)

LEMMA 46. There are no curves of X" in class B € Hy(X", 7)™ of 8,-degree
bounded by L which move in families dominating C”.

Proof. If a such a family of curves were to dominate C”, then every fiber X}, as
&” varies in C” would contain an effective curve class of the family. In particular,
the fibers over ¢ € C N C” would contain such effective curves. By construction,
¢ € CNC"is avery general point of C. Therefore,

Pic(X}) = Pic(X,) = A.

Since C” was chosen not to lie in any Noether—Lefschetz divisors associated to

effective curves on X, in A of §;-degree bounded by L, we have a contradiction.
O

We now consider the family of nonsingular curves C; in the pencil as C”
degenerates to C U C'. Here ¢ varies in A, the base of the pencil. The total space
of the pencil is

C"— A

with special fiber
Ciy=CuUC" over0e A.

For fixed ¢ # 0, the stable pairs theory in §;-degree bounded by L for each C/
can be separated, by Lemma 46, into contributions over isolated points of C;.
The union of these support points for the stable pairs theory of C; defines an
algebraic curve

Supp C C"\ Cj — A,z
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in the total space of the pencil. Precisely, Supp equals the set

{t,p) 1t #0,peC/, X, carries an effective curve of degree < L}.

LEMMA 47. The closure Supp C C” contains no components which intersect
the special fiber C; = CUC inCNC'.

Proof. If a component Z C Supp meets £ € C N C’, then there must be an
effective curve class 8 € Pic(X,) which remains effective (and algebraic) on all
of Z. By construction,

PIC(X g/) = A.

Hence, Z must be contained in the Noether—Lefschetz divisor at £’ corresponding
to B. The latter Noether—Lefschetz divisor is on the list specified in condition (2)
of Section 8.5 and hence takes the form

Dm,h,(el,ez) == U)[C] + Z wJ[T]]

J

The intersection of C7,, with C is always {¢i, ..., ¢} since C{' is a pencil. By
condition (8.12), §’ is not a limit. The intersection of C/, with T; can not have
limit £’ by (8.13). O]

The subvariety Supp C C” is proper (by Lemma 47) and therefore consists of
finitely many curves and points. Let

Supp, C Supp

denote the union of the 1-dimensional components of Supp. By Lemmas 46
and 47 no such component lies in the fibers of the pencil

C"— A.

Hence, after a base change € : A—> A possibly ramified over 0 € A, the pull-
back of Supp, to the pulled-back family

"= A

is a union of sections. We divide the sections into two types

Supp, = J AU B
i J
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by the values of the sections over 0 € A:
A;(0) e C C Cy, B;(0) € c'ccy.

By Lemma 46, no section meets C N C’ over 0 € A.
The stable pairs partition functions of every 3-fold

” ~n
X, = C/', t#0
factors into into contributions over the sections A, () and B;(t),

ZI}"(X;/’CI):|:1_[Z§,A;(1)(X q) - l_[ZPB,(z) ;/aQ):| . (8.14)

<L

As before, the partition functions are all §;-degree L truncations. The finitely
many points of Supp \ Supp, are easily seen not to contribute to (8.14) by
deformation invariance of the virtual class. We can take the logarithm,

~X,, NX// NX//
F Z pas Z i
Since the sections B; all meet C'\ CNC’ over 0 € Z, the moduli space of stable

pairs supported over
C"\ (C vl Ai)

is proper. Again, by deformation invariance of the virtual class,
FNLL _ B
Z 80 = Fenener

Then relations (8.10) and (8.11) imply

FXt=— 3 4 Z Fior (8.15)

gecnc’
forevery 0 #1 € A.

LEMMA 48. For general t € Z, the section A;(t) does not lie in the nodal
Noether—Lefschetz locus in C.
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Proof. Suppose A;(t) is always contained in the nodal Noether—Lefschetz locus
inC ”. We can assume by construction that ¥ meets the nodal Noether—Lefschetz
divisor Dy .0 at very general points of the latter divisor in M 3. Hence, for
very general 7, X[/, ., is anodal K3 surface with K3 resolution

" "
Xt A; (1) Xt Ai (1)

with Picard lattice
Pic(X”A (,)) ~A @ Z[E] (8.16)

where E is the exceptional —2-curve. (The lattice A @ Z[E] is primitive in
P1c(X L A;n) since AC Ais primitive and (8.2) holds. The isomorphism (8.16)
is then immediate at a very general point of the nodal Noether—Lefschetz divisor

of M3z.)
By the definition of A; (), there must exist an effective curve
QC Xt”.A,-(t)

of §,-degree bounded by L on X/, . Since X[, . is nodal, O may not be
a Cartier divisor. However, 20 is Cartier. By pulling back via p, using the
identification of the Picard lattice (8.16), and pushing forward by p,

20 € A. (8.17)

The effective curve Q moves with the K3 surfaces X7, ,, as # goes to 0. The
condition (8.17) holds for very general ¢ and hence for all t. In particular the
condition (8.17) hold at # = 0. The K3 surface Xg , , is a nodal fiber of

X — C.

The existence of an effective curve Q € %/’1\ directly contradicts condition (iii)
of Section 8.4 of A. [

Let C " be a general curve of the pencil A. By Lemma 48, the sections A; (1) €
C” are dlS_]Olnt from the nodal Noether-Lefschetz divisor on C” We would like
to apply the contribution relation of Proposition 42 to the fiber of

X! — C/
over A;(t). We therefore need the following result.
LEMMA 49. For general t € Z, the curve 5;/ does not lie in the Noether—
Lefschetz divisor associated to any effective curve
B € Pic(X] )
of 8,-degree bounded by L.
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Proof. If the assertion of the Lemma were false, there would exist a moving
family of effective curves
. "
B € Pic(X] 4. )

such that 5[/ always lies in the Noether—Lefschetz divisor corresponding to f.
Then all of ¥ would lie in the Noether-Lefschetz divisor corresponding to S.
The limit of B is an effective class in the K3 fiber over A;(0) € C of §,-degree
bounded by L. Hence, the Noether—Lefschetz divisor corresponding to  is listed
in condition (2) of Section 8.5. But C” C Y was constructed to not lie in any of
the Noether—Lefschetz divisors of the list (2), a contradiction. L]

‘We may now apply Proposition 42 to the fiber of
Xt// N 5;/

over A, (t) for a general curve C " of the pencil A. Just as in Lemma 45, we obtain

NX”,L _ n el " ﬂ
Faw = Z Zq Yy Uz nmp.hg * Cont<XA w P NL mphp. (. ﬁ))
BEEff, () (81,L) neZ

(8.18)

8.8. Proof of Theorem 8. We now complete the proof of Theorem 8 by
proving the relation

~x -
N sy = Z Z Rymn - NL::!}-hq(dlqdz,d,%) (8.19)

h m=l1

for degrees (d,, d,, d3) positive with respect to the quasipolarization in A. The
Noether-Lefschetz divisors lie in the moduli space M ,.

The degrees (d,, d», d5) of a class in H,(X, Z)™ with respect to A determine
the degrees (e, e;) with respect to A. We first show relation (8.19) is equivalent
for classes of §;-degree bounded by L to the relation

" (€1 e) T Z Z R” mh* NLm h,(e1,e2)* (820)

h m=l1

The Noether—Lefschetz theory in (8.20) occurs in the moduli space M 3.

The equivalence of (8.19) and (8.20) for classes of §,-degree bounded by L is
a consequence of condition (4) in Section 8.4 for A C A. For effective classes
of §;-degree bounded by L, condition (4) says the (e, e;) degrees determine
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the (d,, d,, d3) degrees. The left sides of (8.19) and (8.20) then match since the
stable pairs invariants only involve effective classes. As shown in Section 8.2,
only effective classes contribute to the right sides as well. So the right sides of
(8.19) and (8.20) also match.

We prove (8.20) by the result obtains in Sections 8.6 and 8.7. By
Equations (8.15) and (8.18) and Lemma 45, we have

_ Ff o~ ,
FYL — — Z Z anvll vy’ R”vmﬂvhﬂ Cont(Xf” B. NL;: NIRCHCS ))

§'eCNC’ BeEffy (81,L) neZ

+ Z Z Zq”vf] Uz nmgy - Cont(X} . B NL fnﬂ hp. (el 52>)

i ﬁeEffA 0 (81,L) nei
(8.21)

for a general ¢ € A.
By definition, the ¢"v¢'v<* coefficient of the left side of (8.21) is NX \e1.cyy- THE
q"v;' vy coefficients of the right side of (8.21) correspond to intersections with

the Noether—Lefschetz divisors D, ., .e,)- As in Section 8.7, we write

Dytereny NY = wCl+ > wilT;].  w,w; >0, (8.22)
J
where w is the multiplicity of C and the T; C Y are curves not containing C.
The first sum on the right side of (8.21) concerns C N C'. The contribution of

er, e

Dy (e1.e,) t0 the g"v}'vy* coefficient of the first sum is
—w([C]. [C')y Ry (8.23)

if all the instances of 8 € Pic(X},) associated to the Noether—Lefschetz divisor
Dy h.(e1.er) are effective. As we have seen in Section 8.2, if any such instance
of B is not effective, then Rn m.n = 0 and the entire Noether—Lefschetz divisor
D,y 1 (e .0y contributes O to the right sides of both (8.20) and (8.21).

Next, we study the intersection of D,, 4 (,..,) With C;. The intersection with C,

CNC' ={¢1,....5), r=(C,C"y,

is independent of 7 by the construction of the pencil. The contribution to the

er,,e

q"v|'vy’ coefficient of the full intersection C N C;’ is
w([CL IC D)y R (8.24)

if all the instances of

B € Pic(X/, ) = Pic(X,,)

1,8k
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associated to the Noether-Lefschetz divisor D, ,.., are effective. Such an

effective g implies the point ¢, € c " is always in Supp and hence corresponds to
a section A;. In the effective case, the contributions (8.24) all occur in the second
sum of (8.21).

On the other hand, if any class 8 € Pic(X ,” Q), for any ¢, € C N C’, associated
to the Noether—Lefschetz divisor D,, j, (., ., 1S not effective, then ﬁnm » = 0and
the entire Noether-Lefschetz divisor D,, ; , ..,y contributes O to the right sides of
(8.20) and (8.21). _ ~
__ Finally, we consider the intersection of 7; with C;. By construction, 7,NC/ C
C/ is a finite collection of points. We divide the intersection

T,0C/ =1,,Ul, (8.25)
into disjoint subset with the following properties:
e ast — 0, the points of /;, have limitin C;
e ast — 0, the points of I}, have limit in C".

Since T; does not intersect C N C’, the disjoint union is well defined and unique
(8.25) for ¢ sufficiently near 0. Moreover, the sum of the local intersection
numbers of 7; N 5,” over /;, is (C, T;)y. The points of /; , related to the sections
B(¢) in the analysis of Section 8.7, do not play a role in the analysis of (8.21).
(The contributions of the sections B(¢) is canceled in (8.15).)

If a single instance of a class

B € Pic(X[,,) for&" el

associated to the Noether—Lefschetz divisor D, j (., 1s ineffective for ¢
sufficiently near O, then ﬁn,m,h = 0 and the entire Noether—Lefschetz divisor
Dy 1.(e1.¢,) contributes O to the right sides of (8.20) and (8.21). Otherwise, every
instance of such a 8 is effective for all ¢ sufficiently near 0. Then

1. cJao,

and the contribution to the ¢"v{'v5* coefficient of the right side of (8.21) of the
full intersection /;, is _
willCL Tj)y Rymn- (3.26)

Summing all the contributions (8.23), (8.24), and (8.26) to the right side of
(8.21) associated to D, j (e, ., Yields

(—w([C], [CT)y + w([CLIC Ny + Y wi{IC], T,->y> Rumn-  (8:27)

J
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Using the relation —[C’]4+[C”] = [C] and (8.22), the sum (8.27) exactly matches
contribution

Rumi = NLD )y 1oy = Rumn - /[Dm,h,(el,ez)]
c

of Dy, i (e,.en) to the right side of (8.20). The proofs of (8.20) and of Theorem 8
are complete.

9. Katz—Klemm-Vafa conjecture

The proof of the P/NL correspondence of Theorem 8 was the last step in the
proof of Proposition 10:

Fomh = Femy forallgeZ, m>0,hel.

The proof of Theorem 4 is also now complete.

In Section 7.6, several properties of the stable pairs invariants 7, ,,, were
established (and in fact were used in the proofs of Theorem 8 and Proposition 10).
The most important property of 7, ,, » is independence of divisibility established
in Proposition 39,

7.p depends only upon g and (B, B).
Also proven in Section 7.6 were the basic vanishing results
?;q<0,m,h = 0’ ?;q,m,h<0 =0.

The independence of 7, 4 upon the divisibility of 8 reduces the Katz—Klemm-—
Vafa conjecture to the primitive case.

The stable pairs BPS counts in the primitive case are determined by
Proposition 35, relation (7.5), and the interpretation of the Kawai—Yoshioka
results presented in Section 5.7. Taken together, we prove the Katz—Klemm-—
Vafa conjecture in the primitive case and hence in all cases. The proof of
Theorem 3 is complete.

Following the notation of Section 1.3, let

7:X—>C

be a 1-parameter family of A-polarized K3 surfaces with respect to a rank r
lattice A. Using the independence of divisibility, Theorem 5 in Gromov—Witten
theory takes a much simpler form.

THEOREM 50. For degrees (d,,...,d,) positive with respect to the
quasipolarization A,
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Theorems 3 and 50 together give closed form solutions for the BPS states in
fiber classes in term of the Noether—Lefschetz numbers (which are expressed in
terms of modular forms by Borcherds’ results). A classical example is given in
the next section.

10. Quartic K3 surfaces

We provide a complete calculation of the Noether—Lefschetz numbers and
BPS counts in fiber classes for the family of K3 surfaces determined by a
Lefschetz pencil of quartics in P3:

7:X— P, XcP xP oftype (4,1).
Let A and B be modular forms of weight 1/2 and level 8,

A= quﬂ/s’ B — Z(_l)nq:ﬂ/s.

nez nez

Let ® be the modular form of weight 21/2 and level 8 defined by

2720 = 3A* —81AYB* —627A" B’ — 14436A" B*
—20007A'"B> — 169092A"° B® — 120636A'* B’
—621558A B® — 29279642 B° — 1038366A'' B®
—346122A"B'"" — 878388A°B'* — 207186A%B"
—361908A7 B — 56364A°B"> — 60021A°B'¢
—4812A*B" — 1881A°B" — 27AB" + B!,

We can expand © as a series in g'/%,
O = —1+108q + 320¢°"® + 500164°* + 769504 . . . .

Let ®[m] denote the coefficient of g” in ©.

The modular form ® first appeared in calculations of [27]. The following
result was proven in [36]: the Noether—Lefschetz numbers of the quartic pencil
7 are coefficients of O,

As(h,d
vig, =0 [S00],

8

where the discriminant is defined by
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_ 4 d )
Ay(h,d) = —det(d 2h—2) =d” —8h+38.
By Theorem 50, we obtain
= Ay(h, d)
X 4
ng'd - ;rg,h ' @ [ 8 ] '

as predicted in [27]. Similar closed form solutions can be found for all the
classical families of K 3-fibrations, see [36].
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Appendix A. Invariants

We include here a short table of the various invariants associated to a K3
surface S and a class 8 € Pic(S).

R, 5(S) Reduced GW invariants of § Section 0.1
Te.B BPS counts for K 3 surfaces in GW theory Section 0.3
ﬁn, 8(S) Stable pair invariants of S parallel to R, » Sections 0.6, 6.2
Tup BPS counts for K3 surfaces via stable pairs Sections 3.4, 7.6
R,‘ff,,(S x R)  Reduced stable pair invariants of the rubber Section 6.6
(1)?‘}, Reduced stable pair residues of ¥ = § x C Section 5.6
I, 1y = (1)%¢ for o primitive with (o, @) = 2h —2  Section 5.6
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Associated to K 3 fibrations over a curve
X —C,

there are several more invariants. Here, 8 € H,(X, Z) is a fiber class.

N, g s  Connected GW invariants of the K3-fibration X Section 2.2
nif s  BPS counts for X in GW theory Section 2.2
ﬁj‘ s  Connected stable pairs invariants of the K 3-fibration X Section 8.1

ﬁf s BPS counts for X via stable pairs Sections 3.5, 8.1

When S is a nonsingular K3 fiber of X — C and 8 € Pic(S) is a class for
which no effective summand on S deforms over C, we have two invariants.

Py (X) Contribution of stable pairs supported on S Section 6.2
to the stable pairs invariant of X
Pys(X/S)  Contribution of stable pairs over S Section 6.5

to the relative stable pairs invariant of X/§

Appendix B. Degenerations

Let P2 x P! be the blow-up of P? x P! at a point. Consider the toric 4-fold
Y =P x P! x P!
of Picard group of rank 4,
Pic(Y) = ZL, ® ZL, & ZE & ZLs.

Here, L, L,, E are the pull-backs of divisors from P? x P! and L; is the pull-
back of O(1) from the last P'. (We follow the notation of Section 2.) The divisors
Ly, L,, and L; are certainly base point free on Y. Since L, + L, — E arises on

P? x P! via the projection from a point of the (1, 1)-Segre embedding
P2 x P! — P,
the divisor L, + L, — E determines a map to the quadric Q C P*,
P2 x P! - Q C P*.

Hence, L + L, — E is base point free on both P> x P! and Y.
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The anticanonical series 3L + 2L, — 2E + 2L is base point free on Y since
Ly, L,, Ly,and L, + L, — E are all base point free. Let

XcVY

be a general anticanonical divisor (nonsingular by Bertini). In [39], the Gromov—
Witten/Pairs correspondence is proven for Calabi—Yau 3-fold which admit
appropriate degenerations. To find such degenerations for X, we simply factor
equations.

Let X, ...q C Y denote a general divisor of class aL; + bL, + cE + dL;. We
first degenerate X = X3, 5, via the product

X2,1,71,1 'Xl,l,fl,l-

For such a degeneration to be used in the scheme of [39], all of the following
varieties must be nonsingular:

Xs2-22, Xoi-u1, Xii-iis
Xoa—ia N X Xz N Xo i N Xy

Since all three divisor classes X35 22, X2.1.-1.1, X1.1,_1.1 are base point free, the
required nonsingularity follows from Bertini. Next, we degenerate X, ; 1 via
the product

Xi1-11 X000

The nonsingularity of the various intersections is again immediate by Bertini.
Since X g,0,0 is a toric 3-fold, no further action must be taken for X; g ¢ 0.
We are left with the divisor X 1 _;; which we degenerate via the product

XI,O,O,I 'X0,1,71,0-

While the divisor classes of X; 1 11 and Xj 91 are base point free, the class
Xo.1.-1,0 is not. There is unique effective divisor

XO,],—I,O cY.

Fortunately Xo,1,—1,0 is a nonsingular toric 3-fold isomorphic to P? x P! where
IP? is the blow-up of P? in a point. The nonsingularity of X _; ¢ is sufficient to
guarantee the nonsingularity of

X001 N Xo1-1,00 Xii—1,1 N Xi0,01 N Xo1,-1,0

since X; ;1.1 and X 0,1 are both base point free.
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The result of [39] reduces the GW/P correspondence for X to the toric cases

X1,0,0,03 XO,I,*I,O» XO,O,O,I

and the geometries of the various K3 and rational surfaces and higher
genus curves which occur as intersections in the degenerations. The GW/P
correspondences for all these end states have been established in [39] and earlier
work. Hence, the GW/P correspondence holds for X.

Appendix C. Cones and virtual classes

C.1. Fulton Chern class. Let X be a scheme of dimension d. (The
constructions are also valid for a Deligne—Mumford stack which admits
embeddings into nonsingular Deligne-Mumford stacks.) Let

XcMm

be a closed embedding in a nonsingular ambient M of dimension m > d. Of
course, we also have an embedding

XCcCMxC=M

where X lies over 0 € C. The normal cones Cx M and CXM of X in M and M
are of pure dimensions m and m + 1, respectively. Moreover,

CXM - CXM@ la

following the notation of [15]. Let g be the structure morphism of the projective
cone _
q :P(CxM) — X,

and let [IP’(CXA~4 )] be the fundamental class of pure dimension m. The Segre
class s(X, M) is defined by

S(X. M) =g, (Za(@(l))" NIP(CxM & 1)1)

i=0
= 4. (ch(o(l))i n [IP(CXM)]) .
i=0

The Fulton total Chern class,
cr(X) =c(Tyx) Ns(X, M)
= c(Tjip) N 4. (Z (O N [P(CXM)]) . (@

i=0

is independent of the embedding M see [15, 4.2.6].
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Let E* = [E~! — E"], together with a morphism to the cotangent complex
L*, be a perfect obstruction theory on X. The virtual class associated to E*® can
be expressed in terms of Chern classes of E* and the Fulton total Chern class
of X:

[XT" = [s((E*)") Ncrp(X)]
_ [C(El)
c(Eo)

virdim

mCF(X)i| ,

virdim

where E, = (E™)* and E; = (E°)*. The above formula occurs in [44] and
earlier in the excess intersection theory of [15]. As a consequence, the virtual
class depends only upon the K -theory class of E*°.

C.2. The curvilinear condition. Let Y C X be a subscheme satisfying the
curvilinear lifting property:

every map Spec C[x]/(x*) — X factors through Y.

By the k = 1 case, the curvilinear lifting property implies ¥ C X is a bijection
on closed points. _
We view the embedding X € M x C = M also as an embedding of

YCXCM.

Let Iy C Iy be the ideal sheaves of X and Y in M. There is a canonical rational

map over M,
f : Proj (@ I{,) — — — Proj (@ IX)
i=0 i=0

associated to the morphism of graded algebras

él;‘( — éli, Iy =1) = Of.
~ ~

By definition, the source and target of f are the blow-ups of M along Y and X,
respectively,

oo

Bly (M) = Proj (@ 1;) s M,
i=0

Bly (M) = Proj (@ 1;'() =5 M,
i=0
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with exceptional divisors

;' (Y) = P(Cy M), 73" (X) =P(CxM).

PROPOSITION 51. The rational map has empty base locus and thus yields a
projective morphism - -
f : Bly(M) — Bly(M).

Moreover, as Cartier divisors on Bly (M),

[H(P(CxM)) = P(CyM).

Proof. Away from the exception divisor 7, '(Y), f is certainly a morphism. We
need only study the base locus on the exceptional divisor

P(Cy M) C Bly M.

We can reach any closed point g € P(C y M ) by the strict transform to Bly M of
map of a nonsingular quasiprojective curve

g:(Ap) > M
with g~!(Y) supported at p. In other words, the strict transform
gr: (A, p) > By M

satisfies gy(p) = ¢. Since Y C X is a bijection on closed points, g~!(X) is also
supported at p.
We work locally on an open affine U = Spec(A) C M containing g(p) € M.
Let
a,...,a, € Iy, al,...,ar,bl,...,bsely

be generators of the ideals Ix C Iy C A. By definition of the blow-up,
7' U) cUx PP 7 (U)ycUx Pl

Let ¢ be the local parameter of A at p with ¢#(p) = 0. From the map g, we obtain
functions

a;(t) = a;(g(1)), b;(t) =b;(g(1)

in the local parameter ¢ which are regular at 0. Since g(p) € Y C X, we have
a;(0) =0and b;(0) =0foralliand j.Let £x be the lowest valuation of t among
all the functions ¢; (). Since the g;(¢) can not all vanish identically, £, > 0. The

limit
T <al(t) ar(t))
v =1lim s

t—0 \ tfx ttx
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is a well-defined nonzero vector v. By definition of the blow-up,

gx(p) = (g(p), [v) e U x P

Similarly, let £, be the lowest valuation of + among all the functions a; () and
b;(t). Then, the limit

w = lim
t—0

(al(t) a,(t) bi(1) by (t))

R vty SRl
1s a well-defined nonzero vector w, and

gr(p) = (g(p), [w]) e U x PN,

Certainly, £y < £y since £y is a minimum over a larger set. If £y < €y, then
there is a b;(¢) with lower valuation than all the g; (7). Such a situation directly
contradicts the curvilinear lifting property for the map

Spec(Op/t™) C D = X.

Hence, ¢y = £x.
The equality of £y and €y has the following consequence: the first r
coordinates of w are not all 0. As a result, the rational map

f:BlyM ——> BlyM
defined on U x P"**~! by projection

f@) = f(g(p),w) =(p), (wi,...,w)) = (g(p),v)

has no base locus at g. Since g was arbitrary, f has no base locus on Bly LM ).
The exceptional divisors P(Cy M) and P(CxM) are O(—1) on Bly(M) and
Bly (M), respectively. Since the morphism f respects O(—1), the relation

[*(P(CxM)) = P(Cy M)
holds as Cartier divisors. O

By Proposition 51 and the push—pull formula for the degree 1 morphism f,
we find
[Py = £l f"P(Cx )]
= deg(f) - [P(CxM)]
= [P(CxM)], (C2)

where [ D] denotes the fundamental cycle of a Cartier divisor D. The restriction
of f to the exceptional divisors yields a morphism

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2016.2

The Katz—Klemm—Vafa conjecture for K3 surfaces 109

f:P(CyM) — P(Cx M)

which covers ¢ : ¥ — X. Since the morphism on projective cones respects O(1),
relation (C.2) and definition (C.1) together imply

tep(Y) = cp(X).

In other words, the Fulton total Chern class is the same for embeddings
satisfying the curvilinear lifting property.

C.3. Thedivisor D, g . Following the notation of Section 6.9, we have
Dnl,ﬁl C W(n’ ﬂ)7

and we would like to compare the Fulton total Chern classes of these two moduli
spaces. The subspace D,, g, is the pull-back to W (n, 8) of a nonsingular divisor
in the Artin stack %, ;. Hence, D,,, g, is locally defined by a single equation.
There is no obstruction to smoothing the crease for any stable pair
parameterized by D, s . An elementary argument via vector fields moving
points in P! shows W (n, B) to be étale locally a trivial product of D,,, 5, with the
smoothing parameter in C. (Consider the versal deformation of the degeneration
of P! to the chain P! UP!. Given any finite collection of nonsingular points of the
special fiber P! U P!, an open set U of the special fiber can be found containing
the points together with a vector field which translates U over the base of the
deformation. In the case the degeneration is a longer chain, such a vector field
can be found for each node.) Hence, the equation of D,, 4 is nowhere a zero
divisor. Given an embedding W (n, §) C M in a nonsingular ambient space, we
consider _
Whn,B)CcMxC=M

with W (n, B) lying over 0 € C. There is an exact sequence of cones on D,, g,,

00— N — CD M — CW(n,ﬂ)M|D —> 0,

ny.B1 ni.B1

where N = Op, , (D, p,)- As a consequence,

s(W(n, B), M)lp, ,, = 5Dy, ps MI(Op, , (D, ).
By the definition of the Fulton total Chern class
e (W, B)lby, . = c(Tulp,, ;) Ns(Wn, B), M, ,
= c¢(Tulp,, 5,) N $(Dny 5, M)c(Op, , (Dy, 4,))
= ¢r(Duy.5)c(Op, ;. (Duyp),
which is (6.79) of Section 6.9.
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