
ar
X

iv
:2

10
2.

01
05

6v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

A
G

] 
 2

6 
A

pr
 2

02
4

Hilbert Schemes of Points on Calabi–Yau 4-Folds via

Wall-Crossing

Arkadij Bojko ∗

Abstract

Gross–Joyce–Tanaka [43] proposed a wall-crossing conjecture for Calabi–Yau four-
folds. Assuming it, we prove the conjecture of Cao–Kool [14] for 0-dimensional sheaf-
counting invariants on projective Calabi–Yau 4-folds. From it, we extract the full topo-
logical information contained in the virtual fundamental classes of Hilbert schemes of
points which turns out to be equivalent to the data of all descendent integrals. As a
consequence, we can express many generating series of invariants in terms of explicit
universal power series.

i) On C4, Nekrasov proposed invariants with a conjectured closed form [72]. We show
that an analog of his formula holds for compact Calabi–Yau 4-folds satisfying the
wall-crossing conjecture.

ii) We notice a relationship to corresponding generating series for Quot schemes on
elliptic surfaces which are also governed by a wall-crossing formula. This leads to
a Segre–Verlinde correspondence for Calabi–Yau fourfolds.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Vertex algebras in algebraic geometry and topology 12

2.1 Vertex algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
2.2 Axioms of vertex algebras on homology of stacks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15
2.3 Point-canonical orientations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18
2.4 Vertex algebras over pairs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
2.5 Wall-crossing conjecture for Calabi–Yau fourfolds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
2.6 Topological construction of Joyce’s vertex algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24
2.7 Insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25
2.8 Vertex algebra of topological pairs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26
2.9 Explicit description of the vertex algebra of topological pairs . . . . . . . . 29

3 Cao–Kool conjecture 33

3.1 L-twisted vertex algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34
3.2 Computing virtual fundamental cycles of 0-dimensional sheaves . . . . . . . 37

∗Address: Institute of Mathematics, Academia Sinica, 6F, Astronomy-Mathematics Building, No. 1, Sec.
4, Roosevelt Road, Taipei 10617, Taiwan; Email: abojko@gate.sinica.edu.tw

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01056v3


4 Virtual classes of Hilbert schemes of points and invariants 42

4.1 Virtual fundamental cycle of Hilbert schemes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43
4.2 Multiplicative genera as insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

5 Computing the generating series of newly defined invariants 52

5.1 Segre series . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
5.2 K-theoretic insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54
5.3 Untwisted K-theoretic invariants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60
5.4 4D-2D-1D correspondence . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63
5.5 4D-2D correspondence explained by wall-crossing . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65

1 Introduction

Following the philosophy of Donaldson [25], who defined invariants counting anti-self-dual

connections on a real 4-manifold, Donaldson–Thomas proposed a holomorphic version of

this construction for a Calabi–Yau fourfold X in [26]. To give a rigorous formulation of

their ideas, a new approach to sheaf counting was pioneered by Borisov–Joyce [12] (using

derived differential geometry) and Oh-Thomas [75]∗. They constructed new virtual funda-

mental classes (from now on VFCs for short) for moduli spaces of sheaves on Calabi–Yau

4-folds, which unlike their analogs obtained using Behrend–Fantechi [4], are not canonically

determined by their deformation and obstruction theory.

The additional input needed to use the machinery of [12] and [75] is a choice of orienta-

tion on the moduli space, the existence of which was proved in [13] for projective Calabi–Yau

4-folds and by the author [8] for quasi-projective ones. It should be noted that this leads

to complications that need to be addressed.

In this paper, we focus on the compact case. Some results in this setting have been

obtained by Park [77] extending the ones of Cao–Kool [14], but the majority of computations

have been done for local 4-folds. Because for now, the construction of the deformation

invariant VFC requires the Calabi–Yau condition even for ideal sheaves of points, one is

unable to use algebraic cobordism to reduce everything to toric computations as in [64, 65].

Instead, we will use the conjectural wall-crossing along the lines of Gross–Joyce–Tanaka

[43].

Parallel results using toric computations have been obtained by Martijn Kool and Jørgen

Rennemo [60] on C4 in the process of writing this paper. Unlike the Donaldson–Thomas

invariants of Hilbert schemes of points for 3-folds, where this would describe the correspond-

ing invariants of all compact 3-folds, there is currently no relation between the local and

compact setting for Calabi–Yau 4-folds. Additionally, the computation in [60] uses localiza-

tion to the fixed point locus of Hilbn(C4) with respect to the Calabi–Yau torus G3
m. Then

the problem of orientations reduces to choices of signs at each isolated fixed point which

are determined in [60] using a global description of Hilbn(C4) as the vanishing locus of an

∗See also the work of Cao–Leung [17] which focused on some special cases.
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isotropic section. However, when gluing copies of C4 to larger toric Calabi–Yau 4-folds,

there is currently no indication whether the signs in [60] should be modified by some global

sign for each copy of C4.

Wall-crossing conjecture for Calabi–Yau 4-folds We use the term Calabi–Yau 4-fold

for a smooth projective 4-fold X with a trivial canonical bundle KX and H2(OX) = 0, as

this is an assumption, we will need to obtain all of our results. The general setup of wall-

crossing for Calabi–Yau fourfolds explained in §2.1 does not need the last condition. We

also always assume that X is connected as everything can be easily generalized to multiple

components.

We use K0(X) to denote the complex topological K-theory of X. Let α ∈ K0(X) and

Mα,L be a projective moduli scheme of perfect complexes with fixed determinant L in class

α satisfying some stability condition, then Oh–Thomas [75] or Borisov–Joyce [12] give us a

VFC

[Mα,L]
vir ∈ Hχ(OX)−χ(α,α)(Mα,L,Q)

when χ(α,α) is even. Working with singular homology instead of chow homology and thus

halving the degree of the cycle is the result of taking “half of the obstruction theory” and the

degree χ(OX)−χ(α,α) was interpreted in Borisov–Joyce [12] as the real virtual dimension

of Mα,L.

These fundamental classes were conjectured to satisfy universal wall-crossing formulae

by Gross–Joyce–Tanaka [43]. This leads to a wall-crossing conjecture for Joyce–Song stable

pairs as in Joyce–Song [56] (see Conjecture 2.9, also [43, Def. 4.3]). We present here the

first application by computing virtual fundamental classes of Hilbert schemes of points and

the related invariants. Our goal is two-fold:

i) The main novelty of this work as the first successful application of the wall-crossing

machinery is the description of the full topological data of [Hilbn(X)]vir. More ex-

plicitly, using the minimal input provided to us by Park [77, Cor. 0.3] (recalled in

Theorem 3.9), we recover an explicit description of all the descendent integrals on

Hilbn(X) in Theorem 4.1 under the additional condition H1(OX) = 0.

ii) Out of the above data, we are able to compute closed formulae for the generating

series of many new invariants and study their symmetries; all this without the extra

assumption H1(OX) = 0. Here we distinguish two sub-points:

(a) We reduce existing conjectures in literature to the wall-crossing conjecture. These

are the Conjecture 1.1 of Cao–Kool and its K-theoretic refinement, the analog

of which was conjectured by Nekrasov for C4.

(b) We obtain a relation between universal generating series for Calabi–Yau four-

folds and for surfaces satisfying c21 = 0. A consequence of this is for example

the Segre–Verlinde correspondence for Calabi–Yau fourfolds. This relation is not

3



unexpected, as DT4 invariants are meant to be the holomorphic version of Don-

aldson invariants on real fourfolds, in particular on complex surfaces where they

were studied by [2, 70].

In the introduction, we choose to focus more on the particular generating series and their

symmetries over the more general result mentioned in the first point. A concise summary

of the presently used methods appears in §[9, §1.2] where its applications to Quot schemes

is the main point.

Tautological insertions One natural insertion on Hilbn(X), considered for surfaces by

Göttsche [37] and by Cao–Kool [14], Park [77], Cao–Qu [18] and Nekrasov∗ [72] for Calabi–

Yau 4-folds is the Chern class c(L[n]) of the vector bundle

L[n] = π2 ∗
(
Fn ⊗ π∗

X(L)
)
, (1.1)

where X
πX←−− X ×Hilbn(X)

π2−→ Hilbn(X) are the projections, L is a line bundle on X, and

O → Fn is the universal complex on Hilbn(X).

For the generating series of invariants

I(L; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

In(L)q
n = 1 +

∑

n>0

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
cn(L

[n])qn (1.2)

Cao–Kool [14] conjecture the following:

Conjecture 1.1 (Cao–Kool [14]). Let X be a projective Calabi–Yau 4-fold and L a line

bundle on X then

I(L; q) = M(−q)
∫
X

c1(L)·c3(X) (1.3)

for some choice of orientations. Here M(q) =
∏∞

i=1(1−(q)i)−i is the Mac-Mahon function.

Park [77, Cor. 0.3] proves that if L = O(D) for a smooth connected divisor D ⊂ X, then

this conjecture holds (see Theorem 3.9). Using Conjecture 2.9 we reduce Conjecture 1.1 for

any line bundle L to their result. It turns out that the correct orientations of Conjecture

1.1 are obtained by fixing canonical orientations for K-theory classes of OX and Ox, where

x ∈ X is a C-point, and using the compatibility under sums in the sense of Cao–Gross–Joyce

[13, Thm. 1.15] to extend these.

We call these orientations point-canonical. They are precisely the orientations of Park[77]

for any smooth divisor D such that D · c3(X) 6= 0. In particular, they are induced by the

canonical orientations of Behrend–Fantechi [4] under the virtual pullback.

To work with general invariants that follow, it will be useful to define the universal

∗In the toric setting.
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transformation on power-series f with constant term f(0) = 1:

U
(
f(q)

)
=

∏

n>0

n∏

k=1

f(−e 2πik
n q)−n .

Note that this transformation plays an important role in the follow-up paper [9] as it appears

in wall-crossing for Calabi–Yau fourfolds in general.

Segre series of all ranks For a surface S and a line bundle L→ S the Segre series

R(S,L; q) =

∫

Hilbn(S)
s2n

(
L[n]

)
qn

defined in terms of the degree 2n Segre class s2n(−) appeared in Tyurin [85] in relation to

Donaldson invariants. Its precise form was conjectured by Lehn [62] and proved by Marian–

Oprea–Pandharipande [68] for K3 surfaces and the general case in [69]. One can replace L

in (1.1) by any class α in the Grothendieck group of algebraic vector bundles G0(X). These

more general invariants were studied by Marian–Oprea–Pandharipande in [70] because of

their relation to Verlinde numbers and strange duality. We study analogous questions in

our case with a more general relation between the invariants of surfaces and fourfolds given

in (1.13).

Let ~α = (α1, . . . , αM ) for α1, . . . αM ∈ G0(X) and ~t = (t1, . . . , tM ). We define the

generalized DT4-Segre series for Calabi–Yau 4-folds by

R(~α,~t; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir st1
(
α
[n]
1

)
. . . stM

(
α
[n]
M

)
(1.4)

in terms of the Segre classes. The corresponding series for virtual fundamental classes of

Quot schemes on surfaces were studied by Oprea–Pandharipande [76]. When M = 1, we

will write

R(α; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir sn
(
α[n]

)
.

To express their generating series, recall that Fuss-Catalan numbers are given by

Cn,a =
1

an+ 1

(
an+ 1

n

)
(1.5)

for any positive integer a. They were defined by Fuss [33]∗ and appeared also in the work

of Oprea–Pandharipande [76]. We denote their generating series by

Ba(q) =
∑

n≥0

Cn,aq
n . (1.6)

∗They were rigorously studied in [20, 39, 76, 79, 80].
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Theorem 1.2. Let α,α1, . . . , αM ∈ G0(X), a = rk(α), ai = rk(αi), then assuming Conjec-

ture 2.9 we have

R(~α,~t; q) = U
[
(1 + t1z)

c1(α1)·c3(X) · · · (1 + tMz)c1(αM )·c3(X)
]

for point-canonical orientations. Here z is the unique solution to

z(1 + t1z)
a1 · · · (1 + tMz)aM = q .

Moreover, in the same setting we have the explicit expressions

R(α; q) =





U
[
Ba+1(−q)−c1(α)·c3(X)

]
for a ≥ 0

U
[
B−a(q)

c1(α)·c3(X)
]

for a < 0

. (1.7)

As a Corollary, we obtain

R(L; q) = U
[(1 +√1 + 4q)

2

]c1(L)·c3(X)
.

Nekrasov genus K-theoretic invariants for Calabi–Yau 3-folds using twisted virtual

structure sheaves were introduced by Nekrasov–Okounkov [73] to study the relation between

DT3 invariants and curve-counting in Calabi–Yau five-folds. They were defined in terms of

twisting the usual virtual structure sheaf of Ovir constructed by Fantechi–Göttsche [28] by

a square root of the virtual canonical bundle given at each sheaf E in the moduli space by

det
(
Hom•(E,E)

)
. Extending their ideas to Calabi–Yau fourfolds, Oh–Thomas [75] define

twisted virtual structure sheaves Ôvir on Mα,L which no longer originate naturally from

some untwisted version.

For any A ∈ G0(Hilbn(X)), one can compute the twisted virtual Euler characteristic

χ̂vir
(
Hilbn(X), A

)
= χ

(
Hilbn(X), Ôvir ⊗A

)
. (1.8)

Set

Ny

(
α[n]

)
= Λ•

y−1

(
α[n]

)
⊗ det−

1
2
(
α[n] · y−1

)
∈ G0(Mα,L,Q)((y−

1
2 )) ,

where the square-root exists because we are working over rational coefficients. One should

think of y as the equivariant parameter for the trivial C∗ action onOX . For any α1, . . . , αM ∈
G0(X), we define

K(~α, ~y; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

χ̂vir
(
Hilbn(X),Ny1(α

[n]
1 )⊗ · · · ⊗NyM (α

[n]
M )

)
. (1.9)

Segre series from §1 can be obtained as a classical limit of these invariants (see Propo-

sition 5.5). We again use K(α, y; q) to denote the N = 1 case.
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The case α = L for a line bundle L was introduced by Nekrasov [72, §4.2.4], Nekrasov–

Piazzalunga [74] and were further studied by Cao–Kool–Monavari [15] in relation to the

equivariant DT/PT correspondence. An equivariant version of these invariants can be

defined for any toric Calabi–Yau 4-fold using localization of Oh–Thomas [75, §7] and the

action of the 3-dimensional torus T = {t ∈ (C∗)4 : t1t2t3t4 = 1}. Nekrasov [72] conjectured

the following formula for C4:

KNek(Ly, t; q) = Exp

[
χ
(
C4, q

(TC4 − T ∗C4)(L
1
2
y − L

− 1
2

y

(1− qL
1
2
y )(1 − qL

− 1
2

y )

)]
, (1.10)

where χ denotes the equivariant Euler characteristic on C4, Ly is the line bundle on C4

with weight y of the C∗ action and Exp[f(y, q)] = exp
[∑

n>0
f(yn,qn)

n

]
is the plethystic

exponential of a power-series f . For X = TotP1(O(−1) ⊕O(−1) ⊕O) a similar conjecture

was given by Cao–Kool–Monavari [15, Conjecture 0.16].

Replacing C4 with a compact X in (1.10), we obtain a prediction for compact Calabi–

Yau 4-folds:

K(L, y; q) = Exp

[
χ
(
X, q

(TX − T ∗X)(L
1
2 y

1
2 − L− 1

2 y−
1
2

(1− qL
1
2 y

1
2 )(1 − qL− 1

2 y−
1
2 )

)]
. (1.11)

We thank Noah Arbesfeld for pointing out this direct relation to our previous version of the

formula.

Theorem 1.3. If Conjecture 2.9 holds, then for all α1, . . . , αM with ai = rk(αi),
∑

i ai =

2b+ 1 and point-canonical orientations, we have

K(~α, ~y; q) =

N∏

i=1

U

[
(yi − 1)2u

(yi − u)2

] 1
2
c1(αi)·c3(X)

where u is the unique solution to

q =
(u− 1)ub

∏N
j=1(y

1
2 − y−

1
2u)ai

.

In particular, we recover (1.11) when N = 1, α1 = α, y1 = y, a1 = 1.

During the writing of this paper, Martijn Kool and Jørgen Rennemo [60] announced a

proof of (1.10), which in particular proves also the equivariant version of Conjecture 1.1 on

C4. This gives further motivation to our belief that an argument replacing that of algebraic

cobordism in [64, 65] should exist for DT4 invariants.

Segre–Verlinde correspondence The invariants considered in the previous paragraph

are special to 4-folds. Here we address K-theoretic invariants which are the analog of

Verlinde series for surfaces.
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Verlinde series for a smooth projective surface S, a line bundle L on it, and an integer

r is given by

V (S,L, r; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

χ
(
Hilbn(S), L(n) ⊗ Er

)
qn . (1.12)

Here E = det
(
O[n]

S

)
, and L(n) is constructed by starting from L⊠n on S×n which descends

to a line bundle L(n) on the symmetric product S(n). One then defines L(n) as the pullback

of L(n) along the resolution of singularities S[n] → S(n). Verlinde series were defined and

studied by Ellingsrud–Göttsche–Lehn [27]. By Göttsche [44, Rem. 5.3] it follows that when

r = rk(α)− 1 and L = det(α) they can be expressed as

V (S,L, r; q) = V (S, α; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

χ
(
Hilbn(S),det

(
α[n]

))
qn .

Their virtual analogs for Quot schemes were studied in [38] and [2].

Motivated by the above two equivalent definitions of V (S, α; q) together with the relation

to higher rank Nekrasov genus (see Remark 5.12), we define square root DT4 Verlinde series

V
1
2 (α; q) = 1 +

∑

n>0

χ̂vir
(
Hilbn(X),det

1
2

(
L[n]
α

)
⊗ Er+1

)
qn ,

where Lα = det(α), r = rk(α) − 1, and E = det(O[n]
X ). Simultaneously, we define the DT4

Verlinde series for Calabi–Yau 4-folds:

V (α; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

χ̂vir
(
Hilbn(X),det

(
α[n]

)
⊗ E

1
2

)
qn .

Assuming the wall-crossing conjecture, these are related as their name would suggest:

V (α; q) =
(
V

1
2 (α; q)

)2
.

This statement is obtained as a consequence of direct computation of both series, so it would

be interesting to give an independent reason for it. In [10, §5.2], we study the equivariant

version of the above series in the case when X = C4. We do so using the description

of Hilbn(C4) as a vanishing locus of an isotropic section of a vector bundle on a moduli

scheme of representations of a framed four-loop quiver. Using this geometric picture that

was originally presented by Kool–Rennemo in [60], we show that the above factor E
1
2 is the

most natural correction needed to obtain integer invariants.

Remark 1.4. The observations made in §5.3 and [10, §5.2] suggested that for Hilbert

schemes of points the untwisted virtual structure sheaf

Ouvir = Ôvir ⊗ E
1
2

is a particularly useful modification of Ôvir that guarantees integer invariants.
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One of the most notable properties of the Verlinde and Segre series on surfaces motivated

by strange duality was proposed by Johnson [50]. An explicit formulation was given by

Marian–Oprea–Pandharipande [69] as a change of variables z = f(q), w = g(q) giving

V (S, α; z) = R(S,−α;w) .

For Quot schemes of n points QuotS(C
N , n) on surfaces, it was observed by Arbesfeld–

Johnson–Lim–Oprea–Pandharipande [2] that this correspondence takes the simple form

V (α; q) = R(α; (−1)N q) .

We recover an analogous formula for fourfolds.

Theorem 1.5. If Conjecture 2.9 holds, then for any α ∈ G0(X), we have for any choices

of orientations

V (α; q) = R(α;−q) .

We obtain this result by computation, which leads to us asking the following.

Question 1.6. Is there a geometric interpretation of the Segre–Verlinde correspondence for

Calabi–Yau 4-folds similar to the one of [50]?

4D-2D correspondence We discuss now a stronger correspondence between invariants

on surfaces and Calabi–Yau 4-folds. To a reader familiar with the results of [76] and

[2], this will be a generalization of some of the above results including the Segre–Verlinde

correspondence.

Let S be a surface, then Hilbn(S) carries a virtual fundamental class
[
Hilbn(S)

]vir
=

[Hilbn(S)]∩ cn
((

K
[n]
S

)∨)
constructed in [68, Lem. 1]. Let f, h be multiplicative genera (see

§4.2). If S satisfies c1(S)
2 = 0, then by [2, §2.2], there is a universal series A(q) depending

on f, h and a = rk(β), such that

1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫
[
Hilbn(S)

]vir f(β[n])h
(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
= Ac1(β)·c1(S) ,

where T vir
Y denotes the virtual tangent bundle of Y dual to a given obstruction theory

and β ∈ G0(S). Assuming Conjecture 2.9, we show that for point-canonical orientations,

α ∈ G0(X) with rk(α) = a and h(z) = g(z)g(−z) we get

1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir f(α[n])g
(
T vir
Hilbn(X)

)
= U

(
A(q)c1(α)·c3(X)

)
. (1.13)

We consider a single series f for the purpose of the introduction. For a general statement

see Theorem 5.15. Taking g to be trivial and f to be the Segre class, we relate Theorem 1

9



to [76, Thm. 3, Thm. 6, Thm. 14]. A further analogous statement in K-theory is stated in

5.15 leading to a natural question.

Question 1.7. What is the geometric interpretation of the universal transformation U

and the correspondence between the universal series for Calabi–Yau 4-folds and surfaces

satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0?

A less geometric answer is given in Proposition 5.24, where we recover the universal

generating series of AJLOP [2] for surfaces satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0 from an explicit expression

for its virtual fundamental class obtained using the same wall-crossing methods. This

explains the relation between the two generating series as a consequence of the underlying

theories being governed by the same wall-crossing formula.

In our future work [9], we pursue this question further by studying (virtual) fundamental

classes of Quot schemes
[
QuotY (F, n)

]vir
, where F → Y is a torsion-free sheaf and Y is a

curve, surface or a Calabi–Yau fourfold. All three theories in the three different dimensions

can be approached by the same universal wall-crossing formula, so we obtain a unification

of the corresponding invariants which is best summarized in [9, §1.4].
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Notation

(V∗, |0〉 , T, Y ) The data of a vertex algebra on its underlying Z-graded vector

spaces V∗. It is given by the vacuum vector |0〉, the translation

operator T : V∗ → V∗+2, and the state-field correspondence Y .

[zn]{f(z)} The n’th coefficient of a Laurent series f in z.

ǫα,β Some signs forming a group 2-cocycle.

(−)top Topological realization functor of Blanc [6, §3].

K0(−) Topological complex K-theory of topological spaces and (higher)

stacks.

JEK Topological complex K-theory class associated with a perfect com-

plex E .
V ∗, (E•)∨, α∨ The duals of a vector bundle V , a perfect complex E• and a K-

theory class α.

Ho(Top),Ho(HSt) The homotopy categories of the model categories of topological

spaces Top and higher stacks HSt.

K0(A) The Grothendieck group of an abelian/triangulated category A.
Ĥ∗(C), Ȟ∗(C) A vertex algebra on the homology of C and its associated Lie

algebra.

ĤF
∗ (C), ȞF

∗ (C) The F -twisted vertex algebra on the homology of C and its asso-

ciated Lie algebra.

MX The higher stack of perfect complexes on X .

CX The classifying space of topological complex K-theory on X .

U,E The universal K-theory classes on BU × Z and X × CX , respec-

tively.

θC The K-theory class θC = π2,3 ∗

(
π∗
1,2(E) · π∗

1,3(E)
∨
)
on CX × CX

where π2,3 is the projection from X × CX × CX to the last two

factors.

Γ The natural map Mtop
X → CX mapping perfect complexes on X

to their K-theory classes.

p The K-theory class of a sky-scraper sheaf on a connected X .

τ Gieseker stability.

Aq The abelian category of τ -semistable coherent sheaves with re-

duced Gieseker polynomial q.

Bq,k, Nq,k The exact category of pairs V ⊗OX(−k) → E for k ≫ 0 and E

in Aq together with its moduli stack.

Θ The dual of the Ext-complex onMX ×MX and its restriction to

different substacks.

Θpa The Ext-complex on Nq,k ×Nq,k.

χ The Euler pairing K0(X)⊕K0(X)→ Z.

(−)pa Denotes the analog of an existing notation for sheaves applied to

pairs in Bq,k (for example the symmetric pairing χpa on objects

of Bq,k).
PX ,Pα,d The topological space CX ×BU ×Z and its connected component

labeled by (α, d) ∈ K0(X)⊕ Z

11



In,Fn The universal pair In = (O → Fn) on X ×Hilbn(X).

Ω The map N top
q,k → PX used to compare the respective vertex alge-

bras constructed on both spaces.

θP , χ̃, ǫ̃ The self-dual K-theory class, the symmetric pairing and the group

two-cocycle used in the construction of Ĥ∗(PX).

EP The universal K-theory class on X × PX .

−\− Slant product (acting from the left) in cohomology and complex

K-theory over rational numbers .

eα,d ⊗ 1 The unit element in H0(Pα,d).

e(α,d) ⊗ µσ,i Natural generators of H∗(Pα,d) obtained as slant products.

e(α,d) ⊗ uσ,i Dual generators of H∗(Pα,d) as a polynomial ring.

In(L), I(L; q) The invariant
∫
[Hilbn(X)]vir

cn
(
L[n]

)
and its generating series.

M(q) The MacMahon function.

L[−,−] The vector bundle on N1 × N1 extending the usual tautological

vector bundle L[n] on Hilbn(X).

ĤL
∗ (−), ȞL

∗ (−) The L-twisted versions of vertex algebras Ĥ∗(−) and Lie algebras

Ȟ∗(−).
Hn,Mnp The classes in Ȟ∗(PX) obtained by pushing forward [Hilbn(X)]virN

and [Mnp]
inv.

Nnp A polynomial in the variables uv,k such that enp,0 ⊗Nnp is a lift

ofMnp to Ĥ(PX).

Gf , f The multiplicative Hizrebruch-genus determined by the power-

series f and the shortened notation for it.

T(α) The weight-zero K-theory class on PX × PX extending α[n] from

Hilbn(X).

{−} The operation f(z) 7→ f(z)f(−z) on the power-series of multi-

plicative genera.

Cn,a,Ba(q) The Fuss-Catalan numbers and their generating series.

Ny(−) Nekrasov genus.

Ôvir, χ̂vir The twisted virtual structure sheaf and the twisted virtual Euler

characteristic.

Ouvir, χuvir The untwisted virtual structure sheaf and the untwisted virtual

Euler characteristic.

BN ,NN
1 The abelian category and its moduli stack of pairs V ⊗CN⊗OS →

F for a zero-dimensional sheaf F and a vector space V .

QN,n The pushforward of [QuotS(C
N , n)]virN to Ȟ∗(PS).

2 Vertex algebras in algebraic geometry and topology

Vertex algebras constructed on the homology of moduli stacks appeared in [55]. Their

main ingredients will be recalled in §2.2, but it is essential to keep in mind that the class

of objects parametrized by the moduli stack should carry some additive structure. This is

always the case if they form triangulated or abelian categories. In cases, when the homology

of the stacks is explicitly described, Joyce’s construction is known to produce lattice vertex
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algebras.

In this section, we give a quick recollection of the definition of vertex algebras and

the algebro-geometric vertex algebra construction of Joyce [52] which allowed Gross–Joyce–

Tanaka [43] to formulate their wall-crossing conjectures. We then state the specific version of

their conjecture that we will apply to compute integrals over Hilbn(X). This formulation is

based on the wall-crossing between sheaves and Joyce–Song pairs in [56, §5.4] and it relies on

constructing a vertex algebra on the moduli stack Nq,k of pairs of the from V ⊗OX(−k)→ F .

In the second half of the section, we rephrase everything in a more topological language

by introducing PX – the topological space of pairs. Using a natural map Nq,k → PX , we

compare the the vertex algebra structures on both sides. While H∗(Nq,k) is difficult to

describe, the vertex algebra on H∗(PX) has an explicit form presented in §2.9. This will be

the main tool for obtaining closed formulae for all descendent integrals in §4.

Because wall-crossing takes place in the Lie algebra associated to the vertex algebra as

some quotient, we explain how to integrate insertions over classes in such Lie algebras. The

appropriate insertions are called weight zero and they form a subalgebra of the cohomology

of the underlying stack dual to the Lie algebra. Top Chern classes of vector bundles satisfy-

ing Definition 2.15 are are a particular example of such insertions that behaves well under

wall-crossing. For this reason, the invariants (1.2) for a line bundle L present a convenient

set of data to wall-cross from.

2.1 Vertex algebras

Let us recall first the definition of vertex algebras focusing on graded super-lattice vertex

algebras which will be the only explicit example that we will be working with. For back-

ground literature, we recommend [11, 30, 31, 34, 58, 63], with Borcherds [11] being the most

concise.

Definition 2.1. A Z-graded vertex algebra over a fieldQ is a collection of data (V∗, T, |0〉 , Y ),

where V∗ is a Z-graded vector space, the translation operator T : V∗ → V∗+2 is graded linear,

the vacuum vector |0〉 ∈ V0, and the the state-field correspondence Y : V∗ → End(V∗)Jz, z
−1K

is graded linear after setting deg(z) = −2. For any u, v ∈ V∗, this data is required to satisfy

the following axioms:

1. (vacuum) T |0〉 = 0 , Y (|0〉, z) = id , Y (u, z)|0〉 ∈ u+ zV∗JzK ,

2. (translation covariance) [T, Y (u, z)] = d
dz
Y (u, z) ,

3. (locality) there is an N ≫ 0 such that

(z1 − z2)
N [Y (u, z1), Y (v, z2)] = 0 ,

where the supercommutator is defined on End(V∗) by

[A,B] = A ◦B − (−1)deg(A) deg(B)B ◦A .

13



By Borcherds [11], the graded vector-space V∗+2/T (V∗) carries a graded Lie algebra

structure determined by

[ū, v̄] = [z−1]
{
Y (u, z)v

}
(2.1)

where we use [zn]{f(z)} for the n’th coefficient of the power-series f(z) and will continue

to do so.

Let A± be abelian groups and

χ+ : A+ ×A+ → Z , χ− : A− ×A− → Z

be symmetric, respectively anti-symmetric bi-additive maps. Let us denote h± = A± ⊗Z Q

and fix a basis of B± of h±. For (A+, χ+) and a choice of a group 2-cocycle ǫ : A+×A+ → Z2

satisfying

ǫα,β = (−1)χ+(α,β)+χ+(α,α)χ+(β,β)ǫβ,α , ∀ α, β ∈ A+

ǫα,0 = ǫ0,α = 1 , ǫα,βǫα+β,γ = ǫβ,γǫα,β+γ , (2.2)

(the second line is precisely the condition for the map to be a group 2-cocycle) there is a

natural graded vertex algebra on

Q[A+]⊗Q SymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B+, i > 0] ∼= Q[A+]⊗Q SymQ

(
h+ ⊗ t2Q[t2]

)
, (2.3)

where Q[G] denotes the group algebra spanned by the elements of a group G, SymQ[−]
is a free polynomial algebra in the variables appearing inside of the square brackets, and

SymQ(C) is the free polynomial algebra generated by a basis of the vector space C. The

isomorphism takes uv,i 7→ v ⊗ t2i and t is of degree 1. This vertex algebra was called the

generalized lattice vertex algebra by Gross [41, Def. 3.5] (see [63, §6.4], [58, §5.4]). For given

(A−, χ−), Kac [58, §3.6] describes a natural Z-graded vertex algebra on

ΛQ[uv,i, v ∈ B−, i > 0] ∼= ΛQ

(
h− ⊗ tQ[t2]

)
, (2.4)

where ΛQ[−] is a free polynomial super-algebra in the odd variables contained inside of the

square bracket and Λ(C) is again freely generated by a basis of an odd degree vector space

C. The isomorphism is given by uv,i 7→ v ⊗ t2i−1 and t is of degree 1.

Suppose we have vertex algebras (V∗, TV , |0〉V , YV ) and (W∗, TW , |0〉W , YW ), then there

is a graded Vertex algebra on their tensor product, with state-field correspondence

YV∗⊗W∗(v ⊗ w, z)(u ⊗ t) = (−1)deg(u)deg(w)YV∗(v, z)u ⊗ YW∗(w, z)t .

The generalized superlattice vertex algebra for (A+ ⊕ A−, χ•) where χ• = χ+ ⊕ χ− is then

given by the tensor product of (2.3) and (2.4).

From the definition of the super-lattice vertex algebra (V∗, T, |0〉 , Y ) associated to (A+⊕
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A−, χ•) we can easily deduce the fields Y (uv,i, z) on the generators of:

V∗
∼= Q[A+]⊗Q SSymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0]

∼= Q[A+]⊗Q SymQ

(
A+ ⊗Z t2Q[t2]

)
⊗Q ΛQ

(
A− ⊗Z tQ[t2]

)
.

Let α ∈ A+ be such that its image in h+ can be written as
∑

v∈B+ αvv. We use eα to denote

the corresponding element in Q[A+]. For K ∈ SSymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0], any β ∈ A+ and

v ∈ h± we have

Y (e0 ⊗ uv,1, z)e
β ⊗K = eβ ⊗

{∑

k>0

uv,k ·Kzk−1

+
∑

k>0

∑

w∈B

k(1−δv)χ•(v,w)
dK

duw,k
z−k−1+δv + χ•(v, β)Kz−1

}
,

Y (eα ⊗ 1, z)eβ ⊗K = ǫα,βz
χ+(α,β)eα+β ⊗ exp

[∑

k>0

∑

v∈B+

αv

k
uv,kz

k
]

exp
[
−

∑

k>0

∑

v∈B+

χ+(α, v)
d

duv,k
z−k

]
K , (2.5)

where

δv =




0 if v ∈ h+

1 if v ∈ h−
.

Note that by the reconstruction lemma [63, Thm. 5.7.1], Ben-Zvi [30, Thm. 4.4.1] and Kac

[58, Thm. 4.5] these formulae are sufficient for determining all fields.

2.2 Axioms of vertex algebras on homology of stacks

Here, we recall Joyce’s definition of vertex algebras from [52] where they are defined for a

given moduli stack M of some additive category A. The associated Lie algebras are used

to formulate wall-crossing formulae based on [43] in the later sections.

For a higher stack S (see [81, 83, 84]), we denote by H∗(S) = H∗(Stop), H∗(S) =

H∗(Stop) its rational Betti (co)homology as in Joyce [52], Gross [41] using the topological

realization functor (−)top from Blanc [6, §3]. For any topological space T , we treat H∗(T )

as a direct sum and H∗(T ) as a product ranging over all degrees. Following May [71, §24.1],

define the topological K-theory of S to be

K0(S) = [Stop, BU × Z] ,

where [X,Y ] = π0
(
MapC0(X,Y )

)
after denoting MapC0(−,−) the mapping space of contin-

uous maps between two topological spaces. Because the stack PerfC defined in [83, §1.3.7,

Def. 1.3.7.5] is the classifying stack of perfect complexes, there is for any perfect complex
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E on S a unique map φE : S → PerfC in Ho(HSt). Using Blanc [6, §4.1] stating that

(
PerfC

)top
= BU × Z (2.6)

this leads to

JEK : Stop −→ BU × Z

in Ho(Top). We then have a well-defined map assigning to each perfect complex E its class

JEK ∈ K0(S).
By [71, p. 207], the cohomology of BU × Z is given by

H∗(BU × Z) ∼= Q[Z]⊗Q QJβ1, β2, . . .K ,

where βi = chi(U), U is the universal K-theory class, and QJ−K denotes the ring of power-

series over Q in the variables contained in the double bracket. Similarly to [52], we define

chi(E) = JEK∗(βi) and the Chern classes by the Newton identities for symmetric polynomials:

∑

n≥0

cn(E)qn = exp
[ ∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1(n− 1)!chn(E)qn
]
. (2.7)

As BU × Z is a ring space [71, §24.1], the set K0(S) carries a natural ring structure.

Moreover, by similar arguments as in [71, §24.1], one also has a map (−)∨ : BU×Z→ BU×Z
inducing a map (−)∨ : K0(S)→ K0(S). When S is replaced with a compact CW-complex

X, this becomes the standard complex K-theory K0(X) and (−)∨ corresponds to taking

duals. If V is a vector bundle, then I will write V ∗ for its dual instead. Later on, we will

also use the higher K-theory groups K1(X).

For a class of topological spaces/higher stacks {Zi}i∈I labelled by an index set I and a

perfect complex/K-theory/cohomology class κ on a product Zi×Zj for i, j ∈ I, we use the

notation (κ)i,j to denote π∗
i,j(κ), where

πi,j :
∏

k∈I

Zk −→ Zi × Zj

is a projection to the i, j components.

Definition 2.2 (Joyce [52]). Let (A,K(A),M,Φ, µ,Θ, ǫ) be data satisfying:

• A is an abelian category or derived category.

• Let K0(A) be the Grothendieck group of A and K0(A)→ K(A) be a map of abelian

groups. For each E ∈ Ob(A) denote JEK ∈ K(A) the image of its class.

• M a moduli stack of objects in A (see [53, §7]) with an action Φ : [∗/Gm]×M→M
corresponding to multiplication by λid of Aut(E) for any E ∈ Ob(A) and a map
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µ :M×M→M corresponding to direct sum∗.

• For each α ∈ K(A), writeMα for the substack of objects E satisfying JEK = α. We

requireMα to be open and closed inM.

• Θ is a perfect complex onM×M satisfying σ∗(Θ) ∼= Θ∨[2n] for some n ∈ Z where

σ :M×M→M×M interchanges factors and

(µ× idM)∗(Θ) ∼= π∗
1,3(Θ)⊕ π∗

2,3(Θ) , (idM × µ)∗(Θ) ∼= π∗
1,2(Θ)⊕ π∗

1,3(Θ)

(Φ × idM)∗(Θ) ∼= V1 ⊠Θ , (idM ×Φ)∗(Θ) ∼= V∗1 ⊠Θ , (2.8)

where V1 is the universal line bundle on [∗/Gm]. One also writes Θα,β = Θ|Mα×Mβ

and requires that rk(Θα,β) is constant. Setting

χ(α, β) = rk(Θα,β) ,

we obtain a bi-additive symmetric form χ : K(A)×K(A)→ Z.

• A group 2-cocycle ǫ : K(A)×K(A)→ Z2 satisfying (2.2) with respect to χ+ = χ.

Let Ĥ∗(M) be the homology with shifted grading given by Ĥn(Mα) = Hn−χ(α,α)(Mα) for

each α ∈ K(X), then using the above data one constructs a vertex algebra (Ĥ∗(M), |0〉 , ezT , Y )

over the Q vector space Ĥ∗(M). It is defined by:

• |0〉 = 0∗(∗), where 0 : ∗ →M is the inclusion of the zero object,

• T (u) = Φ∗(t ⊠ u) for all u ∈ Ĥ∗(M) where t ∈ H2([∗/Gm]) = H2(CP
∞) is the

generator of homology given by inclusion CP1 ⊂ CP∞.

• The state to field correspondence Y is given by

Y (u, z)v = ǫα,β(−1)aχ(β,β)zχ(α,β)µtop
∗ (ezT ⊗ id)

(
(u⊠ v) ∩ cz−1(Θα,β)

)
.

for all u ∈ Ĥa(Mα), v ∈ Ĥb(Mβ).

Remark 2.3. The complex Θ has a geometric interpretation which is useful to keep in

mind when constructing these vertex algebras in relation to wall-crossing. For this, we fix

M0 to be a scheme of perfect complexes on Y with fixed determinants. We assume that it

admits an obstruction theory

E = RHomM0(E , E)∨0 [−1] −→ LM0 ,

∗For any nice enough moduli stack, the maps Φ, µ are an immediate consequence of A being an abelian
category.
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where E is the universal perfect complex on Y ×M0 and (−)0 denotes the traceless part. If

µ :M0 ×M0 −→M0

were an embedding induced by taking direct sums of perfect complexes, then the virtual

co-normal bundle would be given by ∗

RHomM0×M0

(
E1,2, E1,3

)∨
[−1]⊕ RHomM0×M0

(
E1,3, E1,2

)∨
[−1] .

The first summand is equal to Θ[−1] when Y = X is a Calabi–Yau fourfold. If we pull it

back along the diagonal ∆ :M0 →M0 ×M0, then we recover E after taking its traceless

part. We can also map M0 to the stack M where the determinants are not fixed. The

vertex algebras on M0 and M are compatible under the pushforward in homology along

this map. This implies that we may construct vertex algebras without worrying about fixed

determinants and only specify that we need traceless obstruction theories when construction

virtual fundamental classes that we want to study.

The general set-up for Quot schemes in §5.5 is similar, but we need to adapt the class

Θ to the pair obstruction theory when Y is a surface or a curve.

The wall-crossing formulae in Joyce [55], Gross–Joyce–Tanaka [43] are expressed in terms

of a Lie algebra defined by Borcherds [11]. Let (Ĥ∗(M), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) be the vertex algebra

from Definition 2.2 and define

Ȟ∗(M) = Ĥ∗+2(M)/T
(
Ĥ∗(M)

)

with the projection Π∗+2 : Ĥ∗+2(M) −→ Ȟ∗(M). By (2.1), the quotient Ȟ∗(M) has a

natural Lie algebra structure.

2.3 Point-canonical orientations

When working with sheaves on Calabi–Yau fourfolds, the signs ǫα,β from Definition 2.2 are

meant to relate orientations on different components of M under taking direct sums. In

this subsection, we state this in a rigorous way while recalling the existence results for said

orientations.

LetMX be the∞-stack of perfect complexes on the Calabi–Yau fourfold X as in Toën–

Vaquié [82]. Let E be the universal perfect complex on X×MX and Ext = HomMX
(E∨⊗E),

then there is a natural isomorphism

Ext ∼= Ext∨[−4]. (2.9)

There is an orientation Z2-bundle Oω → MX whose sheaf of sections consists of local

∗We work in the next equation with the factors Y ×M0 ×M0 in this specified order.
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trivializations o : det(Ext)→ O satisfying

o⊗ o = iω : det(Ext)⊗ det(Ext)→ O ,

where iω : det(Ext) ⊗ det(Ext) → O is the result of taking determinants of (2.9). We fol-

low the sign conventions of [12, 13, 57] which are suitable for wall-crossing unlike the ones

proposed in [75]. For any quasi-projective Calabi–Yau 4-fold X this Z2-bundle is trivializ-

able and Oh–Thomas [75] and Borisov–Joyce [12] use this to construct virtual fundamental

classes depending on the choice of trivializations which are called orientations. More can

be said about the orientations and their compatibility under direct sums. For this recall

also that using the notation CX = MapC0(Xan, BU × Z), there is a natural map

Γ :Mtop
X → CX

induced by Xan ×Mtop
X → (PerftopC ) = BU × Z.

Theorem 2.4 (Cao–Gross–Joyce [13, Thm. 1.15 (b)]). Let X be a projective Calabi–

Yau 4-fold, then there exists a natural trivializable Z2-bundle Odg → CX with a natural

isomorphism

Γ∗(Odg) ∼= (Oω)top .

Let Cα be the connected component labelled by α ∈ π0(CX) = K0(X), and define Mα such

that Mtop
α = Γ−1(Cα). Further set Odg

α = Odg|Cα and Oω
α = Oω|Mα, then there are natural

isomorphisms

φdg
α,β : Odg

α ⊠Odg
β → µ∗

α,β(O
dg
α+β) , φω

α,β : Oω
α ⊠Oω

β → µ∗
α,β(O

ω
α+β) , (2.10)

Let odgα be a choice of trivialization of Odg
α for all α ∈ K0(X), then define oωα = Γ∗(odgα ) the

trivializations of Oω
α . There exist unique signs ǫα,β for all α, β ∈ K0(X) satisfying (2.2),

such that

φω
α,β(o

ω
α ⊠ oωβ ) = ǫα,βo

ω
α+β

if one chooses odg0 such that φdg(odg0 ⊠ odg0 ) = odg0 .

We will no longer distinguish between odgα and oωα and simply write oα for both. Let p

denote the K-theory class of a sky-scraper sheaf at some point x ∈ X. We describe how

to fix orientations oα for α = NJOXK + np. We do so by using the procedure detailed by

Joyce–Tanaka–Upmeier [57, Thm. 2.27] which starts with orientations determined for a

set of generators G ⊂ K0(X) of the K-theory group (see also [8, Thm. 5.4] for compactly

supported K-theory specialized to Calabi–Yau fourfolds). Writing a chosen α ∈ K0(X) as a

sum of the generators, one applies (2.10) with β ∈ G multiple times to induce orientations

for the sum under the isomorphisms of Z2-bundles. In the process, it is important to fix

the order of the generators in which they are added up.
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For our purposes, we can work just with the subgroup of K0(X) generated by JOXK and

p, and we can choose G = {JOXK, p}. We also choose the order by imposing JOXK < p. Let

Mp denote the moduli scheme of sheaves of class p. There is an isomorphism Mp = X and

Cao–Leung [17, Prop. 7.17]) showed that

[Mp]
vir = ±Pd(c3(X)) ∈ H2(X) , (2.11)

where Pd(−) denotes the Poincare dual. There is a natural map mp : Mp →MX leading

to Γ ◦mtop
p : M top

p → Cp. Similarly, the point moduli space {OX} = ∗ comes with a natural

map iOX
: {OX} →MX and carries a natural virtual fundamental class 1 ∈ H0(∗) ∼= Z.

Definition 2.5. We fix orientations op and oJOXK, such that (Γ ◦ mtop
p )∗(op) induces the

virtual fundamental class [Mp]
vir = Pd(c3(X)) and oJOXK induces the virtual fundamental

class [{OX}]vir = 1 ∈ H0(pt). We will denote these choices of orientations by ocanp and ocanJOXK,

respectively. By the procedure of [57, Thm. 2.27] or [8, Thm. 5.4] recalled above and using

the chosen order JOXK < p, these determine canonical orientations for all α = NJOXK+np.

We will call the resulting orientations point-canonical.

2.4 Vertex algebras over pairs

Let us now construct the vertex algebra on the auxiliary category of pairs based on [43] and

[56]. Joyce–Song type wall-crossing will then be formulated using this vertex algebra, and

wall-crossing from zero-dimensional sheaves to Hilbert schemes of points will be a special

case of it. For the generalization of this construction and some additional reasoning behind

it in addition to Remark 2.3 see the sequel to this work [9, §3.2].

Definition 2.6. Let X be a Calabi–Yau fourfold and A = Coh(X). For now, we do not

need to assume that H2(OX) = 0. Fix an ample divisor H and let τ denote the Gieseker

stability condition with respect to H. Then let Aq be the full abelian subcategory of A with

objects the zero sheaf and τ -semistable sheaves with reduced Hilbert polynomial q. Define

a further smaller exact subcategory Aq,k consisting of objects E in Aq that are k-regular –

they satisfy H i
(
E(k− i)

)
= 0 for i > 0. From the assumption, it follows that H i(E(k)) = 0

for i > 0 and E(k) is generated by global sections for any (E,V, φ) in Bq,k.
Let Bq,k be the exact category of triples (E,V, φ), where E ∈ Ob(Aq,k), V ∈ VectC and

φ : V ⊗ OX(−k) → E. The morphisms are pairs (f, g) : (E,V, φ) → (E′, V ′, φ′) where

f : E → E′ and g : V → V ′ satisfy φ′ ◦
(
g ⊗ idOX(−k)

)
= f ◦ φ. The moduli stack Nq,k of

Bq,k is Artin by [56, Lem. 13.2] combined with the openness of the k-regularity condition.

Let

λ : K0(A) −→ K0(X) (2.12)

be induced by the usual comparison map mapping each coherent sheaf to its topological

K-theory class. We define C(Aq,k) ⊂ K0(A) to be the cone of JEK for non-zero E ∈ Ob(Aq)
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such that (E, 0, 0) ∈ Ob
(
Bq,k

)
. Let C0(Bq,k) = (C(Aq,k) ⊔ {0}) × (N ⊔ {0}), then for

all (α, d) ∈ C0(Bq,k) define Nα,d
q,k to be the moduli stack of objects (E,V, φ) in Bq,k with(

JEK,dim(V )
)
= (α, d). They are constructed as follows:

• Let Mα
q,k be the moduli stack of objects E in Aq,k satisfying JEK = α. If (α, d) ∈

C(Aq,k)× N then Nα,d
q,k is the total space of a vector bundle πα,d : π2 ∗

(
Fα
q,k

)
⊠ V∗d →

Mα
q,k × [∗/GL(d,C)]. Here

Fα
q,k = π∗

1

(
OX(k)

)
⊗ Eαq,k , (2.13)

where Eαq,k is the universal sheaf over X×Mα
q,k and we used Vd to denote the universal

vector bundle of rank d.

• Nα,0
q,k =Mα

q,k, N
0,d
q,k = [∗/GL(d,C)] and N 0,0

q,k = ∗.

The moduli stack Nq,k is the disjoint union

Nq,k =
⊔

(α,d)∈C0(Bq,k)

Nα,d
q,k .

We now describe the remaining ingredients needed in Definition 2.2.

Definition 2.7. We have a natural action ΦNq,k
: [∗/Gm]×Nα,d

q,k → N
α,d
q,k compatible with

the diagonal [∗/Gm] action on the baseMα
q,k× [∗/GL(d,C)]. We define the map of monoids

K(Ω) : C0(Bq,k)
(λ,id)−→ K0(X) ⊕ Z (2.14)

that will later be the K-theory version of the topological map (2.22). Let

Θα,β = Hom
Mα

q,k
×Mβ

q,k

(Eαq,k, Eβq,k)∨ .

Let Fα
q,k be as in (2.13). We define Θpa

(α1,d1),(α2,d2)
on (Nα1,d1

q,k × Nα2,d2
q,k ) for all (αi, di) ∈

C0(Nq,k) by
∗

Θpa
(α1,d1),(α2,d2)

=(πα1,d1 × πα2,d2)
∗

{
(Θα1,α2)1,3 ⊕

(
(Vd1 ⊠ V∗d2)⊕χ(OX)

)
2,4
⊕

(
Vd1 ⊠ π2 ∗(Fα2

q,k)
∨
)
2,3

[1]

⊕
(
π2 ∗(Fα1

q,k)⊠ V∗d2
)
1,4

[1]
}
. (2.15)

The perfect complex Θpa on Nq,k×Nq,k is defined to have the restriction to Nα1,d1
q,k ×Nα2,d2

q,k

∗To see that this is the correct choice for Θpa, one should use the natural map Nq,k → MX mapping
pairs to two term-complexes. Pulling back the naturally defined K-theory class Θ on MX ×MX gives Θpa.

We replaced H∗(OX)⊗
(

Vd1 ⊠ V∗
d2

)

by
(

Vd1 ⊠ V∗
d2

)⊕χ(OX )
in the process.
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given by (2.15). The corresponding bi-additive symmetric form is given by

χpa
(
(α1, d1), (α2, d2)

)
= rk

(
Θpa

(α1,d1),(α2,d2)

)

= χ(α1, α2) + χ(OX)d1d2 − d1χ(α2(k))− d2χ
(
α1(k)

)
.

The signs ǫpa
(α1.d1),(α2.d2)

are defined by:

ǫpa(α1,d1),(α2,d2)
= ǫλ(α1−d1JOX(−k)K),λ(α2−d2JOX(−k)K) . (2.16)

where ǫ is from Theorem 2.4.

The above data does not satisfy the conditions of Definition 2.2 in the strict sense. This

does not pose any problems because these conditions are still satisfied on the level of K-

theory. This observation is sufficient to conclude in Lemma 2.21 that the same recipe for

constructing

(Ĥ(Nq,k), |0〉 , ezT , Y )

as in Definition 2.2 leads to a vertex algebra. We leave the proof to §2.8 after formulating

a fully topological perspective of Joyce’s vertex algebras.

2.5 Wall-crossing conjecture for Calabi–Yau fourfolds

In this subsection, we state the conjectural wall-crossing formula for Joyce–Song stable pairs

based on Gross–Joyce–Tanaka [43, Def. 4.3] and following Joyce–Song [56, §5.4], Joyce [55].

For the abelian category of coherent sheaves, the conjecture has been stated in [43, Conj.

4.11]. Just like in Definition 2.6, we do not require H2(OX) = 0 here.

Before stating the conjecture, we recall some background from [52]. For an Artin stack

M as in Definition 2.2, we define M\0 = M\{0} where 0 is the (point corresponding

to the) zero object of A. Using rigidification as in Abramovich–Olsson–Vistoli [1] and

Romagny [78], one definesMpl
\0 =M\0( [∗/Gm]. Taking the shifted grading on Ȟ∗(Mpl

\0) =

H∗+2−χ(α,α)(Mpl
\0) such that the projection Πpl :M\0 →Mpl

\0 induces a map of graded Q-

vector spaces, Joyce [52] proves that it factors as Ĥ∗+2(M\0)
Π−→ Ȟ∗(M\0)

Π̌∗−−→ Ȟ∗+2(Mpl
\0),

such that Π̌0 : Ȟ0(M\0)→ Ȟ0(Mpl
\0) is an isomorphism. For a stability condition τ on A as

in [54, Def. 4.1] and 0 6= α ∈ K(A), let M st
α (τ) denote the moduli space of τ -stable objects

in class α andMst
α (τ) ⊂Mss

α (τ) the finite type stacks of τ -stable and τ -semistable objects.

There is a natural open embedding istα : M st
α (τ) →֒ Mpl

\0. In particular, if [M st
α (τ)]vir ∈

H∗

(
M st

α (τ)
)
is defined, then we write [M st

α (τ)]virM = istα ∗

(
[M st

α (τ)]vir
)
∈ H∗

(
Mpl

\0

)
.

Let now X be a Calabi–Yau fourfold, A = Coh(X) and τ a Gieseker stability, then in the

case thatMst
α (τ) =Mss

α (τ), the moduli spaceM st
α (τ) is a projective scheme. Therefore, Oh–

Thomas [75] and Borisov–Joyce [12] construct the virtual fundamental classes [M st
α (τ)]vir ∈
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Hχ(OX)−χ(α,α)(M
st
α (τ)). Thus we have [M st

α (τ)]virM ∈ Ĥ0(Mpl
\0). We make a choice of a class

in
(
Π̌0

)−1(
[M st

α (τ)]virM

)
and denote it also by [M st

α (τ)]virM.

For A = Coh(X) we now fix the data from Definition 2.2.

Definition 2.8. Define (A,K(A),Φ, µ,Θ, ǫ) as follows:

• λ : K0(A) λ−→ K0(X) =: K(A), Θ from Definition 2.7.

• For α, β ∈ K(A) define ǫα,β = ǫλ(α),λ(β) using the orientations from Theorem 2.4.

Moreover, use the fixed orientations above to construct the virtual fundamental classes

[M st
α (τ)]vir ∈ H∗(M

st
α (τ)) for all α, τ , such that Mst

α (τ) = Mss
α (τ). Let τpa denote the

Joyce–Song stability condition on pairs (see Joyce–Song [56, §5.4]), and let M st
(α,1)(τ

pa)

be the moduli space of τpa-stable pairs in Bq,k with class (α, 1), then [12, 75] still give

us
[
M st

(α,1)(τ
pa)

]vir ∈ H2−χpa((α,1),(α,1))(M
st
(α,1)(τ

pa)) using the usual traceless obstruction

theory as in Remark 2.3. The chosen orientations are again used to determine orientations

on M st
(α,1)(τ

pa) under the morphism M st
(α,1)(τ

pa)→MX mapping each pair V ⊗OX(−k)→
F to a two-term complex [V ⊗ OX(−k) → F ] in the derived category. There is also a

natural map

M st
(α,1)(τ

pa)→ N pl
q,k

for an appropriate choice of q, k, and we will write [M st
(α,1)(τ

pa)]virN for the pushforward of

the virtual fundamental class along it.

Conjecture 2.9 (Gross–Joyce–Tanaka [43, Def. 4.3]). Let τ be a Gieseker stability, then

there are unique classes [Mss
α (τ)]

inv ∈ Ȟ0(Mα) for all α ∈ K(A) satisfying:

i) IfMss
α (τ) =Mst

α (τ) then [Mss
α (τ)]

inv = [M st
α (τ)]virM .

ii) If τ̃ is another Gieseker stability condition then these classes satisfy the wall-crossing

formula [43, eq. (4.1)] in Ȟ∗(M). IfMss
β (τ) =Mss

β (τ̃) then [Mss
β (τ)]

inv = [Mss
β (τ̃ )]

inv .

iii) We have the formula in Ȟ∗(Nq,k):

[M st
(α,1)(τ

pa)]virN =

∑

l≥1,α1,...,αl∈C(A)
α1+···+αl=α,τ(α)=τ(αi)

(−1)l
l!

[[
. . .

[
[M(0,1)]

inv, [Mss
α1
(τ)]inv], . . .], [Mss

αl
(τ)]inv] ,

where [M(0,1)]
inv ∈ Ȟ0(N 0,1

q,k ) is the point class up to a sign determined by the choice

of orientation oJOXK.

One can define invariants by evaluating on [M ss
α (τ)]inv the cohomology classes from

Definition 2.12 below called weight 0 insertions. We will reformulate the above vertex
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algebras and their associated Lie algebras purely in terms of topology to compute many

such invariants for α = np, in which case

M st
(α,1)(τ

pa) = Hilbn(X) .

2.6 Topological construction of Joyce’s vertex algebras

Because the vertex algebra construction in Definition 2.2 only uses the underlying topo-

logical information of the stack MA after acting on it with (−)top, we extract from the

definition the necessary conditions on (MA)
top. We then extend the definition to any topo-

logical space and forget that we originally started from some category A. This perspective is
not entirely new as it can be extracted from a more general formula for generalized complex

cohomology theories in Gross [42, Prop. 5.3.8].

Definition 2.10. Let (C, µ, 0) be an H-space (see Hatcher [47])with a CP∞ action Φ :

CP∞ × C → C which is an H-map with respect to the multiplication µ an identity 0.

Let θ ∈ K0(C × C) = [C × C, BU × Z] be a K-theory class satisfying σ∗(θ) = θ∨, where

σ : C × C → C × C permutes the two factors, together with

(µ × idC)
∗(θ) = (θ)1,3 + (θ)2,3 , (idC × µ)∗(θ) = (θ)1,2 + (θ)1,3 ,

(Φ× idC)
∗(θ) = V1 ⊠ θ , (idC × Φ)∗(θ) = V∗1 ⊠ θ ,

where V1 → CP∞ is the universal line bundle.

Let π0(C)→ K be a morphism of commutative monoids. Denote Cα to be the open and

closed subset of C which is the union of connected components of C mapped to α ∈ K. We

write θα,β = θ|Cα×Cβ , and χ+(α, β) = rk(θα,β) must be a symmetric bi-additive form on K.

Let ǫ : K ×K → {−1, 1} satisfying

ǫα,β = (−1)χ+(α,β)+χ+(α,α)χ+(β,β)ǫβ,α , ∀ α, β ∈ A+

ǫα,0 = ǫ0,α = 1 , ǫα,βǫα+β,γ = ǫβ,γǫα,β+γ , (2.17)

be a group 2-cocycle and Ĥa(Cα) = Ha−χ(α,α)(Cα). Then we denote by

(Ĥ∗(C), |0〉 , T, Y )

the vertex algebra on the graded Q-vector space Ĥ∗(C) =
⊕

α∈K Ĥ∗(Cα) defined from the

data

(C,K(C),Φ, µ, 0, θ, ǫ)

by

• |0〉 = 0∗(∗), where ∗ denotes the generator of H0(pt) and T (u) = Φ∗(t ⊠ u), where t

is the dual of c1(V1),
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• the state to field correspondence Y is given by

Y (u, z)v = ǫα,β(−1)aχ
+(β,β)zχ

+(α,β)µ∗(e
zT ⊗ id)

(
(u⊠ v) ∩ cz−1(θα,β)

)
,

for all u ∈ Ĥa(Cα), v ∈ Ĥb(Cβ).

Remark 2.11. We can assign to (A,K(A),M,Φ, µ,Θ, ǫ) from Definition 2.2 the data

(Mtop, C0(A),Φtop, µtop, 0top, θ, ǫ)

from Definition 2.10, where C0(A) ⊂ K(A) is the cone of all JEK ∈ K(A), Φtop, µtop, 0top

are maps in Ho(Top) and θ := JΘK. The two vertex algebras obtained on Ĥ∗(M) are

clearly the same.

2.7 Insertions

To compute invariants using the homology classes of Conjecture 2.9, we need to consider

elements in the dual of Ȟ0(MA) or Ȟ0(Nq,k) (see Definition 2.6). We do so in the algebraic

topological language, as it is more general and closer to the computations that follow. This

leads to the notion of weigh 0 insertions which are formally dual to the elements of the Lie

algebras. At the end of the section, we also state a topological version of [43, Def. 2.11]

which allows us to twist vertex algebra from Definition 2.10 by the top Chern class of a

vector bundle.

Definition 2.12. Let (C,K(C),Φ, µ, 0, θ, ǫ) be the data as in Definition 2.10, then a weight

0 insertion is a cohomology class I ∈ H∗(C) satisfying

Φ∗(I) = 1⊠ I .

Lemma 2.13. Let I ∈ H∗(C) be a weight 0 insertion, then Im ∈ Hm(C) induces a well

defined map Ǐ−2+χ(α,α)+m : Ȟ−2+χ(α,α)+m(Cα)→ Q for all m ≥ 0.

Proof. Suppose that we have V, V ′ ∈ Hm(C) such that V − V ′ = T (W ) for W ∈ Hm−2(C).
As T (W ) = Φ∗(t⊠W ), using the push-pull formula in (co)homology we see

T (W ) ∩ Im = Φ∗(t⊠W ) ∩ Im = Φ∗

(
t⊠W ∩ Φ∗(Im)

)

= Φ∗

(
(t⊠W ) ∩ (1⊠ Im)

)
= Φ∗

(
t⊠ (W ∩ Im)

)
= 0 .

Acting with the unit cohomology class 1 ∈ H0(C) on both sides shows that Im(V − V ′) =

0.

Let [M ] ∈ Ȟm(C) and I a weight zero insertion. Then we will use the notation

∫

[M ]
I = Ǐm([M ]) . (2.18)
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Example 2.14. Suppose that J ∈ K0(C × C) satisfies

(Φ× idC)
∗(J ) = V∗1 ⊠ J , (idC × Φ)∗(J ) = V1 ⊠ J ,

then I = ∆∗(J ) satisfies Φ∗(I) = 1⊠ I. In particular if p(x1t, x2t
2, . . .) is a power series in

infinitely many variables then I = p(ch1(I), ch2(I), . . .) is a weight zero insertion.

Often times insertions behave well under direct sums. In the algebraic setting the

following definition has been stated more generally in [43, Def. 2.11].

Definition 2.15. Let (Ĥ∗(C), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) be a vertex algebra for the data in Definition

2.10. Let F → C × C be a vector bundle satisfying

(µ× idC)
∗(F ) ∼= π∗

1,3(F )⊕ π∗
23(F ) , (idC × µ)∗(F ) ∼= π∗

1,2(F )⊕ π∗
1,3(F )

(Φ× idC)
∗(F ) ∼= V ∗

1 ⊠ F , (idC × Φ)∗(F ) ∼= V1 ⊠ F , (2.19)

such that ξ(α, β) := rk(F |Cα×Cβ ) is constant for all α, β ∈ K(C). Then define the F -twisted

vertex algebra associated to (Ĥ∗(C), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) to be the vertex algebra given by Definition

2.10 for the data (C,K(C),Φ, µ, 0, θF , ǫξ), where

θF = θ + JF ∗K + Jσ∗(F )K ,

ǫξα,β = (−1)ξ(α,β)ǫα,β ∀ α, β ∈ K(C) .

We denote this vertex algebra by
(
ĤF

∗ (C), |0〉 , ezT , Y F
)
and the associated Lie algebra by(

ȞF
∗ (C), [−,−]F

)
where ȞF

∗ (C) = ĤF
∗+2(C)/T

(
ĤF

∗ (C)
)
.

One can then conclude by the same arguments as in the proof of [43, Thm. 2.12] (the

proof appears in an update to the online article [52] that has not yet been made publically

available) that:

Proposition 2.16. In the situation of Definition 2.15 let E = ∆∗(F ) and consider the

morphism of graded Q-vector spaces (−) ∩ cξ(E) : Ĥ∗(C)→ ĤF
∗ (C) , such that on Ĥ∗(Cα) it

acts by u 7→ u ∩ cξ(α,α)(E). Then it induces a morphism of vertex algebras

(−) ∩ cξ(E) : (Ĥ∗(C), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) −→ (ĤF
∗ (C), |0〉 , ezT , Y F ) . (2.20)

Moreover, the above induces a well-defined map of Lie algebras

(−) ∩ cξ(E) : (Ȟ∗(C), [−,−]) −→ (ȞF
∗ (C), [−,−]F ) .

2.8 Vertex algebra of topological pairs

In this subsection, we continue where we left off in §2.4. There it was promised, that we

will prove that (Ĥ∗(Nq,k), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) is a vertex algebra. We do so by showing that the
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data (
(Nq,k)

top, C0(Bq,k),Φtop
Nq,k

, µtop
Nq,k

, 0top, JΘpaK, ǫpa
)

(2.21)

from Definition 2.6 satisfy the assumptions of Definition 2.10.

Later, we also construct the appropriate vertex algebra on H∗(PX) where PX = C ×
BU × Z, such that the natural map Ω : Nq,k → PX (see (2.22)) induces an isomorphism of

vertex algebras.

Lemma 2.17. The data (2.21) satisfies the conditions in 2.10. Denote by the corresponding

vertex algebra.

Proof. To show that JΘpaK satisfies σ∗(JΘpaK) = JΘpaK∨ we note that

σ∗
α1,α2

(Θα2,α1)
∼= Θ∨

α1,α2
[−4] ,

σ∗
(α1,d1),(α2,d2)

(
Vd2 ⊠ V∗d1)2,4 = (V∗d1 ⊠ Vd2)2,4 = (Vd1 ⊠ V∗d2)∗ ,

σ∗
(α1,d1),(α2,d2)

(
(Vd2 ⊠ π2 ∗(Fα1

q,k)
∨)2,3

)
= (π2 ∗(Fα1

q,k)
∨
⊠ Vd2)1,4 = (π2 ∗(Fα1

q,k)⊠ V∗d2)∨1,4 .

The rest of the properties for JΘpaK follow immediately, because Vd and π2 ∗(Fα,d
q,k ) are weight

1 (see Joyce [52]) with respect to the [∗/Gm] action and they are additive under sums. The

signs ǫ(α1,d1),(α2,d2) satisfy (2.2) for χpa because the map τ : K(Aq,k)×Z→ K(X) given by

τ(α, d) = λ(α) − dJOX(−k)K is a group homomorphism satisfying χ ◦ (τ × τ) = χpa.

To be able to do computations, we will map the vertex algebra Ĥ∗(Nq,k) to one that

can be explicitly described. We use the map Σ : Nq,k → MX × PerfC where MX is the

higher moduli stack of perfect complexes on X. For each (α, d) ∈ C0(Nq,k), the restriction

Σ(α,d) = Σ|
Nα,d

q,k

can be expressed as Σ(α,d) = (ιαq,k× ιd)◦πα,d , where ιαq,k :Mα
q,k →MX and

ιd : [∗/GL(d,C)]→ PerfC are the natural inclusions. As πα,d : Nα,d
q,k →Mα

q,k × [∗/GL(d,C)]

is an A1-homotopy equivalence, it induces isomorphisms on K0 and H∗, so we do not lose

any information.

While there is an explicit description of H∗(MX) (see Gross [41, Thm. 4.7]) in terms of

the semi-topological K-theory groups K∗
sst(X) of Friedlander–Walker [32], we will not use

it because these can be complicated for general Calabi–Yau fourfolds. Instead, we transfer

the problem into a completely topological one by using the natural map Γ : Mtop
X → CX

(defined above Theorem 2.4) and by introducing

Ω := (Γ× id) ◦Σtop : N top
q,k −→M

top
X ×BU × Z −→ CX ×BU × Z (2.22)

which relies on (2.6). This will induce a morphism of vertex algebras when using the correct

data on

PX := CX ×BU × Z .

Denote by U and E the universal K-theory classes on BU × Z, respectively X × CX . We

will also use the notation Fk = π∗
1(JOX(k)K) · E.
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Definition 2.18. Define θP ∈ K0(PX × PX) by

θP = (θC)1,3 + χ(U⊠ U∨)2,4 −
(
U⊠ π2 ∗(Fk)

∨
)
2,3
−
(
π2 ∗(Fk)⊠ U∨

)
1,4

,

where θC = π2,3 ∗
(
π∗
1,2(E) · π∗

1,3(E)
∨
)
.

Let ΦP be given by the diagonal action∗ on CX× (BU ×Z). We use the natural H-space

structure (PX , µ, 0). Choosing K(PX) = K0(X)⊕ Z we set for all (αi, di) ∈ K0(X)⊕ Z:

χ̃
(
(α1, d1), (α2, d2)

)
:= χ(α1, α2) + χd1d2 − d1χ

(
α1(k)

)
− d2χ

(
α2(k)

)
,

ǫ̃(α1,d1),(α2,d2) := ǫα1−d1JOX(−k)K,α2−d2JOX(−k)K , (2.23)

where ǫ is from Theorem 2.4. We construct the vertex algebra (Ĥ∗(PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y ).

Proposition 2.19. i) The data of Definition 2.18 satisfies the assumptions of Definition

2.10 implying that (Ĥ∗(PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) is a vertex algebra.

ii) The map Ω∗ : H∗(Nq,k)→ H∗(PX) induces a morphism of graded vertex algebras

(Ĥ∗(Nq,k), |0〉 , ezT , Y )→ (Ĥ∗(PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y )

leading to the morphism of Lie algebras

Ω̄∗ : (Ȟ∗(Nq,k), [−,−]) −→ (Ȟ∗(PX), [−,−]) .

Proof. 1) Using arguments from the proof of Lemma 2.17 and Gross [42, Prop. 5.3.12], we

reduce it to showing that σ∗(θC) = θ∨C . Using the universal space

VX = MapC0

(
X,

⊔

m≥0

BU(m)
)

of unitary vector bundles on X, recall from [42, Ex. 3.1.8] that there is a natural homotopy

theoretic group completion γ : VX → CX . Using universality of homotopy theoretic group-

completions proved by Caruso–Cohen–May–Taylor [19, Prop. 1.2], it is sufficient to show

that

σ∗((γ × γ)∗(θC)) = (γ × γ)∗(θC)
∨. (2.24)

Two compact families with mapsK,L→ VX are equivalent to two families of vector bundles

VK → X×K, VL → X×L which we can assume to be smooth along X so we choose partial

connections ∇VK
,∇VL

in the X direction for both of them. The pullback of the class γ∗(θC)

∗Using the left-multiplication on U(m) by U(1) we get the action of CP∞ on BU(m). Taking a union
over all n we get a CP∞ action on

⊔

m
BU(m). As

⊔

BU(m) → BU × Z is a homotopy theoretic group
completion, using [19, Prop. 1.2] we can extend to an action on BU × Z
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to K × L is the index of the family of operators

(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)
∇V ∗

L
⊗VK : Γ∞(A0,even ⊗ V ∗

L ⊗ VK)→ Γ∞(A0,odd ⊗ V ∗
L ⊗ VK)

obtained by rolling up ∂̄ : A0,i → A0,i+1 and twisting by ∇V ∗
L
⊗VK

just as in [13, Rem. 1.3].

Recall from [3] that the index is defined by a more precise version of

ind
(
(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)

∇V ∗
L

⊗VK

)
= ker

(
(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)

∇V ∗
L
⊗VK

)
− coker

(
(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)

∇V ∗
L

⊗VK

)

that holds in this exact form only at any given point of the family. The usual Hodge-star

combined with a trivializing section of A0,4 ∼= A4,0 induces the complex analytic version of

the Serre duality (see [40, p. 102]) which translates into

ind
(
(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)

∇V ∗
L

⊗VK

)
= ind

(
(∂̄ + ∂̄∗)

∇VL⊗V ∗
K

)∨
∈ K0(K × L) .

This is precisely (2.24) when restricted to K × L.

To show that Ω∗ induces a morphism of vertex algebras we note that in Ho(Top),

Ω : (Nq,k)
top → PX is a morphism of monoids with CP∞ action. The pullback Ω∗(θP)

is equal to JΘpaK by construction and arguments in the proofs of [41, Prop. 5.12, Lem.

6.2]. By considering the action of Ω on connected components, we get precisely K(Ω) :

C0(Bq,k)→ K0(X)⊕ Z from (2.14) which satisfies

χ̃ ◦
(
K(Ω)×K(Ω)

)
= χpa : C0(Bq,k)× C0(Bq,k) −→ Z ,

ǫ̃K(Ω)(α1,d1),K(Ω)(α2,d2) = ǫpa(α1,d1),(α2,d2)

for the same choices of ǫα,β in (2.16) and (2.23). Therefore Ω∗ : Ĥ∗(Nq,k) → Ĥ∗(PX) is a

degree 0 graded morphism compatible with the vertex algebra structure.

Remark 2.20. We will only use the case when k=0, as we will be working with 0-

dimensional sheaves only in the following sections.

2.9 Explicit description of the vertex algebra of topological pairs

We give here an explicit description of the vertex algebra (Ĥ∗(PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y ) which will

apply some of the work of Joyce [52] and Gross [41]. We also set some notations, and

conventions and write down some useful identities. All of this will later be used to compute

explicitly the classes

Ω̄∗

(
[Hilbn(X)]virN

)
∈ Ȟ∗(PX) .

In the following, X is any connected smooth projective variety of dimension n unless

specified.

Definition 2.21. Let us write (0, 1) for the generator of Z in K0(X) ⊕ Z. Let ch :
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K∗(X,Q) := K∗(X) ⊗ Q → H∗(X) be the Chern character isomorphism. For each

0 ≤ i ≤ 2n choose a subset Bi ⊂ K0(X,Q)⊕K1(X,Q) such that ch(Bi) is a basis of H i(X).

We take B0 = {JOXK} and B2n = {p}. Then we write B =
⊔

iBi and B = B ⊔{(0, 1)}. Let
K∗(X,Q) be defined as the dual of K∗(X,Q), and define ch∨ : K∗(X,Q) → H∗(X) by the

commutativity of the following diagram

K∗(X,Q)⊗Q K∗(X,Q) H∗(X)⊗H∗(X)

Q Q

ch∨⊗ch

id

,

then choose B∨ ⊂ K∗(X,Q) such that B∨ is a dual basis of B. We also write B∨ =

B∨ ⊔ {(0, 1)}, where (0, 1) is the natural generator of Q in K∗(X) ⊕Q. The dual of σ ∈ B

will be denoted by σ∨ ∈ B∨. Let EP be the universal object on (X ⊔ ∗)×PX and E(α,d) its

restriction to (X ⊔ ∗) × P(α,d) where P(α,d) is the connected component of PX labelled by

(α, d) ∈ K0(X) ⊕ Z. For each σ ∈ Band (α, d) ∈ K0(X) ⊕ Z, we define the slant product∗

σ∨\E(α,d) ∈ K∗(PX ,Q) by

ch(σ∨\E(α,d)) = ch∨(σ∨)\ch(E(α,d)) .

We used the slant product on cohomology −\− : Hj(Y )×H i(Y × Z)→ H i−j(Z) (see e.g.

[47, p. 280])†. Following [41, (4.6)], we then set the notation

e(α,d) ⊗ µσ,i = chi
(
σ∨\E(α,d)

)
(2.25)

where e(α,d) keeps track of the connected component of PX .

We have the natural inclusion ιC,P : CX → PX : x 7→ (x, 1, 0) ∈ CX × BU × Z, so we

identify H∗(CX) with the image of (ιC,P)∗, which in turn corresponds to H∗(CX) ⊠ 1 ⊂
H∗(CX) ⊠ H∗(BU × Z) = H∗(PX). Similarly, there is a surjective map ι∗C,P : H∗(PX) →
H∗(CX) that we describe below Lemma 2.23.

The next proposition follows the arguments in the proof of Gross [41, Thm. 4.7, Thm.

4.15] and the remark below it.

Proposition 2.22. The cohomology ring H∗(PX) is generated by

{e(α,d) ⊗ µσ,i}(α,d)∈K0(X)⊕Z,σ∈B,i≥1 .

∗There is a direct way to define K-homology and slant products on K-theory without using Chern
characters, but there is no benefit of introducing this additional difficulty in the present work.

†We act with the slant product from the left because of our convention to write X × CX in this order.
This is different from [47] and other standard textbooks precisely by this reordering in the definition of the
slant product. The two definitions would differ by a sign corresponding to swapping between the two orders
but this does not play a role in the computations in the later sections.
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Moreover, there is a natural isomorphism of rings

H∗(PX) ∼= Q[K0(X) ⊕ Z]⊗Q SSymQJµσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0K . (2.26)

From now on, when we compute explicitly with H∗(PX), we replace it using this iso-

morphism. The dual of (2.26) gives us an isomorphism

H∗(PX) ∼= Q[K0(X) ⊕ Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] , (2.27)

where we use the normalization

e(α,d) ⊗
∏

σ∈B
i≥1

µ
mσ,i

σ,i

(
e(β,e) ⊗

∏

τ∈B
j≥1

u
nτ,j

τ,j

)
=





∏
σ∈B
i≥1

mσ,i!

(i−1)!mσ,i if (α,d)=(β,e),mσ,i=nσ,i

∀σ∈B,i≥1

0 otherwise.
(2.28)

We will be using the following simple result in computations later.

Lemma 2.23. Let f(x1, x2, . . .) be a power-series, then for any set of coefficients aσ,j we

have

e(α,d) ⊗ exp
(∑

j>0
τ∈B

aτ,jµτ,jq
j
)(

e(β,e) ⊗ f(uσ,1, uσ,2, . . .)
)

= δα,βδd,ef(aσ,1q, aσ,2q
2, . . . ,

aσ,k
(k − 1)!

qk, . . .) .

Proof. Notice that acting with e(α,d) ⊗∏
i≥1
σ∈B

µ
mσ,i

σ,i corresponds to acting with

δα,βδd,e
∏

i≥1
σ∈B

( 1

(i− 1)!

d

duσ,i

)mσ,i

and then evaluating at uσ,i = 0. As a result, we obtain

e(α,d) ⊗ exp
(∑

i≥1
σ∈B

aσ,i
d

duσ,i
qi
)(

e(β,e) ⊗ f(uσ,1, uσ,2, . . .)
)
|uσ,i=0

= δα,βδd,ef(aσ,1q, aσ,2q
2, . . . ,

aσ,k
(k − 1)!

qk, . . .) ,

by a standard computation.

We now describe the maps ι∗C,P : H∗(PX) → H∗(CX) and (ιC,P)∗ : H∗(CX) → H∗(PX).

It follows from the arguments of [41, Thm. 4.7, Thm. 4.15] that

H∗(CX) ∼= Q[K0(X)]⊗Q SSymQJµv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0K ,

H∗(CX) ∼= Q[K0(X)] ⊗Q SSymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0] , (2.29)
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with the same normalization convention on the variables u with respect to µ as in (2.28).

We also know that the universal K-theory class EP restricts to E⊠1 on (X×CX)×BU ×Z

and 1⊠ U on ∗ × CX × (BU × Z). Writing

µσ,i = µv,i , uσ,i = uv,i or µσ,i = βi , uσ,i = bi .

when σ = (v, 0) or σ = (0, 1) even for the classes of H∗(PX),H∗(PX), we see from the

above that ι∗C,P acts by setting βi and e(0,1) to zero. This means that for each connected

component, (ιC,P)∗ is just the usual inclusion into a polynomial ring with extra variables.

Writing Eα =
∑

v∈B v ⊠ Cα,v for some Cα,v ∈ K0(CX ,Q), we have

w∨\Eα =
∑

v∈B

w∨\(v ⊠ Cα,v) = Cα,w

where the last step follows from the definition of the slant product as in [47, p. 280]. This

implies that

ch(Eα) = ch
(∑

v∈B

v ⊠ (v∨\Eα)
)
=

∑

v∈B

ch(v)⊠ (
∑

i≥0

eα ⊗ µv,i) . (2.30)

Let X now be a Calabi–Yau fourfold. The following theorem is the topological version of

[41, Thm. 1.1], [52, Thm. 5.19]∗ extending it also to pairs.

Proposition 2.24. Let Q[K0(X)⊕Z]⊗QSSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] be the generalized super-

lattice vertex algebra associated to
(
(K0(X) ⊕ Z) ⊕K1(X), χ̃•

)
, where χ̃• = χ̃ ⊕ χ− for χ̃

from (2.23) and

χ− : K1(X)⊕K1(X) −→ Z , χ−(α, β) =

∫

X

ch(α)∨ch(β)Td(X) . (2.31)

Notice that χ̃ is symmetric while χ− is anti-symmetric. The isomorphism (2.27) induces a

graded isomorphism of vertex algebras

Ĥ∗(PX) ∼= Q[K0(X) ⊕ Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] ,

if the same signs ǫ̃(α,d),(β,e) from (2.23) are used for constructing the vertex algebras on both

∗Joyce’s work is currently unfinished so we expect that the label of the theorem in the final version will
change.
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sides. On the right-hand side, the degrees are given by

deg
(
e(α,d) ⊗

∏

σ∈Beven⊔{(0,1)} ,i>0

u
mσ,i

σ,i ⊗
∏

v∈Bodd
j>0

u
mv,j

v,j

)

=
∑

σ∈Beven⊔{(0,1)}
i>0

mσ,i2i+
∑

v∈Bodd
j>0

mv,j(2j − 1)− χ̃
(
(α, d), (α, d)

)
.

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to [41, Thm. 1.1], [52, Thm. 5.19]. We need an explicit

expression for chk(θP) replacing Proposition [41, Prop. 5.2] and a similar result in [52,

Prop. 5.15] for quivers. This is given in Lemma 4.6.

Before we move on to the applications, let us write down some identities we will need

later on. From now on, we always fix a point-canonical orientation of Definition 2.5, the

associated signs of ǫα,β of Theorem 2.4 and the corresponding ǫ̃(α,d),(β,e) from (2.23).

Lemma 2.25. Consider the vertex algebra (Ĥ∗(PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y ), then

i) rk(σ∨\E(α,d)) = (α, d)(σ∨)

ii) Let v1, . . . vk ∈ Beven and i1, . . . , ik ≥ 1, then

T
(
e(α,d) ⊗ uv1,i1 · · · uvk,ik

)
= e(α,d)

∑

σ∈Beven⊔{(0,1)}

(α, d)(σ∨)uσ,1uv1,i1 · · · uvk,ik

+

k∑

l=1

iluv1,i1 · · · uvl,il−1
uvl,il+1uvl,il+1

· · · uvk,ik ,

iii) For all k, l,M,N ≥ 0 we have ǫ̃(kp,N),(lp,M) = (−1)Mk.

Proof. i. To see this, we use the functoriality of the slant product:

rk(σ∨\E(α,d)) = rk
(
i∗c,b(σ

∨\E(α,d))
)

= rk
(
(id× ic,b)

∗(σ∨\E(α,d))
)
= σ∨\

(
(α, d) ⊠ 1

)
= (α, d)(σ∨) ,

where ic,b is an inclusion of a point into P(α,d). The second statement is a generalization

of [41, Lem. 5.5] using i. A similar formula has been shown in [52] for quivers. The last

statement follows from [8, Thm. 5.5] together with Definition 2.5 and (2.23).

We will often avoid specifying the connected component where the (co)homology class

sits by simply omitting e(α,d), eα where it is obvious.

3 Cao–Kool conjecture

In this section, we work with the the pair moduli stack N1 := N1,0 for q = 1, k = 0. We first

twist the vertex algebra Ĥ(N1) by cn(L
n) for a line bundle L using Definition 2.15. This
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way, we may use Conjecture 2.9 to wall-cross from the invariants (3.1) to [Mss
mp]

inv where

m ∈ Z. To be able to do explicit computations, we also modify the vertex algebra Ȟ(PX)

so that Ω∗ from Proposition 2.19 remains a vertex algebra morphisms after twisting.

In this paragraph, we assume that X satisfies H1(OX) = 0. Because Park [77, Cor. 0.3],

Cao-Qu [18, Thm. 1.2] compute (3.1) only when L = OX(D) for a smooth effective divisor

D, we need to first use Bertini’s theorem to obtain a basis of H2(X) given by very ample

divisors that determine line bundles L satisfying Conjecture 1.1. Due to the linearity of the

wall-crossing formulae, we conclude that the orientations used by [18, 77] coincide with our

point-canonical ones from Definition 2.5. Finally, by wall-crossing back we can then extend

the result to any line bundle L thus proving Conjecture 1.1.

3.1 L-twisted vertex algebras

From now on, we assume that our Calabi–Yau fourfold X satisfies H2(OX) = 0 just like

we did in §1. Let Hilbn(X) be the Hilbert scheme of n points on X and
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir ∈
H2n

(
Hilbn(X)

)
the virtual fundamental class defined by Oh-Thomas [75, Thm. 4.6] using

the orientations in Definition 2.5. We consider the vector bundle L[n] → Hilbn(X) given by

(1.1). The real rank of L[n] is 2n, so Cao–Kool [14] define

In(L) =

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
cn
(
L[n]

)
. (3.1)

The proof of Conjecture 1.1 will be given at the end of subsection 3.2 in the following

form.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a smooth projective Calabi–Yau fourfold for which Conjecture 2.9

holds, and L a line bundle on X. Then

I(L; q) = 1 +
∞∑

n=1

In(L)q
n = M(−q)c1(L)·c3(X)

for the point-canonical orientations of Definition 2.5.

For the invariants In(L) this is equivalent to

In(L) =
∑

j≥1

dj(n)I(L)
j , where

dj(n) =
∑

n1,...,nj∑
i ni=n

1

j!

j∏

i=1

∑

l|ni

(−1)ni
ni

l2
, I(L) = c1(L) · c3(X) . (3.2)

Let us interpret this in the language of §2.5 by twisting the vertex algebra of pairs by

the top Chern class of a vector bundle extending L[n]. Take Aq = A1 to be the abelian

category of sheaves with 0-dimensional support. Let Bq = B1 be the corresponding category
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of pairs from Definition 2.6 and N1 its moduli stack with k = 0. We have the identification

Hilbn(X) = N st
(np,1)(τ

pa) after noting that q(F ) = 1 for any zero-dimensional sheaf F . This

leads to [
Hilbn(X)

]vir
=

[
N st

(np,1)(τ
pa)

]vir
.

As X ×Hilbn(X) carries a universal family

In = (O → Fn)

where Fn is the universal zero-dimensional sheaf, there exists a natural lift of the open

embedding ιpln : Hilbn(X)→ N pl
0

N1

Hilbn(X) N pl
0

Πpl
ιn

ι
pl
n

. (3.3)

We use ιn to express (3.1) in terms of insertions on N1.

Definition 3.2. Here, we will continue using the notation from Definition 2.6 and Definition

2.7. For all (np, d) ∈ C0(B1), we will also write Nn,d = Nnp,d. Then define L[n1,n2]
d1,d2

→
Nn1,d1 ×Nn2,d2 by

L[n1,n2]
d1,d2

= (πn1,d1 × πn2,d2)
∗
(
V∗d1 ⊠ π2∗

(
π∗
X(L)⊗ E1

))
2,3

,

where E1 is the universal sheaf onM1 the moduli stack of A1. It is a vector bundle of rank

d1n2. We define

L[−,−]|Nn1,d1
×Nn2,d2

= L[n1,n2]
d1,d2

.

Set L = ∆∗
(
L[−,−]

)
. From Example 2.14, we know that ci(L) is a weight 0 insertion

and from definition it follows that ι∗n(L) = L[n]. Using this together with
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir
N

=(
Πpl ◦ ιn

)
∗

([
Hilbn(X)

]vir)
, we see that

In(L) =

∫

[Hilbn(X)]virN

cn(L) . (3.4)

The following is clear from the construction.

Lemma 3.3. The vector bundle L[−,−] → N1 × N1 satisfies the conditions of Definition

2.15. Let (ĤL
∗ (N1), |0〉 , ezT , Y L) be the L[−,−]-twisted vertex algebra,

(
ȞL

∗ (N1), [−,−]L
)

the associated Lie algebra. By Proposition 2.16 we have the morphism (−) ∩ ctop
(
L
)
:(

Ȟ∗(N1), [−,−]
)
→

(
ȞL

∗ (N1), [−,−]L
)
.

We construct its topological counterpart.

Definition 3.4. Define the data
(
PX ,K(PX),ΦP , µP , 0, θ

L
P , ǫ̃

L
)
as follows:
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• K(PX) = K0(X)⊕ Z.

• Set L = π2 ∗
(
π∗
X(L)⊗ E

)
∈ K0(CX). Then on PX × PX we define

θLP = (θ)1,3 + χ(U⊠ U∨)2,4 −
(
U⊠

(
π2 ∗(E)− L

)∨)
2,3
−

((
π2 ∗(E)− L

)
⊠ U∨

)
1,4

.

• The symmetric form χ̃L : (K0(X) ⊕ Z)× (K0(X) ⊕ Z)→ Z is given by

χ̃L
(
(α, d), (β, e)

)
= rk

(
θL(α,d),(β,e)

)

=χ(α, β) + χde− d
(
χ(β)− χ(β · L)

)
− e

(
χ(α)− χ(α · L)

)
. (3.5)

• The signs are defined by

ǫ̃L(α,d),(β,e) = (−1)dχ(L·β) ǫ̃(α,d),(β,e) , (3.6)

in terms of ǫ̃α,β from (2.23).

We denote by (ĤL
∗ (PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y L) the vertex algebra associated to this data and

(ȞL
∗ (PX), [−,−]L) the corresponding Lie algebra.

We are unable to use Proposition 2.16 directly because U∨
⊠ L is not a vector bundle.

However, one can easily show the following result similar to Proposition 2.24 and Proposition

2.19.

Proposition 3.5. Let Q[K0(X)⊕Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] be the generalized super-

lattice vertex algebra associated to
(
(K0(X)⊕Z)⊕K1(X), (χ̃L)•

)
, where (χ̃L)• = χ̃L ⊕ χ−

for χ̃L from (3.5) and χ− from (2.31). The isomorphism (2.27) induces an isomorphism of

graded vertex algebras

ĤL
∗ (PX) ∼= Q[K0(X) ⊕ Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] ,

if the same signs ǫ̃L(α,d),(β,e) from (3.6) are used for constructing the vertex algebras on both

sides. On the right-hand side the degrees are given by

deg
(
e(α,d) ⊗

∏

σ∈Beven⊔{(0,1)} ,i>0

u
mσ,i

σ,i ⊗
∏

v∈Bodd
j>0

u
mv,j

v,j

)

=
∑

σ∈Beven⊔{(0,1)}
i>0

mσ,i2i+
∑

v∈Bodd
j>0

mv,j(2j − 1)− χ̃L
(
(α, d), (α, d)

)
.

The map Ω∗ : H∗(N1) → H∗(PX) induces a morphism of graded vertex algebras

(ĤL
∗ (N1), |0〉 , ezT , Y L)→ (ĤL

∗ (PX), |0〉 , ezT , Y L) and of graded Lie algebras

Ω̄∗ :
(
ȞL

∗ (N1), [−,−]L
)
−→

(
ȞL

∗ (PX), [−,−]L
)
.
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Proof. Using Lemma 4.6 for α = JLK, we see that

chk(U
∨
⊠ L) =

∑

v∈Beven
j=l+k

(−1)lχ(L∗, v)βl ⊠ µv,k .

Using χ(L∗, v) = χ(v ·L), one can prove the first part of the theorem by following the proof

of [41, Thm. 1.1] or [52, Thm. 5.19]. To show the second part, note that (Ω×Ω)∗(U∨
⊠L) =

L[−,−] and

ξL
(
(n1p, d1), (n2p, d2)

)
:= rk

(
L[n1,n2]
d1,d2

)
= d1n2 = d1χ(n2p · L) .

The statement then follows from Definition 2.15 and Definition 3.4 by the same arguments

as in the proof of Proposition 2.19.

This completes the following diagram of morphisms of Lie algebras:

(
Ȟ∗(N1), [−,−]

)
Ȟ∗(PX , [−,−])

(
ȞL

∗ (N1), [−,−]L
)

ȞL
∗ (PX , [−,−]L)

∩ ctop(L)

Ω̄∗

Ω̄∗

.

3.2 Computing virtual fundamental cycles of 0-dimensional sheaves

Let us now summarize the different wall-crossing formulae at our disposal. These include

the usual wall-crossing without insertions and the twisted version from Lemma 3.3.

Applying part iii. of Conjecture 2.9 to
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir
N

we obtain in Ȟ∗(N1)

[
Hilbn(X)

]vir
N

=
∑

k≥1,n1,...,nk>0
n1+···+nk=n

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
[M(0,1)]

inv, [Mn1p]
inv], . . .], [Mnkp]

inv] , (3.7)

where we used part ii. of Conjecture 2.9 to conclude that [Mnip]
inv = [Mss

nip
(τ)]inv are

independent of stability conditions∗. To make the notation simpler, we write

Hn = Ω̄∗

([
Hilbn(X)

]vir
N

)
, and Mnp = Ω̄∗

(
[Mnp]

inv
)
.

Using Lemma 3.3, we can apply Proposition 2.16 together with (3.7) to get

In(L)1(n,1) =
∑

k≥1,n1,...,nk>0
n1+···+nk=n

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
[M(0,1)]

inv, [Mn1p]
inv

]L
, . . .

]L
, [Mnkp

]inv]L
, (3.8)

where 1(n,1) ∈ Ȟ0(N(n,1)) denotes the natural generator.

∗We also start using k as a dummy index in the summation instead of the sufficiently large k as in
Definition 2.6 which has now been set to be 0.
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Applying Proposition 2.19 to (3.7), we get a wall-crossing formula in Ȟ∗(PX)

Hn =
∑

k≥1,n1,...,nk>0
n1+···+nk=n

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
e(0,1) ⊗ 1,Mn1p

]
, . . .

]
,Mnkp

]
. (3.9)

Applying Proposition 3.5 to (3.8) we obtain a wall-crossing formula in ȞL
∗ (PX):

In(L)e
(np,1) ⊗ 1 =

∑

k≥1,n1,...,nk>0
n1+···+nk=n

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
e(0,1) ⊗ 1,Mn1p

]L
, . . .

]L
,Mnkp

]L
. (3.10)

We will first use (3.10) to compute the classes Mnp from the data provided to us by Theorem

3.9. Using the same formula to wall-cross back, we will be able to prove Theorem 3.1.

Let Ωnp = Ω|(N(np,0))top : (N(np,0))
top → CX ⊂ PX , then we will describe the image of

H2(N(np,0)) under (Ωnp)∗. For this, note that it follows from (2.29) that there is a natural

isomorphism for all α ∈ K0(X)

H2(Cα) ∼= Heven(X)⊕ Λ2Hodd(X) . (3.11)

We will for now work with the following assumption:

H1(X,OX ) = 0 = H1(X,Q) . (3.12)

This will be dropped in Remark 4.7, before we compute any integrals on
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir
.

Lemma 3.6. If (3.12) holds, the image of (Ωnp)∗ : H2(N(np,0))→ H2(Cnp) is contained in

H6(X)⊕H8(X) under the isomorphism (3.11).

Proof. We show that Ω∗
(np,0)(e

np ⊗ µv,1) = 0 whenever v /∈ B6 ∪ B8. Then for any class

U ∈ H∗(N(np,0)) we get

enp ⊗ µv,1

(
(Ωnp)∗(U)

)
= Ω∗

np(e
np ⊗ µv,1)(U) = 0

for v ∈ Beven\(B6 ∪B8) and

enp ⊗ µv,1µw,1

(
(Ωnp)∗(U)

)
= Ω∗

np(e
np ⊗ µv,1µw,1)(U) = 0

for v,w ∈ Bodd. The conclusion then follows from (2.28).

The K-theory class JEnpK of the universal sheaf of points on N(np,0) is given by (idX ×
Ωnp)

∗(Enp). Then from (2.30) we see

ch(Enp) =
∑

v∈B
i≥0

ch(v)⊠ Ω∗
np(e

np ⊗ µv,i) . (3.13)
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We also know that chi(Enp) = 0 for i < 4 by dimension arguments. By assumption (3.12)

and Poincaré duality, we have H7(X) =0. We thus only need to consider v ∈ Bj for j < 6.

Then from looking at (3.13) we see v⊠Ω∗
np(e

np⊗µv,1) = 0 because it is in degree 2+ j < 8

or 1 + j < 8 and B is a basis. Therefore Ω∗
np(e

np ⊗ µv,1) = 0.

For degree reasons, we may write

Mnp = e(np,0) ⊗ 1 ·Nnp +QT (e(np,0) ⊗ 1) ∈ Ȟ∗(PX). (3.14)

where Nnp is a polynomial in the variables uv,k describing a choice of a lift of Mnp.

Proposition 3.7. Assuming (3.12), there is a unique Nnp from (3.14), such that for some

av(n) ∈ Q, v ∈ B6 we have

Nnp =
∑

v∈B6

av(n)uv,1 .

Proof. As Mnp = (Ωnp)∗
(
[Mnp]

inv
)
, by Lemma 3.6, we have

Nnp =
∑

v∈B6∪B8

av(n)uv,1 .

From Lemma 2.25, we see that T (enp ⊗ 1) = enp ⊗ nup,1. Therefore, we get H8(X) =

T
(
H0(Cnp)

)
which concludes the proof.

Lemma 3.8. For each very ample line bundle L such that c1(L) · c3(X) 6= 0, there exist

unique orientations on(L) on Hilbn(X) such that Conjecture 1.1 holds for L.

Proof. Since dim(X) > 1, Bertini’s theorem [46, Thm. 8.18] tells us that there exists a

smooth connected divisor D such that L = OX(D). The lemma then follows from

Theorem 3.9 (Park [77, Cor. 0.3], Cao–Qu [18, Thm. 1.2]). Conjecture 1.1 holds for any

X, L ∼= OX(D) for a smooth connected divisor D, and some choices of orientations on(L),

n ≥ 1.

The uniqueness of on(L) in the case c1(L) · c3(X) 6= 0 follows because changing orienta-

tions changes the sign by the connectedness of Hilbn(X) for all n (see Hartshorne [45]).

Let Amp(X) ⊂ H2(X) be the image of the ample cone under the natural map

A1(X,Q) → H2(X,Q). Let us choose B2 such that its elements are c1(L) for very am-

ple line bundles L. This is possible: We assumed H2(OX) = 0 for X a Calabi–Yau fourfold,

so H2(X) = H1,1(X). Thus every element in H2(X) is obtained as m
n
[D] for an algebraic

divisor D ⊂ X and m,n ∈ Z. On the other hand [D] + n[H] is very ample if n ≫ 0 and

H very ample so [D] = ([D] + n[H]) − n[H], where both terms are very ample. Using the

Poincaré pairing on H2(X)×H6(X)→ Q we choose a basis B6 of H6(X) which is dual to

B2.
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Let us denote o(n) the orientations on Hilbn(X) induced by the point-canonical orien-

tations. We will see that the orientations on(L) = o(n) for all L with c1(L) · c3(X) 6= 0. In

stating the results below, we will also use that

Q[K0(X)] ⊗Q SSymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0]

inherits a natural algebra structure as the tensor product of a group algebra and a polyno-

mial algebra.

Theorem 3.10. If Conjecture 2.9 holds for X and H1(OX) = 0, then the following is true:

i) For all L from Lemma 3.8 with c1(L) · c3(X) 6= 0 the orientation on(L) coincides with

the ones obtained from the point-canonical orientations in Definition 2.5.

ii) Let

N (q) =
∑

n>0

enp ⊗Nnp q
n ∈ Q[K0(X)]⊗Q SSymQ[uv,i, v ∈ B, i > 0]JqK

be the generating series of Nnp. then we can express its exponential as

exp
(
N (q)

)
= M(epq)

(
∑

v∈B6
c3(X)vuv,1

)

, (3.15)

where c3(X)v = c3(X)
(
ch∨(v∨)

)
∗. Equivalently, we can write this as

Nnp =
∑

l|n

n

l2

∑

v∈B6

c3(X)vuv,1 . (3.16)

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on n. We begin by giving an explicit formula

for the brackets in (3.10). Using (2.5) together with Lemma 2.25 iii., we have:

Y L(e(mp,1) ⊗ 1, z)(e(np,0) ⊗Nnp)

= (−1)ne

(
(m+n)p,1

)
exp

[
∑

j>0

bj+myj

j
zj

][
1−z−1

∑
v∈Beven

χ̃L((mp,1),(v,0)) d
duv,1

]
Nnp ,

where we used that Nnp is linear in uv,1. Using (3.5) together with Proposition 3.7 we get

the following after taking [z−1](−) of the last formula:

[e(mp,1) ⊗ 1, e(np,0) ⊗Nnp]
L = −(−1)ne

(
(m+n)p,1

)
⊗

∑

v∈B6

∫

X

c1(L)ch(v)av(n) . (3.17)

Let L1 be such that c1(L1) ∈ B2 and v1 ∈ B6 its dual. For now let us not fix the orientation

op = ocanp , but fix oJOX K = ocanJOX K and use the rest of Definition 2.5.

∗The right hand side should be evaluated as exp
[

∑

v∈B6
c3(X)vuv,1 log

(

M(epq)
)]

.
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For n = 1 , we can choose op so that o(1) = o1(L1) , then I1(L1) = −I(L1). Using (3.17)

together with (3.8) and (3.2), we get
∫
X
c1(L1)ch(v1)av1(1) = I(L1) . Therefore av1(1) =

c3(X)v1 . Suppose that L2 is a line bundle with c1(L2) ∈ B2 different from c1(L1) and

I(Li) 6= 0 for i = 1, 2. If o1(L2) = −o1(L1), then av2(1) = −c3(X)v2 for v2 ∈ B6 the dual of

c1(L2) and this contradicts Lemma 3.8: For any A,B ∈ Z>0 we know that L = L⊗A
1 ⊗L⊗B

2

is very ample, then from (3.17) we get

−
[
AI(L1) +BI(L2)

]
= I1(L) = −AI(L1) +BI(L2)

which can not be true for all A,B. For any v ∈ B6, we then have av1(1) = c3(X)v1 .

This shows i. and ii. for n = 1 except op = ocanp . Let us now assume that i. and

ii. hold for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n except op = ocanp . If on+1(L1) = −o(n + 1) then In+1(L1) =

−[qn+1]{M(−q)c1(L1)·c3(X)}∗. Using the assumption together with (3.17) we get using the

notation of (3.2)

∑

k>1,n1,...,nk>0
n1+···+nk=n+1

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
e(0,1) ⊗ 1,Mn1p

]L1 , . . .
]L1 ,Mnkp

]L1 =
∑

k>1

dk(n+ 1)I(L1)
k .

Subtracting this from In+1(L1) and using (3.2) expresses av(n+ 1) as

av(n + 1) = −d1(n+ 1)I(L1)− 2d2(n+ 1)I(L1)
2 − · · · − 2dn+1(n+ 1)I(L1)

n+1 ,

Let L = L⊗N
1 for N > 0, then wall-crossing and using (3.17) with (3.10) gives

In+1(L) =

n+1∑

k=2

dk(n+ 1)
(
NI(L1)

)k − d1(n+ 1)NI(L1)− 2N

n+1∑

k=2

dk(n+ 1)I(L1)
k .

By comparing the coefficients of different powers of N with ±In+1(L), we obtain a con-

tradiction. This also shows on+1(L1) = o(n + 1) = on+1(L2) for any L2 with I(L2) 6= 0.

Assuming ii. holds for coefficients k < n and using (3.8),(3.2) gives us

(−1)n+1av1(n+ 1) =
∑

k≥1

dk(n+ 1)I(L1)
k −

∑

k>1

dk(n + 1)I(L1)
k

= (−1)n+1
∑

l|n+1

n+ 1

l2
c3(X)v1 .

This holds for all Li ∈ B2 with their duals vi ∈ B6, so part ii. follows as we obtain (3.16).

To finish the proof of part i., we only need to show that op = ocanp . For this, choose

L such that I(L) 6= 0. Using Lemma 4.6, we see c1(L) =
∑

v∈Beven
χ(L∨, v)µv,1. Using

∗Note that, we assume that In+1(L1) 6= 0. We can do this because otherwise, we would obtain a
contradiction using I(L1) 6= 0.
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X = Mp and (2.11), we see that
∫
[Mp]vir

c1(L) = ±I(L) . By (3.14) this is equal to

∫

Mp

∑

v∈Beven

χ(L∨, v)µv,1 , Mp =
∑

v∈B6

c3(X)vuv,1 + cpup,1 ,

which gives I(L)+cp. As cp does not depend on L it has to be 0. Therefore for the invariants

to coincide, we need op = ocanp .

Remark 3.11. Changing orientation op 7→ −op changes onp 7→ (−1)nonp, so if the classes

[Mnp]
inv were constructed using Borisov–Joyce [12] or Oh–Thomas [75], then we would get

Nnp = (−1)n
∑

l|n

n

l2

∑

v∈Λ

c3(X)vuv,1

However, as these are obtained indirectly through wall-crossing, we should check this is

satisfied. Choosing op such that o(1) = −o1(L1) in the proof of Theorem 3.10 does indeed

give this formula. Similarly, switching to −ocanJOXK does not change the result as it should

not.

The following is shown just for completeness, as we will prove a much more general

statement for tautological insertions using any K-theory class in §5.1

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Using (3.17), (3.16) and (3.10) we obtain for any line bundle L

that (3.2) holds.

4 Virtual classes of Hilbert schemes of points and invariants

In this section, we use the results of Theorem 3.10 (relying on Conjecture 2.9) to compute

Hn. Knowing Nnp and the explicit vertex algebra structure on Ĥ∗(PX) described in §2.9,

we may use the wall-crossing formula (3.9) to do so. The classes Hn ∈ Ȟ0(PX) that we

compute could be considered as the final product in describing the topological data of virtual

fundamental classes of Hilbert schemes of points, but compared to integrals of appropriate

insertions, they lack enlightening structure. This is why we explicitly determine the values

of integrals of multiplicative genera of tautological classes paired with multiplicative genera

of virtual tangent bundles. This result follows from a more general one that computes

integrals of cohomology classes of the form exp
[
F (µv,k)

]
, where F (µv,k) is linear in µv,k, so

we can use Lemma 2.23.

Section 5 will focus on particular choices of the multiplicative genera, and it will rely on

the results presented here.
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4.1 Virtual fundamental cycle of Hilbert schemes

The following is the main technical result of this section. It computes the generating series

of classes Hn by using (3.9) and the previously obtained description of Mnp.

Theorem 4.1. If Conjecture 2.9 holds for X and H1(OX) = 0, then the generating series

H (q) = 1 +
∑

n>0
Hn

e(np,1) q
n for point-canonical orientations is given by

H (q) = exp

[∑

n>0

∑

l|n,v∈B6

(−1)n n
l2
c3(X)v [z

n]
{
Uv(z)exp

[∑

j>0

nyj
j

zj
]}

qn
]
, (4.1)

where we fix the notation yj = up,j and Uv(z) =
∑

k>0 uv,kz
k.

Remark 4.2. Notice that the only uσ,k that appear in (4.1) are for σ = (v, 0), v ∈ B6∪B8 =:

B6,8. We may therefore assumeK1(X) = 0 from now on when (3.12) holds (see also Remark

4.7 for the general case). As there is no contribution of bj , this is the unique representation

of Hn without terms with bj as can be seen from Lemma 2.25. Using (3.3), we have a class

H̃n = Ω∗ ◦ ιn ∗

([
Hilbn(X)

]vir)
which satisfies Π0(H̃n) = Hn. There will also be no terms

containing bj in H̃n, thus [q
n]
(
H (q)

)
describe this canonical lift.

Proof. We begin by using the reconstruction lemma for vertex algebras to write the field

Y (e(np,0) ⊗ uv,1) =: Y (uv,1, z)Y (e(np,0) ⊗ 1, z) :, where : − : denotes the normal ordered

product for fields of vertex algebras (see [63, §3.8], [30, Def. 2.2.2], [58, §3.1]) which acts on

e(mp,1) ⊗ U as

: Y (uv,1, z)Y (e(np,0) ⊗ 1, z) : (e(mp,1) ⊗ U) =

(−1)nz−ne((n+m)p,1) ⊗
{(∑

k>0

uv,kz
k−1

)
exp

[∑

i>0

nyi
i
zi
]
exp

[
− n

∑

i>0

d

duJOX K,i
z−i

]

exp
[
n
∑

i>0

d

dbi
z−i

]
+ exp

[∑

i>0

nyi
i
zi
]
exp

[
− n

∑

i>0

d

duJOX K,i
z−i

]

exp
[
n
∑

i>0

d

dbi
zi
][
χ̃((v, 0), (mp, 1))z−1 +

∑

k>0,σ∈B

kχ̃((v, 0), σ)
d

duσ,k
z−k−1

]}
U (4.2)

Where we used (2.23) to get χ̃((np, 0), σ) = n if σ = (JOXK, 0), χ̃((np, 0), σ) = −n if

σ = (0, 1) and 0 otherwise together with part iii. of Lemma 2.25.

We claim that for any r > 0, n1, . . . , nr > 0 and
∑r

i=1 ni = n, we have the following :

[
e(n1p,0) ⊗N (n1p),

[
e(n2p,0) ⊗N (n2p),

[
. . . ,

[
e(nrp,0) ⊗N (nrp), e

(0,1) ⊗ 1
]
. . .

]]

= e(np,1) ⊗
r∏

i=1

Hni
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in Ȟ(PX), where

Hn =
∑

l|n,v∈B6

(−1)n n
l2
c3(X)v [z

n]
{
Uv(z)exp

[∑

j>0

nyj
j

zj
]}

.

We show this by induction on r, where for r = 0 it is obvious. Assuming that the statement

holds for r − 1, we need to compute

[e(n1p,0) ⊗N (n1p), e
((n−n1)p,1) ⊗

r∏

i=2

Hni
]

= [z−1]
{
: Y (uv,1, z)Y (e(n1p,0) ⊗ 1, z) : e((n−n1)p,1) ⊗

r∏

i=2

Hni

}

From Remark 4.2, we see that we can replace all exp
[
n
∑

i>0
d
dbi

]
and exp

[
− n

∑
d

duJOX K,i

]

by 1 in (4.2). The second term under the curly bracket in (4.2) vanishes, because it contains

χ̃((v, 0), (mp, 1))z−1 = χ(v,mp)z−1 − χ(v)z−1 where the result is zero for degree reasons

and because td1(X) = 0. In the term with
∑

k>0,σ∈B kχ̃((v, 0), σ)
d

duσ,k
z−k−1 the sum can

be taken over all σ = (w, 0), w ∈ B6,8 by Remark 4.2 so it vanishes because χ(v,w) = 0

whenever v,w ∈ B6,8. We are therefore left with

[z−1]
{
(−1)n1z−n1e(np,1) ⊗

(∑

k>0

uv,kz
k−1

)
exp

[∑

i>0

n1yi
i

zi
]} r∏

i=2

Hni

= (−1)ne(np,1)[zn1 ]
{
Uv(z)exp

[∑

j>0

n1yj
j

zj
]} r∏

i=2

Hni
.

Multiplying with the coefficients
∑

l|n
n
l2

∑
v∈B6

c3(X)v of µv,1 in (3.16) and summing over

all v ∈ B6, we obtain the result as we are able to rewrite (3.9) by reordering the terms

keeping track of the signs as

Hn =
∑

k≥1,n1,...,nk∑
ni=n

1

k!

[
e(n1p,0) ⊗N (n1p),

[
. . . ,

[
e(nkp,0) ⊗N (nkp), e

(0,1) ⊗ 1
]
. . .

]]
.

We now describe a general formula for integrating topological insertions over Hn which

will be applied in the following two examples. Note that we no longer need (3.12) to state

it.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a Calabi–Yau fourfold satisfying Conjecture 2.9 (and H2(OX) =

0), and let A ⊂ K0(X)\{0} be a finite subset. For each α ∈ A , take a generating series

Aα(z, p) =
∑

n≥0

aα(n, p)
zn

n!
,
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where p = (p1, p2, . . .) are additional variables and aα(n, p) ∈ QJpK, s.t. aα(0, 0) = 0. If

In ∈ H∗
(
Hilbn(X)

)
is obtained as In = (Ω ◦ ιn)∗(T ) for a weight 0 insertion T ∈ H∗(PX)

such that ∫

Hn

T =

∫

Hn

e(np,1) ⊗ exp
[ ∑

α∈A

∑

k≥0
v∈B6,8

aα(k, p)χ(α
∨, v)µv,k

]
,

then the generating series Inv(q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

∫
[Hilbn(X)]vir Inqn is given by

∏

α∈A

exp
{∑

n>0

(−1)n
∑

l|n

n

l2
[zn]

[
z
d

dz

(
Aα(z, p) −Aα(0, p)

)

exp
( ∑

β∈A

rk(β)Aβ(z, p)
)n]

qn
}c1(α)·c3(X)

. (4.3)

Proof. Using Lemma 2.23 to act on the homology classes Hn from Theorem 4.1, we obtain

Inv(q)

= exp

[∑

n>0

∑

l|n
v∈B6

(−1)n n
l2
c3(X)v [z

n]
{∑

k>0

∑

α∈A

χ(α∨, v)
aα(k, p)

(k − 1)!
zk

· exp
[∑

j≥0

∑

α∈A

n
rk(α)aα(j, p)

j!
zj
]}

qn
]

which can be seen to be equal to (4.3).

We get the following simple consequence of the above results. To state the second part

of it, we use the notation

µFn

v,k = (Ω ◦ ιn)∗µv,k

which implies that

µFn

v,k =
(
ch∨(v∨)\ch(Fn)

)
k
∈ H∗(Hilbn(X))

are the usual descendent classes on Hilbn(X) constructed using the universal 0-dimensional

sheaf Fn.

Corollary 4.4. With the notation and assumptions from Proposition 4.3, it follows that

Inv(q) depends only on c1(α) · c3(X) and rk(α) for all α ∈ A .

If additionally H1(OX) = 0, then for any polynomial p(µv,k) in µv,k, the descendent

integral ∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
p(µFn

v,k)

depends only on
∫
X
c3(X) · (−) : H2(X)→ Z.

Remark 4.5. For the classes [Mnp]
inv ∈ Ȟ2(NX), we did not find any interesting non-zero

invariants of the form
∫
[Mnp]inv

ν for some weight 0 insertions ν on NX . We already know
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that L[−,−]|Nn,0 = 0, and this will be also true for insertions correcting T0(α) = π2 ∗(π
∗
X(α)⊗

E1) to be weight 0. Moreover, consider the weight 0 complex E0 = π∗
(
HomM1

(E1, E1)
)∨

on

M1 and set ν = p(ch1(E0), ch2(E0), . . .) for some polynomial p(x1, x2, · · · ). Then we get

∫

[Mnp]inv
ν =

∫

e(0,np)⊗Nnp

p(ch1(∆
∗(θ)), ch2(∆

∗(θ), . . .) ,

which can be shown to be always zero.

4.2 Multiplicative genera as insertions

The main examples of insertions we want to address are multiplicative genera of tautological

classes below. The results in this and the following sections are stated for a general

Calabi–Yau fourfold X without requiring the condition H1(OX) = 0 (recall that we still

need the vanishing of H2(OX) = 0 due to the arguments leading up to Theorem 3.10).

Furthermore, all the results specific to [Hilbn(X)]vir are assuming Conjecture 2.9 because

they are relying on the computations in §4.1.

For a scheme S, let G0(S) and G0(S) denote its Grothendieck groups of vector bundles

and coherent sheaves respectively. We have the map λ : G0(S) → K0(S) which we often

neglect to write, i.e. λ(α) = α. We have the Chern-character ch : G0(S)→ A∗(S,Q) which

under the natural maps to K0(S) and H∗(S,Q) corresponds to the topological Chern-

character ch : K0(S)→ Heven(X,Q).

Set

R = QJpK

to be the ring of formal power-series in the variables p = (p1, . . . , pk), and let f(p, z) =∑
n≥0 fn(p)z

n ∈ RJzK be a formal power-series satisfying f(0, 0) = 1. For another non-

negatively graded ring Q∗ write
(
Q∗JpK

)
1
to denote the multiplicative group of elements of

the ring Q∗JpK with the part of their constant term in the variables p that is contained in

Q0 being equal to 1. The multiplicative Hirzebruch-genus Gf(p,·) of [48, §4] associated to f

is a group homomorphism

Gf : G0(X) −→
(
A∗(X,Q)JpK

)
1
. (4.4)

For each vector bundle E → X of rk(E) = a, let x1, . . . , xa be its Chern roots. The map

Gf is given by

Gf (E) =
a∏

i=1

f(p, xi) .

Define Λ•
t : G0(S) →

(
G0(S)JtK

)
1
to be the group homomorphism acting on each vector
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bundle E by

[E] 7→
∞∑

i=0

[ΛiE](−t)i ,

where G0(S) is a ring with the multiplication induced by the tensor product. We also

have Sym•
t : G0(S) →

(
G0(S)JtK

)
1
, where Sym•

−t(α) =
(
Λ•
t (α)

)−1
for all α ∈ G0(S). On

Hilbn(X), we will consider the classes

α[n] = π2 ∗
(
π∗
X(α)⊗Fn

)
, α ∈ G0(X) , T vir

n = HomHilbn(X)

(
In,In

)
0
[1] , (4.5)

where In =
(
OX → Fn

)
is the universal complex on Hilbn(X) and (−)0 denotes the

trace-less part. The corresponding topological analogs are

T(α) = U∨
⊠ π2 ∗

(
π∗
X(α)⊗ E

)
and − θ∨P ∈ K0(PX × PX) .

Lemma 4.6. In H∗(PX × PX) the following holds for all α ∈ K0(X):

chk
(
T(α)

)
=

∑

v∈Beven
i+j=k

(−1)jχ(α∨, v)βi ⊠ µv,j ,

chk(θP) =
∑

i+j=k
σ,τ∈B\Bodd

(−1)j χ̃(σ, τ)µσ,i ⊠ µτ,j +
∑

i+j=k+1
v,w∈Bodd

(−1)iχ−(v,w)µv,i ⊠ µw,j .

We also have the identity

ch(T vir
n ) = −(Ω ◦ ιn)∗

(
ch(∆∗θ∨P)

)
+ χ(OX)

in H∗
(
Hilbn(X)

)
.

Proof. Using Atiyah–Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch [24], we get

chi
(
π2 ∗(π

∗
X(α) ⊗ E)

)
=

∑

v∈Beven

∫

X

ch(α)ch(v)Td(X)⊠ µv,i =
∑

v∈Beven

χ(α∨, v)µv,i .

Taking a product with ch(U∨) and using βj = chj(U), we get

chj
(
T (α)

)
=

∑

v∈Beven
j=l+k

(−1)lχ(α∨, v)βl ⊠ µv,k . (4.6)

A similar explicit computation leads to the second formula. Let us, therefore, address the

final statement.

Let P : Hilbn(X) → MX map [OX → F ] to [OX [1] ⊕ F ] and Extn =
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HomHilbn(X)

(
In,In

)
. We have the following A1-homotopy commutative diagram∗:

Hilbn(X) MX

PerfC

Extn

P

Ext , (4.7)

where Ext, Extn are the maps associated to the perfect complexes of the same name and

Ext = HomMX
(U ,U) for the universal perfect complex U → X ×MX . From Definition

2.15, we easily deduce ι∗n ◦∆∗
(
Θpa

)
= P∗Ext∨. Taking topological realization of (4.7), we

obtain that

JExtnK = (Ptop)∗JExtK = ι∗nJ∆∗
(
Θpa

)∨
K = (Ω ◦ ιn)∗

(
∆∗(θP)

)∨
.

Finally, we use rk
(
(Extn)0

)
= rk(Extn)− 2.

Remark 4.7. We explain now how to drop the condition (3.12). Going through the ar-

guments in Theorem 3.10 and Theorem 4.1 without the assumption (3.12), one can check

that under the projection Πeven : Ȟ∗(PX) → Ȟeven(PX) we still obtain the same results.

This is sufficient for us, because we never integrate odd cohomology classes, except when

integrating polynomials in chk(T
vir
n ), but as the only terms µv,k contained in chk(T

vir) for

v ∈ Bodd are given for v ∈ B7, each such integral will contain a factor of χ−(v,w) = 0 for

v,w ∈ B7. Using 5.23, we may therefore now assume K1(X) = 0 in computations.

To simplify notation, we will not write p unless necessary, and we will use f(α[n]) and

f(T vir
n ) to denote Gf (α

[n]) and Gf (T
vir
n ).

Lemma 4.8. Let f ∈ QJp, zK be a power-series satisfying f(0, 0) = 1, then

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
f(α[n]) =

∫

Hn

exp
[ ∑

k≥0
v∈B6,8

aα(k)χ(α
∨, v)µv,k

]
, where

Aα(z) =
∑

k≥0

aα(k)
zk

k!
= log

(
f(z)

)
,

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
f(T vir

n ) =

∫

Hn

exp
[ ∑

k≥0
v∈B6,8

aJOXK(k)χ(v)µv,k

]
, where

AJOX K(z) =
∑

k≥0

aJOXK(k)
zk

k!
= log

(
f(z)f(−z)

)
.

Proof. We show that in the action of chk(θ
∨
P) from Lemma 4.6 on Hn only terms linear in

µv,k, k > 0 will have non-trivial contributions. In Remark 4.7, we set K1(X) = 0, thus

∗See [6, §3.2] for the notion of A1-homotopy for simplicial presheaves, but here we only mean that there
is an A1-family of maps containing both paths of the diagram.
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we only need to look at
∑

i+j=k
σ,τ∈B\Bodd

(−1)iχ̃(σ, τ)µσ,i ⊠ µτ,j and we claim it reduces to the

action by

−
∑

v∈B6,8

(
1 + (−1)k

)
χ(v)µv,k = −

(
1 + (−1)k

)
µp,k (4.8)

For i, j > 0 if σ = (0, 1) or τ = (0, 1), then due to Remark 4.2 this term vanishes. If

σ = (v, 0), τ = (w, 0) then v,w ∈ B6,8 and χ̃(σ, τ) = χ(v,w) = 0. So consider the case

i = 0, then j = k > 0. If σ = (v, 0), τ = (w, 0) or τ = (0, 1) then the term is again

0, because µv,0 = np(v∨) = 0 unless v = p in which case χ(v,w) = 0 for each w ∈ B6,8.

However, if σ = (0, 1), τ = (v, 0), then µσ,0 = 1 and χ̃((0, 1), (v, 0)) = −χ(v). If j = 0, then

the same applies, thus the statement follows.

Let E be a vector bundle with c(E) =
∏a

i=1(1 + xi), then we write

f(E) =
a∏

i=1

f(xi) = exp
[∑

n>0

gn

a∑

i=1

xni
n!

]
,

where
∑

n>0
gn
n! x

n = log
(
f(x)

)
and

∑a
i=1

xn
i

n! = chi(E). This extends to any class α ∈
G0

(
Hilbn(X),Q

)
, so we get after using Remark 4.2, (4.8) and Lemma (4.6) that

∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir f(α[n]) =

∫

Hn

exp
[ ∑

k≥0
v∈B6,8

gkχ(α
∨, v)µv,k

]
,

∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir f(T vir
n ) =

∫

Hn

exp
[ ∑

k≥0
v∈B6,8

gk
(
1 + (−1)k

)
χ(v)µv,k

]
,

where, we use µp,0 = n and rk(T vir
n ) = 2n. From this we immediately see Aα(z) = log

(
f(z)

)

and AJOXK(z) = log
(
f(z)f(−z)

)
.

As an immediate Corollary of (4.8), we obtain the following:

Corollary 4.9. For each n > 0 let pn(x1t, x2t
2, . . .) be a formal power-series in infinitely

many variables, then

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
pn(ch1(T

vir
n ), ch2(T

vir
n ), . . .) = 0 .

Proof. We use

∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir pn(ch1(T vir
n ), ch2(T

vir
n ), . . .) =

∫

Hn

p̃n(µp,1, µp,2, . . .) ,

where we use some new formal power-series p̃(x1t, x2t
2 , . . .) given by (4.8). Because each

term in (4.1) contains at least one factor of the form µv,k for v ∈ B6, k > 0, the above

integral is zero by (2.28).
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We introduce the following definition as it will be also used in the sequels to the current

paper [9], [7].

Definition 4.10. Let us define the universal transformation U of formal power-series U :(
RJtK

)
1
→

(
RJtK

)
1
by

f(t) 7→
∏

n>0

n∏

k=1

f(−e 2πik
n t)n . (4.9)

Moreover, we will use the notation

{f}(t) = f(t)f(−t) .

Remark 4.11. 1. In fact, U is a well-defined bijection. To see that it is well-defined

on
(
RJtK

)
1
, note that log

(∏n
k=1 f(−e

2πik
n t)n

)
=

∑
m>0 n

2fnmtnm by Knuth [59, eq.

(13), p. 89] where log
(
f(t)

)
=

∑
i>0 fit

i. Therefore
∏n

k=1 f(−e
2πik
n t)n = 1 + O(tn)

which is precisely the condition necessary for the infinite product to be well-defined.

Because of the above description, we also see that the different roots of unity cancel

out so that the resulting power series has coefficients again in R.

To construct the inverse, we observe that the logarithm of (4.9) becomes∑
n>0

∑
m>0 n

2fnmqnm =
∑

n>0

∑
l|n

n2

l2
fnq

n. This corresponds to acting with a di-

agonal invertible matrix on the coefficients fn, so we have an inverse.

2. The definition of {f} is deeply rooted in the origin of DT4 invariants and their defini-

tion. When M is a moduli space of stable sheaves on a Calabi–Yau fourfold, its virtual

tangent bundle T vir
M (which for the present purposes should be thought of as just a

complex K-theory class) is self-dual. Describing the background only approximately:

Borisov–Joyce [12] use this self-duality to construct a splitting

T vir
M = T vir,+

M + T vir,−
M

where T vir,±
M are real K-theory classes of equal rank. A choice of orientations from The-

orem 2.4 replaces the real K-theoryKO0(M) by the real oriented K-theoryKSO0(M).

Oh–Thomas [75] translated this into taking a purely complex splitting (after lifting

T vir
M to some isotropic flag bundle over M)

T vir
M = Λ + Λ∨

where this time Λ is in the complex K-theory K0(M). In fact, when viewed as

classes in KSO0(M), Λ = T vir,+
M if the orientations are chosen in a compatible way.

This alternative splitting is what we observe on the level of cohomology when we are

computing the second statement of Lemma 4.8 because the contribution of ch(T vir)

looks exactly like ch(Λ) + ch(Λ∨) when we integrate it against Hn in (4.8). From
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the perspective of the computation, it replaces f by {f} for the multiplicative genus

acting on T vir.

Coming back to the real oriented perspective, we will explain later in Remark 5.7 that

there is a notion of real oriented multiplicative genera and that

f 7→ {f}

is the most natural transformation mapping a complex multiplicative genus to a real

oriented one. This will motivate working with real oriented genera over complex ones

when defining generalizations of the K-theoretic invariants in §5.2.

Example 4.12. Acting with U−1 on the MacMahon function M(−q), we obtain 1
(1+q) .

We will need later the following generalization of the Lagrange inversion theorem:

Lemma 4.13. Let Q(t) ∈ RJtK (with a non-vanishing constant term) and gi(x) for i =

1, . . . , N be the different solutions to

(
gi(x)

)N
= xQ

(
gi(x)

)
(4.10)

then for any formal power-series φ(t), φ(0) = 0 we have

N∑

k=1

φ
(
gi(x)

)
=

∑

n>0

1

n
[tnN−1]

(
φ′(t)Q(t)n

)
xn .

Proof. The usual Lagrange formula (see e.g. Gessel [35, Thm. 2.1.1]) tells us that for

h(x) = xQ
(
h(x)

)
, we have [xn]φ

(
h(x)

)
= 1

n
[tn−1]φ′(t)Q(t)n for n > 0 . Taking the unique

Newton–Puiseux series satisfying g(x
1
N ) = x

1
N Q

1
N

(
g(x

1
N )

)
for a fixed N ’th root of Q, we

can write by Weierstrass preparation theorem together with the Newton–Puiseux theorem

(see e.g. [22, Chap. 3.2, Chap. 5.1,] every solution of (4.10) by gk(x) = g(e
2πki
N x

1
N ). We

obtain

N∑

k=1

φ
(
gk(x)

)
=

N∑

k=1

∑

n>0

1

n
[tn−1]

(
φ′(t)Q

n
N (t)

)(
e

2πik
N x

1
N

)n

=
∑

n>0

1

n
[tnN−1]

(
φ′(t)Qn(t)

)
xn .

We prove now the main result that we will use throughout the next section.

Proposition 4.14. Let f0(p, ·), f1(p, ·), . . . , fM (p, ·) be power-series with f(0, 0) = 1, then
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define

Inv(~f, ~α, q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir f0(T vir
n )f1(α

[n]
1 ) · · · fM(α

[n]
M )qn ,

where ~(−) is meant to represent a vector, and we omit the additional variables. Then setting

rk(αi) = ai, we have

Inv(~f ,~a, q) = U

{[ M∏

i=1

fi(H(q))

fi(0)

]c1(αi)·c3(X)}
, (4.11)

where H(q) is the unique solution for

q =
H(q)

∏M
j=1 f

aj
j

(
H(q)

)
{f0}

(
H(q)

) .

Proof. Combining Lemma 4.8 with Proposition 4.3, we obtain

Inv(q) =

M∏

i=1

exp
{∑

n>0

∑

l|n

n

l2
(−1)n[zn−1]

[ d

dz

(
log

(
fi(z)

)
− log

(
fi(0)

))

M∏

j=1

fj(z)
ajn{f0}n(z)

]
qn
}c1(αi)·c3(X)

setting φ = log(fi)− log
(
fi(0)

)
, Q =

∏M
i=1 f

ai
i {f0} and using Lemma 4.13, this gives

M∏

i=1

exp
{∑

n>0

∑

l|n

n2

l2
[tn]

[
log fi

(
H(t)

)
− log fi(0)

]
(−q)n

}c1(αi)·c3(X)

=

M∏

i=1

exp
{ ∑

n,m>0

n

n∑

k=1

[tm]
[
log fi

(
H(t)

)
− log f(0)

]
(−e 2πik

n q)m
}c1(αi)·c3(X)

=

M∏

i=1

∏

n>0

n∏

k=1

[fi
(
H(−e 2πik

n q)
)

fi(0)

]nc1(αi)·c3(X)
=

M∏

i=1

U
[fi

(
H(q)

)

fi(0)

]c1(αi)·c3(X)
,

where H(q) is the solutions of (4.11).

5 Computing the generating series of newly defined invari-

ants

We define and compute many new invariants using the formula derived in the previous

section. These include tautological series, Nekrasov genera and virtual Verlinde numbers.

The tautological series and the Verlinde series were inspired by their analogs on surfaces

that we recalled in the introduction. Unlike the surface case, the definition of DT4 Verlinde
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invariants requires an additional twist by a square-root line bundle that we explain in §5.3.

We also argue that the appropriate generalization of the Nekrasov genus is obtained in terms

of the real-oriented Witten genus due to the connection of DT4 invariants to real geometry.

For the above invariants, we additionally study their symmetries and their relation to lower-

dimensional geometries.

In particular, we obtain an explicit correspondence via the universal transformation U

between virtual Donaldson invariants on surfaces satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0 and DT4 invari-

ants on projective Calabi–Yau fourfolds. The virtual invariants for surfaces are the inte-

grals against the virtual fundamental classes of Quot schemes [QuotS(C
N , β, n)]vir. These

classes have been used by Marian–Oprea–Pandharipande [68] to prove Lehn’s conjecture

[62] for the generating series of tautological invariants on Hilbert schemes of points. More

recently their virtual fundamental classes were studied by AJLOP [2], Lim [66], Johnson–

Oprea–Pandharipande [51] and Oprea–Pandharipande [76]. Segre–Verlinde correspondence

for the virtual geometry of Quot-schemes was investigated in Oprea–Pandharipande [76]

and AJLOP [2]. Combined with the 4D-2D correspondence, their result could be used to

deduce Segre–Verlinde correspondence for Calabi–Yau fourfolds which is an entirely new

phenomenon. As we found the fourfold version independently and were only made aware of

the similarity to the Quot-scheme case later, we prefer to present our original computation

first.

Our goal in the final subsection is to recover the formulae of [2] for integrals over Quot

schemes on surfaces S satisfying c21(S) when β = 0. We do this to explain the 4D-2D

correspondence as a consequence of both theories being governed by the same wall-crossing

formula. Further study of invariants on degree 0 Quot schemes for surfaces and Calabi–

Yau fourfolds is left to [9] where we no longer restrict to trivial vector bundles for the

Quot-schemes.

5.1 Segre series

Setting f0 = 1 and fi = (1+tix)
−1 in Proposition 4.14, we obtain the generalized DT4-Segre

series

R(~α,~t; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
st1(α

[n]
1 ) · · · stM (α

[n]
M ) .

Recall our notation for generating series of Fuss-Catalan numbers from (1.6).

Theorem 5.1. Let α1, . . . , αM ∈ G0(X), a = rk(α), then assuming Conjecture 2.9 for

point-canonical orientations we have

R(~α,~t; q) = U
[
(1 + t1z)

−c1(α1)·c3(X) · · · (1 + tMz)c1(αM )·c3(X)
]−1

,

where z = z(q) is the solution to z(1 + t1z)
a1 · · · (1 + tMz)aM = q. Moreover, we have the
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explicit expression:

R(α; q) =





U
[
Ba+1(−q)c1(α)·c3(X)

]
for a ≥ 0

U
[
B−a(q)

−c1(α)·c3(X)
]

for a < 0

(5.1)

where Ba(q) are the generating series of Fuss–Catalan numbers (1.5).

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Proposition 4.14. Specializing to the

DT4 Segre series

R(α; q) =

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
sn(α

[n])

we obtain for a = rk(α)

R(α; q) = U
[
(1 + z)

]−c1(α)·c3(X)
, where q = z(1 + z)a .

The theorem then follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let y be the solutions of y(y + 1)a = q for a > 0, then

1

1 + y
=





Ba+1(−q) for a ≥ 0

B−a(q)
−1 for a < 0

. (5.2)

Proof. We use Lemma 4.13. For a ≥ 0 we change variables z = 1/(1 + y) this implies

g(z) := (1− z)/za+1 = q. Then the statement follows from

[(z − 1)n−1]
((z − 1)

g(z)

)n

= [(z − 1)n−1](−1)n
(
1 + (z − 1)

)(a+1)n

=
(−1)n
n

(
(a+ 1)n

n− 1

)
=

(−1)n
(a+ 1)n+ 1

(
(a+ 1)n+ 1

n

)

= (−1)nCn,a ,

where we used the notation from (1.5). When a < 0, then change variables by (u + 1) =

(z+1)−1 to get z = −u(u+1)−1 and thus −u(u+1)−a−1 = q. Then (1 + z)−1 = (1+ u) =

B−a(q)
−1 by the above.

Using this, we obtain (5.1).

5.2 K-theoretic insertions

In this section, we use the Riemann–Roch formula for the twisted virtual structure sheaf of

Oh–Thomas [75].
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Theorem 5.3 (Oh–Thomas [75, Thm. 6.1]). Let M be projective with a fixed choice of

orientation and let V ∈ G0
(
M

)
. Then

χ̂vir
(
M,V ) =

∫

[M ]vir

√
Td(E)ch(V ) . (5.3)

Proof. This is just Theorem [75, Thm. 6.1] stated in terms of χ̂vir(−) and using the notation

of (1.8).

Recall that Td = Gf for f(x) = x
1−e−x which satisfies

{
√

f}(x) = x

e
x
2 − e−

x
2

. (5.4)

The above is called the Â-genus. An immediate consequence of Corollary 4.9 is

Corollary 5.4. For all n > 0, χ̂vir
(
Hilbn(X)

)
= 0 .

Nekrasov genus

Ny

(
α[n]

)
= Λ•

y−1

(
α[n]

)
⊗ det−

1
2
(
α[n] · y−1

)
∈ G0(Mα,L,Q)((y−

1
2 )) (5.5)

determined by the power series

Ny(x) = (y
1
2 e−

x
2 − y−

1
2 e

x
2 )

gives us refinements of invariants considered in §5.1 as

Kn(~α, ~y) = χ̂vir
(
Ny1

(
α
[n]
1

)
· · ·NyM

(
α
[n]
M

))
, K(~α, ~y; q) =

∑

n>0

Kn(~α, ~y)q
n .

Note that N0(0) 6= 1, but we can write it as Ny(x) = (1 − y−1ex)e−
x
2 y

1
2 and simply keep

track of y
1
2 separately. The DT4 Segre series of §5.1 can be obtained as a classical limit of

these invariants. Explicitly this means the following:

Proposition 5.5. For any α1, . . . , αM ∈ G0(X) with aj = rk(αj) and ij , such that
∑

j ij =

n, we have

lim
y1→1+

· · · lim
yM→1+

(1− y−1
1 )i1−a1n · · · (1− y−1

M )iM−aMnKn(~α, ~y) =

(−1)n
∫
[
Hilbn(X)

]vir ci1
(
α
[n]
1

)
· · · ciM

(
α
[n]
M

)
.

Proof. We conclude it from a more general result for any scheme S.

Define A>m =
⊕

i>mAi(S,Q) and A≤m = A∗(S,Q)/A>m. Let γ ∈ G0(S), a = rk(γ)

55



and k ≥ 0, then we claim that in A≤k the following holds:

Lk(γ) := lim
y→1+

(1− y−1)k−a
[
ch
(
Λ•
y−1γ · det−

1
2 (γ · y−1)

)]
= (−1)kck(γ) :

Let γ = JEK− JF K and c(E) =
∏e

i=1(1− xi), c(F ) =
∏f

i=1(1− zi), then in A≤l, we have

Ll(E) = lim
λ→0+

[
(1− e−λ)l−e

e∏

i=1

(e
λ
2
−

xi
2 − e−

λ
2
+

xi
2 )

]

= lim
λ→0+

[
(λ−O(λ2))l−e

e∏

i=1

((λ− xi) +O
(
(λ− xi)

3
)]

= [λ−l]

e∏

i=1

(1− λ−1xi)

= (−1)lcl(JEK) .

Similarly, we obtain in A≤m

Lm(−JF K) = lim
λ→0+

[
(1− e−λ)m+f

f∏

j=1

(e
λ
2
−

zj

2 − e−
λ
2
+

zj

2 )−1
]
= [λ−m]

f∏

j=1

(1− λ−1zj)
−1

= (−1)mcm(−JF K) .

We combine these two to obtain Lk(γ) =
∑

l+m=k Ll(E)Lm(−JF K) = (−1)kck(γ), where
both equalities are true only in A≤k.

To conclude the proof, we apply this statement to each Nyi

(
α
[n]
i

)
separately.

Then using
∑

j ij = n we see from Theorem 5.3 that we are integrating

ci1
(
α
[n]
1

)
. . . ciM

(
α
[n]
M

)√
Td0

(
T vir
n

)
.

Only the case where
∑

j rk(αj) = 2b + 1 for b ∈ Z is going to be addressed below,

because, under the additional assumption that c1(αi) are divisible by two, integrality holds.

It is clear from computations that when either of the two conditions is violated, one will in

general obtain coefficients contained in Z[1/2]. Moreover, we mostly focus on M = 1 and

rk(α1) = 1 which is motivated by the work of Nekrasov [72], Nekrasov–Piazzalunga [74] and

Cao–Kool–Monavari [15].

Theorem 5.6. If Conjecture 2.9 holds, then for all α1, . . . , αM with ai = rk(αi),
∑

i ai =

2b+ 1 and point-canonical orientations, we have

K(~α, ~y; q) =

M∏

i=1

U

[
(yi − 1)2u

(yi − u)2

] 1
2
c1(αi)·c3(X)

, where q =
(u− 1)ub

∏M
j=1(y

1
2 − y−

1
2u)ai

.

When M = 1, α1 = α, y1 = y, a1 = 1, then

K(α, y; q) = Exp

[
χ
(
X, q

(TX − T ∗X)(α
1
2 y

1
2 − α− 1

2 y−
1
2

(1 − qα
1
2 y

1
2 )(1− qα− 1

2 y−
1
2 )

)]
,
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where Exp[f(y, q)] = exp
[∑

n>0
f(yn,qn)

n

]
. In particular, the coefficients of K(~α, ~y; q) lie in

Z[y
± 1

2
1 , . . . , y

± 1
2

M ] if c1(αi)
2 ∈ H2(X,Z).

Proof. Using Proposition 4.14 together with (5.4) and Theorem 5.3, we obtain

K(~α, ~y; q) =

M∏

i=1

U

[
y

1
2 − y−

1
2

y
1
2
i e

−
zi
2 − y

1
2
i e

zi
2

]c1(αi)·c3(X)

, where q =
e

zi
2 − e−

zi
2

∏M
i=1(y

1
2 e−

zi
2 − y−

1
2 e

zi
2 )

,

setting u = ez and using

√
(1− uy−1

i )2

(1− y−1
i )2u

=

(
y

1
2u−

1
2 − y−

1
2u

1
2

)

y
1
2 − y−

1
2

we obtain

K(~α, ~y; q) =

M∏

i=1

U

[
(yi − 1)2u

(yi − u)2

] 1
2
c1(αi)·c3(X)

, where q =
(u− 1)ub

∏M
j=1(y

1
2 − y−

1
2u)aj

.

When M = 1 and a1 = 1 then this gives

u =
1 + qy

1
2

1 + qy−
1
2

which after plugging into the above formula gives rise to

K(α, y; q) = U
[(
1 + qy

1
2
)(
1 + qy−

1
2
)] 1

2
c1(α)·c3(X)

=

√
M(qy

1
2 )M(qy−

1
2 )

c1(α)·c3(X)

= Exp
[ qy

1
2

(1− qy
1
2 )2
− qy−

1
2

(1− qy−
1
2 )2

]− 1
2
c1(α)·c3(X)

= Exp

[
χ
(
X, q

(TX − T ∗X)(α
1
2 y

1
2 − α− 1

2 y−
1
2

(1 − qα
1
2 y

1
2 )(1− qα− 1

2 y−
1
2 )

)]
,

where the second equality usesM(q) = Exp[ q
(1−q)2

] and the last equality uses Grothendieck–

Riemann–Roch.

Now that we have computed the pairing between the Nekrasov genus and the twisted

virtual structure sheaf, we would like to generalize these invariants. This direction was

motivated by Cao–Kool–Monavari [15, Rem. 1.19] who started studying this question. A

näıve guess would be to study the χy-genus or the elliptic genus of Fantechi–Göttsche [28],

as was attempted by the authors of loc. cit. in the case of the χy-genus. We explain

first why this is not the right choice in the next remark that expands on Remark 4.11 and

discusses multiplicative genera for different structure groups.
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Remark 5.7. The work of Borisov–Joyce [12] formulated DT4 invariants as integrals over

real oriented derived manifolds where the data of orientations is equivalent to the notion

recalled above Theorem 2.4. While the work of Oh–Thomas provides a far better language

for algebraic geometers to work with these invariants, it hides the original perspective that

was already present in the work of Donaldson–Thomas [26, p. 5] who worked with the real

±1 eigenvalue subspaces of the Hodge star ∗ : Ω0,2 → Ω0,2.

Because the χy genus of some manifold M requires the presence of Kähler structure on

M to be defined as

χy(M) =
∑

p,q

(−1)p+qhp,q(M)yp ,

it would not make sense to define it for a general real oriented derived manifold. In the

language of [49, §2] (which is only useful if the reader is already familiar with it), this

states that χy-genus is the multiplicative genus for the complex cobordism ring MU∗ where

U stands for the unitary groups U(n). This issue is not fixed by introducing reasonable

insertions as supported by multiple computations that I have done with different potential

options. All of them produced invariants that were not integer and showed no clear pattern.

At first sight, this may seem to contradict the correspondence to virtual invariants of

Quot schemes on surfaces in §5.4 where computing χy genus with insertions makes perfect

sense. However, when going from surface invariants to Calabi–Yau fourfolds, we always

replace g(T vir
n ) by {g}(T vir) in Theorem 5.15.

A motivation for the operation {−} was given in Remark 4.11 on the level of K-

theory/cohomology and we already alluded to its connection to different types of structure

groups. Here we explain that such symmetrizations appear because we are transitioning

from multiplicative genera for MU∗ to multiplicative genera for the real oriented cobordism

ring MSO∗ (see again [49, §2]). The latter are determined by power series that satisfy

f(z) = f(−z) ,

so f = {g} presents a class of examples. This modification is a consequence of complexifying

the real tangent bundle of a real manifold M : TM⊗C can naturally be split into real vector

bundles as

TM ⊗ C = TM+ ⊕ TM−

where ± symbolize the ±1 eigenvalues of the natural complex conjugation. Up to lifting

the problem along isotropic flag bundles just like in [75, 3.1], there is also a splitting

TM ⊗ C = Λ⊕ Λ∗

for an isotropic subbundle Λ ⊂ TM ⊗ C. We then see that

f(TM ⊗ C) = f(Λ)f(Λ∗)
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explaining the {−} symmetrization operation. This is parallel to what happened in Remark

4.11 in K-theory of Hilbn(X).

Based on the above remark, we propose a more appropriate set of invariants to study

that are determined by multiplicative genera of the oriented real cobordism ring MSO∗.

Examples of these invariants are the Â-genus, the L-genus, and the Witten genus. We

already noticed that the twisted virtual structure sheaf of Oh–Thomas leads to the Â-

genus in (5.4). As its generalization, we focus on the Witten genus which we will relate to

previously studied invariants of 3-folds.

On a real oriented manifold M of real dimension m, the Witten genus paired with

V ∈ K0(M) is defined as the integral

W (M,V, q) =

∫

[M ]
Â(M)ch(V )

∏

k≥1

ch
(
Sym•

−qk
(TM ⊗ C−m · 1)

)
.

It was originally defined by Witten in [86]. From Remark 4.11 and Remark 5.7, it is evident

that when M is replaced by a moduli space of sheaves on a Calabi–Yau fourfold with the

virtual tangent bundle T vir
M , one should also use T vir

M instead of TM ⊗C. This warrants the

following definition.

Definition 5.8. We define the DT4 Witten-genus of M paired with V ∈ K0(M) by

W (M,V, q) = χ
(
Ôvir ⊗ V ·

⊗

k≥1

Sym•
−qk

(T vir
M − rkC(T

vir
M ) · 1)

)

whenever Ôvir is defined and the above Euler-characteristic∗ exists.

Example 5.9. Let M be a moduli scheme with a perfect obstruction theory F• At−→ LM

as in Behrend–Fantechi [4], then [17, 23, 75] consider the 3-term obstruction theory E• =

F•⊕ (F•)∨[2]
(At,0)−−−−→ LM of the −2-shifted cotangent bundle . In this situation, Oh–Thomas

[75, §8] show that

Ôvir = Ovir
√
Kvir ,

where Ovir is the virtual structure sheaf of Fantechi–Göttsche [28], Kvir = det(F•) and the

square root is taken in G0(M,Z[2−1]), where it always exists (see Oh–Thomas [75, Lem.

2.1]). The term on the right hand side is in fact the twisted virtual structure sheaf Ôvir
NO of

Nekrasov–Okounkov [73]. If rk(F•) = 0, i.e. the virtual dimension of M is 0, then

W (M,V, q) = χ
(
Ôvir

NO ⊗
⊗

k≥1

Sym•
−qk

(
F• ⊕ (F•)∨

)
⊗ V

)
,

which is the virtual chiral elliptic genus of Fasola–Monavari–Ricolfi [29, Def. 8.1] motivated

by the work of physicists Benini–Bonelli–Poggi–Tanzini [5]. The discrepancy in signs in

∗For a general V in the complex topological K-theory, it is defined in terms of Chern characters and the
virtual Riemann–Roch (5.3).
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front of qk compared to [29] comes from different conventions for Sym•
(−), but the end result

is the same.

In the perfect scenario, one should work equivariantly to avoid the simplicity coming

from rank 0. Such equivariant dimensional reduction was already considered in [16, 60],

where it is only applied to the Â-genus.

For Hilbert schemes, it seems natural to study the Nekrasov–Witten genus

W (Hilbn(X),Ny(L
[n]), q) .

which generalizes Nekrasov’s genus. Using Proposition 4.14, the corresponding generating

series can be expressed as

1 +
∑

n>0

znW
(
Hilbn(X),Ny(L

[n]), q
)
= U

[(yi − 1)2u

(yi − u)2

]
,

where

z =
u− 1

y
1
2 − y−

1
2u

∏

k>0

(1− qku)(1 − qku−1)

(1− qk)2
.

We leave the study of its properties for the future.

5.3 Untwisted K-theoretic invariants

We propose a version of DT4 Verlinde numbers for Calabi–Yau fourfolds as higher dimen-

sional analogs of Verlinde numbers for surfaces studied in [27, 36, 70]. After computing

generating series for these invariants, we obtain a simple Segre–Verlinde correspondence.

Due to the inherent twist by a square root line bundle in the construction of Ôvir in [75,

Def. 5.3], the twisted virtual structure sheaf may lie in G0

(
Hilbn(X),Z[1/2]

)
because such

square-roots may not exist as integral classes. After pairing it with integral K-theory classes

on Hilbn(X), we saw in our computations that this is indeed the case. In the definition of

the Nekrasov genus as recalled in (5.5), the square root line bundle det
1
2 (L[n]) was used to

fix this. This was also observed in [15, Prop. 1.15] for DT/PT-stable pairs.

We follow this idea when defining K-theoretic invariants based on lower-dimensional

classical ones (like the Verlinde series) in which case we choose L = OX .

Definition 5.10. Let E = det
(
O[n]

X

)
, then the untwisted virtual structure sheaf is defined

by

Ouvir = Ôvir ⊗E
1
2 .

We define the untwisted virtual characteristic

χuvir
(
Hilbn(X), A

)
= χ̂vir

(
Hilbn(X), E

1
2 ⊗A

)
=

∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir

√
Td

(
T vir
n

)
ch
(
E

1
2
)
ch(A) .

From the perspective of Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.14, describing a large class of
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invariants, this choice is the simplest and the most natural one. The above modification

changes AJOXK(z) = z/(e
z
2 − e−

z
2 ) from Lemma 4.8 to

AJOXK(z) = z/(1 − e−z)

which is the generating series for the usual Todd genus. The reason for calling the resulting

class Ouvir untwisted is given in [10, 5.2] – the most compelling argument supporting Defini-

tion 5.10 thus far. There we work equivariantly with X = C4 and we use Kool–Rennemo’s

[60] that describes Ôvir on Hilbn(C4) explicitly. We see then that the only non-integral

term that appears in the construction of Ôvir is the square root E− 1
2 . Multiplying by E

1
2

then corresponds to removing the non-integral contribution. In the compact setting, such

a picture is difficult to replicate even in the simplest example of 1 point. It may have been

therefore better to call Ouvir
the untwisted twisted virtual structure sheaf pointing out that

we are not introducing a new and better definition of a virtual structure sheaf on top of

[75]. But this is somewhat of a mouthful.

Because Hilbn(X) admits a natural derived refinement, there exists a virtual structure

sheaf Ovir on it in the sense of [21]. Unlike the virtual fundamental class [Hilbn(X)]vir and

Ôvir, it is constructed using the full self-dual obstruction theory, and it is not clear how it is

related to either of them. The notation Ouvir was used to make a clear distinction between

the two classes.

Next, we define the Verlinde series for Calabi–Yau fourfolds and its square-root version

that is related to the Nekrasov genus.

Definition 5.11. Let X be a Calabi–Yau fourfold, then its square root DT4 Verlinde series

are defined for all α ∈ G0(X) by

V
1
2 (α; q) = 1 +

∑

n>0

V
1
2
n (α)qn = 1 +

∑

n>0

χ̂;
(
Hilbn(X),det

1
2 (L[n]

α )⊗ Ea
)
qn ,

where Lα = det(α), a = rk(α). The DT4 Verlinde series is defined by

V (α; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

Vn(α)q
n = 1 +

∑

n>0

χuvir
(
Hilbn(X),det(α[n])

)
qn .

Remark 5.12. Just for the purpose of this remark, let us define negative square root

Verlinde series by

V − 1
2 (α; q) = 1 +

∑

n>0

V
− 1

2
n (α)qn = 1 +

∑

n>0

χ̂uvir
(
Hilbn(X),det−

1
2 (L[n]

α )⊗E−a
)
qn ,

for each α ∈ G0(X), where a = rk(α).
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1. When α = JV K is a vector bundle of rank a, one can show that

[y∓
n
2
(2a+1)]

(
Kn(Lα ⊕ E⊕2a, y)

)
= V

± 1
2

n (V ) .

2. From the expression K(L, y; q) =

√
M(qy

1
2 )M(qy−

1
2 )

c1(α)·c3(X)

, we obtain that

Nekrasov generating series decouples into the positive and negative square-root Ver-

linde series:

K(L, y; q) = V
1
2 (µ(L)y−1; q)V − 1

2 (µ(L)y−1; q) ,

where µ(L) = L−OX , as it can be written as a product of series only with positive

or negative powers of y
1
2 . Thus

V ± 1
2 (µ(L); q) = M(q)

1
2
c1(L)·c3(X) .

3. By applying Proposition 4.14, one can show that V (α; q) =
(
V

1
2 (α; q)

)2
.

Theorem 5.13. Assuming Conjecture 2.9 holds, we have the following Segre–Verlinde cor-

respondence for any choice of orientations on Hilbn(X):

V (α; q) = R(α;−q) .

Proof. From Proposition 4.14 together with (5.4) and Definition 5.10, we see after setting

a = rk(α) that

V (α; q) = U(ez)c1(α)·c3(X) , where q =
(1− e−z)

eaz
.

Changing variables to t = ez − 1 we obtain

V (α; q) = U(1 + t)c1(α)·c3(X) , where q = t(t+ 1)−(a+1) .

We, therefore, see from Lemma 5.2 that

V (α; q) =





U
[
Ba+1(q)

−c1(α)·c3(X)
]

for a ≥ 0

U
[
B−a(−q)c1(α)·c3(X)

]
for a < 0

. (5.6)

Comparing with (5.1) concludes the proof.

We can also study the series:

Z(~α,~k; q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

qnχuvir
(
∧k1 α[n]

1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ∧kMα
[n]
M

)
.

We show that they give rise to interesting formulae. This was motivated by investigating

the rationality question as studied in [2] and their example [2, Ex. 7]
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Example 5.14. For α ∈ G0(X), take the series Z(α; q) =
∑

n>0 χ
uvir(α[n]) , then it can be

expressed as

Z(α; q) =
∂

∂y
Z(α, y; q)|y=0 , where Z(α, y; q) = 1 +

∑

n>0

χuvir(Λ•
−yα

[n]) .

Using Proposition 4.14, we have

Z(α, y; q) =
[ ∏

n>0

n∏

k=1

1 + yez(−ωk
nq)

1 + y

]c1(α)·c3(X)
, where q =

1− e−z

(1 + yez)a
.

After changing variables 1 + u = ez, this gives

Z(α, y; q) =
[ ∏

n>0

n∏

k=1

1 + y
(
1 + u(−ωk

nq)
)

1 + y

]c1(α)·c3(X)
, where q =

u

(1 + u)(1 + y + yu)a

Acting with ∂/∂y on the last formula, using that the terms under the product are equal to

1 for y = 0 and that the derivative (∂/∂y)u exist we obtain from a product rule for infinite

products

Z(α; q) = c1(α) · c3(X)
∑

n>0

n∑

k=1

u(−ωk
nq) where u =

q

1− q

We can write this as

Z(α; q) = c1(α) · c3(X)
∑

n>0

(−q)n
1− (−q)n = c1(α) · c3(X)S(−q), ,

where S(q) is the Lambert series as considered by Lambert [61].

5.4 4D-2D-1D correspondence

We obtain a one-to-one correspondence between invariants on compact Calabi–Yau

fourfolds, surfaces satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0 and elliptic curves by comparing the invariants

that we have already computed in Theorem 4.14 with the ones that were obtained in [2]

using an entirely different approach relying on equivariant localization.

Recall from [68, Lem. 1] that the virtual obstruction theory on QuotS(C
N , n) is given

by

F =
(
τ[0,1]HomQuotS(C,n)

(I,F)
)∨

, (5.7)

where I = (O → F) is the universal complex on QuotS(C, n). When N = 1, we have

QuotS(C
1, n) = Hilbn(S) and the virtual fundamental classes get identified by Oprea–

Pandharipande [76, eq. (31) ] with

[
Hilbn(S)

]vir
=

[
Hilbn(S)

]
∩ cn(K

[n]
Hilb(S)

∨) .
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using that Hilbn(S) is smooth. Here, χvir(−) denotes the virtual Euler characteristic of

Fantechi–Göttsche [28].

Theorem 5.15. Let X be a Calabi–Yau fourfold for which Conjecture 2.9 holds and S a

surface satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0. Let f1, . . . , fM , g be power-series, αY,1, . . . , αY,M in G0(Y )

for Y = X,S and rk(αY,i) = ai, then there exist universal series A1, . . . , AM depending on

fi, {g} and ai such that

1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫

[Hilbn(S)]vir
f1
(
α
[n]
S,1

)
· · · fM

(
α
[n]
S,M

)
{g}

(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
=

M∏

i=1

A
c1(αS,i)·c1(S)
i ,

1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫

[Hilbn(X)]vir
f1
(
α
[n]
X,1

)
· · · fM

(
α
[n]
X,M

)
g
(
T vir
n

)
=

M∏

i=1

U(Ai)
c1(αX,i)·c3(X) .

Moreover, there are universal generating series Bi depending on fi, ai, such that

1 +
∑

n>0

qnχvir
(
f1
(
α
[n]
S,1

)
⊗ . . .⊗ fM

(
α
[n]
S,M

))
=

M∏

i=1

B
c1(αS,i)·c1(S)
i ,

1 +
∑

n>0

qnχuvir
(
f1
(
α
[n]
X,1

)
⊗ . . . ⊗ fM

(
α
[n]
X,M

))
=

M∏

i=1

U(Bi)
c1(αX,i)·c3(X) .

where we abuse the notation by thinking of Gfi as mapping to G0(−)⊗Q.

Proof. AJLOP [2] prove general formulae for generating series

∑

n∈Z

qn
∫

[QuotS(C
N ,β,n)]vir

f1
(
α
[n]
1

)
· · · fM

(
α
[n]
M

)
h
(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
.

When β = 0, N = 1 and K2
S = 0 the results of [2, §2.2 & Eq. (14)] imply

1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫

[Hilbn(S)]vir
f1
(
α
[n]
1

)
· · · fM

(
α
[n]
M

)
h
(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
=

M∏

i=1

[
fi
(
H(q)

)

fi(0)

]c1(αi)·c1(S)

,

where q =
H∏

fai
i (H)h(H)

.

Replacing h with {g}, and comparing to the result of Proposition 4.14, we obtain the first

two formulae.

Using (5.4), we see that
[√

Td
](

T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
E

1
2 contributes

x

1 + e−x

to the variable change above. This corresponds precisely to the Todd-genus Td
(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
=

x
1+e−x

(
T vir
Hilbn(S)

)
. The second result for a surface S satisfying c1(S)

2 = 0 then follows from
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the virtual Riemann–Roch of Fantechi–Göttsche [28] together with the definition of χuvir(−)
in §5.2.

Remark 5.16. By the work of Oprea–Pandharipande [76, Lem. 34] there is a relation

between integrals over [QuotC(C
N , n)] and [QuotS(C

N , n)]vir, where the former is a smooth

moduli space of dimension nN and C is a smooth anti-canonical curve in S (if it exists).

When α ∈ K0(S) and Θ is the theta divisor on C, we obtain

1 +
∑

n>0

∫

C[n]

f
(
(α|C

)[n]
)g
(
TC [n] +

(
Θ[n]

)∨ −Θ[n]
)

Interestingly, this gives a precise relation between the generating series of three sets of

virtual invariants in 3 different dimensions. We will unify these results by applying similar

arguments to the ones in §3 and §4 to extend the results of AJLOP [2], [66], and [76] in

the author’s future work [9] where we replace CN by a general torsion free sheaf E. In the

Calabi–Yau case, we will assume E additionally to be rigid and simple to construct virtual

fundamental classes.

Using that [Hilb1(X)]vir = Pd
(
c3(x)

)
together with Theorem 5.3 and that we have

natural isomorphisms Λi(TX|x) ∼= Exti(Ox,Ox) which hold in a family one can show:

Corollary 5.17. All of the results of this section hold mod q2.

5.5 4D-2D correspondence explained by wall-crossing

When S is a surface with c1(S)
2 = 0, we will follow the same line of arguments for the

classes [QuotS(C
N , n)]vir as we did for [Hilbn(X)]vir in §4. We will again only need the

following small class of invariants

I(L, q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

qn
∫
[
QuotS(C

1,n)
]vir cn(L[n])

to determine [QuotS(C
N , n)]vir as an element in HnN(PS). For this, we will need a different

definition of the moduli stack of pairs. For simplicity, we assume that b1(S) = 0, but we

then drop this requirement in Remark 5.23. The result describing descendent integrals over

QuotS(C
N , n) in Lemma 5.22 is new but its main consequence noted down in Proposition

5.24 was already shown by AJLOP [2, §2] using different methods. In the sequel [9], we are

going to obtain these results for [QuotS(E,n)]vir for any surface and E a torsion-free sheaf

using the current approach. These cases could not be addressed in this generality using the

same methods as in [2].

Let us for now set up the general framework for [QuotS(C
N , n)]vir for any smooth pro-

jective surface S.
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Definition 5.18. • We consider this time the abelian category BN of triples (E,V, φ),

where V is a complex vector space, F is a zero-dimensional sheaf, and φ : V ⊗ CN ⊗
OS

φ−→ F is a morphism of sheaves.∗

• The moduli stack NN
1 is the stack of objects in BN . It is constructed in a similar way

as in Definition 2.6.

• We define ΘN,pa by

ΘN,pa
(n1p,d1),(n2p,d2)

=(πn1p,d1 × πn2p,d2)
∗
{
(Θn1p,n2p)1,3

⊕
(
(V⊕N

d1
)⊠ π2 ∗(En2p)

∨
)
2,3

[1]⊕
(
Vd1 ⊠ V∗d2

)
2,4

}
(5.8)

with Θn1p,n2p = HomMn1p×Mn2p
(En1p, En2p)

∨ and the form

χN,pa
(
(n1p, d1), (n2p, d2)

)
= rk

(
ΘN,pa

(n1p,d1),(n2p,d2)

)
= −Nd1n2 + d1d2.

The rest of the data has an obvious modification, which we do not mention here.

Note that when working with Behrend–Fantechi virtual fundamental classes (at least in

the setting of [55]), the correct vertex algebra structure requires the symmetrization of Θpa,

which leads to the following set of data:

(
(NN

1 )top,Z × Z, µtop
N1

, µtop
N1

, 0top, JΘN,pa + σ∗
(
ΘN,pa

)∨
K, ǫN

)
(5.9)

where ǫN(n1p,d1),(n2p,d2)
= (−1)Nd1n2+d1d2 . We have again a universal family CN ⊗

OS×QuotS(C
N ,n) → F giving us

NN
1

QuotS(C
N , n) (NN

1 )pl

Πpl
ιn,N

ι
pl
n,N

.

and

[QuotS(C
N , n)]virN ∈ H∗(NN

1 ) .

We take the obvious modification τpaN of Joyce–Song stability, such that CN ⊗OX
φ−→ F is

τpaN -stable if and only if φ is surjective. Therefore, we again obtain

QuotS(C
N , n) = N st

(np,1)(τ
pa
N ) , [QuotS(C

N , n)]vir = [N st
(np,1)(τ

pa
N )]vir .

Once the work of Joyce [55] is complete, the following conjecture will be a consequence of

a more general theorem after proving that some axioms are satisfied. †

∗If we continued using the category of pairs V ⊗OS → F without restricting to BN , we would wall-cross
again into [Hilbn(S)]vir not into the Quot schemes. At least if we follow the assumptions of [55, §5] carefully.

†Joyce has made his work [55] publicly available and the necessary assumptions from [55, §5] have been
checked in [9, Thm. A.4]. This makes the Corollary below and all the results depending on it into a theorem.
To emphasize the timeline of the development of the subject, I keep it as a conjecture in this work.
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Conjecture 5.19. For any smooth projective surface S, in Ȟ∗

(
NN

1

)
we have for all n,N

[QuotS(C
N , n)]virN =

∑

k>0,n1,...,nk
n1+...+nk=n

(−1)k
k!

[[
. . .

[
[N(0,1)]

inv, [Mss
n1p

]inv], . . .], [Mss
nkp

]inv]

for some [Mss
np]

inv ∈ Ȟ2(NN
1 ).

We again construct the vertex algebra on topological pairs and the L-twisted vertex

algebra.

Definition 5.20. Define the data
(
PS ,K(PS),ΦPS

, µPS
, 0, θL,NPS

, ǫ̃L,N
)
,(

PS ,K(PS),ΦPS
, µPS

, 0, θNPS
, ǫ̃N

)
as follows:

• K(PS) = K0(S)× Z.

• Set L = π2 ∗(π
∗
S(L)⊗ E) ∈ K0(CS). Then on PS ×PS we define

θN,ob = (θ)1,3 −N
(
U⊠ π2 ∗(E)

∨
)
2,3

+
(
U⊠ U∨

)
2,4

where θ = π2,3 ∗
(
π∗
1,2(E) · π∗

1,3(E)
∨
)
and

θNPS
= θN,ob + σ∗(θN,ob)∨

θL,NPS
= θPS ,N +N

(
U⊠ L∨

)
2,3

+N
(
L⊠ U∨

)
1,4

,

• The symmetric forms χ̃N : (K0(S) × Z) × (K0(S) × Z) → Z, χ̃L,N : (K0(S) × Z) ×
(K0(S)× Z)→ Z are given by

χ̃N
(
(α, d), (β, e)

)
= χ(α, β) + χ(β, α) − dNχ(β)− eNχ(α) + 2de ,

χ̃L,N
(
(α, d), (β, e)

)
= χ(α, β) − dN

(
χ(β)− χ(β · L)

)

− eN
(
χ(α)− χ(α · L)

)
+ 2de . (5.10)

• The signs are defined by ǫ̃N(α,d),(β,e) = (−1)χ(α,β)+Ndχ(β)+de and ǫ̃L,N(α,d),(β,e) =

(−1)χ(α,β)+Nd
(
χ(β)−χ(L·β)

)
+de.

We denote by (Ĥ∗(PS), |0〉 , ezT , Y N ), resp. (ĤL
∗ (PS), |0〉 , ezT , Y L,N ) the vertex algebras

associated to this data and (Ȟ∗(PS), [−,−]N ), resp. (ȞL
∗ (PX), [−,−]L,N ) the corresponding

Lie algebras. We now consider the map

ΩN = (Γ× id) ◦ (ΣN )top : (NN
1 )top → (MX)top ×BU × Z→ CX ×BU × Z , (5.11)

where ΣN maps a point [E,V, φ] to [E,V ⊗OS ].
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Let B = B ⊔ {(0, 1)}, where B =
⊔4

i=1Bi, ch(Bi) basis of H i(S) with B0 = {JOSK},
B4 = {p}. Combining all the ideas we used for fourfolds, we can state the following:

Proposition 5.21. Let Q[K0(S)×Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] be the generalized super-

lattice vertex algebra associated to
(
(K0(S)⊕ Z)⊕K1(S), (χ̃L,N )•

)
, resp.

(
(K0(S)⊕ Z)⊕

K1(S), (χ̃N )•
)
, where (χ̃N )• = χ̃N ⊕ χ−, (χ̃L,N )• = χ̃L,N ⊕ χ− and

χ− : K1(S)×K1(S)→ Z ,

χ−(α, β) =

∫

S

ch(α)∨ch(β)Td(S) +

∫

S

ch(β)∨ch(α)Td(S) .

Notice that all three pairings χ̃N , χ̃L,N and χ̃ are symmetric unlike the case in Proposition

2.24. The isomorphism (2.27) induces an isomorphism of graded vertex algebras for all N :

Ĥ∗(PS) ∼= Q[K0(S)× Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] ,

ĤL
∗ (PS) ∼= Q[K0(S)× Z]⊗Q SSymQ[uσ,i, σ ∈ B, i > 0] .

The map (ΩN )∗ : H∗(NN
1 ) → H∗(PS) induces morphisms of graded vertex al-

gebras (Ĥ∗(NN
1 ), |0〉 , ezT , Y N ) → (Ĥ∗(PS), |0〉 , ezT , Y N ), (ĤL

∗ (NN
1 ), |0〉 , ezT , Y L,N ) →

(ĤL
∗ (PS), |0〉 , ezT , Y L,N ) and of graded Lie algebras

Ω̄∗ :
(
Ȟ∗(NN

1 ), [−,−]N
)
−→

(
Ȟ∗(PS), [−,−]N

)
,

Ω̄∗ :
(
ȞL

∗ (NN
1 ), [−,−]L,N

)
−→

(
ȞL

∗ (PS), [−,−]LN
)
.

We will from now on omit writing N in the superscript of Y N , Y L,N , [−,−]N and

[−,−]L,N to easy the notation.

The following result replaces Theorem 3.10 and it is noticeably simpler due to canonical

orientations. We use the notation

QN,n = Ω̄N
∗

([
QuotS(C

N , n)
]vir
N

)
, and Mnp = Ω̄N

∗

(
[Mnp]

inv
)
.

Lemma 5.22. Let S be a smooth projective surface with b1(S) = 0. If Conjecture 5.19

holds, then

Mnp = e(np,1) ⊗ 1 ·Nnp +QT (e(np,1) ⊗ 1) ,

where for the series N (q) =
∑

n>0 Nnpq
n we have

exp
(
N (q)

)
=

(
1− epq

)
(
∑

v∈B2
c1(S)vuv,1

)

.

If c1(S)
2 = 0, we have

1 +
∑

n>0

QN,n

e(np,1)
qn = exp

[∑

n>0

[znN−1]
{ ∑

v∈B2

−c1,v
n

Uv(z)exp
[∑

k>0

nyk
k

zk
]}

qn
]
. (5.12)
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Proof. We have [QuotS(C
1, n)]vir ∩ cn(L

[n]) = [Hilbn(S)] ∩ cn
(
(Kn

Hilb(S))
∨
)
∩ cn

(
L[n]

)
=

(−1)n[Hilbn(S)] ∩ c2n(K
[n]
S ⊕ L[n]) for an algebraic line bundles L → S. Then by [70, eq.

(18)], we see

I(L, q) =

(
1

1− q

)c1(L)·c1(X)

.

Using that H2(X) = H1,1(X) because of b1(X) = 0, we have ch(B2) ⊂ H1,1(X) and

therefore the above result for algebraic line bundles is sufficient. Relying on Proposition

5.21, we obtain by a similar computation as in the proof of Theorem 3.10 that

[e(mp,1) ⊗ 1, e(np,0) ⊗Nnp]
L = −(−1)ne(m+n)p,1 ⊗

∑

v∈B2

∫

X

c1(L)ch(v)av(n) .

By simpler arguments than in the proof of Theorem 3.10 because of the absence of orien-

tations, we obtain N (np) = 1
n

∑
v∈B2

c1(S)vuv,1 . Then an analogous argument as in the

proof of Theorem 4.1 leads to (5.12) because of c21(S) = 0.

Remark 5.23. Going through the above computation without the assumption b1(S) = 0,

we need two modifications. Firstly, we would use the result of Oprea–Pandharipande [76,

Cor. 15] instead of Marian–Oprea–Pandharipande [68, eq. (18)] in the proof of Lemma 5.22

to avoid the issue of purely topological line bundles. One can moreover check that under the

projection Πeven : Ȟ∗(PS) → Ȟeven(PS) we still obtain the same results for a surface with

c1(S)
2 = 0. This is sufficient for us, because we never integrate odd cohomology classes,

except when integrating polynomials in chk(T
vir), but as the only terms µv,k for v ∈ Bodd

are given for v ∈ B3, each such integral will contain a factor of χ−(v,w) = 0 for v,w ∈ B3.

As a consequence, we then obtain the following result which could also be extracted

from AJLOP [2] for a surface satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0.

Proposition 5.24. Let S be a smooth projective surface satisfying c1(S)
2 = 0 and

f0(p, ·), f1(p, ·), . . . , fm(p, ·) be power-series with f(0, 0) = 1, then define

InvN (~f , ~α, q) = 1 +
∑

n>0

∫
[
QuotS(C

N ,n)
]vir f0

(
T vir

)
f1
(
α
[n]
1

)
· · · fm

(
α[n]
m

)
qn .

Setting rk(αj) = aj , we have

InvN (~f ,~a, q) =

[ N∏

j=1

m∏

i=1

fi(Hj(q))

fi(0)

]c1(αj)·c1(S)

, (5.13)

where Hj(q), j = 1, . . . , N are the different solutions for

q =
HN

j∏m
i=1 f

ai
i (Hj) fN

0 (Hj)
.
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Proof. We can show again that

∫

[QuotS(C
N ,n)]vir

f0(T
vir)fi(α

[n]
i ) . . . fm(α[n]

m )

=

∫

QN,n

exp
[ ∑

k>0
v∈B2,4

m∑

i=1

aαi
(k)χ(α∨

i , v)µv,k +Nbkχ(v)µv,k

]
,

where
∑

k

aαi(k)

k! qk = log
(
fi(q)

)
and

∑
k>0

bk
k! q

k = log
(
f0(q)

)
. The rest then follows from

Lemma 2.23 and 4.13 by a similar computation as in §4.

Remark 5.25. For an elliptic curve, C the Quot scheme QuotC(C
N , n) carries the obstruc-

tion theory F =
(
τ[0,1]HomQuotC(CN ,n)(I,F)

)∨
constructed by Marian–Oprea [67] which is

just a vector bundle of rank nN , therefore the construction of the vertex algebra is identical

and the same computation applies. We leave it to the reader to check using [76, Thm. 3]

that under the projection Πeven : Ȟ∗(PC)→ Ȟeven(PC) the generating series 1+
∑

n>0
QN,n

e(np,1)

is given by

exp
[
−

∑

n>0

(−1)n
n

[znN−1]
{
UJOCK(z)exp

[∑

k>0

nyk
k

zk
]}

qn
]
.
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[21] Ionuţ Ciocan-Fontanine and Mikhail Kapranov, Virtual fundamental classes via dg-

manifolds, Geom. Topol. 13 (2009), no. 3, 1779–1804.

[22] Theo de Jong and Gerhard Pfister, Local analytic geometry, Advanced Lectures in

Mathematics, vol. 1, Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn, 2000.

[23] Duiliu-Emanuel Diaconescu, Artan Sheshmani, and Shing-Tung Yau, Atiyah class and

sheaf counting on local Calabi Yau fourfolds, Adv. Math. 368 (2020), 107132, 54.

[24] A. Dold, Relations between ordinary and extraordinary homology, Colloq. Algebraic

Topology, August 1-10, 1962, Inst. Math. Aarhus Univ., 1962.

[25] S. K. Donaldson, An application of gauge theory to four-dimensional topology, J. Dif-

ferential Geom. 18 (1983), no. 2, 279–315.

[26] S. K. Donaldson and R. P. Thomas, Gauge theory in higher dimensions, The geometric

universe (Oxford, 1996) (Oxford), Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 1998, pp. 31–47.
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[83] Bertrand Toën and Gabriele Vezzosi, Homotopical algebraic geometry II: Geometric

stacks and applications, vol. 2, American Mathematical Soc., Providence, RI, 2008.
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