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Abstract
I provide two solutions to the problem of categorifying quantum link invariants,
which work uniformly for all gauge groups and originate in geometry and string theory.
The first [5] is based on a category of equivariant B-type branes on X which is a moduli
space of singular G-monopoles on R3 . In this paper, I develop the second approach,
which is based on a category of equivariant A-type branes on Y with potential W .
The first and the second approaches are related by equivariant homological mirror
symmetry: Y is homological mirror to X, a core locus of X preserved by an equivariant
action related to q. I explicitly solve the theory corresponding to su2 with links colored
by its fundamental representation. The theory of equivariant A-branes on Y is the
same as the derived category of modules of an algebra A, which is a cousin of the
algebra considered by Khovanov, Lauda, Rouquier and Webster, but far simpler. The
result is a new, geometric formulation of Khovanov homology, which generalizes to
all groups. The theory provides an exponential reduction in calculational complexity
compared to Khovanov’s. In part III, I will explain the string theory origin of the two
approaches, and the relation to an approach being developed by Witten. The three
parts may be read independently.
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1

Introduction

The problem of categorifying quantum knot invariants associated to a Lie algebra L g
has been around since Khovanov’s pioneering work [108] on categorification of the
Jones polynomial. The problem is to find a unified approach to categorification of
the Uq (L g) link invariants with origin in geometry and physics. A purely algebraic
approach to the problem is [172].
This is the second in the sequence of three papers in which I provide two solutions
to the problem, and explain how they emerge from string theory. The two approaches
are related by a version of two dimensional mirror symmetry. Unlike in typical approaches to categorification, where one comes up with a category and then works to
prove that its decategorification leads to invariants one aimed to categorify, in these
two approaches, the second step is manifest.

1.1

The first approach

In [5], I described an approach based on DX , the derived category of T-equivariant
coherent sheaves, or equivariant B-type branes, on X which is the moduli space of
singular G-monopoles on R3 , or equivalently, the Coulomb branch of an 3d N = 4
quiver gauge theory. X is also a resolution of a slice in affine Grassmannian, so the
approach shares basic flavors of earlier works of Kamnitzer and Cautis [46, 47]. The
key new aspect, in addition to the fact the theory manifestly categorifies Uq (L g) link
invariants, is the central role played by a geometric realization of fusion in conformal
field theory, in terms of a filtration on DX with very special properties. In conformal
field theory, fusion diagonalizes braiding, and filtrations of this type were envisioned
by Chuang and Rouquier [51] to give the right framework for describing braid group
actions on derived categories. This leads to a geometric description of cups and caps,
that close off braids into links, as structure sheaves of certain special vanishing cycles
in X , and a description of braid group action on DX . In a very recent work, Webster
proved [176] that for links in R3 , the geometric approach of [5] is equivalent to the
algebraic approach to categorification from [172]. (In [5] and here, L g is simply laced,
with links colored by minuscule representations. The non-simply laced case is in [6].)
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1.2

Equivariant mirror symmetry

In this paper, which may be read independently of the first, I will describe the second approach, which is based on the equivariant mirror of X , which we will call Y .
Equivariant mirror symmetry is not the same as ordinary mirror symmetry, deformed
by equivariant parameters. The relation of X to Y is summarized by the following
diagram:

Y is the conventional mirror not to X itself, but to its core X. The core is the locus
in X (or more precisely, the union of all such loci) preserved by the symmetry that
scales its holomorphic symplectic form with parameter q; in particular, X sits inside
X as a holomorphic Lagrangian. Working equivariantly, X, and by mirror symmetry
Y , have as much information about the geometry as does X . The potential W on Y
mirrors the equivariant action on X. The fact that X and Y have half the dimension
of X , yet contain the same information, simplifies vastly the resulting description.
1.2.1
Despite the fact X and Y have different dimensions, the T-equivariant A-model on
X and the B-model on Y with potential W give rise to equivalent topological string
theories. Equivariant topological mirror symmetry that relates them is Theorem 2.
The theorem follows from reconstruction theory of Givental [85] and Teleman [166],
and the fact that quantum differential equation of equivariant Gromov-Witten theory
on X [57] coincides with an analogous flatness equation in the B-model on Y with
potential W . They both coincide with the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation of Lcg.
1.2.2
The second approach to categorification of Uq (L g) link invariants is based on DY ,
the category of A-branes on Y with potential W . DY is the derived Fukaya-Seidel
category described in [158], defined using the usual Floer theory approach to the Amodel, except that W is a multi-valued holomorphic function on Y . This introduces
5

equivariant gradings in the theory, in particular a grade related to q. An equivariant
category of A-branes of this kind is not new [161], but it appears unexplored. In any
case, it is a simple modification of the familiar theory. (Both DX and DY are equipped
to describe links not just in R3 but in R2 ×S 1 as well, for which the equivariant grades
other than q become relevant.)
1.2.3
Equivariant homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY is not an equivalence
of categories, just as DX and DX are not equivalent. It does however what mirror
symmetry does, which is to give a correspondence of branes and the Homs’s between
them that recover one theory from the other. Given homological mirror symmetry
relating DX and DY , the statement of equivariant homological mirror symmetry is
Theorem 4. Equivariant homological mirror symmetry leads to an A-model-based
approach to the knot categorification problem, which is both new and surprisingly
simpler than that based on DX .
1.2.4
The categories DY , DX and DX all have an explicit description which starts with
a finite set of branes that generate them. In particular, DY and DX can both be
described as the derived category DA of modules of an algebra A which is, from
perspective of Y , the endomorphism algebra of a set Lefshetz thimbles of the potential
W . Mirror symmetry maps these to (tilting) line bundles on X which generate DX .
Homological mirror symmetry relating DY and DX is the manifest equivalence
DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DY .

(1.1)

The algebra A is an ordinary associative algebra (it can be described as a path algebra
of a quiver QA so DA is also the category of quiver representations.) From perspective
of Y , the simplicity is due to the fact all elements of the algebra A have cohomological
degree zero, so that disk instantons which normally generate the Floer differential
and higher Massey products are absent. This kind of manifest homological mirror
symmetry is familiar from [1, 147, 159], at the same time the theories at hand vastly
enrich the landscape of known examples.
6

Both DY and DX come with a second set of branes that generate them, related
by homological mirror symmetry. These branes are associated to vanishing cycles
and lead to a second algebra A∨ . From perspective of Y , the algebras A and A∨ are
generated by the left thimbles and the dual right thimbles, respectively, associated to
upward and to downward gradient flows of the potential W , for the same values of
parameters. The algebras A and A∨ are related by Koszul duality, as the vanishing
cycle branes whose endomorphism algebra is A∨ correspond to simple modules of the
algebra A, these representations of quiver QA with rank one for one of its nodes, and
zero for all the others. Among the vanishing cycle branes that generate DA∨ are the
branes that serve as caps, a fact that will play a crucial role.
The existence of two dual algebraic descriptions
DA ∼
= DA∨ ,
means that the theories are not only solvable, but in a sense, as solvable as possible.
In particular, equivariant homological mirror symmetry predicts that DX itself should
have a tilting generator which is not only a vector bundle on X , but one that splits
into a direct sum of line bundles.
1.2.5
A simple example that models the theory in general comes from X which is a resolution
of an Am−1 surface singularity. The corresponding Y is an infinite complex cylinder
A, with m punctures (A is also the Riemann surface where the conformal blocks of
cg
L

live). This example arises when studying L g = su2 , with m strands colored by its

bm−1
fundamental representation. The algebras A and A∨ are path algebras of an A
quiver (with modified relations, in the case of A). One lesson of this example, which
will turn out be important, is that a brane supported on a vanishing P1 in X , which
serves as both a cap and a cup that can close off a pair of strands in DX , is described
by two distinct Lagrangians in DY ; a simple interval between a pair of punctures on
Y , which is the simple module of algebra A, and a figure eight that encloses them.
To reproduce the Hom’s between the branes in X from perspective of Y , one needs
them both. This too is a generic feature of equivariant mirror symmetry.
7

1.3

Algebras from geometry

In all cases DY has two dual descriptions, coming from two dual sets of thimbles,
DA ∼
= DY ∼
= DA∨ ,

(1.2)

so computing either algebra solves the theory. I will compute the algebra A explicitly
only for

L

g = su2 , however the techniques developed here to solve the su2 theory

generalize to arbitrary simply laced Lie algebras L g.
1.3.1
For L g = su2 , the corresponding Y is roughly a symmetric product of d copies of the
Riemann surface A (d will serve as the number of cups or of caps that close off a braid;
our model example has d equal to one). The theory turns out to be a close but distinct
cousin of Heegard-Floer theory – a completely solvable theory that categorifies a gl1|1
link invariant, the Alexander polynomial [119, 142, 149]. With some modifications,
results developed in the context of Heegard-Floer theory can be brought to bear on the
current problem to give combinatorial formulas for Maslov and equivariant gradings
of holomorphic disks. Knowing this data suffices to compute the algebra A because
the theory turns out to be concentrated in degree zero and its structure constants
are largely determined by its simplest, d = 1 piece. The computation is analogous to
that in [24, 25] for L g = gl1|1 .
1.3.2
The algebra A for L g = su2 is given by an explicit but simple set of generators and
relations whose graphic representation is given in section 7. It is a quotient of an
algebra A from [176]
A = A /I,

(1.3)

whose derived category of modules is equivalent to DX ,
DA ∼
= DX .
The quotient by ideal I has a geometric interpretation as restricting X to its core X,
which in turn implies that DA ∼
= DX . This proves homological mirror symmetry in
(1.1) for L g = su2 , which becomes Theorem 5.
8

1.3.3
The algebra A has far fewer generators than A , as the quotient in (1.3) vastly simplifies the theory. Correspondingly, working “downstairs” is simpler than “upstairs”.
Nevertheless, by equivariant homological mirror symmetry, DA contains all the necessary information to produce homological link invariants. This too is a feature of
the theory for general L g.
The algebra A is the cylindrical KLRW algebra [176], which generalizes the algebras of Khovanov and Lauda [110], Rouquier [153] and Webster [172]. The generalization relating the algebra of [176] to [172] is the one that allows the theory to
describe links in R2 × S 1 and not only in R3 . It comes from Riemann surface A being
infinite cylinder rather than a plane.

1.4

Link invariants from DY

Choose a projection of a link K to a plane R2 , thought of as a local patch of the
Riemann surface A. Specializing to L g = su2 , DX categorifies the Jones polynomial
and produces a homology theory equivalent to Khovanov’s [108], by theorem 5∗ of
[5] and theorem F of [176]. Now we will describe the simplification one finds by
working with DY instead. (Theorem 5∗ is a theorem with a star, as it assumes that
DX has a filtration with very special properties, a fact which follows from equivariant
homological mirror symmetry.)
Equivariant homological mirror symmetry implies that the homological invariants
of the link K are the bigraded Hom’s associated to pair of A-branes
BEcup , Icap ∈ DY ,
computed by DY :
∗,∗
HomD
(BEcup , Icap ) =
Y

M

HomM
DY (BEcup , Icap {J}),

(1.4)

M,J∈Z

where M is the Maslov grading and J the equivariant grading. Both A-branes are
products of one dimensional Lagrangians on A, which one reads off from the link
projection, as described in section 7. For a link obtained by pairing d caps and cups
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by the action of a braid B, Icap projects to A as d intervals interpolating between its
punctures. The brane BEcup is a product of d figure eights.
1.4.1
In the traditional geometric approach to computing homology groups in DY , they are
the cohomologies of the Floer differential generated by holomorphic disk instantons,
of Maslov or fermion number 1 and equivariant degree zero, which interpolate between
the intersection points P ∈ BEcup ∩Icap . In solving the theory by Heegard-Floer type
methods, we have reduced the problem of counting disk instantons to applications of
Riemannian mapping theorem. The graded Euler characteristic of the link homology
can be computed as the weighted count of the intersections,
X

JK (q) = χ(BEcup , Icap ) =

(−1)M (P) qJ(P) .

P∈BEcup ∩Icap

The fact that JK (q) computed in this way is the Jones polynomial of the link K is a
theorem of Bigelow [31].
1.4.2
The second way to compute the link homology uses the algebraic description of DY
which I provided, and it is purely classical. It starts by translating the branes Icap
and BEcup from geometric Lagrangians in Y into modules of the algebra A.
The brane BEcup , as any brane in DY , has a description as a complex of the form
t1
t0
BEcup ∼
= . . . −→ BE1 (T ) −→ BE0 (T ).

The terms in the complex are direct sums of thimble branes that generate DY . The
maps give a precise prescription for how to take connected sums of the thimble branes
to get the brane BEcup . The algebraic description of the branes Icap is simpler yet.
The brane is itself one of the right thimbles that generate the algebra A∨ , and the
simple module of the algebra A.
It follows the link homology groups in (1.4), with M = k are the cohomology
groups
HomkDY (BEcup , Icap {J}) = H k (homA (BEcup , Icap {J}))
10

of the complex homA (BEcup , Icap {J}) of vector spaces
t

t

1
0
....
homA (BE1 (T ), Icap {J}) −→
0 → homA (E0 (T ), Icap {J}) −→

(1.5)

It follows that we can read off the complex that computes Khovanov homology, from
the geometry of the brane BEcup itself. (This is where the fact the Icap is a simple
module of the algebra A, plays the key role. Otherwise, computing the cohomology of
the complex would require use of spectral sequences, obscuring its geometric meaning.)
This description of link homologies generalizes to arbitrary L g.
1.4.3
The algebraic approach explicitly solves the disk instanton counting problem. The
vector space that appears in the k-the term of the complex in (1.5) is spanned by
the intersection points P ∈ BEcup ∩ Icap of fermion number M = k. The maps tk
encode the disk instantons counts. From the algebraic perspective, the differential
P
Q = k tk squares to zero because BEcup defines a brane in DY .
1.4.4
We have thus learned the geometric meaning of link homology. It encodes the geometry of the Lagrangian brane BEcup that describes one half of the link K, the more
complicated one, as a part of the complex that describes the brane. Which part of
the complex we need is determined by the second, simpler half of the link, encoded
by the brane Icap .
The size of the complexes that describe the brane BEcup grow polynomially with
the number of crossings in projection of the link K to the plane. This should be
compared with the exponential, in the number of crossings, growth of complexes
needed to compute Khovanov homology using the defining approach from [108].

1.5

Organization

Section 2 contains a review of [5], including the geometry of X and how DX , its category of equivariant B-branes, gives rise to homological Uq (L g) link invariants. Section
3 describes the equivariant mirror of X as the Landau-Ginsburg model with target
Y and superpotential W , starting with a simple example where X is a resolution of
11

Am−1 surface singularity. It also describes the equivariant topological mirror symmetry that relates the two theories. Section 4 reviews aspects of Floer theory approach
to the two dimensional Landau-Ginsburg model on a strip, and the category of Abranes. The less known ingredient is equivariance, which comes from a collection of
P
one forms ci ∈ H 1 (Y ) deriving from a non-single valued potential W = i λi W i ,
with ci = dW i /2πi and λi which are complex numbers as in [161]. In section 5,
we specialize back to our theory. I show that DY has the two dual descriptions in
(1.2), generated by the left and the right thimbles which in a specific chamber lead
to the algebras A and A∨ , related by Koszul duality. Section 6 describes equivariant
homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY , as a consequence of homological
mirror symmetry relating DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DA∨ ∼
= DY . Section 7 specializes to L g = su2 .
I describe the relation to Heegard-Floer theory that simplifies much of the analysis.
I compute the structure constants of algebra A and explain how to use the equivalence DA ∼
= DY to compute the link homologies. In section 8, I show how fusion in
conformal field theory emerges from a perverse filtration on DY . Appendix A gives
an explicit example of homological (equivariant) mirror symmetry for X = C. Appendix B describes Y, the ordinary mirror of X , the relation to Hori-Vafa mirrors,
and provides an example of Lagrangian correspondence used in section 6.
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2

Review of the first approach

I showed in [5] that for L g which is a simply laced Lie algebra, the derived category
of T-equivariant coherent sheaves
DX = Db CohT (X ),
of a certain very special holomorphic symplectic manifold X , categorifies the Uq (L g)
quantum link invariants. This approach to categorification, including the choice of
X , follows from string theory, as I will explain in [6]. In this section, we will briefly
review the key aspects of [5] needed for this paper.

2.1

The geometry

The manifold X , has several alternate descriptions. It may be described as
– the moduli space of singular G-monopoles on
R3 = R × C,

(2.1)

where G is the Lie group related to L G, the Chern-Simons gauge group, by Langlands duality. The vector µ
~ = (µ1 , µ2 , . . . µm ) encodes the charges of m singular
G monopoles whose positions on R3 are fixed; a charge of such a monopole is
an element µk of the co-character lattice of G, and the character lattice of L G.
The choice of a group L G restricts which representations Vi of its Lie algebra
L

g can color the knots, and µk can be identified with their highest weights. The

total monopole charge, of singular and smooth monopoles combined is ν, which
is a weight in representation ⊗m
i=1 Vi . For knot theory purposes, it suffices to
Pm
assume that ν is a dominant weight, 0 ≤ ν 6= µ, where µ = i=1 µi is the total
singular monopole charge.
If L G is simply connected, its character lattice is as large as possible, and any
dominant weight µi of L g can appear as the highest weight of an L G representation. Then G is of adjoint type, and its co-character and co-weight lattices
coincide. Taking in addition L g to be simply laced, as we assume for most of
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this paper, the co-weight lattice of G is the same as the weight lattice of L G.
The generalization to non-simply laced Lie algebras will be described in [6].
– a resolution of a transversal slice in the affine Grassmannian GrG = G((z))/G[z]
of G:
X = Grµ~ ν .

(2.2)

When all the singular monopoles become coincident on R, X becomes a singular
manifold
×

×

X × = Gr µ ν = Gr µ ∩ Gr ν .

(2.3)
×

The singularities of X × come from monopole bubbling phenomena: Grµ is the
×

union Grµ = ∪η≤µ Grη , and Grη ∩ Gr ν corresponds to the locus where µ − η
smooth monopoles bubbled off. Separating the singular monopole of charge µ
into a sequence µ
~ = (µ1 , . . . , µm ) of singular monopoles, replaces X × with the
manifold X .
– as the Coulomb branch of a 3d quiver gauge theory with N = 4 supersymmetry,
with
quiver Q = Dynkin diagram of g ,
where g is the Lie algebra of G. The 3d theory has gauge group GQ and flavor
symmetry group GW
GQ =

Y

U (Va ),

GW =

a

Y

U (Wa ) .

(2.4)

a

The dimensions of the vector spaces Va and Wa are
dim Va = da ,

dim Wa = ma

where da are the integers in
ν =µ−

rk
X

da L ea ,

da ≥ 0 ,

(2.5)

a=1
L

ea are the simple positive co-roots of g, and ma are given by
highest weight µ =

m
X

µi =

i=1

and L wa are the fundamental co-weights of g.
14

rk
X
a=1

ma L wa ,

(2.6)

2.1.1
X is a manifold with hyper-Kahler structure, whose complex dimension is dimC (X ) =
2d, where
d=

rk
X

da .

a=1

The moduli of metric on X are the relative positions of singular monopoles on R3 . A
choice of complex structure on X splits R3 = R × C. In this splitting, the positions
along R are the real Kahler moduli, and positions on C are the complex structure
moduli.
Classically, the Coulomb branch is parameterized by scalars in the vector multiplets associated to the Cartan of the gauge group GQ , together with dual photons,
X ∼ (R3 ×S 1 )d /Weyl; the actual X differs from this by one loop and non-perturbative
corrections. From this perspective, the split of R3 = R × C is the split into the real
and complex scalars in the N = 4 vector multiplets. The moduli of the metric are
the masses of hypermultiplets; Fayet-Iliopoulos parameters of the gauge theory are
the equivariant parameters of X .
X has a larger torus T of symmetries,
T = Λ × C×
q,

(2.7)

which includes the action of Λ = (C× )rkg which preserves the holomorphic symplectic form and which comes from the action of the maximal torus of G on the affine
Grassmannian. Viewing X as the Coulomb branch of the quiver gauge theory, the
equivariant parameters of the Λ-action on X are the real FI parameters of the 3d
gauge theory.
We will choose all the singular monopoles to be at the origin of C. The theory then
has a symmetry that scales the holomorphic symplectic form of X by ω 2,0 → qω 2,0 ,
which comes from scaling the coordinate z on C as z → qz. Provided µi are minuscule
co-weights of G, and no pairs of singular monopoles coincide on R, X is smooth.
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2.2

Quantum differential and the KZ equations

The quantum differential equation of X coincides with the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
equation solved by conformal blocks of Lcg. This coincidence of two differential equations, one central to representation theory, the other to quantum geometry, served as
the starting point of the story in [5].
2.2.1
The quantum differential equation of any Kahler manifold X is an equation for flat
sections of a connection on a vector bundle, with fibers H ∗ (X ), over the complexified
Kahler moduli space of X :
∂i Vα − (Ci )βα Vβ = 0.

(2.8)

Above, Ci can be viewed as the matrix of “quantum multiplication” by divisors Di
acting on H ∗ (X ), where the quantum product on H ∗ (X ) is defined from the A-model
three-point function on a sphere. The three-point function
Cαβγ =

X

(α, β, γ)d ad ,

d≥0,d∈H2 (X )

where α, β and γ correspond to any three cohomology classes on X , defines the quantum ? -product via Cαβγ = hα ? β, γi, where h, i is the ordinary bilinear pairing on
H ∗ (X ). The equation says that differentiating with respect to a Kahler modulus in
the A-model is the same as inserting an observable corresponding to the divisor class
∂
, so that for a curve of degree
Di ∈ H 2 (X ). The derivative stands for ∂i = ai ∂a
i

d ∈ H2 (X ), ∂i ad = (Di , d)ad .
Quantum ?-product deforms the classical cup product on X by A-model corrections. Since X is holomorphic symplectic, the quantum product differs from the
classical one only because we work equivariantly with respect to the C×
q action that
scales the holomorphic symplectic form. Setting q = 1, the only contribution to Ci
comes from the first, d = 0 term, corresponding to the classical cup product on X .
2.2.2
Solutions V to the quantum differential equation are partition functions of the supersymmetric sigma model with target X , on an infinitely long cigar D with an S 1
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boundary at infinity. In the interior of the cigar, supersymmetry is preserved using
an A-type twist. The partition function becomes a vector by inserting at the origin
of D A-model observables valued in HT∗ (X ). For the boundary condition at the S 1 at
infinity, one chooses a B-type brane on X . Since we are working T-equivariantly, the
category of B-type branes on X is
DX = Db CohT (X ),
the derived category of T-equivariant coherent sheaves. This is a subcategory of
the derived category of all coherent sheaves on X , whose objects and morphisms are
compatible with the T-action on X . As we will recall later, the derived category
DX to captures only the information, and all the information, about the B-branes on
X that is relevant in the B-model [17, 21, 90]. Picking as a boundary condition an
equivariant B-type brane
F ∈ DX ,
and inserting a class corresponding to α ∈ HT∗ (X ) at the origin we get
Vα = Vα [F],
as the partition function of the theory on D. The choice of the brane F determines
which solution of the QDE we get, although V = V[F] depends on the brane only
through its [F] ∈ KT (X ) class. These partition functions are known as the vertex
functions of X [136–138]. or as Givental’s J-functions [63, 84, 85], see also [37, 95,
126, 144].
2.2.3
In [57], it was proven that the quantum differential equation of the T-equivariant
A-model of our X = Grµ~ ν coincides with the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation
[111] solved by conformal blocks of the affine Lie algebra Lcgk , on a Riemann surface
A which is an infinite complex cylinder,
A∼
= C× ,
or equivalently a complex y-plane with y = 0 and y = ∞ deleted. The axis of the
cylinder is identified with the copy of R in R3 = R × C where the monopoles live.
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There are n punctures on A, one for each singular monopole on R. A puncture at
y = a` is labeled by the finite dimensional representation V` of

L

g whose highest

weight µ` is the charge of corresponding the singular monopole. Since A is an infinite
cylinder, the KZ equation is of trigonometric type:
κ ∂` V =

X

r`j (a` /aj ) V.

(2.9)

j6=`

where V takes values in the subspace of representation V =

Nm

i=1

Vi of weight ν,

which we will denote by
Vν =

n
O

Vi

i=1



.

(2.10)

ν

∂
, the includes all the punctures of A, including
The derivative stands for ∂` = a` ∂a
`

those at infinity. On the right hand side of the equation are the classical r-matrices
given by
rij (ai /aj ) = (rij + rji aj /ai )/(1 − aj /ai ),
where rij denotes the action of r =

1
2

P

a

L

ha ⊗ L ha +

P

L
α>0

eα ⊗ L e−α , in the

standard Lie algebra notation, on Vi ⊗ Vj . The parameter κ in the equation is related
to the level k of Lcgk by κ = k + h∨ , where h∨ is the dual Coxeter number of L g.
The KZ equation is the one solved by conformal blocks on A, which are correlation
functions of chiral vertex operators
V(a1 , . . . , am ) = hλ| ΦV1 (a1 ) · · · ΦVm (am ) |λ0 i.

(2.11)

The chiral vertex operators ΦV` (a` ) associated to punctures at y = a` act as intertwiners between pairs of intermediate Verma module representations of L g. The states |λi
and |λ0 i are the highest weight vectors of Verma module representations associated
to the punctures at y = 0 and ∞. The weight λ0 is determined in terms of λ and the
weight ν which the conformal blocks transform in, λ0 = λ + ν.
From this perspective, the conformal block is a matrix element of the product of the
intertwining operators, in the order in which they appear on A, and which depending
on the highest weights of the intermediate representations. There is another, well
known way to describe the conformal blocks in (2.11), in terms of free field formalism
developed by Feigin and Frenkel [66] and by Schechtman and Varchenko [156, 157],
which we will return to in the next section.
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2.2.4
The relative positions of punctures on A are the complexified Kahler moduli of X :
Z

ω 1,1 + iB = log(aj /ai ),

Sij

where ω 1,1 is the Kahler form on X , B is the B-field, and Sij ∈ H2 (X , Z) is a curve
class. The reason A is an infinite cylinder instead of a plane is because the B-field is
periodic,
Z

Z
B∼

Sij

B + 2π.
Sij

The ordering of monopoles along the R-axis of A determines a chamber in Kahler
moduli of X = Grµ~ ν , or equivalently the vector µ
~ = (µ1 , . . . , µm ).
Conformal blocks take values in (2.10), the weight ν subspace of representation
⊗i Vi . The isomorphism of this with HT∗ (X ), where vertex functions take values, is implied by geometric Satake correspondence, relating cohomology of affine Grassmanian
of G with representation theory of L G [83, 121, 130].
The weight of the C×
q ⊂ T torus action that scales the holomorphic symplectic
form of X by q is related to the k of the affine Lie algebra by
q=e

2πi
κ

,

(2.12)

where κ = k + h∨ . The highest weight λ of the Verma module representation at y = 0
enters the equivariant weight of the Λ ⊂ T action on X through rkL g parameters
ha = e2πiλa .

(2.13)

Given a brane F ∈ DX , we get a solution to the KZ equation as its vertex function,
V = V[F]. The converse is not true - not every conformal block has a geometric
interpretation as a vertex functions of some brane. Conformal blocks necessary to
obtain link invariants do originate from actual branes of DX . This is highly non
trivial - it holds because link invariants have a geometric origin. In [6], we will be
able to understand this in another, more fundamental way yet, from their string
theory origin.
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2.3

Central charges and conformal blocks

Per construction, the vertex function V[F] is a generalization of the physical “central
charge” of the brane F ∈ DX [93, 95]. The function V[F] generalizes the central
charge in two different ways: first, by being a vector, coming from insertions of
classes in HT∗ (X ) at the origin of D, and second, by its dependence on equivariant
parameters. Undoing the first generalization but not the second, corresponding to
placing no insertion at the origin of D, we get a scalar vertex function Z[F]. It is
defines a canonical map from equivairant K-theory of X to C:
Z : KT (X ) → C

(2.14)

We will can Z[F] the equivariant central charge of the brane F ∈ DX .
From it, by turning off the equivariant parameters, we get the physical central
charge of the brane, computed by the ordinary, non-equivariant A-model on X :
Z 0 : K(X ) → C.

(2.15)

The central charge Z 0 defines a stability condition on DX . The stability condition
that uses Z 0 as central charge is due to Douglas [16, 59, 60], and is known as the
Π-stability condition.
2.3.1
In general, the central charge Z 0 receives A-model quantum corrections. In our case,
X is holomorphic symplectic so the the exact expression for the central charge of the
brane is given by
0

Z

Z [F] =

ch(F)e−(ω

1,1

+iB)

p

td(X ).

(2.16)

X

For a brane supported on a holomorphic Lagrangian F in X , this further simplifies
to:
Z 0 [F] =

Z

ch(E)e−f

∗

(ω 1,1 +iB)

.

(2.17)

F
1/2

The brane F corresponds to the bundle E 0 = E ⊗ KF

on F .

With equivariant parameters turned off, Z 0 is strictly only defined for branes with
compact support, since it diverges otherwise. As we briefly discuss in appendix A,
20

the equivariant central charge Z is finite on any equivariant B-brane, so it gives a
canonical way to regulate the divergence. On the other hand, in terms of X , no
such simple exact formulas exist for Z (or for V) since they always receives instanton
corrections. As we will see, mirror symmetry sums them up, so exact formulas in
terms of Y do exist.

2.4

Branes and braiding

We get a colored braid B by varying positions of vertex operators ai = ai (s) on A
as a function of ”time” s ∈ [0, 1]. This leads to a monodromy problem, which is
to analytically continue the fundamental solution of the KZ equation along the path
corresponding to B. The monodromy matrix B is an invariant which depends only
of the isotopy type of the braid B in A × [0, 1], on L g and the representations which
color the strands, and on κ.
2.4.1
Monodromy problem of the Knizhnhik-Zamolodchikov equation was solved in the
works of [112, 170] and [62, 110]. They showed that B is a product of R-matrices
of the Uq (L g) quantum group. The R-matrix in quantum group in representation
Vi ⊗ Vj describes a clockwise exchange of a pair of neighboring the vertex operators
in (2.11),
ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVj (aj ) → ΦVj (aj ) ⊗ ΦVi (ai ).

(2.18)

If we braid them counterclockwise, we get its inverse. In this way, via the action
of monodromies, the space of conformal blocks becomes a module for the Uq (L g)
quantum group. The dimension of the corresponding Uq (L g) representation is the
same as the dimension of L g representation the conformal blocks take values in. In
particular, the monodromy acts irreducibly only in the subspace of fixed weight.
The full monodromy group of the trigonometric KZ equation in (2.9) has additional
generators that describe braiding of ΦVi (ai ) around y = 0. It leads to braids in
R2 × S 1 , and not merely in R3 . The monodromy problem of the trigonometric KZ
equation was solved in [65] using the fact R-matrices of the Uq (L g) quantum group
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make sense for Verma module and finite dimensional representations alike, as they
depend analytically on the weights λ, see e.g. [64].
2.4.2
From perspective of the N = 2 theory on the cigar D, a braid is a path in the
complexified Kahler moduli. The monodromy acts at infinity of D, whereas the
differential equation acts at the origin, by insertions of operators. This corresponds
to the fact the brane F at infinity determines which solution of the KZ equation we
get. Geometric interpretation of conformal blocks as vertex functions implies there is
a geometric action of Uq (L g) on equivariant K-theory of X :
B : KT (X ) → KT (X ).

(2.19)

Since V[F] and Z[F] differ in insertions at the origin only, we get the same representation of monodromy acting on both.
The sigma model has more information yet. While the vertex function V[F] depends on the choice of the brane at infinity of D only through its K-theory class, the
physical sigma model needs an actual brane F to serve as the boundary condition
- its K-theory class does not suffice. For this reason, the action of monodromy on
V[F] must come from an action on the brane F ∈ DX itself. Namely, it comes from
a derived equivalence functor
B : DX → DX ,

(2.20)

that takes the brane F to BF, such that
[BF] = B[F].

(2.21)

The equation expresses two different perspectives on the action of braiding on the
cigar, as explained in [5] and reviewed below.
2.4.3
Take V = V[F] to be a conformal block that comes from a brane F as the boundary
condition. Then, the action of braiding on V is obtained by taking the moduli of
the theory to vary with the “time” s along the cigar, near the boundary. The tip
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of the cigar can be taken to be at s → ∞, the boundary at s = 0, and the moduli
vary as a = a(s) from s = 0 to s = 1. The infinite length of the cigar projects
the states obtained at s = 1 to the subspace of the Hilbert space spanned by the
supersymmetric vacua. Due to the A-model twist in the interior, the fermions satisfy
periodic boundary conditions around the S 1 at infinity. (In the absence of the twist,
we would get fermions which are anti-periodic instead.)
This way, braiding is a Berry phase type problem for a slow time evolution of
Kahler moduli along the braid, in the vacuum subspace of the closed string Hilbert
space. This problem was studied by Cecotti and Vafa in [49], see also [48, 93]. The
vacuum subspace of the closed string Hilbert space should be identified with KT (X ),
B with a linear map that acts on it, so from this perspective, the action of braiding
that maps V to BV comes from replacing the boundary state [F] ∈ KT (X ), with
B[F].
Alternatively, since the theory depends only on the isotopy type of the braid B,
we can take all the variation to happen in an infinitesimal neighborhood of the s = 0
boundary. This generates a new brane as the boundary condition, which we denote
BF. The equivalence of the two descriptions implies that BV[F] = V[BF].
2.4.4
The matrix element of B
(BV1 , V0 )
between a pair of conformal blocks that come from branes V0 = V[F0 ] and V1 = V[F1 ]
is computed by the path integral of the theory on D which is the annulus, S 1 × I
with brane F0 on one end, and brane F1 on the other, and moduli that vary over the
interval I = [0, 1], according to the braid. The theory on the annulus has fermions
which are periodic around the S 1 , inherited from the infinity of the cigar.
If we take the time to run around the S 1 , the path integral on the annulus computes
the supertrace, or the index of the supercharge Q-preserved by the branes at the two
ends of the interval I. This means that, cutting the annulus open into a strip, the
states on the interval I that contribute to the index are cohomology classes of a
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complex whose differential is the supercharge Q preserved by the branes. Since the
branes at the boundary are B-type branes, cohomology classes of the supercharge Q
that contribute to the index are graded the Homs’s in DX :
Hom∗,∗
DX (BF1 , F0 ) = Ker Q/Im Q.

(2.22)

The Euler characteristic of Hom∗,∗
DX (B F1 , F0 )
χ(B F1 , F0 ) =

X

~

~
(−1)M qJ0 +D/2 hJ dim HomDX (B F1 , F0 [M ]{J0 , J}),

(2.23)

M,J0 ∈Z
~ rk
J∈Z

computed by closing the strip back up to the annulus, is per construction, the braiding
matrix element:
χ(B F1 , F0 ) = (B V1 , V0 ).
Thus, the action of derived equivalence functors B on DX manifestly categorifies the
action of braiding by B on KT (X ). By the sigma model origin, the functor B should
come from the variation of stability condition on the derived category, with respect
to the Π-stability central charge Z 0 [20, 21].

2.5

Homological link invariants

The same construction gives not only braid invariants, but also knot and link invariants as well. One can represent any link K as a closure of a braid B with n = 2d
strands. The closure brings together strands of the braid colored by complex conjugate representations forming a collection of d caps or cups, as in figure 14. The d caps
correspond to a very special conformal block U in which vertex operators, colored by
complex conjugate representations, come together in pairs and fuse into copies of the
identity.
To obtain link invariants from geometry, the conformal blocks U must come from
branes U which are actual objects of the derived category U ∈ DX ,
U = V[U].
The fact such branes exist is not automatic; there are many conformal blocks that
do not come from branes, as we will explain in detail in section 8. Fortunately, the
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branes that represent cups and caps do exist. We will briefly review their construction
from [5].
2.5.1
As we bring a pair of vertex operators together to braid them as in (2.18), we get
a new natural basis of conformal blocks in which ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVj (aj ) fuse to ΦVk (ai ),
schematically
ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVj (aj ) ∼ (ai − aj )hk −hi −hj ΦVk (aj ) + . . .

(2.24)

Here Vk can apriori be any representation in the tensor product of Vi and Vj ,
Vi ⊗ Vj =

m
max
O

Vkm .

(2.25)

m=0

Since Vi and Vj are minuscule representations, the multiplicities of representations in
their tensor product are all 0 or 1. The right hand side of (2.24) is a series, the first
term of which comes from ΦVk itself. The sub-leading terms come from descendants
of ΦVk , suppressed by additional integer powers of (ai − aj ). Both choices of basis
span the space of solutions to the KZ equation, but in the fusion basis, braiding acts
diagonally. Solution of the KZ equation which is an eigenvector of braiding labeled
by the representation Vk behaves as
Vk = (ai − aj )hk −hi −hj × finite,

(2.26)

as ai → aj . The corresponding eigenvalue is
1

e±πi(hk −hi −hj ) = q± 2 (ck −ci −cj ) .
with ci =

1
2 hµi , µi

+ 2L ρi, and the sign that depends on the direction in which we

braid. The equivariant central charge has a similar behavior, derived from mirror
symmetry in section 8:
Zk = (ai − aj )∆i +∆j −∆k × finite,

(2.27)

where ∆i = di − ci /κ for di = hµi , ρi. In the formulas above, L ρ is the Weyl vector
of L g, and ρ the Weyl co-vector. They equal, respectively, to half the sum of positive
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roots, and half the sum of positive co-roots of L g. The combination
Dk = di + dj − dk

(2.28)

is an integer, so that scalar and vector conformal blocks have the same braiding –
they had to, since from the sigma model perspective they differ only by insertion at
the origin of D, whereas braiding acts at infinity.
2.5.2
As ai → aj , we approach a singularity of X . At the singularity, in general not
only one, but a whole collection of cycles vanishes, as a result of monopole bubbling
phenomena introduced in [104]. The vanishing cycles Fk are labeled by representations
in the tensor product (2.25), and have dimension equal to
dimC Fk = Dk .
Geometrically, T ∗ Fk = Grµ(µki ,µj ) is the moduli space of monopoles one needs to tune
for Dk = hµi +µj −µk , ρi of smooth monopoles to bubble off and disappear as ai → aj ,
leaving a singular monopole of charge µk in their place. They do so by coinciding at
the tip of the conical singularity which develops as Fk shrinks to a point.
There is a central charge filtration on the derived category,
Dk0 ⊂ Dk1 . . . ⊂ Dkmax = DX ,

(2.29)

whose terms are labeled by representations Vkm in the tensor product. More precisely,
the m-th term in the filtration is the subcategory Dkm ⊂ DX of branes whose central
charge Z 0 which vanishes at least as fast as (ai − aj )Dkm , with ordering by the
dimension of the vanishing cycle µkm ≤ µkm+1 if dkm ≤ dkm+1 , or equivalently,
Dkm ≥ Dkm+1 .
As we will explain in more detail in section 8, one gets such a filtration on each side
of the wall in Kahler moduli space where |ai | = |aj | on which the stability structure
respect to Z 0 changes.
The virtue of the filtration in (8.36) is that the derived equivalence functor B
corresponding to action of braiding ai and aj on DX preserves it. B mixes up branes
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supported on Fkm , whose physical central charge vanishes as Zk0m ∼ (ai − aj )Dkm ,
with those whose central charge vanishes faster, at lower orders in the filtration.
Moreover, the filtration lets one describe the action of braid group B on DX .
While in general there are few eigensheaves of B in DX , branes on which B acts only
by degree shifts, B acts by degree shifts
B : Akm /Akm−1 → Akm /Akm−1 [Dkm ]{Ckgm }.

(2.30)

on quotients of abelian subcategories Akm which hearts of Dkm . Akm are generated
by semi-stable branes whose central charge is in the upper half of the complex Z 0
plane. The degree shifts are reflected in the behavior of equivariant central charges
in (2.27).
We will recall this in more detail in section 8 where we will also derive this from
mirror symmetry. This kind of “perverse” filtration and derived equivalences that
it gives rise to were envisioned by Chuang and Rouquier in [51], to model derived
equivalences that come from variations of Bridgeland stability conditions.
2.5.3
Conformal blocks which are eigenvectors of braiding in general do not come from
branes, since the action of braiding on DX preserves only the filtration, but not
the branes. An exception are the branes which live in the bottom Dk0 term in the
filtration. The brane Fk0 supported on Fk0 as its structure sheaf Fk0 = OFk0 is an
“eigensheaf” on which the braiding acts by
BFk0 = Fk0 [Dk0 ]{Ckg0 }.
Here and in (2.30), Ckg is equal to Ck = ci + cj − ck up to a shift independent of k,
see equation (8.21). The shift is due to the fact that conventional normalization of
conformal blocks, which we assumed in (2.26) and (2.27), contains a prefactor that
does not depend on Vk , and does not come from geometry. We will derive it from
mirror symmetry in section 8.
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2.5.4
The conformal block U corresponding to d caps, obtained by fusing vertex operators
ΦVi (a2i−1 ) ⊗ ΦVi? (a2i ) in pairs to copy of identity, comes from a brane U ∈ DX which
is a structure sheaf
U = OU
of a vanishing cycle associated to the bottom of the d-fold filtration on DX which one
gets near the intersection of d walls in Kahler moduli where |a2i /a2i−1 | tend to 1 for
each i.
The vanishing cycle is a product of minuscule Grassmannians Ui = G/Pi corresponding to representations Vi :
U = U1 × . . . × Ud = G/P1 × . . . × G/Pd .
where Pi is the maximal parabolic subgroup of G corresponding to µi (the subgroup
containing all negative roots of g, except for −ei , where ei is the simple positive root
dual to µi ). For example, taking

L

g = su2 and Vi ’s to be its fundamental spin

1
2

representation, the minuscule Grassmaniann is G/Pi = P1 , so the d caps correspond
to U = (P1 )d .
2.5.5
It follows that the Euler characteristic of homology groups
Hom∗,∗
DX (B U, U),

(2.31)

computed in T-equivariant derived category of coherent sheaves on X is the Uq (L g)
invariant of the link K obtained as the plat closure of braid B:
(BU|U) = χ(B U, U).

(2.32)

The Euler characteristic χ(B U, U) is automatically the Uq (L g) invariant of the link K,
and the cohomology groups HDX (B U, U[k]{~n}) are automatically braid invariants.
In [5] I prove theorem 5? which says they are also link invariants, by showing that
the homology groups satisfies the necessary moves (the framed Reidermeister I move,

28

and the pitchfork and the S-moves). The fact that a simple proof exists illustrates
the usefulness of perverse equivalences, as envisioned by [51], but it requires perverse
filtrations of DX to exist at every wall in Kahler moduli. In section 8, I will show that
such a filtration does exist on DY , by constructing it explicitly, so the assumption
that gives the theorem its ? can be traded for that of equivariant mirror symmetry.1
2.5.6
Link homology of links K in R3 , localizes in Λ-equivariant degree zero. The only
non-zero contributions to
Hom∗,∗
DX (B U, U) =

M

~
HomDX (B U, U[M ]{J0 , J})

M,J0 ,J~

have Λ-equivarant degree J~ = 0. (This is manifest both from the proof of theorem
5? in [5], and from the mirror perspective of this paper.) As a result, its Euler
characteristic depends only on q as expected from
JK,R3 = JK,R3 (q) = χ(B U, U)(q).
For links in R2 × S 1 , this is no longer the case, and the link invariant depends on
both q and h:
JK, R2 ×S 1 = JK, R2 ×S 1 (q, h) = χ(B U, U)(q, h).
The dependence on h is the dependence on the conjugacy class of the holonomy of
Chern-Simons connection around the S 1 .
2.5.7
A simple consequence of the approach is a geometric explanation of mirror symmetry
of Uq (L g) link invariants, which states that the invariants of a link K and its mirror
reflection K ∗ in R3 , are related by
JK,R3 (q) = JK ∗ ,R3 (q−1 ).

(2.33)

1 Recent work [175, 176] proves that, for links in R3 the homology groups in (2.31) coincide with
homologies associated to K by [172]. He also proves that, for links in R2 × S 1 , homology groups in
(2.31) coincide with annular version of link homology defined in [176]. I am grateful to Ben Webster
for sharing with me with an advance copy of his preprint [176].
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It is a consequence of a basic basic property of DX , Serre duality. Serre duality is an
isomorphism of homology groups
HomDX (B U, U[M ]{J0 , J~ }) = HomDX (BU, U[2D − M ]{−D − J0 , −J~ }),

(2.34)

on X which has a trivial canonical bundle, whose unique holomorphic section has
weight D under C×
q . (The fact it contributes {−D} to the equivariant degree fixes
the sign convention.) Taking the Euler characteristic of both sides, directly leads to
(2.33). For links in R2 × S 1 , mirror symmetry exchanges K and K ∗ while inverting
both q and h and also follows from Serre duality.

3

The Equivariant Mirror

The equivariant mirror of X = Grµ~ ν is a certain Landau-Ginsburg theory with target
Y and potential W . In this section, I will explain what Y and W are, what is
equivariant (topological) mirror symmetry, and the evidence for it. We will start
with a simple example, where X is the Am−1 surface singularity.

3.1

The core

The ordinary mirror of X , which we will call Y, is another holomorphic-symplectic
manifold. To a rough first approximation Y is a hyper-Kahler rotation of X . As X has
only Kahler and no complex structure moduli, due to T-equivariance we impose, Y has
only complex and no Kahler moduli turned on. The precise statement is significantly
more subtle, and since it will not be needed in this paper, we leave it for appendix B.
For X that has a C×
q -symmetry which scales its holomorphic symplectic form
ω 2,0 → q ω 2,0 , all the information about its geometry is encoded in the fixed locus of
this action. The fixed locus X is a holomorphic Lagrangian in X , since ω 2,0 restricted
to it vanishes; we will call it the “core” of X .
The target Y of the Landau-Ginsburg model is the ordinary mirror of X. While
X embeds into X as a holomorphic Lagrangian of dimension d, Y fibers over Y with
holomorphic Lagrangian (C× )d fibers. (This is evident in appendix B; it also follows
by SYZ mirror symmetry [164].) Thus, as long as the C×
q symmetry is preserved,
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instead of working with X and its mirror Y, we can work with its core X, and the
cores’s mirror Y ,

so the bottom row in the figure, copied from page 5, has as much information as the
top. We will call Y the equivariant mirror of X . It should be distinguished from the
ordinary mirror of X , where we simply keep track of the equivariant action on X and
its mirror image.
The potential W on Y is a multi-valued holomorphic function which mirrors the
equivariant T-action on X . Turning the T-action off, the potential W vanishes – the
equivariant mirror becomes simply the sigma model on Y .
3.1.1
If we view X as the moduli space of monopoles on R3 = C × R, its core X is the
locus where all the monopoles, both singular and smooth, are at the origin of C.
Alternatively, viewing X as the Coulomb branch of the 3d gauge theory, the core X
corresponds to setting to zero the complex scalar fields in the N = 4 vector multiplets.
~

The Coulomb branch X is locally Symd (C × C× ), where C factors come from the
~

C-factors in R3 . Correspondingly, locally, X is Symd (C× ). More precisely, X is an
~

(S 1 )d fibration over the Symd (R) base. The positions of singular fibers are governed
by the real Kahler moduli: the fibers degenerate at loci in the base where charged
fields become massless. By SYZ mirror symmetry, Y is the dual (S 1 )d fibration with
~

the same Symd (R) base. Unlike for X, for Y the S 1 fibers never degenerate. They
cannot, since Y has only complex structure moduli. Instead, as we will see, the loci
in X where S 1 fibers degenerate are mirror to loci which get deleted from Y .

3.2

An example

A model example comes from taking L g = su2 , Vi = V 21 the spin one half representation so that µ
~ has m entries all of which equal the fundamental weight L w, and where
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we pick ν to be the weight which is one lower than the highest one, ν = (m − 2) L w.
Then, X is a resolution of the Am−1 hypersurface singularity in C3 :
uv = z m .

(3.1)

m
The torus C×
q ⊂ T acts by (u, v, z) → (u, q v, qz), scaling the holomorphic symplectic

form,
ω 2,0 =

du
∧ dz,
u

(3.2)

with weight q, while Λ ⊂ T acts by (u, v, z) → (hu, h−1 v, z), preserving it. X itself is
obtained by resolving the singularity at the origin. One replaces u, v and z by m + 1
variables x0 , . . . , xm which ”solve” uv = z m :
z = x0 x1 . . . xm ,

u = x1 x22 . . . xm
m,

m−1 m−2
v = xm
x2
. . . xm−1 ,
0 x1

and (after removing a set) divides by a group of H = (C× )m−1 transformations that
scale the x’s but leave u, v and z invariant (some more details are in appendix A).
The divisors
S1 , . . . , Sm−1 ,
obtained by setting x1 , . . . , xm−1 to zero respectively, form a chain of P1 ’s intersecting
according to the Am−1 Dynkin diagram. S0 and Sm obtained by setting x0 and xm
to zero instead, are a copy of C each. The sizes of the P1 ’s are
Z
(J + iB) = log(ai+1 /ai ).
Si

where we implicitly assumed that |am | > · · · > |a1 |.
X is the moduli space of a single G = SU (2)/Z2 monopole on R3 , in presence of
m singular ones. It is also the Coulomb branch of a 3d gauge theory, whose quiver Q
is based on the Dynkin diagram of g = A1 with gauge group GQ = U (1), and flavor
symmetry group GF = U (m).
3.2.1
The core X is the locus in X where
z = x0 x1 . . . xm = 0
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X is a holomorphic Lagrangian since the resolution does not affect the holomorphic
symplectic form and ω 2,0 vanishes restricted to z = 0. So, for X , its core
X=

m+1
[

Si

(3.3)

i=0

is a collection of m − 1 P1 ’s with a pair of infinite discs attached, as in the figure
below

Figure 1: Core X of a resolution of the Am−1 singularity.

3.2.2
The mirror Y of X is the “multiplicative” Am−1 surface with a potential, described
in appendix B, where ai+1 /ai become the complex structure moduli. The potential
comes from two sources – from the fact that X is an ”ordinary”, rather than a
multiplicative Am−1 surface [22, 94], and from the mirror of equivariant action on X .
The multiplicative Am−1 surface Y is a C× fibration over Y which is itself an infinite
cylinder, a copy of C× with m points deleted.
3.2.3
We will parameterize the base Y with a complex coordinate y, in terms of which
infinite ends of the cylinder correspond to y = 0 and ∞, and the deleted points to
y = ai . In the C× fiber over y = ai , there is one S 1 ’s degenerates. This gives rise

Figure 2: Lagrangian spheres in Y mirror the vanishing P1 ’s in X .

to Lagrangian spheres in Y obtained by picking a path between a pair of marked
points, and pairing it with an S 1 fiber over it. A Lagrangian sphere in Y projects to
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a Lagrangian in Y that begins and ends at the punctures. This way, we get m − 1
Lagrangians
I1 , . . . , Im−1
in Y , where Ij is a path on Y from y = aj to y = aj+1 . It will not matter which path
one picks, as long as it is in the same homology class as the shortest one.
The potential on Y is given by
W = λ1 y + λ0

m
X

log(1 − ai /y),

(3.4)

i=1

where q = e2πiλ0 and h = e2πiλ1 , so that λ0 = 1/κ. This potential comes from the
potential on Y in appendix B, by integrating out a variable that parameterizes the
direction in X normal to X – in terms of the sigma model to X , the scalar field
parameterizing it becomes massive once the equivariant C×
q action is turned on.
3.2.4
X and Y being related by mirror symmetry, they share a common base, which is
a copy of R, with m marked points. It parameterizes the positions of one smooth
monopole on R in presence of m singular ones.
Note that Y here is a single copy of the Riemann surface A where the conformal
blocks live,
Y = A\{a1 , . . . , am },
with points where the vertex operators are deleted. This is not an accident.

3.3

The equivariant mirror of X

More generally, the equivariant mirror of X = Grµ~ ν and the ordinary mirror of its
core X is a two dimensional Landau-Ginzburg theory, with target space

Y = π ∗ Y0 \F 0 ,
where Y0 is a product of d =

P

a

(3.5)

da copies of A, the Riemann surface from section 2,

modulo symmetrization:
~

Y0 = Symd A =

rk
O
a=1
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Symda A.

(3.6)

(Recall that a point in the symmetric product Symda A is a collection of da indistin~

guishable points on A.) From the symmetric product Symd A, we delete the divisor
X

F0 =

Fa0 ,

(3.7)

a
~

which is a sum of rkL g divisors in Y0 = Symd A. To a first approximation, the map
π ∗ can be forgotten.
Y admits a collection of one forms
c0 , ca ∈ H 1 (Y, Z)

(3.8)

with integer periods which are responsible for introducing equivariance. The fact
that ca ’s exist is due to working on A which is an infinite cylinder as opposed to the
complex plane, by removing y = 0. The divisor F 0 is the locus in Y around which c0
has non-vanishing periods.
3.3.1
We can write the one forms explicitly
c0 = dW 0 /2πi,

ca = dW a /2πi,

in terms of a collection of multi-valued holomorphic functions on Y0 :
W0 =

rk
X

Wa =

ln fa (y),

Y
fa (y) =

da
Y
α=1

ln yα,a ,

(3.9)

α

a=1

where

X

i
Y

(1 − ai /yα,a )h

L

ea ,µi i

(1 − yβ,b /yα,a )h

L

ea ,Leb i/2

.

(3.10)

(b,β)6=(a,α)

The divisors Fa0 in (3.7) are the divisors of zeros minus the poles of fa (y). As before,
L

ea are simple roots of

L

g, hLea ,L eb i a matrix element of the Cartan matrix of the

Lie algebra; if a = b it equals 2, for a pair of nodes connected by a link it is −1 and
0 otherwise. For a and b distinct, the product runs over da values of α and db of β.
The terms for which a = b come from the nodes of the Dynkin diagram, and then the
product is over β < α.
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3.3.2
Mirror to turning on the T-equivariant action on X (and hence on X), is turning on
a superpotential
W = λ0 W 0 +

rk
X

λa W a .

(3.11)

a=1

which is a multi-valued holomorphic function on Y , depending on parameters λ and
a. We introduced a new parameter λ0 = 1/κ so that and
q = e2πiλ0 ,
is the same parameter that enters the C×
q action on X , and (λ1 , . . . , λrk ) give the
highest weight |λi of the Verma module representation in (2.11). They are mirror to
equivariant parameters of the Λ-action on X . In particular, setting the equivariant
parameters to zero, the Landau-Ginsburg superpotential on Y vanishes, W = 0.
The superpotential W breaks the conformal invariance of the sigma model to Y
if λ0 6= 0, since only a quasi-homogenous superpotential is compatible with it. This
is the mirror to breaking of conformal invariance on X by the Cq -action for q 6= 1.
3.3.3
Since A is flat, Y is almost a Calabi-Yau manifold. Consider
Ω=

rk
^
a=1

Ωa =

da
rk ^
^
dyα,a
.
y
a=1 α=1 α,a

(3.12)

Its square Ω⊗2 , defines a global holomorphic section of KY⊗2 and so
2c1 (KY ) = 0.

(3.13)

The need to take the square comes from the fact that Ω is not invariant under permutations, however its square is.
The vanishing (3.13) is the condition for the topological B-model string theory
with target Y and superpotential W to exist. Unless the condition is satisfied, the
axial R-symmetry of the N = 2 sigma model which one uses to define the B-twist on
an arbitrary Riemann surface D is anomalous. As we will see momentarily, topological
B-model of (Y, W ) is mirror of the topological A-model of X , working equivariantly
with respect to T, to all genus.
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3.3.4
The fact F 0 is removed from Y0 means that π ∗ f (y) has neither zeros nor poles on Y .
The divisor F 0 in is not irreducible, and it may have components that intersect. Then,
Y is obtained from Y0 \F 0 by the map π ∗ which is a resolution of the locus where
components of F 0 intersect. Away from the exceptional locus, the map π : Y → Y0 \F 0
that forgets the coordinates introduced by the resolution is an isomorphism. We will
make this explicit in section 7, when we need it.
The blowup plays a merely technical role. It does not introduce any new parameters in the theory, since per definition every holomorphic curve introduced in this
way intersects the divisor F 0 or rather its pullback to Y , and becomes noncompact.
It also preserves the Calabi-Yau condition because any zeros it introduces by pulling
back Ω coincide with the locus being deleted.

3.4

Central charges and mirror symmetry

Take now D to be the infinite cigar with a B-twist in the interior, and an A-type
boundary condition imposed at the S 1 = ∂D boundary at infinity, mirroring the
structure in section 2. The resulting B-model amplitude takes the following form:
Z

Ω e−W .

Z[L] =

(3.14)

L

Above, L is any Lagrangian in Y supporting an A-brane. A Lagrangian L in Y a
product of d one dimensional Lagrangians La,α on A
da

rk

L=

×

La ,

La =

a=1

×L

a,α .

(3.15)

α=1

Z[L] is a generalization of an ordinary central charge of a brane on Y which we will
call the equivariant central charge of an A-brane L.
3.4.1
Turning off the equivariant parameters, the potential vanishes, and the central charge
in (3.14) becomes the standard one
Z 0 [L] =

Z
Ω.
L
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(3.16)

This is the Π-stability central charge of Douglas [21]. Since Ω is holomorphic and L
is Lagrangian, the central charge Z 0 [L] does not depend on the choice of Lagrangian
L itself, but only on the charge of the brane. The charge, or K-theory class of a brane
L, is its homology class [L] ∈ Hd (Y ).
For Z 0 [L] to be defined, L a-priori needs to be compact. Considering equivariant
central charge instead, improves the convergence – there are many more A-branes on
which the integral in Z[L] converges, and any such brane is an object of the category
DY of A-branes on Y , with potential W .
3.4.2
To define the equivariant central charge of the brane, we need to choose a lift of W to
a real valued function on L; different lifts give different central charges, and distinct
A-branes. The equivariant central charge also depends only on the homology class
[L], but the relevant homology group has coefficients not in Z, but in integers tensored
Prk
with powers of q±1 , h± , where q = e2πiλ0 and ha = e2πiλa , because W = a=0 λa W a
is not single valued.
3.4.3
By insertions of chiral operators at the origin of D one gets a further generalization
of the central charge to
Z

Φα Ω e−W

Vα [L] =

(3.17)

L

Landau-Ginsburg model on an infinite cigar with a B-type twist in the interior and
insertions of chiral operators at the origin is the theory studied by Cecotti and Vafa
in [49]. Propagation in infinite time along the cigar makes the theory in the interior
compatible with any supersymmetry preserved by a brane at infinity, even those of
A-type. In [93, 95], it was shown that the cigar amplitude with A-type boundary
condition at infinity is a flat section of the tt∗ -connection ∇ = Di − Ci of [49].
In general, it is not easy to find exact (as opposed to asymptotic) solutions to
flatness equations. There exist special “flat” coordinates on the moduli [49, 58] and
a collection of corresponding operators Φ, in which the equations take a simple form,
∂i Vα − (Ci )βα Vβ = 0.
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(3.18)

∂
is the ordinary derivative, with respect to flat coordinates, and Ci
where ∂i = ai ∂a
i

is the matrix of multiplication by operators Φi = ∂i W, and whose exact solutions to
(3.18) are Vα [L].
3.4.4
While the equations become simple, the hard part is to find the flat coordinates.
Concretely, finding them amounts to solving a set of coupled equations (see appendix
A
5 to [49]) for the flat coordinates ai and operators Φα , σiα
, such that
X
X
A
∂i W · Φα =
(Ci )βα Φβ +
∂A W σiα
A

b

∂i Φα =

X

A
∂A σiα

(3.19)

A

Here, ∂A are derivatives with respect to the fields of the LG theory, and ∂i is a
derivative with respect to the flat coordinate. It follows easily that, if a’s, Φ’s and σ’s
satisfy (3.19), then (3.17) solves (3.18).

3.5

Equivariant topological mirror symmetry

A basic feature of mirror symmetry is that it gives another way [10, 27] to characterize the flat coordinates. These are the coordinates are those in terms of which
the A-model and the B-model amplitudes coincide. If X is mirror to (Y, W ), its flat
coordinates are the relative positions of the vertex operators on A and that there is a
basis of chiral operators Φα , such that the Vα [L] satisfies the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
equations in (2.9). The resulting B-model amplitude would give an integral representation of solutions to KZ equation.
That this is true is a classic result. Explicit integral representations of the KZ
equations on A based of the form (3.18) for an arbitrary simple Lie algebra L g were
discovered in the ’80s by Kohno and Feigin and Frenkel [66, 112], following in a
special case, and developed by Schechtman and Varchenko [156, 157]; see also [64] for
a review.
3.5.1
Equivalence of the quantum differential equation of a Kahler manifold and the system
of differential equations satisfied by periods of its mirror, written in terms of flat
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coordinates is the statement that
Theorem 1. X and (Y, W ) are related by Givental’s equivariant mirror symmetry.
Proof of this automatic, since both equations coincide with the KZ equation in
(2.9). Equivalence of arbitrary genus zero amplitudes comes by sewing, from 3-point
functions.
3.5.2
There is a reconstruction theory, due to Givental [85] and Teleman [166], for any
massive two-dimensional theory coupled to gravity with N = (2, 2) supersymmetry,
or equivalently, a semisimple cohomological field theory of [113]. A-model on X is
semisimple if T-acts on X with isolated fixed points. The B-model Landau-Ginzburg
(Y, W ) model is semisimple if W has isolated critical points. This is the case for us;
a sufficient condition for this is that the representations inserted at the punctures in
(2.11) are miniscule.
The Givental-Teleman reconstruction produces all genus amplitudes starting from
the genus zero data, the quantum differential equation and its solution (see [144–146]
for reviews and examples). The B-model counterpart of the quantum differential equation is (3.18). Thus Givental-Teleman theory says that Givental mirror symmetry,
from which it follows that
Theorem 2. Topological A-model amplitudes of X , computed by Gromov-Witten theory of X , working equivariantly with respect to T, and topological B-model amplitudes
of (Y, W ) coincide at all genera.
This should not discourage one from giving a direct proof.
3.5.3
Appendix B gives a derivation of Hori-Vafa mirror symmetry [92] relating X and Y ,
whenever X is a hypertoric variety. Hori-Vafa mirror symmetry allows one to derive
the Landau-Ginzburg mirror of X , whenever X is (hyper)toric. When X is hypertoric,
theorem 1 was established earlier, by McBreen and Shenfeld in [131] by proving directly the equivalence of the Gauss-Manin and quantum differential equation system.
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4

The category of A-branes

This section reviews those aspects of the category of A-branes in our two dimensional
Landau-Ginsburg theory with target Y and potential W which will be relevant for
us. An excellent review of many aspects of A-model with potential, targeted for
physicists, is [74]. A thorough account of the subject is [158]; for brief accounts see
[21, 23, 73, 93, 95].

4.1

Landau-Ginsburg model on a strip

Take Landau-Ginsburg model with target Y , superpotential W and four supercharges
Q± , Q± on a strip, D = I × R. Here I is an interval [0, 1] parameterized by s, and
R by time t. Impose boundary conditions on the two ends of the interval s = 0, 1 by
picking a pair of Lagrangian branes L0 , L1 . Any two such branes will let one preserve
a pair of supercharges Q = Q+ + Q− and Q = Q+ + Q− .
The theory is best viewed as an effective supersymmetric quantum mechanics with
target space Y , which is the space of all maps from I to Y obeying the boundary
conditions, a pair of supercharges Q and Q, and a real potential h [74, 93]. The
potential h is given by
1
h(y) =
2

Z

∗

Z

y ω+
I×[0,1]

HW ds

(4.1)

I

where HW = Re W . To write first term, we chose a homotopy y(s, t), from a reference
map y(s, 0) = y0 (s) at which we keep fixed, to y(s) = y(s, 1) at t = 1 [93]. For an
exact Y such as ours, the resulting potential h(y) is well defined and invariant under
choices of homotopy we used to write it. The pair of supersymmetries are preserved
even if we give HW an explicit dependence on s, as we will when we let the parameters
a of W = W (y; a) vary with s. (Exactness means that ω = dλ for a globally defined
one form on Y . Relative to [74], we are setting ζ = −1, by absorbing it into W .)
4.1.1
The space of supersymmetric ground states of the theory on the interval is the cohomology of the supercharge Q acting on the Hilbert space of the theory, which we will
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denote by
HF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) = Ker Q/Im Q.

(4.2)

The Hilbert space is graded, with fermion number, and additional gradings we will
describe below. The way cohomology of Q is defined parallels Witten’s Morse theory
[178] approach to supersymmetric quantum mechanics, starting with the space of
perturbative ground states which is spanned by the critical points of the potential
h. In the current setting with infinite dimensional Y and h serving as the Morse
function, we need the infinite dimensional version of this introduced by Floer in [70].
The critical points for the function h in (4.1) are paths y = y(s) which solve
d
y = XW
ds

(4.3)

where the vector field XW is defined by dHW = iXW ω. Explicitly, taking the symplectic form ω to be the Kahler form, ω = igab dy a ∧dy b , with gab the Kahler metric on
a
Y , XW
= − 2i g ab ∂W
. The equation (4.3) is called soliton equation in [74]. Solutions
∂y b

to the equation are “time” one flows of Hamiltonian HW which begin on L0 at s = 0
and end on L1 at s = 1. In general, they are not easy to find.
4.1.2
If W were zero, the vector field XW would vanish identically, and solutions to ∂s y = 0
would simply be the intersection points
P ∈ L0 ∩ L1 .
Assuming these are isolated, the space of perturbative ground states is
CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) =

M

CP.

(4.4)

P∈L0 ∩L1

In general, intersections of L0 and of L1 are not transverse, for example, one could
have taken L0 = L1 , so one ends up with infinite sum which would make the space of
perturbative ground states ill-defined.
The way one deals with this [23] is to make use of invariance of the theory under deformations of Lagrangians generated by Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms. A
Hamiltonian symplectomorphism of a brane L is generated by a vector field X(s)
42

(which need only be defined in the neighborhood of L) with Hamiltonian H(s) given
by dH(s) = iX(s) ω. It has the effect if replacing the critical point equation
with

d
ds y

d
ds y

=0

= X(s), whose solutions are time one flows that start somewhere on L0 and

end somewhere on L1 . Alternatively, the flows that solve the equation correspond
to intersection points of L1 with L0,H = Φ1H (L0 ), a Lagrangian obtained from L0
by time one flow of H(s). For a suitably chosen H(s), the deformation lifts all the
degeneracies. It also changes the complex structure on Y from the one we started
with, to some almost-complex structure, while preserving the symplectic form.
4.1.3
The problem we really want to solve has W 6= 0. Let L0,HW be the Lagrangian
obtained from L0 by time one flow of HW . Than, there is a one to one correspondence
between the solutions to the equation (4.3) and points P ∈ L0,HW ∩ L1 , which are
the initial conditions for flows that solve it. Invariance of the cohomology under
Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms means that, if at least one of L0 , L1 is compact, we
can further replace L0,HW for L0 and take, as the space of perturbative ground states,
the space spanned by intersection points of L0 and L1 . In other words, HF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 )
is independent of W .
The independence of the theory on W is not surprising. It reflects the property of
supersymmetric quantum mechanics, which is that the cohomology of the supercharge
Q of the theory is independent of the h: Changing the potential by ∆h acts on Q
by conjugation Q → Q0 = e∆h Qe−∆h [74, 93]. Correspondingly, Q and Q0 have the
same cohomology.
More precisely, the cohomology remains invariant as long as the perturbation does
not result in some states coming from, or leaving to infinity. If at least one of the
Lagrangians is compact, there is no danger of that happening. Then, the intersection
points can not run off to infinity, and a single-valued potential W plays no role at
all. For the most part, we will be working in the situation where at least one of
L0,1 is compact. Our superpotential is not single valued, but its only role will be
to equip CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) with equivariant gradings in addition to the usual fermion
number grading.
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The fact that intersection points may escape to infinity will affect any problem
where both of the branes are non-compact. Then, one has to find a way to define
the theory so that invariance under Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms is maintained.
One approach is restrict the theory to Lagrangians are which compact. This suffices
for knot theory applications, and it is what we will assume for the rest of the section.
For mirror symmetry applications we will want to allow non-compact Lagrangians as
well, and then the appropriate version of the theory is the “wrapped” Fukaya category
(see [23] for example), whose physical roots are in [93]. Yet other possibilities involve
various flavors of “partially wrapped” Fukaya categories, or the approach put forward
in [74].

4.2

Differential and Gradings

The space of perturbative ground states CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) is graded by the fermion, or
Maslov degrees, and in our case also equivariant degrees, as we will make explicit
below. The supercharge Q acts on it as a differential
Q : CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) → CF ∗+1,∗ (L0 , L1 ),
which increases the fermion, or Maslov grading by 1, preserves the equivariant gradings, and squares to zero, Q2 = 0. This turns CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) into a chain complex,
known as the Floer chain complex. The space of exact supersymmetric ground states
is the Floer cohomology group,
HF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) = H ∗ (CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ), Q)
the cohomology of Q acting on CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ).
The action of differential Q on CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) may be non-trivial due to tunneling
effects, or instantons, that may lift perturbative ground states in pairs. The instantons
are maps y : D → Y solving
i

∂
∂
y+
y = XW ,
∂t
∂s

(4.5)

subject to boundary conditions: the s = 0, 1 boundaries are on L0 and L1 respectively,
and maps start from the critical path corresponding to P 0 in the far past t → −∞,
and end at the critical path corresponding to P in the far future, t → ∞. Repeating
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what we did in the static case, we can trade solving the inhomogenous instanton
equation (4.5) for solving the pseudo-holomorphic map equation ∂ J y = 0 in some
new almost complex structure on Y but with the same symplectic form ω. As before,
formally the s = 0 boundary is on L0,XH and the s = 1 boundary on L1 , but since
the theory depends on what L0 and L1 are up to symplectomorphism only anyhow,
we can simply replace L0,XH by L0 , and we consider maps that interpolate from the
intersection point P 0 ∈ L0 ∩ L1 in the far past to P in the far future. Once we
consider non-compact Lagrangians, setting up the theory so that symplectomorphism
invariance remains a symmetry requires work, but once it is achieved, computing the
action of the differential reduces to the problem of counting (pseudo-)holomorphic
maps.
4.2.1
For a map to contribute to the matrix elements of Q, it has to have Maslov index equal
to one, ind(y) = 1. This is the extension of the standard result of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics to our setting. Maslov index of the map y : D → Y is the index
of the Dirac operator, and computes the expected dimension of the moduli space. It
may be formally written as [74]
Z
ind(y) =
D

c1 (y ∗ KY⊗2 ),

in analogy to the closed string case, provided one assumes a specific choice of trivialization of c1 (y ∗ KY⊗2 ) on ∂D which comes from writing the holomorphic section of
KY⊗2 as
Ω2 = |Ω2 |e2iϕ ,

(4.6)

and where |Ω2 | stands for the the volume form Ω ∧ Ω on Y . This means the index is
formally
Z
ind(y) =

y ∗ dϕ/π,

(4.7)

∂D

which depends on the choice of a lift of the phase 2ϕ of Ω⊗2 to a real valued function on
the Lagrangians. The formula is not the actual definition, since one has to define the
contributions of boundaries at t → ±∞ which involve what [74] call the eta-invariant,
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see also [95]. Without carefully defining those contributions, the result would not be
an integer.
The choice of the lift ϕ is data needed to define an A-brane, in addition to L itself.
Thus, A-branes are not really simply Lagrangians L. They are ”graded Lagrangians”
L - lifts of these Lagrangians to the cover of Y on which one can define the phase of
Ω2 as a real valued function
2ϕ : L → R.

(4.8)

e an
The lift is ambiguous and different lifts give different A-branes. If we denote by L
e the brane whose lift choice that
A-brane with a specific lift, we will denote by L[d]
differs by πid:
ϕ|L[d]
= ϕ|Le + πid.
e
e and L[d]
e differ by a by shift of the cohomological or Maslov degree.
The branes L
e 0 and L
e1 ,
Picking a pair of graded Lagrangians L
ind(y) = M (P) − M (P 0 ),

(4.9)

where Maslov index of a point P ∈ L0 ∩ L1 is given in terms of the choice of the lifts
as
M (P) =

ϕ(P)|L1 − ϕ(P)|L0 + α(P)
.
π

(4.10)

α(P)/π is half the eta invariant of [74]; it computes fermion number of the vacuum in
cannonical quantization of the theory of the strip. One should think of it as coming
from contributions of the boundary of the strip D that corresponds to P. In [23], it is
called the contribution of the canonical short path from L0 to L1 that one computes
the phase variation relative to. We will see examples of explicit computations later.

Figure 3: A holomorphic disk interpolating from P 0 to P, viewed as elements
of CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ). This sets our conventions for the rest of the paper.
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4.2.2
Obstruction to its existence of the lift of 2ϕ to a real valued function defined globally
on the Lagrangian can come in principle from two places, with different meaning. It
may be the case that c1 (KY⊗2 ) 6= 0. Or, one may find an obstruction due to noncontractible loops in L, around which the restriction of the phase ϕ to L may wind.
Vanishing of the first obstruction is the necessary and sufficient condition for the theory to have a Z-graded fermion number. Vanishing ensures that Maslov index ind(y)
depends only on P and P 0 , and not on on the specific map y interpolating between
them. The second obstruction is called the Maslov class of the brane. Vanishing of
the Maslov class is a condition for the Lagrangian L to give rise to a valid A-brane;
Lagrangians that do not satisfy it do not support A-branes.
4.2.3
A potential W which is not single valued on Y introduces additional gradings on the
branes and on Floer co-chain complexes. Let
W =

rkT
X

λi W i ,

i=1

where λi ∈ C are ”equivariant” parameters, and W i : Y → C are non-single valued
function on Y . We normalize W i so that
ci = dW i /2πi ∈ H 1 (Y, Z)
is a closed one form on Y with integral periods: for any one cycle ` ∈ H1 (Y, Z),
I

ci ∈ Z.

`

For a Lagrangian L in Y to be a valid A-brane, we must be able to define
Im W i : L → R.
as a single valued function on L – the pullback of ci to L has to be exact. In doing so,
we will have to make choices since W i is not single valued away from L. This choice
is encoded in the equivariant grading of the Lagrangian; it is implicit in the definition
of the brane.
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4.2.4
The equivariant grading
~
J(P)
∈ ZrkT
of intersection points is defined as follows. Let P ∈ L0 ∩ L1 be an intersection point
of L0 and L1 on Y . Having picked a lift of L0 and L1 to Ye ,
W i (P)|Le1 − W i (P)|Le0 = −2πidi ,

(4.11)

e0 ∩ L
e 1 as
for some integers di . Then, we define the equivariant degree of P ∈ L
Ji (P) = di ,
and P to be a degree d~ generator of
~

e0 , L
e 1 ).
CF ∗,d (L
e 0 and L
e 1 intersect only as Lagrangians on Y , but not
Note that, unless d~ vanishes, L
on Ye .
4.2.5
~ operation on graded Lagrangians
Define now the action of equivariant degree shift {d}
in such a way that
~ e e
∗,~
0 e e
~ = CF ∗,~0 (L
~ L
e 0 {−d},
e 1 ),
CF ∗,d (L
(L0 , L1 {d})
0 , L1 ) = CF

(4.12)

so all three chain groups are the same.
e d~ } is an A-brane obtained from L
e
It follows from (4.11) that the Lagrangian L{
by replacing W i |Le by
W i |Le + 2πidi = W i |L{
e d~ } .

(4.13)

e as the choice of the lift of
Viewing the equivariant grading of the Lagrangian L
e by L{
e d~ } changes the lift. To be explicit, L
e is a single
Lagrangian L to Ye , replacing L
copy of L on Ye and its grading determines which one.
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4.2.6
Let y : D → Y be a map interpolating between a pair of intersection points P 0 to P,of
the Lagrangians L0 and L1 on Y . Our orientation conventions remain as in figure 3
If
I

y ∗ ci = −di .

(4.14)

D

Then y has equivariant degree
Ji (y) = Ji (P) − Ji (P 0 ) = di .

(4.15)

Unlike Ji (P) and Ji (P 0 ), the equivariant degree of y does not depend on the choice
of the lift of L0 and L1 to the cover.
Maps that contribute to A-model amplitudes have to be contractible in Y , since
those that are not necessarily have infinite action. This implies their equivariant
~
degree vanishes, J(y)
= 0.
4.2.7
e0 , L
e 1 ). To compute the
Consider now the action of the differential Q on CF ∗,∗ (L
coefficient of P in Q P 0 , consider maps y : D → Y , interpolating from P 0 to P of
Maslov index one, and equivariant degree zero, with s = 0 boundary on L0 , and
s = 1 boundary on L1 . Let M(P 0 , P; y) be the reduced moduli space of such maps,
in the same homology class as y, where we divide by the one parameter family of
re-parameterizations of D that leave the infinite strip invariant and act by shifting
t → t + t0 . Since only Maslov index one maps contribute to the differential, the
reduced moduli space is an oriented, zero dimensional manifold – it is a set of points
with signs. Let #M(P 0 , P; y) be the signed count of points in it. In addition, it is
convenient (though not necessary) to assume that the Lagrangians L0 and L1 are
exact. This means that the one form λ, related to the symplectic form ω on Y by
ω = dλ, becomes exact restricted to L0 and L1 . The differential acts as
Q P0 =

X

#M(P 0 , P; y) P.

P∈L0 ∩L1
~
ind(y)=1,J(y)=0
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(4.16)

In writing the above, we used the fact that the action of the instanton
Z

P

S(y) =

dh =
P0


Z 
y ∗ (ω) − dHW ∧ ds < ∞

(4.17)

D

is finite, so it equals S(y) = h(P) − h(P 0 ), where h(P) depends only on P and not on
y, by exactness of Lagrangians. We absorbed the contribution the instanton action
e−S(y) in (4.16) into normalization of P and P 0 .
4.2.8
To define the cohomology theory, the supercharge must square to zero Q2 = 0 acting on the Floer cochain complexes. A-priori, the coefficient of P in Q2 P 00 receives
contributions from broken paths which interpolate from P 00 to P via some P 0 , and
each have Maslov index 1. To show that the coefficient is zero, we must show that
contributions to it always come in pairs, with opposite signs.
This should always be the case if i.) the broken maps are boundaries of moduli
spaces of maps M(P 00 , P; y) of Maslov index 2, and ii.) these are the only kinds of
boundaries the moduli space has. The reason is that reduced moduli space of Maslov
index two disks is a real one dimensional, so boundaries always come in pairs with
opposite orientations. If all the boundaries of M(P 00 , P; y) look like the broken strips
we just described, they cancel in pairs.
The way Q2 = 0 can fail however, if moduli space has boundaries of different
kinds. Namely, it may have a boundary which is a disc bubbling off whose boundary
is entirely on L0 or on L1 , or a sphere bubbling off with no boundary at all. In this
case, there is no reason for contributions of different boundary components should
cancel. The second kind of boundary, from sphere bubbling, cannot contribute if the
Kahler form on Y is exact, as in our case. As for the disc bubbling off, it can only
occur if there are finite action discs that begin and end on the same Lagrangian. A
sufficient condition for this not to happen is that the Lagrangian is exact: λ|L = dk|L
where k is globally defined on L and ω = dλ. Another way to ensure that is that a
Lagrangian may not be exact, but there are no finite action maps that begin and end
on it. We will make use of both of these.
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4.2.9
A simple but important property of the theory is the isomorphism
~ e e
∗,∗ e
∼
~ L
~
e1 ) ∼
e0 , L
e 1 [k]{d}),
HF ∗+k,∗+d (L
(L0 [−k]{−d},
= HF ∗,∗ (L
0 , L1 ) = HF

(4.18)

which comes from the isomorphism of Floer complexes we recalled above.
The differential is only the first in the sequence of maps on Floer complexes
e k−1 , L
e k ) ⊗ . . . ⊗ CF ∗,∗ (L
e0 , L
e 1 ) → CF ∗,∗ (L
e0 , L
ek )
µk : CF ∗,∗ (L

(4.19)

which one gets by taking D to be disk with k incoming strips and 1 outgoing. The
maps µk all have equivariant degree zero, and Maslov degree 2 − k.
The second map µ2 will be of special importance for us, because it gives rise to
an associative product on Floer cohomology groups
e0 , L
e 1 ) ⊗ HF ∗,∗ (L
e1 , L
e 2 ) → HF ∗,∗ (L
e0 , L
e 2 ).
HF ∗,∗ (L

(4.20)

e0 , L
e 1 ) and
which preserves all gradings. The product takes classes P0 ∈ HF ∗,∗ (L
e1 , L
e 2 ) to a cohomology class defined by the product
P1 ∈ HF ∗,∗ (L
e0 , L
e 2 ).
P0 · P2 = µ2 (P0 , P1 ) ∈ HF ∗,∗ (L

(4.21)

The fact that the above depends only on the cohomology classes of intersection points,
and not on the intersection points themselves, namely that,
Q(P0 · P2 ) = (QP0 ) · P2 + P0 · (QP2 )
(with signs we suppressed) is a consequence of A∞ relations.

4.3

Derived Fukaya-Seidel category

The category of equivariant A-branes DY is the derived Fukaya-Seidel category,
DY = D(FS(Y, W )),
which has as its objects graded Lagrangians in Y ,
e ∈ DY ,
L
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graded by Maslov and equivariant degrees [158, 159]. Morphisms of DY are defined
to be the Floer cohomology groups in Maslov and equivariant degree zero
~

e0 , L
e 1 ) = HF 0,0 (L
e0 , L
e 1 ).
HomDY (L

(4.22)

In restricting to degree zero loose no information about A-branes, as it follows from
(4.18) that one can recover Hom’s in arbitrary degrees by taking degree shifts of
branes, for example:
~

~ ) = HF m,d (L
e0 , L
e 1 [m]{d}
e0 , L
e 1 ).
HomDY (L

(4.23)

~ : DY → DY give trivial autoIn particular, the degree shifts [m] : DY → DY and {d}
equivalences of the derived category, since they preserve all the Hom’s by (4.18),
~ L
~
e0 , L
e 1 ) = HomD (L
e 0 [m]{d},
e 1 [m]{d})
HomDY (L
Y

(4.24)

This symmetry is a consequence of the fact that Floer cohomology groups depend
e 0 and L
e 1 , and not absolute, per construction.
only on the relative gradings of L
The composition of morphisms
e1 , L
e 2 ) ⊗ HomD (L
e0 , L
e 1 ) → HomD (L
e0 , L
e2 )
HomDY (L
Y
Y

(4.25)

is defined via the product on the Floer homology groups in (4.20). The product
preserves the both the equivariant grading and homological grading, since µ2 , used
to define it, does.
e and L
e 0 give equivalent objects of DY if they give rise to
Graded Lagrangians L
e ), for any N
e ∈ DY . This
e N
e ) = HomD (L
e0 , N
equivalent Hom’s, i.e. HomDY (L,
Y
vastly simplifies DY relative to the Fukaya category before deriving. For example,
Lagrangians related by arbitrary isotopies, not necessarily Hamiltonian ones, are
equivalent objects of DY . This is mirror to the notion of equivalence introduced
in [20, 21] for categories of B-type branes.
This flavor of the category of equivariant A-branes was discussed in [160], however
the focus there is a different flavor of equivariance.
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4.3.1
The fact that distinct gradings of a Lagrangian L ∈ Y give rise to distinct objects of
the derived category is also reflected in the equivariant central charge
Z

Ω e−W ,

e =
Z(L)

(4.26)

e
L

which keeps track of the grading of the Lagrangian, by
~ ~

e d~ }) = e−2πiλ·d Z(L)
e
Z(L{

e
e
Z(L[m])
= (−1)m Z(L),

(4.27)

The fact that central charges distinguish the branes that differ by degree shifts with
is another reason why one must consider them as distinct.
4.3.2
Per construction, the Euler characteristic of the theory
e0 , L
e1 ) =
χ(L

X
~ ~
~
e0 , L
e 1 [m]{d})
(−1)m e2πiλ·d dim HomDY (L

(4.28)

m,d~

computes the intersection number of Lagrangians,
e0 , L
e1 ) =
χ(L

~ ~

X

(−1)M (P) e2πiλ·J(P)

(4.29)

P∈L0 ∩L1

e 0 and L
e1 .
weighted by the degree defined from the grading of L
e leaving
Going forward, we will denote the branes of DY simply as L, instead of L,
the grading implicit.
4.3.3
DY should be a triangulated category, as expected by mirror symmetry that equates it
to DX . A triangulated category, per definition, contains a cone over every morphism
as one of its objects, up to equivalence. For a pair of branes L0 and L1 , the cone over
P ∈ HomDY (L0 , L1 ) is a brane of DY , often denoted by
P

Cone(P) = L0 −
→ L1 .

(4.30)

obtained by starting with the direct sum of L0 [1] ⊕ L1 and deforming the Floer
differential by P. The deformation corresponds to giving an expectation value to the
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open string tachyon at P. As object of DY , the brane is equivalent to L2 , which is
the connected sum of Lagrangians
L2 = L1 #L0 [1],
obtained by gluing L0 and L1 together at P ∈ L0 ∩ L1 . The equivalence of the branes
is the statement that the theory is independent of the value of the tachyon - for small
values, viewing the brane as Cone(P) is better, for large values, the connected sum
brane is a better description. As always, equivalence is up to Q-exact terms, that do
not affect the A-model amplitudes. In particular, the fact that L2 and Cone(P) are
equivalent branes means that the HomDY (L, L2 ) and HomDY (L, L1 #L0 [1]) are the
same, for any L.
The cone construction is encoded in the exact triangle

Exactness means that, given a cone over P, there exist P 0 ∈ HomDY (L1 , L2 ) and
P 00 ∈ HomDY (L2 , L0 [1]) such that, as cohomology classes, P · P 0 = 0 = P 0 · P 00 .
Moreover, one can obtain the brane L2 = L1 #L0 [1] as a cone over P one can also
obtain
L0 [1] = L2 #L1 [1]
as the cone over P 0 ∈ HomDY (L1 , L2 ), as well as
L1 ∼
= L0 #L2
as the cone over P 00 ∈ HomDY (L2 [−1], L0 ). In particular, if P is trivial in cohomology, than the Cone(P) brane is equivalent to the direct sum, L2 = L1 ⊕ L0 [1] of
disconnected branes, and so on.
4.3.4
The exact triangles encode twisted complexes, which generalize the usual complexes
by the product structure of A∞ algebra. Namely, while the Lagrangian A-brane
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P

L2 and the cone L0 −
→ L1 over P ∈ HomDY (L0 , L1 ) are equivalent objects of DY ,
the actions of the differential on them are not the same. For example, while the
differential Q acting on CF ∗,∗ (N, L2 ), for any Lagrangian N , is simply the Floer
differential Q = µ1 , the differential on CF ∗,∗ (N, Cone(P)) is obtained by replacing
µ1 by the twisted differential µ1T w , which involves µ2 (P, ), and so on [158].
4.3.5
For the theories in this paper, any object of DY , up to equivalence, can be obtained
from a finite collection of branes by taking direct sums, degree shifts, and iterating the
cone construction sufficiently many times. As we will see momentarily, the theories
have two such finite collections, the left and the right thimbles of the potential W .
(For this we need to enlarge DY to include the thimbles, which are non-compact).
Starting with the finite collection of Lagrangians, we can describe any other brane
of DY as a twisted complex over those. In that sense, DY is the derived category of
twisted complexes.

5

A-brane category DY and thimble algebras

Specialize again to DY based on the target Y with potential W : Y → C from section
3. The critical points of the potential W are non-degenerate. It is a very general
result of [158] that DY is generated by a finite collection of Lefshetz thimbles of the
potential W labeled by its critical points. The fact that in our case W is multi-valued
holomorphic function on Y generalizes the theories in [158] by equipping DY with
additional gradings coming from a collection of one forms ci = dW i /2πi ∈ H 1 (Y, Z)
P
where W = i λi W i . This enriches the theory in specific ways we will see below.
(As will become clear in section 7, the theories we end up with are close cousins of
the theories studied in [24, 25].)
The critical points of W are labeled by the finite set of weights C in the weight ν
N
subspace of representation V = i Vi , as we will recall momentarily. To every critical
point C, we can associate a pair of Lagrangians called the left and the right Lefshetz
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thimbles of the potential W , for reasons we will recall momentarily:
TC ,

IC .

We will find that, in a certain chamber of equivariant parameters λa , the descriptions of DY in terms of the thimbles become especially powerful. The endomorphism
L
algebra of T = C TC , the brane which is a direct sum of all the left thimbles,
A = Hom∗DY (T, T ),

(5.1)

turns out to be concentrated in cohomological degree zero, for any L g. It follows that
A is an ordinary associative algebra, graded only by equivariant degree. Dually, we
get the algebra
A∨ = Hom∗,∗
DY (I, I).
which is the endomorphism algebra of the brane I =

(5.2)
L

C IC ,

the direct sum of the

right thimble branes.
We get two descriptions of DY , based on the left and the right thimbles, from pair
of functors
Hom∗,∗
DY (T, −) : DY → DA ,

∨
Hom∗,∗
DY (−, I) : DY → DA

(5.3)

which turn every brane of DY , viewed as a graded Lagrangian, into a right module for
A and a left module for A∨ , and turn Homs between the branes into Hom’s between
the modules. Under the isomorphism, TC and IC are, respectively, the irreducible projective and simple modules of the algebra A, and the simple and irreducible injective
modules of A∨ , which is one definition of Koszul duality
A∨ = A! .
Since the left and the right thimbles generate DY , we get:
Theorem 3.
DA ∼
= DY ∼
= DA∨ ,
as a special case of the generation theorem of [158].
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(5.4)

In section 7, we will explicitly compute the algebra A for L g = su2 . As we will
see, the algebra A is a specific, though much simpler, cousin of the cylindrical KLRW
algebra of [176]. The flavor of the equivalence DA ∼
= DY is similar to that in [24, 25]
which can be phrased as its L g = gl1|1 cousin [11].
Techniques of section 7 can be extended to compute the algebra A for any

L

g,

but we will leave the details for a future work. In this section will give here only
one example, corresponding to the our running one, Y which is equivariant mirror
to Am−1 surface, and which can be solved by means that do not require results of
section 7.

5.1

Lefshetz thimbles

A left Lefshetz thimble TC is the set of all initial conditions for downward gradient
flows of the Hamiltonian HW = Re W which start at s = 0 and get attracted to a
critical point C of the potential W as s → −∞, see e.g. [74, 93, 158, 181]. Gradient
flows of HW are also Hamiltonian flows of Im W , and the left thimble TC projects to
a half-line in the complex W -plane which ends on the critical point corresponding to
~ related to TC by a shift in equivariant degree,
it from the right. The thimble TC {d},
projects in the W -plane to a half line shifted by 2πi~λ · d~ since having picked the value
~ ~
of Im W |TC we get Im W |TC {d}
~ = Im W |TC + 2π λ · d by (4.13).
A right Lefshetz thimble IC is, analogously, the set of all initial conditions for
upwards gradient flows of the Hamiltonian HW , which start at s = 0 and get attracted
to the critical point C of the potential W as s → ∞. It projects to a half-line in the
complex W -plane which ends on the critical point C from the left.
Knowing the isotopy class of thimbles TC and IC will suffice since as objects of
DY , they are defined up to isotopy anyhow. In particular, we do not need to know
the exact critical points of W .
5.1.1
The thimbles, both left and right, depend on the choice of a chamber in the space
of parameters the potential W depends on. In our specific problem, the dependence
on the positions of the punctures ai ’s is a virtue, since variations of ai ’s is what
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leads to braid group action on DY , and thimbles help describe it. The equivariant
~λ parameters are not at the same footing, since they come from the weight of the
Verma modules in (2.11) and the parameter q = e2πλ0 which are arbitrary, but fixed.
We will choose the chamber
1
1
hea , ν + ea iRe λ0 > Re λ0a > − hea , ν + ea iRe λ0
2
2

(5.5)

where
X
1
λ0a = λa − hea ,
µi iλ0 .
2
i
The key virtue of this choice is, as we will see in the next section, that the thimble
branes TC become mirror to line bundles on X, for which the many simplifications we
will find below are expected.
5.1.2
A single critical point C on Y corresponds to d =

P

a

da points on A. Viewing A as an

infinite cylinder and with ~λ chosen in the chamber (5.5), the branes TC are isotopic to
P
real-line Lagrangians. These are products of d = a da real lines on A, each parallel
to the axis of the cylinder, passing through the d points in C = (c1 , . . . , cd ).
In the same chamber, every dual right thimble IC is compact on Y and runs
~

between the punctures on A (more precisely, the thimbles are compact on Symd (A),
before we delete F 0 ).
The simple description of thimbles (and of arbitrary branes in DY ) from perspective of A is a virtue of the setup, shared with [24, 25], which we will benefit from
throughout.
5.1.3
The Homs between the left and the right thimbles equal
HomDY (TC , IC 0 ) = δC,C 0 = HomDY (IC , TC 0 [d]),

(5.6)

by default. Namely, by construction TC intersects only IC , and only at one point, the
critical point C they both correspond to, see figure 4. The differential is necessarily
trivial, so C generates HomDY (TC , IC ). The fact this has Maslov and equivariant
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degree both equal to zero depends on the choice of relative grading of TC and IC
but having chosen it, the Hom from IC to TC has Maslov index d = dimC Y and
equivariant degree zero. Namely, locally near the brane intersection, the geometry of
Y is the same as Cd and then (5.30) follows, using the fact Cd is d copies of C, each of
which contributes 0 to the Maslov index of C viewed as an element of CF ∗,∗ (TC , IC )
and 1 as an element of CF ∗,∗ (IC , TC ), by (5.36).
5.1.4
The critical point equations of the potential W in (3.11) are
X hµi ,L ea i
ai −
ya,α − ai
i

X
(b,β)6=(a,α)

hL eb ,L ea i
(ya,α + yb,β )/2 = λa /λ0
ya,α − yb,β

These are Bethe-ansatz equations of an

L

(5.7)

g Gaudin-type model, whose relation to

solutions of KZ equation are well known [151]. The reason we do not get ordinary
Gaudin model equations is that for us A is a cylinder rather than a plane. The
equations of this type are much studied in the context of geometric Langlands program
[67]. The specific equations above are effectively the equations of L g Gaudin model
with an irregular singularity at y = 0 studied in [68, 69]. The solutions are isolated,
non-degenerate, and in one to one correspondence with the weights ~ν = (ν1 , . . . , νn ),
Pn
where νk is a weight in representation Vk which add up to ν = k=1 νk . They are
easy to find explicitly for |λa /λ0 |  1.
5.1.5
The IC branes being compact, their central charge Z 0 is automatically finite. The
left thimbles TC are not compact, so their ordinary central charge Z 0 , defined naively
diverges. It has a natural regulator however, as a limit of equivariant central charge
defined in (8.33) which regulates the the infinite volume of the thimble TC , by its
finite equivariant volume. This definition of the central charge is the one we will use
in Conjecture 2 on equivariant Bridgeland stability.

5.2

Thimble algebra A

Since T ’s are non-compact, formulating Hom’s between them in a way that ensures
that they are well defined, requires an extra step relative to section 4. This is in order
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to prevent the intersection points from running off to infinity under independent
Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms.
5.2.1
Define the Homs between TC and TC0 as the cohomology of the Floer complex corre~
sponding to branes TCζ and TC 0 {d},
~ = HF 0,0 (T ζ , TC 0 {d}),
~
HomDY (TC , TC 0 {d})
C

(5.8)

where TCζ is the thimble obtained by rotating the phase of the potential, replacing
W by of e−iζ W , with ζ > 0 a small real number [93]. The branes TCζ , instead of
having constant Im W , have constant Im(e−iζ W ), so they approach lines of constant
Ime−iζ Y at infinity Y → ±∞.

Figure 4: A pair of left thimbles and a right for d = 2. Here TC is replaced
by TCζ to ensure transverse intersections. Thimbles TC 0 and IC 0 intersect over
a point, and TC and IC 0 not at all.

Thus, the deformed brane TCζ , consists of d real line Lagrangians, each of makes an
infinitesimal angle +ζ with the axis of the cylinder, and consequently winds infinitely
may times around both asymptotic ends, while passing trough the same critical point
C of W . Since ζ is infinitesimally small, all the intersections of TCζ ∩ TC 0 occur near the
two infinities on A. In principle, in the Landau-Ginsburg model, one should further
replace TCζ by a Lagrangian obtained from it by time one flow of HW . This has no
further effect however, since the definition of the ζ-deformation is designed to ensure
invariance under Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms.2 The deformation that replaces
T by T ζ has the same effect as turning on a Hamiltonian Hζ which one takes to
2 One expects that, provided |dW |2  |W | near an infinity of Y , the superpotential acts by
effectivelly compactifying Y and the deformation such as we introduced here is not necessary. In
the opposite case, one needs to introduce additional deformation, such as the ζ-deformation here,
to ensure the invariance of the theory under Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms. See [74], section 16,
for a more detailed explanation.

60

vanish in the interior and behave near the infinities as Hζ ∼ ζ

P

α,a

|Ya,α |2 . Here,

Y is the cylindrical coordinate on A, Y ∼ Y + 2πi, related to the coordinate y by
y = eY . On the cover where we open up the cylinder to a Y −plane, the time 1 flow
of Hζ generates a rotation through an angle +ζ. This leads to the definition of DY
which is known as the (derived) wrapped Fukaya category of Y , described in [1, 23]
for example.
5.2.2
~ L2 = TC 00 [n0 ]{d~0 }. The product of morphisms between
Let L0 = TC , L1 = TC 0 [n]{d},
the branes
HomDY (L1 , L2 ) ⊗ HomDY (L0 , L1 ) → HomDY (L0 , L2 ),

(5.9)

comes from the product on the Floer cohomology groups as in section 4. A subtlety
in the non-compact setting is that the product operation must be defined [23] from
ζ
0,0
HF 0,0 (Lζ1 , L2 ) ⊗ HF 0,0 (L2ζ
(L2ζ
0 , L1 ) → HF
0 , L2 ),

(5.10)

since the naive definition would not do the job. This reduces to the definition from
section 4 for HomDY (L0 , L1 ) when at least one of the two branes is compact.
5.2.3
~ vanishes. We will exMaslov index of every intersection point P ∈ TC ∩ TC 0 [n]{d}
plain this geometrically here, and in section 7 in a complementary way, by a direct
computation.
The holomorphic form Ω on Y , a trivialization of (the square of) its canonical
bundle given in (3.12), is a product of holomorphic one forms on A ∼ C× . Each
TC , in turn, is a product of d real line Lagrangians, one for each copy of C× . With
TCζ deformation as chosen with ζ > 0, each of the d one dimensional intersections in
P = (p1 , . . . , pd ) contributes zero to the total Maslov index, by (5.36). It follows that
M (P), which is their sum, vanishes as well and we have
~ = 0, for all n 6= 0, and all d.
~
HomDY (TC , TC 0 [n]{d})
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(5.11)

This leads to many simplifications, the first of which is that the differential is trivial
and that the algebra A is an ordinary associative algebra. It follows that direct sum
brane
T =

M

TC

(5.12)

C

not only generates DY , but generates it in the simplest possible way. Borrowing the
terminology of B-brane categories, T which generates DY and satisfies (5.11) is the
tilting generator.
5.2.4
As we will elaborate on in the next section, the fact that all the Homs of the tilting
generator T in cohomological degree other than zero vanish is a reflection of the fact
T is mirror to the tilting sheaf P ∈ DX which generates it as a direct sum of line
bundles PC = OX (DC ) on X. The fact that left thimbles TC are mirror to line bundles
PC on X is manifest at the level of SYZ mirror symmetry [164]. We will prove in
section 7, that for L g = su2 , they are related by homological mirror symmetry as well.
5.2.5
The algebra A is the endomorphism algebra of the tilting generator T = ⊕C TC :
A = Hom∗DY (T, T ) =

M

~
HomDY (T, T {d}).

(5.13)

~
{d}

A is an associative algebra where the multiplication comes from (5.9). Explicitly,
~
A = ⊕d~Ad~ where Ad~ collects all the Homs in equivariant degree d,
Ad~ =

M

~
HomDY (TC , TC 0 {d}).

C,C 0

In general, there could be higher µk Massey products coming from the underlying
A∞ algebra. In this case they are guaranteed to vanish by (5.11). Namely, for µk
not to vanish requires Maslov indices of k incoming minus one outgoing strings must
add up to k − 2 as in (4.19). For us, with all Maslov indices of all intersection points
that vanish, only the k = 2 term can contribute. It follows that A is an ordinary
associative algebra, with zero differential.
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5.2.6
The algebra A can be thought of as a path algebra of a quiver QA with relations,
whose nodes correspond to critical points C of the potential W .
The algebra consists of all formal linear combinations of paths on the quiver QA
~ correspond
with coefficients in C, modulo relations. Elements of HomDY (TC0 , TC {d})
to paths on the quiver from node C to C 0 (note the reversal of orientation), which have
~ The arrows on the quiver are the indecomposable Homs, and
the T-degree equal to d.
the T-degree of a path is the sum of the degrees of the arrows it consists of. Among all
paths that begin on the node C is always a path pC ∈ A of zero length, corresponding
to self-intersection of the thimble TC at the critical point C of W . Multiplication
comes from µ2 in (5.9) – it acts by path concatenation if the end of the first path
coincides with the start of second, and zero otherwise.
Per construction, the quiver encodes the non-vanishing Hom’s between the left
thimbles. Our quiver QA will always have closed loops, unlike for theories in [103, 158,
162]; the category of right A-modules is consequently richer. One can understand this
as a consequence of the fact the theory has, or admits, a non-single valued potential
W.
5.2.7
Since T = ⊕C TC generates DY , with its endomorphism algebra A = Hom∗DY (T, T ),
it follows from theorem 18.24 of [158] that we get a manifest equivalence of derived
categories
DY ∼
= DA ,

(5.14)

where DA is the derived category of right T-graded A-modules (this parallels a similar
application of the theorem in [24, 25]) and the equivalence comes from the Yoneda
functor
Hom∗DY (T, −) : DY → DA .

(5.15)

Recall that Hom’s as we defined them, correspond to strictly degree 0 homomorphisms, so taking Hom∗ in (5.3) we collect morphisms in all degrees. This equivalence
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of categories identifies the thimble TC ∈ DY with a projective A-module PC ∈ DA ,
TC ∈ DY

←−
−→ PC ∈ DA

(5.16)

whose basis elements are the set of all paths on the quiver which begin on node C.
Since the algebra acts from the right, we can write PC = pC A .
5.2.8
Every A-module (or a complex of A-modules) has a projective resolution in terms of
PC ’s, which is bounded from the right. This is captured by an exact sequence of the
form
0 → L(P ) → L → 0,

(5.17)

where L(P ) is a complex
t

t

t

2
1
0
L(P ) = . . . −→
L2 (P ) −→
L1 (P ) −→
L0 (P ),

(5.18)

every term of which is a direct sum of the PC ’s and their equivariant degree shifts. In
the derived category, this leads to the equivalence
L∼
= L(P ),

(5.19)

since it implies that the complex in (5.21) has non-zero cohomology only in the last
place, and it equals to L there. (Recall that any object of L of the derived category
DY corresponds to the complex . . . → 0 → L → 0 → . . ., with L placed in degree
zero, and all the maps which are zero. We are omitting the trivial zero’s and simply
write L instead.)
The equivalence (5.14) is at the level of chain complexes. The resolution L(P ) gets
reinterpreted, in terms of DY , as a prescription for how to obtain the brane L ∈ DY
by starting with
M

Lk (T )[k]

(5.20)

k

obtained from (5.21) by simply replacing PC ’s with the corresponding thimbles TC ,
so each term Lk (T ) is a direct sum of TC ’s. The maps tk ∈ homA (T, T ) in (5.21) get
identified with the intersection points of tk ∈ CF ∗ (T, T ) which they came from in the
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first place, in computing A. The complex
t

t

t

0
1
2
L0 (T ),
L1 (T ) −→
L2 (T ) −→
L(T ) = . . . −→

(5.21)
t

1
is thus a prescription for taking iterated connected sums, or equivalently cones . . . Cone(L2 −→

t

0
Cone(L1 −→
L0 )) . . ., which glues the branes together.

Whether interpreted from perspective of DA or of DY , L and its resolutions L(P ) ∈
DA or L(T ) ∈ DY in are equivalent – they describe the same brane.

5.3

Thimble algebras A∨

From the right thimbles, we get a second algebra A∨ , which is the endomorphism
algebra of
I=

M

IC .

C

where
A∨ = Hom∗,∗
DY (I, I) =

MM
n,d~

~
HomDY (IC , IC 0 [n]{d}).

(5.22)

C,C 0

The equivalence
DY ∼
= DA∨

(5.23)

comes from the (right Yoneda) functor
∨
Hom∗,∗
DY (−, I) : DY → DA .

(5.24)

5.3.1
Since the right thimbles IC are compact, computing the Hom’s between them, and
hence the algebra A∨ is an exercise in definitions, with one important subtlety. Hom’s
∗,∗
0
between the IC ’s are the Floer cohomology groups Hom∗,∗
(IC , IC 0 ),
DY (IC , IC ) = HF

from section 4. The Floer cohomology groups HF ∗,∗ (IC , IC 0 ) are cohomologies of the
Floer chain complex CF ∗,∗ (ICHW , IC 0 ), where ICHW is obtained from IC by the time
one flow of the Hamiltonian HW = Re W . Since W has logarithmic singularities at
the punctures where the I-branes end, its effects cannot be neglected. The flow of
HW , which is also the downward gradient flow of ImW , introduces infinitely many
wrappings, similar to that we produced by hand, at y = 0, ∞, to regulate the noncompact Lagrangians.
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5.3.2
The fact that right thimbles IC , just like the left, generate DY means we can express
every brane L ∈ DY as a complex
L∼
= L(I),

(5.25)

where L(I) is obtained from IC branes by taking direct sums, degree shifts and cones:
i

i

i

2
1
0
....
L2 (I) −→
L1 (I) −→
L(I) = L0 (I) −→

(5.26)

Every term Lk (I) is a direct sum of the IC -branes. One should interpret the complex
above as a sequence of cone maps that describe starting with
M

Lk (I)[−k]

(5.27)

k

and taking connected sums at the intersections – the matrix elements of maps ik
all come from CF ∗,∗ (I, I). The Yoneda Hom∗,∗
DY (−, I)-functor sends the complex in
(5.26) to a complex of left A∨ -modules L(S) ∈ DA∨ , while replacing every IC brane
by SC , the corresponding injective A∨ module,
IC ∈ DY

5.4

←−
−→ SC ∈ DA∨ .

(5.28)

Koszul duality

The derived Fukaya-Seidel category DY can be equally generated by either the left or
the right thimbles, so we get an equivalence of derived categories in Theorem 3,
DA ∼
= DY ∼
= DA∨ ,

(5.29)

which says that there are two different, but equivalent ways of describing DY , as the
category generated by either the left or the right thimbles. The existence of these two
dual descriptions has remarkable consequences.
5.4.1
The duality between the two sets of thimbles and the two ways of describing DY in
(5.29) originates from the fact the the only non-vanishing Homs between the left and
the right thimbles, in any degree, equal
HomDY (TC , IC 0 ) = δC,C 0 = HomDY (IC , TC 0 [d]).
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(5.30)

Namely, by construction TC intersects only IC , and only at one point, which the critical
point C they both correspond to. The differential is necessarily trivial, so C generates
HomDY (TC , IC ). The fact this has Maslov and equivariant degree zero is a matter
of choice of relative degrees of the two thimbles we made, but having chosen it, the
Hom from IC to TC has Maslov index d = dimC Y and equivariant degree zero, by
an argument analogous to that that leads to (5.11). Namely, from (5.36) each of the
d one dimensional intersections, which contributes 0 to the Maslov index of C as an
element of CF ∗,∗ (TC , IC ), contributes 1 as an element of CF ∗,∗ (IC , TC ).
5.4.2
From the pair of Yoneda functors in (5.15) and (5.24) which to Lagrangians on Y
assign right A- and left A∨ -modules, we get an identification of the indecomposable
projective module PC of the algebra A with the simple module of the algebra A∨ with
the same name. This is a consequence of (5.30) and the fact both correspond to the
same left thimble brane TC of DY . Along the same vein, we also get the identification
of the right thimble IC with the indecomposable injective module of A∨ and the simple
module SC of the algebra A, with the same name.
The equivalence of derived categories DA ∼
= DA∨ , together with the exchange
of projective and simple modules of the algebra A with simple and indecomposable
injective modules of A∨ , identifies A∨ with A! , the Koszul dual algebra of A
A∨ = A! ,

(5.31)

by works of Beilinson, Ginsburg and Soergel [26] (see also[107, 127]).
5.4.3
The existence of two dual descriptions of DY in (5.29), in terms of the left and the right
thimbles generalizes simpler instances of appearance of Koszul duality in geometry,
starting with the work of Bondal [34] for derived categories of coherent sheaves on Pn .
It’s A-model reinterpretation, in terms of two dual sets of thimbles is due to [93, 158].
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5.4.4
The Koszul property has a number of consequences for both A and A∨ which should
carry over to our setting. Koszul property implies [26, 107, 127] that their quiver
relations are quadratic, so that the quiver path algebra admits a grading by path
length. We will prove this by explicit computation of the algebra A for L g = su2 in
section 7. From this, and the definition of the simple module SC of the quiver path
algebra as the one with rank one on the node C and zero on all the others, one deduces
that every IC brane has a projective resolution IC ∼
= IC (P ) as in (5.21), whose k’th
term has cohomological grading which coincides with the path length grading on the
quiver QA . This is a definition of Koszul property of the algebra A from [26]. This,
resolution lets us compute the algebra A∨ as
~ = H k (homA∨ (IC (T ), IC 0 {d})),
~
HomDY (IC , IC 0 [k]{d})
which immediately identifies the cohomological grading k with the path length grading
on the quiver QA . It also means that the algebra A∨ is itself a path algebra of a quiver
QA∨ , with the same set of nodes, and arrows that carry a cohomological in addition
to equivariant grading.
Finally, Koszul duality should also imply that the algebra A∨ is formal, which
means that any A∞ -structure one could try put on A∨ is homotopic to a trivial
one, with higher µk≥3 products necessarily vanish, by proposition 1 of Keller [107].
Formality properties of this kind are extremely difficult to prove directly, see for
example [3]. The truly non-trivial fact however is not the formality, but the fact
DY has two different, yet equivalent descriptions, in terms of the left and the right
thimbles. (I benefited from discussions of this point with B. Webster.)
5.4.5
The left and the right thimble basis are well defined in a fixed chamber of equivariant
parameters λa , and also a fixed chamber for positions of punctures ai ∈ A. As objects
of DY , thimbles are defined up to isotopy. They jump only the Stokes walls, which
separate the chambers, and where branes they are composed of recombine. Crossing
from one chamber to another induces derived equivalences.
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Taking λa ’s from the chamber in (5.5) to its opposite (where all the inequalities
reverse) while keeping the ai -parameters fixed, the thimbles TC and IC get exchanged.
The fact that varying ~λ from the chamber in 5.5 to its opposite exchanges the right
and the left thimbles is the geometric origin of the derived equivalence DA ∼
= DA∨ .
(Appendix A contains an example of this phenomena for the branes on C and its
equivariant mirror.) This generalizes the understanding of Bondal’s work from mirror
perspective in [93, 158].
Similarly, fix λa ’s and study braid group action on DY which comes from letting
ai = ai (s)’s vary. This action comes from perverse equivalences described in sections 2
and 8. From perspective of the current section, it should lead to “perverse mutations”
of quivers QA and QA∨ , generalizing the standard ones, whenever the filtration has
more than one term.

5.5

Counting disks via algebras

The equivalence DA ∼
= DY ∼
= DA∨ of theorem 3 leads to a powerful way to evaluate
the holomorphic disk counts in the Fukaya category, since we can compute Hom’s
between any pair of branes in L, L0 ∈ DY , in two different ways.
5.5.1
Firstly, we can compute them from their definition via Floer complexes in section 4,
which involves computing the action of the Floer differential
HomDY (L, L0 [k]) = HF 0,0 (L, L0 [k]),

(5.32)

by counting holomorphic maps φ : D → Y , from a disk D to Y , with boundaries on
L and L0 [k]. Doing this in any generality is an extremely difficult problem, although
as we will see, one that can be simplified to a count of certain holomorphic curves in
A × D.
5.5.2
The second way of computing the Homs’ is using resolutions of L and L0 . Namely,
it is a standard fact of homological algebra that cohomology group HomDY (L, L0 [k])
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in degree k coincides with the k-th cohomology group computed from the projective
resolution of L ∼
= L(P ) in (5.21):
HomDA (L, L0 [k]) = H k (homA (L(P ), L0 )).

(5.33)

This gives a complex of hom’s of A-modules:
t

t

t

2
1
0
...,
homA (L2 (P ), L0 ) −→
homA (L1 (P ), L0 ) −→
0 → homA (L0 , L0 ) −→

(5.34)

where Lk = Lk (P ) is the k’th term of the complex in (5.21). An element tk ∈
homA (Lk+1 , Lk ) provides a map, which we label with the same letter, that takes an
element φk of homA (Lk , L0 ) to φk ◦ tk of homA (Lk+1 , L0 ). It is easy to check that
computing cohomology of homA (L, L0 ) in k-th place is the same as computing the
space of chain maps from L to L0 [k], modulo the null homotopic ones (here L0 [k] as a
complex concentrated in degree −k.) One has to do a bit more work to show that the
resulting Homs in the homotopy category of A-module complexes depend on L and
L0 only up to quasi-isomorphism, so that they agree with Homs in DA . (A succinct
review of necessary homological algebra is in [99], for more depth see [177].)
5.5.3
The computation of the cohomology of the complex of homA ’s in (5.34) becomes as
simple as possible if we make use of the injective resolution of L0 ∈ DY in terms of
the simples of the algebra A and injectives of A∨ , of the form in (5.26).
This becomes strikingly simple if L0 itself happens to be one of the simples, L0 = IC
for some C. In this case, because of the duality between the left and the right thimbles,
the only non-zero contributions to the complex (5.34) come from the terms in the
resolution L = L(T ) that involve the left thimble TC dual to IC . This is very fortunate,
since among the IC branes, the simples of the algebra A, are the branes that serve as
cups for closing off braids on one end. This simple fact is the reason link homology
theories for arbitrary
L

L

g are solvable. We will make this explicit in section 7 for

g = su2 .
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5.6

An example

Take Y which is the equivariant mirror of the Am−1 surface, as in section 3.2. Recall
from section 3, that Y is a copy of A, the infinite cylinder with points y = ai deleted,
with potential which equals
W = λ0 W 0 + λ1 W 1 ,
where
0

W =

m
X

log(1 − ai /y),

W 1 = log y.

i=1
L

The example came from g = su2 , with V = V 21

⊗m

and weight ν which is one lower

than the highest one. The weight space is m dimensional, and correspondingly, the
potential has m critical points. The chamber (5.5) translates into
mRe λ0 > Re λ1 > 0,
and where we take λ’s to be real.
5.6.1
The left thimbles
T0 , T1 , . . . , Tm−1 ,
are isotopic to straight lines, parallel to the axis of the cylinder, at fixed imaginary Y .
In the cylindrical coordinate Y on A, up to isotopy we can take Ti to be Y = Yi,∗ + R,
where Yi,∗ is a critical point of W , in the interval between Im log(ai ) and Im log(ai+1 ).
The actual thimbles, for ~λ real, only asymptote to straight lines at fixed ImY at both
infinities on A. The dual set of right thimbles is
I0 , I1 , . . . , Im−1 .
where Ii is isotopic to a straight line from y = ai to y = ai+1 on the A-cylinder,
and intersects the thimble Ti at one point. Its central charge is finite from the outset
Ra
Z 0 [Ii ] = aii+1 Ω = log(ai+1 /ai ), and vanishes as we bring ai and ai+1 together. From
figure 9, we read off
HomDY (Tk , Ii ) = Cδik = HomDY (Tk , Ii [1]).
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(5.35)

Figure 5: The intersection point has Maslov index 0 viewed as coming from
CF ∗,∗ (Tj , Ij ) and index 1 viewed as generator of CF ∗,∗ (Ij , Tj ). This remains
true, mod 2, if we replace Ij and Tj by any pair of Lagrangians L0 and L1
with the same relative orientations.

5.6.2
The shift of homological degree by +1 is the effect of the eta invariant in (4.10),
on a flat one complex dimensional target. We will be using it many times, so we
should pose to explain it. For one dimensional Calabi-Yau, which our A is locally,
the eta invariant α(p) for an intersection point p is the angle α(p) ∈ [0, π) measured
counterclockwise, from L0 to to L1
M (p) =

ϕ(p)|L1 − ϕ(p)|L0 + α(p)
.
π

(5.36)

For example, taking L1 = Tj , L0 = Ij , and calling p = Tj ∩ Ij their intersection point,
as in the figure 9, one finds M (p) = +1. Reversing their roles, and taking L1 = Ij ,
L0 = Tj , M (p) = 0. Increasing the Maslov grading of either of the branes by ±2π
shifts the Maslov index of p by an even integer. The same formula also explains why
the Hom’s between Tiζ and Tj branes are non-vanishing only in Maslov degree zero.
5.6.3
To compute the algebra A = Hom∗,∗
DY (T, T ) corresponding to the tilting thimble
T = T0 ⊕ T1 ⊕ . . . Tm−1 ,
deform each Ti to Tiζ , for ζ > 0. Near both infinities, ReY → ±∞, the thimbles
Tiζ asymptote to lines with Ime−iζ Y = 0. Because of the orientation brane intersections induced by ζ > 0, generators of the Floer complex CF ∗,∗ (Tiζ , Tj ) have Maslov
index 0. As a consequence, the differential necessarily acts trivially, and every intersection point we will find is a cohomology class. Moreover, A has only elements in
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Figure 6: Quivers QA and QA , with relations in (6.37) and (6.48), respectively.

cohomological degree zero,
A=

M
M m−1

~
HomDY (Ti , Tj {d})

(5.37)

~ 2 i,j=0
d∈Z

5.6.4
The computation below shows that the algebra A is the path algebra of an affine
bm−1 quiver QA , given in figure 6. The arrows ai+1,i and bi,i+1 represent
A
HomDY (Ti , Ti+1 ) = Cai+1,i ,

HomDY (Ti+1 , Ti {1, 0}) = Cbi,i+1 .

for i = 0, . . . m − 2. The arrow a0,m−1 comes from
HomDY (Tm−1 , T0 {0, 1}) = Ca0,m−1
where we relabeled am,m−1 as a0,m−1 ; the arrow bm−1,0 similarly comes from
HomDY (T0 , Tm−1 {1, −1}) = Cbm−1,0 .
Paths on the quiver of zero length which we called pi , starting and ending on node i,
map to generators of
HomDY (Ti , Ti ) = Cpi ,
which come from the one point pi ⊂ Ti that the deformation to Tiζ leaves fixed. The
arrows satisfy relations which come from (5.42), namely
ai+1,i bi,i+1 = 0
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(5.38)

for all i. To reflect the equivariant degree shifts, give the arrows weights under the
T-action:
(
T : ai+1,i , bi,i+1 →

ai+1,i ,
q bi,i+1 ,
h a0,m−1 , q/h bm−1,0 ,

i 6= m − 1
i=m−1

(5.39)

respectively, where q = e2πiλ0 , h = e2πiλ1 .
The algebra is a cousin of the cylindrical KLRW algebra associated to this theory
by [176] – the only difference is the relation in (5.38). The reason why the two algebras
are only cousins but not equal is that Y is mirror not to X , but to its core locus X.
5.6.5
Consider first the intersections of Tiζ and Tj near ReY → ∞, where W 0 is single valued
but W 1 is not. (It may be helpful to start with the simpler case from appendix A,
corresponding to mirror of X = C, with equivariant deformation turned on. Another
good exercise is to specialize to equivariant mirror of C2 , corresponding to setting
m = 1.)
Recall from (4.13) that, as a graded Lagrangian Ti differs from Ti {d0 , d1 } by the lift
of the potentials (W 0 , W 1 )|Ti {d0 ,d1 } = (W 0 , W 1 )|Ti + 2πi(d0 , d1 ). By winding around
the boundary of the cylinder for large Y , we get a family of thimbles Ti → Ti {0, n},
for n ∈ Z. To keep the notation compact, it is helpful to lift the branes to the
cover Ye where W becomes single valued, and along with it, relabel the branes as
Ti {0, n} ≡ Ti+nm . In the new notation, Ti ’s are labeled by a Z-valued index, where
increasing i increases ImW 0 at the corresponding critical point. We get a single
intersection
aj,i ∈ Tiζ ∩ Tj
for any pair j, i with j ≥ i since the thimble Tiζ intersects near ReY → ∞ all thimbles
Tj corresponding to equal or higher values of ImW1 at critical points that define them.
Since the differential necessarily acts trivially, aj,i are elements of the Floer cohomology group
HomDY (Ti , Tj ) = Caj,i , for j ≥ i.
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Figure 7: Thimbles for the equivariant mirror of A1 , where m = 2. The green
crosses are the punctures. The three intersections indicated correspond to
elements p0 , a1,0 and b0,1 of the quiver path algebra.

They are not independent, however. From the triangle in figure 6, one finds that
ak,j · aj,i = ak,i ,

k ≥ j ≥ i,

(5.40)

since the triangle in the figure is the image of a unique holomorphic map from a disk
with 3 marked points. In addition, deck transformations, imply that ak,j = ak+m,j+m
which is simply a translation by one fundamental domain.

Figure 8: Product of morphisms comes from holomorphic triangles.

0

Similarly, near ReY → −∞, W 0 = W 0 + mW 1 is single valued but W 1 is not,
so we get a family of thimbles Ti0 {−nm, n}, where (W 0 , W 1 ) differs from that of Ti0
0
by (W 0 , W 1 ) → (W 0 , W 1 ) + 2πin(−m, 1). We will denote by Ti+mn
≡ Ti0 {−nm, n},

labeling the branes Ti0 with a Z-valued index. Working near ReY → −∞, the thimble
ζ

Ti0 intersects all thimbles Tj0 corresponding to equal or lower values of ImW, so we
get intersections
ζ

bi,j ∈ Ti0 ∩ Tj0 ,
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j ≤ i.

These are again not all independent, but they satisfy:
bi,j · bj,k = bi,k ,

k ≤ j ≤ i,

(5.41)

together with bk,j = bk+m,j+m . Lastly, the product
ai+1,i · bi,i+1 = 0,

(5.42)

viewed as product of cohomology classes vanishes, since µ2 (ai+1,i , bi,i+1 )
ai+1,i · bi,i+1 = µ2 (ai+1,i , bi,i+1 )
would be generated by disks that pass through a puncture at y = ai , and those have
infinite action. The same calculation implies that, while bi,i+1 has degree zero viewed
0
as intersection of Ti+1
and Ti0 , it has degree {1, 0} as intersection of Ti+1 and Ti bi,i+1 ,

consequently consequently
Tj0 = Tj {−j, 0}.

(5.43)

All the higher Massey products µk have cohomological degree k − 2, so necessarily
vanish since A has no generators of non-zero cohomological degree.
5.6.6
For the I-branes, the Floer cohomology group HF 0,0 (I, I 0 ) is the cohomology of the
Floer chain complex CF ∗,∗ (IHW , I 0 ), where IHW is obtained from I by the time one
flow of the Hamiltonian HW = Re(W ). Since W has logarithmic singularities at
the punctures where the I-branes add, the effects of HW cannot be neglected. The
flow of HW , which is also the downward gradient flow of ImW , introduces infinitely
many wrappings, similar to that we produced by hand, at y = 0, ∞, to regulate the
non-compact Lagrangians, as in figure 7. Thus, rather than Ii and Ii+1 intersecting
over a single point, the would be intersection point is actually deleted from Y , and
instead one finds infinitely many intersections induced by HW . (In this instance,
|dW |2  |W | near the deleted points ensures that no intersection points run away to
infinity, see footnote footnote 2 on page 60.) The rest is an exercise in definitions.
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5.6.7
One finds for example
Hom∗,∗
DY (Ii , Ii−1 ) = C[yi ]vi,i−1 .

∗,∗
(Ii , Ii+1 ) = C[xi ]ui,i+1 ,
HomD
Y

see figure 9. Similarly,
Hom∗,∗
DY (Ii , Ii ) = C[xi , yi ]/xi yi .
Homology is infinite dimensional due to infinitely many intersections coming from
the windings around the two punctures where Ii ends. The generators are not all
independent as µ2 and holomorphic triangles generate relations. We used this already
once to simplify xi,d = xdi and yi,d = yid , but in addition one finds that xi yi = 0, and
that
xi = ui,i+1 vi+1,i ,

yi = vi,i−1 ui−1,i .

Figure 9: The time one flow of HW introduces infinitely many windings of I
branes near each puncture.

5.6.8
It is not difficult to show that the algebra
A∨ =

M

~
HomDY (I, I[n]{d})

~ 2
n∈Z,d∈Z

where I =

Lm−1
i=0

Ii is itself a path algebra of a quiver QA∨ . The quiver is also an

bm−1 quiver, with arrows ui,i+1 , vi+1,i and relations
affine A
vi−1,i vi,i+1 = 0 = ui+1,i ui,i−1 .
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The generators ui,i+1 , vi+1,i have equivariant degrees equal and opposite to that of
bi,i+1 , ai+1,i in (5.39), and have homological degree M (vi,i−1 ) = 1 = M (ui,i+1 ). The
branes Ij are its projective modules.
5.6.9
It is easy to see that all the higher products µk>2 must vanish, on equivariant degree
grounds. For example, a relation of the form
µm+1 (p0 , u0,1 , . . . , um−1,0 ) = [...]p0 = 0
has the correct Maslov degree to not vanish, since each of the u’s has Maslov degree
1. However, the coefficient [...] vanishes because while p0 has zero equivariant degree,
u0,1 . . . um−1,0 do not - the instanton needed to generate it would need to pass through
the puncture at y = 0 or at y = ∞, and hence it has infinite action. Similarly, any
other Maslov product one can write down that could be non-zero on account of Maslov
degrees, vanishes by equivariant degree.
Since the Massey products µk>2 vanish, the algebra A∨ is formal. That this had
to be the case follows from the Koszul property of A [127], the fact that the relations
on the quiver QA are homogenous.
More fundamentally, it can be traced to the equivalence of derived categories in
(5.29). Indeed, if we were to turn off equivariance, by closing off the punctures at
y = 0 and y = ∞, we would get the model from [1] in which µm 6= 0. By closing
off the punctures at y = 0 and y = ∞ we would get a theory that is not the derived
category DA generated by thimbles T0 ,. . . , Tm−1 , so we would loose the equivalence
∨
DA and DA
and the Koszul property with it.

6

Equivariant Homological Mirror Symmetry

Equivariant homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY is not an equivalence
of categories, but a correspondence of objects and Hom’s that let us recover all
interesting questions about X from questions on Y .
It can be understood as a composition of two more elementary statements. The
first is the “ordinary” homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY , which in
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our theories can be made completely explicit, thanks to two different descriptions of
these categories which come hand in hand – one in terms of DA , the other in terms
of DA∨ . The second statement is that, since we work equivariantly with respect to
a C×
q ⊂ T action on X that preserves X, DX is generated by objects that come
from DX , and a large class of its Homs can be recovered by computations in DX , the
smaller and simpler theory. This too can be made explicit. The explicit descriptions
of derived categories of coherent sheaves we will end up with are hard to come by
[45, 54], usually requiring methods in characteristic p. Here, we will deduce them
from mirror symmetry.

6.1

Homological mirror symmetry DX ∼
= DY

Homological symmetry relating DX and DY should be a manifest equivalence of derived categories
Conjecture 1.
DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DY .

(6.1)

~

Both X and Y are asymptotically Symd (C× ) and homological mirror symmetry
for C× is a simple and explicit [23] model of equivalences of this form. The families
of X and Y in this paper – labeled by a choice of a Lie algebra L g, a set of minuscule
N
representations Vi and a dominant weight ν in representation i Vi – should provide
a vast, non-trivial, yet equally explicit set of equivalences of this kind. In the next
section, we will prove the conjecture for L g = su2 . Techniques we will use generalize
to arbitrary L g, so the general case should follow by similar means. One may be able
to relax the dominance condition as well.
6.1.1
From perspective of Y , the description of DY as the derived category of modules of
the algebra A in (5.13) comes about by identifying A as the endomorphism algebra
of its tilting generator T = ⊕C TC , which is the direct sum of left thimbles TC
A = Hom∗DY (T, T ),
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where C label critical points of the potential W and weights of Vν in (2.10). Each
P
left thimble TC is asymptotically a product of d = a da real-line Lagrangians in C× ,
which homological mirror symmetry should map to a line bundle PC on X,
mirror

PC ∈ DX ←−−−→ TC ∈ DY ,

(6.2)

because this is what it does asymptotically. We saw in previous section that A is
an ordinary associative algebra, all of whose elements have homological degree zero.
Thus, mirror symmetry implies that DX has a collection of line bundles PC , which
generate it, and have the property that
~ = 0, for all n 6= 0, and all d.
~
HomDX (PC , PC 0 [n]{d})

(6.3)

Another way of saying this [101] is that DX has a tilting vector bundle
P =

M

PC ,

(6.4)

C

whose endomorphism algebra is A
A = Hom∗DX (P, P ),

(6.5)

the same algebra as in (5.13), so that the functor Hom∗DX (P, −) induces the equivalence of the derived categories DX ∼
= DA . This also provides a geometric interpretation to the equivalence in (5.16) between the left thimbles TC and projective modules
PC of the algebra A, which we can now reinterpret as an expression of mirror symmetry in (6.53). In this way, the statement of homological mirror symmetry in (6.1)
becomes manifest.
In making the action of mirror symmetry manifest via (6.1), we would describe
every brane of DY and the corresponding brane of DX in terms of its a projective
resolution – as a complex bounded from the right all of whose terms are the direct
sums of TC ’s or corresponding PC ’s as in (5.21), with maps between them which we can
identify. These complexes describe sequences of cones in derived category - where each
cone map is a prescription for taking connected sums of the TC -branes at appropriate
intersections.
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6.1.2
We get an equivalent, but dual description of mirror symmetry by starting with the
description of DY in terms of its right thimbles IC . A right thimble IC , as we described
in previous section, corresponds to a simple module SC of the algebra A, which are
vanishing Lagrangians on Y , and injective modules of A∨ in (5.22). Any brane in
DY is described in terms of its injective resolution by the right thimbles – a complex,
bounded from the left, all of whose terms are direct sums of the IC branes and their
degree shifts. Described in this way, DY becomes the same as the derived category
of left A∨ -modules where
A∨ = Hom∗,∗
DY (I, I),
and where I =

L

C IC .

Continuing to denoting the brane of DX and the corresponding DA and DA∨
modules by the same letter, to avoid proliferation of symbols, homological mirror
symmetry predicts existence of branes SC ∈ DX which are mirror to the right thimbles
mirror

SC ∈ DX ←−−−→ IC ∈ DY ,

(6.6)

which generate DX (provided we allow for semi-infinite complexes, bounded from the
left). Were A not a cylinder but a plane, every SC would be the structure sheaf of
a vanishing cycle in X; as is on A, some SC ’s are obtained from structure sheaves of
vanishing cycles by degree shifts and tensoring with a line bundle.
This gives us a mirror realization of the Koszul dual algebra A∨ as
A∨ = Hom∗,∗
DX (S, S),
where S =

L

C

(6.7)

SC , as well as the equivalence of DX and with the derived category of

left A∨ -modules DA∨ which comes from the functor
HomDX (−, S) : DX → DA∨ ,
that turns the SC branes into irreducible injective A∨ modules as well.
This gives us another way to describe homological mirror symmetry in (6.1), in
terms of equivalence of derived categories
DX ∼
= DA∨ ∼
= DY ,
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(6.8)

which becomes manifest as we use injective resolutions. This is, of course, a consequence of Theorem 3 and the homological mirror symmetry in (6.1).
The main purpose of this section is to enrich this story further, by understanding
the relation between DY the derived Fukaya-Seidel category of Y with potential W
and DX , the derived category of T-equivariant coherent sheaves upstairs, on X .

6.2

Upstairs and downstairs, the B-side

We will now describe the relationship between the category of branes “upstairs” on
X , and “downstairs” on its core X. Recall that X is embedded in X
f : X → X,
as the locus invariant under the C×
q action on X .
From f , we get a pair of exact adjoint functors f∗ and f ∗ in
f∗ : DX → DX ,

f ∗ : DX → DX ,

(6.9)

which relate branes on X and on X, as well as Hom’s between them. The functors
f∗ and f ∗ are more precisely the right derived functor Rf∗ , and the left derived Lf ∗ .
Exactness means they take exact triangles to exact triangles, see for example [45].
The fact that we will be able to give an explicit description of these functors relies
on very special properties that DX has. It inherits these from the analogous special
properties of DY in Theorem 3, by homological mirror symmetry in (6.1).
6.2.1
The non-trivial fact is that our categories have both “enough projectives” and “enough
injectives”, so that every object has both a projective and an injective resolution. This
in turn means that the adjoint pair of derived functors Rf∗ and Lf ∗ not only exist,
but also agree with their naive versions acting, respectively, on the complexes that
give an injective and a projective resolution of the object at hand.
The functor f∗ simply re-interprets a brane G ∈ DX on X as a brane f∗ G ∈ DX
on X . More precisely, starting with a description of the brane G ∈ DX in terms of
g0

g1

its injective resolution, which is a complex bounded from left G ∼
= G0 −→ G1 −→ . . .
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each term of which is a direct sum of injectives SC ∈ DX , f∗ reinterprets each term
as the same complex, just on X .
The functor f ∗ goes the other way. Given with a brane F ∈ DX , with its projective
f1
f0
resolution F ∼
= . . . −→ F1 −→ F0 , one obtains the brane f ∗ F by tensoring each term

of the complex with OX , f ∗ Fk = Fk ⊗ OX and restricting the maps to X. The fact
that every brane in DX has a projective resolution is not trivial, but follows, as we
will explain, from the geometric description of the functor f ∗ .
6.2.2
The adjointness of the two functors, per definition means that for any pair of branes
F and G, with F ∈ DX and G ∈ DX , the following holds
HomDX (F, f∗ G) = HomDX (f ∗ F, G).

(6.10)

(the functor f ∗ is the left adjoint of f∗ .) We will use this as follows. Take any pair of
branes on X that come from X:
F = f∗ F,

G = f∗ G.

Then, by (6.10), Hom’s between the branes upstairs on X agree with the Hom’s
between the branes downstairs on X:
HomDX (F, G) = HomDX (f ∗ f∗ F, G).

(6.11)

Note that, what enters downstairs is not the brane F , but rather its image f ∗ f∗ F
under the functor
f ∗ f∗ : DX → DX .
This functor is not identity, so the relation between computations upstairs and downstairs is not a naive equality. We will explain how to use projective and injective
resolutions to compute the action of the functor f ∗ f∗ . Once we do, we will be able to
recover the upstairs theory from the downstairs one. This reflects a kind of localization: as long as one is interested in the subcategory of branes on X that come from
X, and one remembers the embedding f : X → X , there is no more information in
X than in X.
83

6.2.3
Aided by homological mirror symmetry in (6.1), and exploiting the fact we have two
dual algebraic descriptions of DX and DY in terms of DA and DA∨ , we will now
describe the functors f∗ and f ∗ explicitly.
A byproduct will be a description of DX as
DA ∼
= DX ∼
= DA ∨ ,

(6.12)

in terms of a pair of Koszul dual algebras.
6.2.4
Every sheaf SC on X gives rise to a corresponding sheaf SC on X as the image of the
functor f∗ from section 6.2
SC = f∗ SC ∈ DX .

(6.13)

The brane SC which one obtains from the geometric definition of f∗ is the structure
sheaf of SC , viewed now as a holomorphic Lagrangian in X , up to degree shifts and
tensoring with the same line bundle as on X. Let
S=

M

SC ,

C

and define the algebra A ∨ , by
A ∨ = Hom∗,∗
DX (S, S),

(6.14)

This algebra is the upstairs cousin of the algebra A∨ given in (5.22) from perspective
of Y , and in (6.7) from perspective of X. This gives us the second equivalence in
(6.12):
DX ∼
= DA ∨ ,

(6.15)

where the branes map to left A ∨ modules by the functor
∨
Hom∗,∗
DX (−, S) : DX → DA .

(6.16)

Nominally, DA ∨ would capture only a subcategory of DX generated by SC , but in the
T-equivariant setting, these branes generate all of DX .
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6.2.5
Using the equivalence in (6.15), we can define the functor f∗ algebraically. Take a
brane on LF ∈ DY or its mirror F ∈ DX . The A∨ -module which by (6.8) corresponds
to them both is LF ∈ DA which has an injective resolution
i1
i0
LF ∼
= LF (S) = LF,0 (S) −→ LF,1 (S) −→ . . . ∈ DA∨ ,

(6.17)

each term of which LF,k (S) is a direct sum of SC ’s, the irreducible injective modules
of A∨ , and where the maps ik have matrix elements which come from A∨ . The same
A∨ module also corresponds to branes SC ∈ DX by (6.1).
The functor f∗ takes the every SC brane in the complex (6.17) to SC = f∗ SC ∈ DX ,
or equivalently, to the corresponding injective A ∨ -module with the same name. At
the same time it takes the maps in the complex to corresponding maps in A ∨ . So
the A ∨ -module that describes the brane F = f∗ F ∈ DX is
f∗ (i0 )

f∗ (i1 )

f∗ LF = LF (S) = LF,0 (S) −−−−→ LF,1 (S) −−−−→ . . . ∈ DA ∨ .

(6.18)

(The derived functor above is what one traditionally denotes by Rf∗ .)
6.2.6
To find the upstairs version of the algebra A in (5.13), we need to work only a bit
harder. We will start by finding objects PC ∈ DX , such that
PC = f ∗ PC ∈ DX .

(6.19)

Since PC ’s generate DX , their upstairs cousins PC ’s need to generate the subcategory
of DX that corresponds to branes of X that come from X. Working equivariantly,
this is all of DX .
In fact, PC ’s are line bundles on X , concentrated in degree zero. Any object of
DX which has support on X or on a sub-variety of X that contains X but is not all
of X would be sent by f ∗ to a non-trivial complex of projective modules instead (see
e.g. [167]), whereas PC is concentrated in degree zero. The fact that PC ’s are line
bundles, as opposed to vector bundles follows since PC is a line bundle.3 (Another
3I

am grateful to I. Danilenko for discussions sharpening this point.
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way to understand is to translate, via mirror symmetry, the functor k ∗ : DY → DY .)
6.2.7
We discover that DX has a tilting generator P ∈ DX :
P=

M

PC ,

(6.20)

C

whose components generate DX and satisfy
~ = 0, for all n 6= 0, and all d.
~
HomDX (PC , PC 0 [n]{d})
Its existence follows from the existence of the tilting generator T =

(6.21)
L

C

TC of DY ,

and homological mirror symmetry (6.1).
From P, we get the “upstairs” version of the algebra A, as its endomorphism
algebra
A = Hom∗DX (P, P),

(6.22)

which has generators only in homological degree zero. With it, we get a second
description of the derived category of T-equivariant sheaves on X , as
DX ∼
= DA .

(6.23)

6.2.8
Now we can give an algebraic description of the functor f ∗ : DA → DA . Take any
object F ∈ DX and consider its resolution in terms of projective A -modules, which
are the images of PC under the Yoneda functor HomDX (P, −).
t2
t1
t0
F∼
= F(P) = . . . −→ F2 (P) −→ F1 (P) −→ F0 (P),

(6.24)

As before, we will use the same name PC for both the brane in DX and the corresponding A module. Every Fk (P) is a direct sum of PC ’s, with maps tk whose
matrix elements come from A . Its image under f∗ looks the same except with PC ’s,
the irreducible projectives of the algebra A , replaced by projectives of A, since per
definition f ∗ PC = PC ∈ DA , and more generally:
f ∗ F(P) ∼
= F(P ) ∈ DA .
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(6.25)

6.2.9
Bezrukavnikov and Kaledin in [29] described how to compute the algebra A for equivariant symplectic resolutions by quantization of X in characteristic p with p  0. The
approach of Bezrukavnikov and Kaledin produces the tilting vector bundle P ∈ DX
whose endomorphism algebra is A .
The algebra A for our X , viewed as the Coulomb branch of the 3d quiver gauge
theory in section 2, was computed recently in [176] who showed that it is a cylindrical
version of the KRLW algebra of Khovanov and Lauda [110], Rouquier [153] and
Webster [172]. The algebra that quantizes the Coulomb branch is cylindrical for the
same reason our Riemann surface A is a cylinder and not a plane. This is a direct
~

consequence of the fact X ∼ Symd (C× ), so in particular, opening A back up to a
plane, A recovers the ordinary KRLW algebra.
What is not at all manifest from the description in [176] is that the tilting generator splits into a direct sum of line bundles in (6.20), which is a highly non-trivial
prediction.
6.2.10
From (6.27) it follows that we have a pair of equivalences of categories
DA ∼
= DX ∼
= DA ∨ ,

(6.26)

since we have two ways to generate DX .
This should be a consequence of Koszul duality relating the algebras A and A ∨
A ∨ = A !.
Per definition, the SC ∈ DX branes correspond to indecomposable injective modules
of A ∨ . They are also simple modules of algebra A by
HomDX (PC , SC 0 ) = δC,C 0 = HomDX (PC , SC 0 ),

(6.27)

which one gets from (6.10) using that f ∗ PC = PC , SC 0 = f∗ SC 0 . Also per definition,
PC ∈ DX ’s are indecomposable projective modules of A and simple modules of A ∨ .
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This exchange of projectives and simples on one hand, with simples and indecomposable injectives is one of the basic properties of Koszul dualities [26], as we recalled
earlier.
This Koszul property, as is clear from derivation, is inherited from the same property for DY in (5.29), because it is really on Y where one understands it with ease, in
terms of existence of two dual basis of thimbles with very special properties. Understanding why the derived category of coherent sheaves would have such a property is
very difficult, see for example [38, 152, 163, 174].
6.2.11
The two algebras A corresponding to X and A corresponding to X are closely related.
The algebra A a path algebra of a quiver QA with same set of nodes and arrows as
QA . In going from A to A we quotient by an ideal
A = A /I

(6.28)

where I is an ideal generated by a finite set of relations imposed in QA but not in
QA . These relations reflect restricting X to X.
To see that, recall that the functor f ∗ : DX → DX corresponds geometrically to
tensoring with the structure sheaf OX and restricting to X . Consider the component
L
AC = Hom∗DX (P, PC ) of the algebra A = C AC , for some C. This is an A-module
corresponding to the brane PC itself. It equals to, by (6.10),
Hom∗DX (P, f∗ PC ) = Hom∗DX (P, PC ),
where the left hand side is the A module that describes the brane f∗ PC ∈ DX . The
brane f∗ PC is a structure sheaf of X, tensored by a line bundle. X is locally of
~

the form Symd (C× × C) and X is the locus inside it given by setting zi = 0 for
P
each of the d = a da copies of C in X . This means that f∗ PC is a zero locus of a
holomorphic section of a rank d vector bundle and has a d-term projective resolution
∧d (PC )⊗d → . . . → (PC )⊗d → PC all of whose maps are interior products with s.
This says that AC is a quotient of AC = Hom∗DX (P, PC ) corresponding to setting s,
a collection of paths from node C to itself in A to zero. This implies (6.28).
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6.3

Equivariant homological mirror symmetry

Ordinary homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY , comes together with
ordinary mirror symmetry relating DX and DY in figure 10. Here, DY is the category of A-branes on Y, the ordinary mirror of X . (DY is the derived Fukaya-Seidel
categories of Y with potential which we will not need, described in appendix B).
By composing functors f∗ and f ∗ in (6.9) with the downstairs mirror symmetries
in obvious ways, we get two more pairs of adjoint functors. As we will see below, k∗
and k ∗ relating DY and DY also have a purely A-model formulation that mirrors the
way functors f∗ and f ∗ relate DX and DX .

Figure 10: Equivariant homological mirror symmetry is the duality on the
diagonal.

By equivariant homological mirror symmetry we will mean the relations going
diagonally, which comes from functors h∗ and h∗ :
h∗ : DY

→ DX ,

h∗ : DX → DY

(6.29)

The functor h∗ per definition takes the brane LG ∈ DY to G = h∗ LG = f∗ G ∈ DX .
Similarly, the functor h∗ takes the brane F in DX to h∗ F ∈ DY which is homological
mirror to g ∗ F ∈ DX . By homological mirror symmetry, the functors h∗ and h∗ are
adjoint, just as f∗ and f ∗ are. The usefulness of going on the particular diagonal in
(6.29) is that DX allows to identify which questions we should be asking, and DY to
solve them.
Using the homological mirror symmetry equivalences
DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DA∨ ∼
= DY
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(6.30)

in (6.1), we can translate any brane L ∈ DY into either a right A-module, using its
resolution in terms of the left thimble branes in (5.21), or into a left A∨ -module, as
a complex of right thimbles in (5.26). Equivariant homological mirror symmetry is
a direct consequence of homological mirror symmetry equivalences in (6.30), and the
explicit description of adjoint functors f∗ and f ∗ we gave earlier. In particular,
Theorem 4. Given any pair of branes F and G in DX which come, via the functor
h∗ from branes LF and LG in DY , so that
F = h∗ LF ,

G = h∗ LG ,

the following hom’s coincide:
∗,∗
∗
Hom∗,∗
DX (F, G) = HomDY (h h∗ LF , LG ).

(6.31)

Per definition, LF and LG are homological mirror to F and G in DX respectively.
The functor
h∗ h∗ : DY → DY

(6.32)

is not identity, but we know how to compute it for any brane on Y , by using the
algebraic description of branes as modules in DA and DA∨ . There is another way to
understand what the h∗ h∗ functor does, a more geometric one, by thinking about the
ordinary mirror Y of X .
6.3.1
All the functors in the diagram commute with braiding. This is manifest for k∗ and
k ∗ , as we will see, and follows by mirror symmetry for all the others. functors f ∗
and f∗ commute with braiding, which mirror symmetry will make manifest. Given
a braid B and denoting by the same letter B the corresponding derived equivalence
functors on DX and DY , we have for example
h∗ B = Bh∗ ,

h∗ B = Bh∗ ,

for arbitrary B. It follows that, for example that for F and G as in Theorem 4
∗,∗
∗
Hom∗,∗
DX (BF, G) = HomDY (Bh h∗ LF , LG ).

We will make use of it in section 7.
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6.3.2
The action of B changes the tilting generators in a way made manifest by equivariant
mirror symmetry.
A half monodromy that braids ai and aj punctures on A, changes the ordering
of Imai < Imaj , and with it, the set of left thimbles TC that compose the tilting
L
generator T = C TC . This is because the definition of the thimble TC depends on
fixing a chamber 0 < Imai1 < . . . < Imain < 2π. Each thimble TC is a product of
real line Lagrangians on A, which pass through a critical point C of W , and are at a
fixed value of Imy. As we reorder a pair of punctures, some of the one dimensional
Lagrangians that TC ’s are products of are forced to cross other critical points C 0 , where
the definition of thimble fails to make sense. This means that along the way we cross
L
a Stokes wall at which the tilting thimble changes from T to T 0 = C TC0 , see [181]
for more discussion.
Because T ∈ DY tilts, and so do P = f ∗ P ∈ DX and P ∈ DX as well. They
getting replaced by other generators P 0 ∈ DX and P 0 ∈ DX , coherently with the
diagram in figure 10.

6.4

Upstairs and downstairs, the A-side

The ordinary mirror Y of X is a fibration over Y
k : Y → Y,
with with fibers which are holomorphic Lagrangian (C× )d tori. By mirror symmetry,
there should be a pair of functors
k∗ : DY → DY ,

k ∗ : DY → DY ,

which relate branes on Y and Y in a way that mirrors the action of functors f∗ and
f ∗ on DX and DX . The functors k∗ and k ∗ are constructed in the upcoming work [12]
using Lagrangian correspondences. They come from a Lagrangian K on the product
Y − × Y where where Y − is Y with the sign of its symplectic form reversed.
The resulting functor
k ∗ k∗ ∼
= h∗ h∗ : DY → DY ,
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must be equivalent, since they describe two different paths of taking the ”downstairs”
brane ”upstairs” and back down. We can get the functors k∗ and k ∗ by post and precomposing h∗ and h∗ by the action of homological mirror symmetry upstairs, which
we forget in their composition.
6.4.1
Take the symplectic form ωY on Y to be the one induced from the symplectic form
ωY on Y. Recall that Y is a (C× )d fibration over Y . The symplectic form ωY is per
definition obtained by restricting the symplectic form ωY to the vanishing (S 1 )d fiber
at each point in the base Y . Because the vanishing cycle is a Lagrangian submanifold
of the (C× )d fiber, this defines a non-degenerate and closed 2-form on Y .
The Lagrangian K is the diagonal in the Y − ×Y base, together with the vanishing
(S 1 )d fiber over it. K is a mid-dimensional submanifold of Y − × Y. It is also
Lagrangian, as the restriction of the symplectic form on Y − × Y to K vanishes by
construction.
6.4.2
Given a Lagrangian LF on Y , the Lagrangian k∗ LF in Y is obtained by intersecting
LF with K in Y − × Y and projecting to Y. Per construction, k∗ LF is an (S 1 )d fibration over LF . Similarly, starting with a Lagrangian LG ∈ Y we get the Lagrangian
k ∗ LG on Y by intersecting LG with K and projecting to Y . We assumed here that
the intersections are transverse; this can always be arranged, by a Hamiltonian symplectomorphism.
As explained in [12], functors k ∗ and k∗ defined in this way should be adjoint: if
LF and LG are any pair of Lagrangians in Y and Y , the statement mirror to (6.10)
is that
HomDY (LF , k∗ LG ) = HomDY (k ∗ LF , LG ).

(6.33)

The equality is proven in [12], under some assumptions, by showing both Homs are
equal to HomD(Y − ×Y) (K , LG × LF ).
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6.4.3
Take a pair of branes LF and LG in DY , which come from Y . Such Lagrangians are
(S 1 )d fibrations over a pair of Lagrangians LF and LG in DY , and per definition
LF = k∗ LF ,

LG = k∗ LG .

Then, from (6.33),
HomDY (LF , LG ) = HomDY (k ∗ k∗ LF , LG ).

(6.34)

The functor k ∗ k∗ : DY → DY , can not be the identity functor. It is worthwhile
explaining why k ∗ k∗ differs from the identity, since also explains the choice of correspondence K .
6.4.4
The Lagrangians LF and LG on Y which come from Y are (S 1 )d fibrations over LF
and LG in Y . Suppose that LF and LG intersect over a generic point p in the base.
The intersection point p ∈ LF ∩LG contributes a single generator to CFY∗ (LF , LG ),
but it contributes to CFY∗ (LF , LG ) the equivalent of H ∗ ((S 1 )d ) (for simplicity, we are
working non-equivariantly, so there is only a single grading, the Maslov one). To
recall why, note that this is an example of an intersection of two Lagrangians that
is not transverse. To make the intersections transverse, deform the Lagrangian LF
to LG using a flow of a suitable Hamiltonian H : (S 1 )d → R which should be a
Morse function on each (S 1 )d fiber. The Lagrangian LH
F after the deformation and
LG intersect over critical points of H. A basic result in symplectic geometry, reviewed
in [23], says that Maslov indices of intersection points computed in Floer theory, and
in Morse theory coincide, up to an overall degree shift, and the result follows. The
fact that a single intersection point p in the base corresponds to H ∗ ((S 1 )d ) worth of
intersections in the fiber over it is why the Homs on Y and on Y cannot simply agree,
or alternatively, why k ∗ k∗ : DY → DY cannot simply be the identity functor.
6.4.5
This suggests how to find the brane k ∗ k∗ LF with the property so that (6.34) holds.
Namely, at a generic point p ∈ LF , find the intersection points of LF = k∗ LF with
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the vanishing (S 1 )d fiber over p, after deforming LF to LH
F , so that the intersections
are transverse. Then, project back down to Y by forgetting the fiber coordinates at
the intersection. By varying p, one gets a map LF → k ∗ k∗ LH
F which is the same as
the map produced by the Lagrangian correspondences based on K . An example, for
d = 1 is in appendix B.
In the above, we always assumed that p is a generic point in Y , with a ddimensional fiber over it in Y. Non-generic points are those where the (C× )d fiber
degenerates to (C× )dp for dp that ranges anywhere between 0 and d. In that case,
everything we we said so far holds, just with dp in place of d.

6.5

An example

Take our running example, associated to

L

g = su2 , with V = V 12

⊗m

and weight

ν which is one lower than the highest one. We studied the derived category DY
of its equivariant mirror in section 5.6. We saw there that DY has two equivalent
descriptions, where the one in terms of left thimbles leads to DY ∼
= DA , and the one
in terms of right thimbles to DY ∼
= DA∨ , where A and its Koszul dual A∨ are path
bm−1 quiver in the figure 6. We will now see how to reproduce
algebras of the affine A
A and A∨ , from X and X.

Upstairs, B-side
The X which is the equivariant mirror of Y is the resolution of the Am−1 surface
singularity from section 3.2. From works of Cox [53] and Bondal [34–36], the derived
category of coherent sheaves of X is freely generated by a finite collection of line
bundles Pi ∈ DX , for i = 0, . . . , m − 1:
P0 = OX , P1 = OX (D1 ), . . . , Pm−1 = OX (Dm−1 ).

(6.35)

More precisely, OX (Di ) is a sheaf of sections of a holomorphic line bundle whose
divisor Di is Poincare dual to Si , the i’th vanishing cycle in X . The Pi ’s, being line
bundles that generate DX , have the property that
~ = 0, for all n 6= 0, and all d,
~
HomDX (Pi , Pj [n]{d})
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(6.36)

so in particular
P=

m−1
M

Pi

i=0

is the tilting generator. This makes DX is equivalent to the derived category of
modules of a T-graded algebra A which is its endomorphism algebra:
A = Hom∗DX (P, P).
The algebra A is a cousin of the algebra from the example in previous section. It is
equal to the path algebra of a quiver QA with relations. The relevant quiver is the
bm−1 quiver in the figure 6, with relations
same affine A
bi,i+1 ai+1,i = ai,i−1 bi−1,i ,

for all i.

(6.37)

As before, Yoneda functor
HomDX (P, −) : DX → DA ,

(6.38)

maps branes in DX to modules of DA , mapping the Pi brane to a projective A module with the same name. The algebra A is also the cylindrical KLRW algebra
that [176] associates to this theory. This identification of DX and DA of [34, 53] starts
from the description of X as a toric variety (see also [18, 19]). For a sketch of how
the quiver and the corresponding algebra arize from geometry of X , see appendix A.
The derivation there also explains why the T-action on X from section 3 introduces
the same action on the quiver arrows as we got in (5.39).
6.5.1
Since Pi ’s are just line bundles on X , if R
R=

M

Rd~ = C[u, v, z]/(uv − z m ),

d~

is the T-graded ring of functions on X , its elements Rd~ in degree d~ are the Homs:
~ = R ~.
HomDX (Pi , Pi {d})
d

(6.39)

The Homs are reproduced by the path algebra A , by identifying
u = a0,m−1 . . . , a1,0 ,

v = b0,1 . . . bm−1,0 ,
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z = b0,1 a1,0 ,

(6.40)

all of which correspond to closed loops on the quiver, modulo relations (6.37). Similarly, for k > 0 one has that
M
~ =
HomDX (Pi , Pi+k {d})
d~

= ai+k,i+k−1 . . . ai+1,i R ⊕ bi+k,i+k+1 . . . bi−1,i R
and there is an analogous expression for k < 0 (above, i is an index defined mod m).
6.5.2
A class of branes on X which will be important for us are branes supported on the
vanishing cycles of the Am−1 singularity, which we called Si in section 3.2. Such a
brane is a “spherical” sheaf Si , which is the structure of the vanishing cycle Si
Si = OSi ,

i = 1, . . . , m − 1.

(6.41)

The coherent sheaf Si has a free resolution in terms of the tilting line bundles, which
in DX translates into equivalence of Si and the complex


−bi,i+1


ai,i−1

Si ∼
= Pi {−1, 0} −−−−−−−−→

Pi+1 {−1, 0}
⊕
Pi−1



ai+1,i bi−1,i

−−−−−−−−−−−→ Pi .

(6.42)

The cohomological and equivariant degree of Si is per definition the same as that
of the last term in the complex. This then determines the cohomological degrees of
the preceding terms. The complex expresses the brane Si as a co-kernel of the maps
ai+1,i and bi−1,i which describe the deformations of the brane in normal directions to
it. The sheaf S0 , associated to the 0-th node, is a bit more exotic. In geometry, it
translates to
S0 = OS0 (−1)[1],

(6.43)

where S0 be the chain of m − 1 vanishing cycles S0 = S1 ∪ . . . ∪ Sm−1 .
In terms of the algebra A , Si is the simple module associated to the i-th node of
the quiver. Viewed as an A -module, the complex in (6.42) is a projective resolution of
Si , which describes Si as generated by all paths that begin at the i-th node (which is
Pi ), modulo all those of those of non-zero length. The latter are generated by paths
of the form Pi+1 bi,i+1 + Pi−1 ai,i−1 – except not freely. The relations between the
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generators set to zero elements in (Pi+1 , Pi−1 ) that are the image of an element in Pi
under (ai+1,i , −bi−1,i ), because of (6.37). This translates into a short exact sequence
of A -modules



ai+1,i
−bi−1,i



Pi+1 {−1, 0}
⊕
Pi−1



0 → Pi {−1, 0} −−−−−−−−→



bi,i+1 ai,i−1



−−−−−−−−−−−→ Pi →
− Si → 0,

which in the derived category leads to (6.42).
6.5.3
It is not difficult to show that that
HomDX (Pi , Si ) = C = HomDX (Si , Pi [2]{−1, 0}),

(6.44)

~
are the only non-vanishing Hom’s from P’s to S[k]{d}’s.
From the resolution of Si ,
one also finds that
HomDX (Si , Si ) = C = HomDX (Si , Si [2]{−1, 0})
(6.45)
HomDX (Si , Si−1 [1]) = C = HomDX (Si , Si+1 [1]{−1, 0})
which are the Homs’s between the branes on the vanishing cycles of the Am−1 singularity. Observe that all these Hom’s respect Serre duality (2.34), which in our context
states that for any pair of branes F, G ∈ DX , at least one of which has compact
support,
HomDX (F, G[k]{d0 , d1 }) = HomDX (G, F[2 − k]{−1 − d0 , −d1 }),
where the shift in equivariant degree comes from the fact holomorphic line bundle
scales under C×
q with degree 1, and the overall sign is a matter of convention, motivated by degrees of Homs between P’s to come out to be the natural ones.

...the downstairs B-side
The downstairs X is the locus in X where z = 0. The category DX of branes on X
can be obtained from the category DX of X as the image of the functor
f ∗ : DX → DX ,
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which describes restricting to X. Take a projective resolution F ∼
= F(P) of any brane
on X . The functor acts by tensoring the complex in (6.24) with OX , the structure
sheaf of X, and restricting the maps to X. It follows that DX is also, like DX , freely
generated by a finite set of tilting sheaves
P0 = OX , . . . , Pi = OX (Di ), . . . , Pm−1 = OX (Dm−1 ),
obtained as the images of the tilting sheaves Pi on X under f ∗
Pi = f ∗ P i = P i ⊗ O X .

(6.46)

6.5.4
It also follows that, like the derived category of X, like that of X has a simple
description, as the derived category of modules of an ordinary associative algebra A
DX ∼
= DA ,

(6.47)

which describes endomorphisms of the tilting sheaf
P =

m−1
M

Pi ,

i=0

of X:
A = Hom∗DX (P, P ).
The algebra A is the path algebra of the quiver QA that differs from QA in that it
has one added relation which corresponds to restriction to X:
ai+1,i bi,i+1 = 0, ∀i,

(6.48)

which then supersedes them. The reason to impose (6.48) is that multiplication by
z, which vanishes on X, is realized on the quiver path algebra A by z = ai+1,i bi,i+1 ,
per (6.40) and (6.37). Line bundles Pi on X correspond to projective modules of A,
realized as the set of all paths that start on the i’th node of the quiver QA , analogously
to what we had on X .
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6.5.5
Since the relations of the quiver have changed, the simple module of the algebra A,
Si ∈ DX
now has a free resolution as an infinite complex of period 2, given by (the degrees
below are for i = 1, . . . m − 1):


ai+1,i



Pi+1 {−1, 0} bi,i+1 ai,i−1 
⊕
−−−−−−−−−−−→ Pi ,
Si ∼
= · · · −−−−−−−−−−→ Pi {−1, 0} −−−−−−−−→
Pi−1
(6.49)


bi,i+1 ai,i−1





−bi−1,i



which replaces (6.42). As before, we suppress the degrees, since one can read them
off from the complex itself, by placing the last term in cohomological and equivariant
degree zero, the same as Si itself. We get an infinite complex since the leftmost map
in (6.42), viewed as a map on X, now itself has a non-trivial kernel.
The simple module Si ∈ DA describes the structure sheaf of Si viewed as a sheaf
on X, denoting the sheaf and the cycle with the same name from perspective of DX :
Si = OSi ∈ DX .
Clearly, the structure sheaf of Si viewed as a brane in DX comes from it, so
Si = f∗ Si ∈ DX .

(6.50)

Thus, from perspective of the algebras, f∗ : DA → DA maps simple modules of A
to simples module of A , while f ∗ : DA → DA maps projective modules of A to
projective modules of A, by (6.46). Since
HomDX (Pi , Sj ) = Cδij = HomDX (Si , Pj [1]),

(6.51)

we get an illustration of (6.10) by inserting F = Pi and G = Sj .
6.5.6
Consider now the brane, which we will denote by Ni , obtained by restricting the
upstairs brane Si to X, by applying the functor f ∗ : DX → DX :
Ni = f ∗ Si = f ∗ f∗ Si
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∈

DX .

On X , the brane Si has the resolution in terms of Pi ’s given in (6.42). Applying the
functor f ∗ , we get that Ni is described by the “same complex” just on X, as we saw
in section 6.2.11


Ni

∼
=


a
 i+1,i 
−bi−1,i

Pi −−−−−−−−→

Pi+1 bi,i+1 ai,i−1 
⊕ −−−−−−−−−−−→ Pi .
Pi−1

(6.52)

Unlike the simple module brane Si , the complex describing Ni is finite.
6.5.7
Thus, for every vanishing cycle brane “upstairs” on X ,
Si ∈ DX
there correspond to two different vanishing cycle branes “downstairs” on X, the brane
Si ∈ DX
which Si = f∗ Si comes from, under the embedding of X into X , and the brane
Ni = f ∗ f∗ Si ∈ DX
that Si maps to, via the restriction functor f ∗ to X.

(Equivariant) homological mirror symmetry
By inspection, the algebras A = Hom∗DX (P, P ) associated to X and the algebra
A = Hom∗DY (T, T ) associated to Y , as we saw in section 5.6, are the same. This
proves homological mirror symmetry (6.1) relating X and Y ,
DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DY .
and consequently, the equivariant homological mirror symmetry relating DX and DY ,
by Theorem 4, in our running example.
6.5.8
This also proves homological mirror symmetry maps the tilting line bundle Pi ’s on X
to the tilting, left thimbles Ti on Y
mirror

Pi ←−−−→ Ti
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(6.53)

both of which are the irreducible projective modules of the algebra A and the simple
modules of its Koszul dual A∨ . It also maps the vanishing cycle branes
mirror

Si ←−−−→ Ii

(6.54)

which correspond to simple modules of the algebra A and irreducible simple modules
of A∨ . (Koszul duality relating the two algebras was studied in [148].)
6.5.9
Recall that, the i-th vanishing cycle brane Si , upstairs in X , is associated to two
branes downstairs on X – the Si -brane and its image Ni = f ∗ f∗ Si . Correspondingly
on Y , we have the Ii brane mirror to the Si brane, and a new brane which is the image
of the Ii brane under the h∗ h∗ : DY → DY functor, or what should be the equivalent
functor k ∗ k∗ : DY → DY functor, defined via the Lagrangian correspondence K in
section 6.4.
Ei = h∗ h∗ Ii ,
We will compute what the Ei brane is from the second definition, using the k ∗ k∗
functor in appendix B, since the calculation is simple, but technical enough.
Here, we will follow a different route, and compute what the brane is, using homological mirror symmetry that maps it from Ni = f ∗ f∗ Si in DX :
mirror

Ni = f ∗ f∗ Si ←−−−→ Ei = h∗ h∗ Ii .
The complex in (6.52) that describes the resolution of Ni in terms of Pi ’s, translates
to Y by mirror symmetry as:



ai+1,i
−bi−1,i




Ei ∼
= Ti {−1, 0} −−−−−−−−→

Ti+1 {−1, 0} bi,i+1 ai,i−1 
⊕
−−−−−−−−−−→ Ti .
Ti−1

(6.55)

A complex of this form, as in section 5.2.8, is really a sequence of cone maps, one for
each arrow in the complex. Each map in the complex comes from an intersection of
the thimbles near one or the other infinity on A, per figure 7. In the derived Fukaya
P

category, each cone map such as L0 −
→ L1 in (4.30), has a geometric description.
By definition, the cone describes starting with L0 [1] ⊕ L1 and deforming the Floer
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differential by P ∈ HomDY (L0 , L1 ) – corresponding to giving an expectation value to
the open string tachyon at P. The resulting brane is the connected sum of Lagrangians

Figure 11: The sequence of such maps we get for the complex above. We
resolved the intersections relative to the figure 7, for better readability. The
equivariant degrees of thimbles are suppressed, but not the homological.

L2 = L1 #L0 [1], which is what one gets once the tachyon condenses. The complex is
a precise prescription for how to obtain the E-brane by taking connected sums of T ’s
with appropriate orientations. The result is the brane in figure 12.

Figure 12: By taking connected sums of A-branes in figure 11, we get the
figure eight A-brane above.

As objects of DY , Lagrangian branes are defined up to isotopy, so any figure eight
Lagrangian would do. To simplify formulas for the differential in applications in the
next section, it is useful to chose the the figure eight branes to be exact Lagrangians.
For this, we want the symplectic area of the two leaves of the figure eights to be equal,
which is easy to arrange. We will assume this going forward, so that we can absorb
all instanton factors into the generators of the Floer complex.
6.5.10
By design, HomDY (Ej , Ii ) reproduce the intersections of the branes upstairs, as the
figure 13 illustrates.

102

Figure 13: Intersections of E-branes and I-branes in Y capture intersections
of corresponding branes in Y.

While the branes Ii and Ei are different objects of DY , their K-theory classes,
i.e. classes in H1 (Y )[q± , h± ] the first homology of Y with coefficients in C[q± , h± ] are
proportional, related by
[Ei ] = (1 − q)[Ii ],

(6.56)

so they lead to the same solution of the KZ equation. This amounts to a well known
property of contour integral representations of hypergeometric functions.

7

Khovanov homology from A-branes

In this section we specialize to L g = su2 and links colored by its fundamental, spin

1
2

representation V , and show how Uq (su2 ) link invariants emerge from DY .
I will explicitly solve the theory, by computing the algebra A which gives DY
description as the derived category DA of its modules by Theorem 3
DY ∼
= DA .

(7.1)

Techniques developed readily extend to all the theories from section 3, based on
arbitrary simply laced Lie algebra

L

g. In solving the theory and computing A, we

will borrow many techniques from Heegard-Floer knot homology, the theory that
categorifies gl1|1 link invariants. This relation between the su2 and gl1|1 theories is
not accidental, as [11] explains.
We will see that the algebra A is a quotient of a larger algebra A
A = A /I

(7.2)

whose derived category is equivalent to DX ∼
= DA by work of Webster in [176]. The
algebra A was derived in [176] by quantization of X in large characteristic p  0.
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The equivalence of DA and DX follows from work of Bezrukavnikov and Kaledin
[28]. The ideal I corresponds to restricting X to its core locus X, as expected from
section 6.2.11. This proves homological mirror symmetry Conjecture 1 in the su2
theory case, turning it into Theorem 5. The cylindrical algebra is a generalization of
the KRL algebra of Khovanov and Lauda [110] and Rouquier [153], and the KRLW
algebra of [172], capable of describing not only links on R3 , but also on R2 × S 1 .
It follows that for links in R3 , the resulting link homology is Khovanov homology
since I proved in [5] that DX categorifies it. The algebraic proof of the statement,
using the equivalence DX ∼
= DA is due to Webster in [176].
The description of Khovanov homology in terms of DY ∼
= DA explains its geometric
meaning. Any link K in R3 (or in R2 ×S 1 ) can be translated into a pair of Lagrangians
IU , corresponding to the collection of caps, and BEU corresponding to cups twisted
by the braid B. The cup which turns out to be one of the simples of the algebra A.
The link homology is the cohomology of a (small part) of a complex that describes the
brane BEU , or more precisely its projective resolution. Which part of the complex we
need is picked out by the brane IU . Unlike in Khovanov’s original formulation where
describing the link homology required a complex of the size that grows exponentially
with the number of crossings, here the growth is polynomial. This too generalizes to
arbitrary L g.

7.1

su2 link homology from DX

For a link K obtained as a closure of a braid with m = 2d strands, the corresponding
X is the moduli space of d smooth G = SO(3) monopoles, in presence of m = 2d
singular ones, or equivalently the Coulomb branch of an A1 quiver gauge theory with
gauge group GQ = U (d) and flavor symmetry group GF = U (m).
X has yet another description due to Manolescu [123] (see also [168]) as an open
subset of the Hilbert scheme of d points on the resolved Am−1 surface singularity
we studied in the previous section. The fact that X is a close cousin of symmetric
product d copies of Am−1 surfaces will aid us throughout, because as we will see, the
theory for any d is largely determined from its simplest d = 1 instance.
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7.1.1
From perspective of X , punctures on A coming together in pairs is a locus in the
complexified Kahler moduli where the resolved Am−1 surface develops a singularity
at which d non-intersecting P1 ’s shrink to zero size. We will label the vanishing cycles
S1 , S2 , . . . Sd , changing notation from the previous section. Their product defines a
vanishing cycle in X
U = S1 × S2 × . . . × Sd = (P1 )d .

(7.3)

Since Sa ’s do not intersect, U is disjoint from the set that is in the symmetric product
but not in X . This follows by hyper-Kahler rotation of the results in [123, 168]. Since
each Sa is a holomorphic Lagrangian in the resolved Am−1 surface, U is a holomorphic
Lagrangian in X .

Figure 14: A collection of d caps.

Associated to U is a brane U ∈ DX ,
U = OU ,

(7.4)

which is the structure sheaf of the vanishing cycle. The generalized central charge of
this brane is the conformal block U = V(U) obtained by fusing 2d vertex operators
pairwise to the identity. The brane U is the very special object of DX associated to
the product of d cups or caps from section 2.5, that serves to close off any braid with
2d strands into some link K.
7.1.2
Choose a braid B, by varying positions of m = 2d punctures on A. B should be a
closed loop in the configuration space of 2m points on A, and avoid singularities as
a’s coincide. Every such braid defines a derived equivalence functor B : DX → DX .
The cohomology groups
∗,∗
HomD
(BU, U) =
X

M

HomDX (BU, U[M ]{J0 , J1 })

M,J0 ,J1 ∈Z
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(7.5)

are invariants of the link K obtained by capping off the braid by the d caps at the
top, and d cups at the bottom.
By theorem 5? of [5], the homology groups are invariants of the link, whose Euler
characteristic is the Uq (su2 ) quantum group invariant of the link K. Since A is a
complex cylinder, the link K is a link in R3 if no strand of the braid B links the
puncture at y = 0; otherwise we get a link in R2 × S 1 .

7.2

Equivariant mirror Y and its A-branes

The equivariant mirror Y of X is the symmetric product of d copies of the surface A,
with some locus deleted,
Y = π ∗ (Symd A\F 0 ),

(7.6)

by specialization from section 3.3. The virtue of the description in terms of Y is that
the construction of link invariants becomes completely geometric.
7.2.1
The nowhere vanishing holomorphic section Ω⊗2 of the square of canonical line bundle
KY⊗2 derives from
Ω=

dy1 ∧ . . . ∧ dyd
.
y1 · · · yd

(7.7)

The fact that such an Ω exists makes it possible to define topological B-model on Y ;
it also makes it possible to define the Z-graded fermion number on DY .
Having deleted F 0 , Y is equipped with a pair of closed one forms with integer
periods,
c0 , c1 ∈ H1 (Y, Z)
which will provide the (mirror of) equivariant gradings on DY , and which are given
by
c0 = dW 0 /2πi,

c1 = dW 1 /2πi.

The equivariant grading associated to c0 is mirror to the equivariant C×
q action on
X , which scales its holomorphic symplectic form and leads to the variable q which
the Jones polynomial depends on. The grading associated to c1 is mirrror of the C×
h
action on X which preserves its holomorphic form.
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Mirror to turning on T-action on X is turning on Landau-Ginsburg potential W
on Y , given by
W = λ0 W 0 + λ1 W 1 ,
where λ0 = 1/κ, and λ1 = λ.
7.2.2
The deleted set is the divisor F 0 of zeros minus the poles of the function f on the
symmetric product given by
d
Y

0

f = eW =

fα ,

(7.8)

α=1

where fα is
Q2d
(1 − ai /yα )
fα (y) = Qi=1
.
β6=α (1 − yβ /yα )

(7.9)

Also deleted is the divisor of zeros and poles of
1

eW =

d
Y

yα ,

(7.10)

α=1

simply by nature of working with the symmetric product based on A, where y 6= 0, ∞.
The divisor F 0 is not irreducible, instead
F0 =

X

Fai − F∆ .

(7.11)

i

Qd
Above Fai is the divisor of the function a=1 (1 − ai /yα ) associated to a puncture
Q
on A, and F∆ is the divisor of ∆ = 1≤a6=b≤d (1 − yβ /yα ) which has zeros on the
“diagonal” in Y , where at least one pair of points on A collide.
7.2.3
The divisors F∆ and Fai intersect any time a pair of points on A collide with one of the
punctures, so Y is obtained from Y 0 \F 0 by resolving the locus of their intersections,
Y = π ∗ (Y0 \F 0 ), as discussed in section 3.3.4. The choice of resolution does not affect
the theory, so we will defer making it explicit until section 7.3.12. (The resolution
is inherited from “upstairs”, as Y is a cousin of the manifold studied in [123, 168], a
Hilbert scheme of d points on the Am−1 surface which is multiplicative in our case,
as opposed to additive as in [123, 168].)
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7.2.4
Objects of DY , the category of equivariant A-branes on Y defined in section 4, are
Lagrangians in Y which admit the Maslov and two equvariant gradings. Since Y is
obtained starting from a symmetric product d copies of A, every Lagrangian L on Y
is an unordered product of d one dimensional Lagrangians Lα on A
L = L1 × . . . × Ld .
Lα ’s are disjoint, but they may begin and end at the punctures, since those map to
set deleted from Y , which one should think of as at infinity.
Maslov grading of L is the lift of the phase of Ω⊗2 to a real valued function
2ϕ : L → R. Since L is a product, the phase ϕ at each point on p on L comes from
the sum of the phases of the Lα ’s,
ϕ|L =

d
X

θ|Lα

(7.12)

α=1

viewed as one dimensional Lagrangians on the target A with holomorphic volume
form η = dy/y. A Lagrangian Lα in A is any real curve, restriction of η to it is
η = eiθ |η| where |η| is the real volume one form. The obstruction to lifting θ to a
real valued function on Lα is its Maslov class. So, for L to admits Maslov grading if
Maslov classes of all Lα ’s vanish. For a Lagrangian in Y to define an A-brane, the
phase of eW , must be well defined on L. In other words, the one forms c0 and c1 ’s
must have vanishing periods restricted to L.
7.2.5
The chiral ring on Y is spanned by
Φσ = Sym

m
d



operators Φσ ,

d
Y

(1 − aσ(α) /yα )−1 ,

α=1

where σ’s label any one of

m
d



one to one maps from (1, . . . , d) to (1, . . . , m), and

where Sym is a sum over all permutations of the yα ’s. These operators are mirror to

m
∗
d classes which span HT (X ).
The generalized central charge vectors
Z
Vσ [L] =
Φσ Ω e−W
L
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(7.13)

c2 conformal blocks on A, see for example [64, 71].
reproduce integral expressions for su
The operators Φσ also follow from elliptic stable envelopes of [13] by taking limits, as
explained in [7].

7.3

Solving the A-model

The problem of solving the theory on Y can be reduced to a one dimensional problem
with target A\{a1 , . . . , am }. In particular, Maslov indices and equivariant gradings,
and the action of the differential can all be phrased in one dimensional terms.
7.3.1
Given a pair of Lagrangians L = L1 × . . . × Ld and L0 = L01 × . . . × L0d , the intersection
points
P ⊂ L ∩ L0
which generate the Floer complex CF ∗,∗ (L, L0 ) are d-touples of points on A that lie
on intersection of Lα ’s and L0β ’s, up to permutation:
pα ∈ Lα ∩ L0σ(α) ,

P = (p1 , . . . , pd ),

(7.14)

where σ is any element of Sd , the symmetric group of d elements. For each intersection
point one gets a solution to the equations (4.3), and a perturbative vacuum of the
Landau-Ginsburg model on the interval, with L and L0 as boundary conditions. To
see that one needs to allow for an arbitrary permutation σ in (7.38), recall that in
going around any closed loop in Y , the corresponding d points on A come back to
themselves, only up to the action of the symmetric group. Up to relabeling of the
Lagrangians, we can choose a single intersection point P 0 to correspond to a d-tuple
P 0 = (p01 , . . . , p0d ), where p0α ∈ Lα ∩ L0α . Pick any other intersection point P and
consider a disk interpolating from P 0 to P. If, in looping around its boundary, points
come back to themselves only up to permutation σ, than P has the form in (7.38).
7.3.2
The theory is solvable since it is a close cousin of Heegard-Floer theory of Oszvath,
Szabo and Rasmussen [119, 142, 149]. Heegard-Floer theory leads to invariants based
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on su1|1 in place of su2 . It has target Y 0 = Symd A, and a potential of similar
flavor to W . One of the key ideas of [142] is that the d-dimensional problem on Y0
reduces to a one dimensional problem on A. This leads to the cylindrical formulation
of Heegard-Floer theory, established in [119]. (The fact that Heegard-Floer theory
has a rephrasing in terms of a Landau-Ginsburg model with string theory origin is
explained in [11]; I will preview some aspects of that work.)
7.3.3
Following [119, 142, 149], the starting point is a correspondence between holomorphic
maps y : D → Y and Riemann surfaces S embedded in the four manifold which is a
product of D and A:
S ⊂ D × A,
such that S is an d-fold cover of D. The embedding of S is determined by viewing
it as the set of all points (z, y) in D × A such that y = yα (z) for some yα (z) in
y(z) = (y1 (z), . . . , yd (z)). Alternatively, S is an abstract Riemann surface together
−1
with a pair of maps (πD , πA ) mapping S to D × A such that πA ◦ πD
(z) determines

y(z). (The four manifold D × A for us arizes naturally, as part of the space on which
the six dimensional (0, 2) theory lives [6].)
The projection of S to A defines a 2-chain A(y) with boundary one dimensional
Lagrangians. Around the boundary of A(y) Lagrangians in L and L0 and points in
P and P 0 alternate: the restriction of ∂A(y) to L0α is an arc with boundary pα − p0α ;
its restriction to Lα is an arc with boundary p0α − pσ(α) . If some entries of P and P 0
coincide, ∂A(y) will consist of fewer than 2d arcs, as some will degenerate to points.
To completely specify A(y) it suffices to give its multiplicities in each connected
component of A − L1 − . . . − Ld − L01 − . . . − L0d as per definition there is no branching.
Many aspects of the map y can be reconstructed from the domain A(y) that supports
it. For instance, Maslov index and the equivariant degree of the map y : D → Y
can be recovered from the 2-chain A(y). A domain A(y) that does not have zero or
positive multiplicity in each connected component cannot come from a holomorphic
map, since a holomorphic map is orientation preserving. This lets us eliminate some
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contributions to the differential, as we will see later on.
7.3.4
While every holomorphic map y : D → Y determines a Riemann surface S in D × A,
every such Riemann surface only determines a holomorphic map to Y0 = Symd A and
not necessarily to Y as well.
Maps y0 : D → Y0 that occur as images of holomorphic maps y : D → Y are those
0

for which for which y 0 pulls f = eW back to a holomorphic function on D,
y0∗ f : D → C,

(7.15)

which has neither zeros, nor poles. Then, W 0 , and the potential W as well, pull back
to a regular function on D.
Namely, maps from D to Y and to Y 0 are related by y 0 = π ◦ y, corresponding to
forgetting the coordinates of the blowup, while the function f defining the divisor F 0
on Y0 pulls back to fY = f ◦ π on Y . A holomorphic map to Y avoids the deleted set.
Consequently, the fact that y ∗ fY : D → C has neither zeros nor poles on D means
that y0∗ f = f ◦ y0 has them neither, because
f ◦ y0 = f ◦ π ◦ y = fY ◦ y.

(7.16)

As we will show in section 7.3.11, W 0 pulls back to a regular function on D and the
holomorphic map to Y0 comes from a holomorphic map to Y , provided every order one
branch point of the projection of S to D maps to a puncture on A with multiplicity
1, and every node with multiplicity 2. The fact that we can phrase the condition
entirely in terms of surfaces S ⊂ D × A makes it manifest that detailed aspects of
the blowup Y = π ∗ (Y0 \F 0 ) do not enter the problem. It is also an illustration of the
usefulness of the cylindrical formulation of the theory (a related recent application of
the approach is [125]).
7.3.5
Maslov index of the map y : D → Y is defined in (4.7) to be
Z
ind(y) =
∂D
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y ∗ dϕ/π,

where ϕ the phase of the holomorphic form Ω on Y , and y ∗ dϕ is the pullback by the
map to Y . Take a map y interpolating from P 0 to P. The Maslov index of the map
is also the difference of Maslov, or fermion numbers of P and P 0 as in (4.9). For us,
this breaks up into contributions of vertices
d
X

ind(y) = M (P) − M (P 0 ) =

M (pα ) −

α=1

d
X

M (p0α ),

(7.17)

α=1

where for a point p ∈ Lα ∩ L0β ,
M (p) =

θ(p)|Lα − θ(p)|L0β + α
π

,

(7.18)

and where α ∈ [0, π) is the angle at which Lα and L0β meet at p counted counterclockwise from T Lα to T L0β . This is the same formula as in (5.36) since Ω in (7.7)
coincides with the top holomorphic form on the Cartesian product of d copies of A.
7.3.6
The index be written in terms of the domain A = A(y) as follows
ind(y) = 2e(A),

(7.19)

where e(A) is the Euler measure of the domain A, defined as follows [119]. Adjust
A so that at all of its corners, Lagrangians meet at right angles. Then, e(A) equals
1/2π times the geodesic curvature of the smooth part of ∂A in flat metric on A,
Z
e(A) =

dθ/2π.
∂A

Above, θ is the angle the tangent vector to ∂A makes with the axis of the cylinder. θ
is also the phase of the holomorphic one form η = dy/y = eiθ dt on A, restricted to a
Lagrangian subspace where dt is the one dimensional volume form. It is not difficult
to check that (7.19) agrees with the definition in (7.18).
The advantage of the current phrasing is that the Euler measure may be computed
using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem which equates it with the Euler characteristic χ(A)
of the domain A,
e(A) = χ(A) − #acute/4 + #obtuse/4,
corrected by the contributions of vertices of ∂A.
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(7.20)

7.3.7
Domains on A can be used to compute relative equivariant degrees of intersection
points. Recall that for a map ywhich interpolates from P 0 to P, the two intersection
points of a pair of graded Lagrangians L and L0 , the equivariant degree of the map
computes the difference between the equivariant degrees of P and P 0 , so that by (4.15)
Ji (y) = Ji (P) − Ji (P 0 ).
The equivariant degree of any one point depends on the equivariant grading of the
Lagrangians L, L0 ∈ DY , but the relative degrees do not, as explained in section 4.
The J 0 equivariant degree of the map y is apriori given by (4.14)
Z
J0 (y) = −
y ∗ c0 = −y · F 0 ,

(7.21)

∂D

where y · F 0 is the intersection number of the image of D in Y with the divisor F 0 of
0

f = eW in (7.11).
In terms of domain A corresponding to y, it is given by
J0 (y) = i(A) −

X

nai (A) + (d + 1)n0 (A) + (d − 1)n∞ (A).

(7.22)

i

Above, nai (A) is the multiplicity of A at a point y = a on A, coming from the
intersection of y with Fai in (7.11). The intersection with F∆ contributes i(A) which
we will explain how to compute below. Poles of f at infinity contribute the last two
terms.
7.3.8
The c1 equivariant degree equals
Z

y ∗ c1 = −y · F1 ,

J1 (y) = −

(7.23)

∂D
1

where F1 is the divisor of the function eW in (7.10). It computes the difference of
intersection numbers of A with y = 0 and y = ∞.
J1 (y) = n∞ (A) − n0 (A).

(7.24)

For any map y that contributes to A-model amplitudes, both J0 (y) and J1 (y)
must vanish, or else y is not a holomorphic disk in Y .
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7.3.9
The intersection with diagonal i(A) which enters (7.22) was shown in [119, 149] to
equal
i(A) = nP (A) + nP 0 (A) − e(A).
Here, nP (A) =

Pd

a=1

(7.25)

npα (A) where npα (A) is 1/4 of the sum of multiplicities of A in

the four corners at pα . While this way of expressing i(A) is useful for computations,
it hides its geometric origin. As explained in [149],
i(A) = bD + 2nS ,

(7.26)

where bD , the branching index of the projection S → D, and nS is the signed number
of nodes of S. A node contributes +1 to nS if its orientation agrees with that of a
holomorphic curve in D × A, and −1 if not. In presence of both + and − nodes, S is
not holomorphic, so for us only the + nodes will appear.
7.3.10
Differential Q receives contributions from domains A of of Maslov index 1 and equivariant degree zero. It helps to get a preview what this means; we will see concrete
examples later in this section.
A simple example is a domain A is a“bigon” that interpolates between P and P 0
which differ in one place only, say pβ = p0β for all b 6= a. A bigon A has Maslov index
1 provided it has two acute angles. The A has equivariant degree zero, provided it
is empty - multiplicity of A at all the punctures is zero. In this case σ is a trivial
permutation, and S is a d-fold unbranched cover of the disk D, all but one of whose
sheets map to points on A.
At the other extreme, take σ to be a cycle of length d. A Maslov index 1 disk
corresponds to A which is a 2d-gon with d + 1 acute, and d − 1 obtuse angles. The
intersection with diagonal is i(y) = d − 1, so for A to have zero J 0 -equivariant degree
it has to intersect d − 1 of the punctures ai1 , . . . , aid−1 . The corresponding S is a disk
which is a d-fold cover of D branched over bD = d − 1 points, with a single boundary
component. Taking σ to be a permutation that has one cycle of length k and d − k
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of length 1, we get cases interpolating between these two, obtained by taking P and
P 0 to coincide in d − k of their entries.
In examples above, A has the topology of disk, but it does not have to. A which
is a genus zero surface with h holes has d + 1 − 2(h − 1) = d − 2h + 3 acute angles
and d + 2h − 3 obtuse – starting with h = 1, for the Maslov index to equal to 1, each
additional hole requires trading two acute for two obtuse angles. Then, S is a d-fold
covering of the disk branched over bD = d + h − 2 points, so its Euler characteristic
is 2 − h. bD is also the number of interior punctures A needs to contain to have
equivariant degree zero.
7.3.11
It is instructive to work out examples of holomorphic maps to Y with vanishing J 0 ,
but with non-trivial branching and intersections with the punctures on A. We are
interested only in local behavior of f and of W 0 , so we may as well take D = C, and
disregard the boundary conditions.
As a warmup, take d = 2, with one puncture at y = a, so that
f (y) =

(y1 − a)(y2 − a)
(y1 − y2 )2

Consider the map y 0 : D → Y0 = Sym2 (A) defined by
y1 (z) = a +

√

y2 (z) = a −

z,

√

z.

(7.27)

y0∗ f has neither zeros nor poles on D, in fact it is constant
y0∗ f (z) =

1
.
4

Correspondingly, since y0∗ f = y ∗ fY , the map y 0 comes from a holomorphic map
y : D → Y , as explained in section 7.3.4.
Geometrically, the corresponding Riemann surface S is given by
(y − a)2 + z = 0.

(7.28)

S is a 2-fold cover of D whose two sheets meet at a branch point at z = 0, which
coincides with the puncture y = a. Going around the boundary of the disk, the two
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sheets get exchanged, so the corresponding permutation is σ = (12). Projection of S
to A is a degree one covering, since fixing y we find a unique corresponding z. From
perspective of formulas in section 7.3.7, the map has bD = 1 and nS = 0 so that its
intersection with diagonal i(y) equals 1. Since the multiplicity of A at y = a is one,
na (A) = 1 and J 0 (y) vanishes. The reason y0∗ f is a regular, and the z-dependence in
the numerator of f exactly cancels that of the denominator is that the branch point
of the projection S → D, which is where y0 meets D, gets mapped by S → A to the
puncture on the Riemann surface.
7.3.12
Recall that Y = π ∗ (Y0 \F 0 ) is obtained by blowing up the locus in Y 0 where components of F 0 intersect.
To make the relevant part of the blowup explicit, introduce a pair of variables
(λ1 , λ2 ) ∈ P1 , and replace Y0 parameterized by (y1 , y2 ) with Y0 × P1 , together with
the identification
(y1 − a)λ1 = (y2 − a)λ2 .
Away from the y1 = a = y2 locus, we can solve for λ = λ1 /λ2 , which determines a
unique point on the P1 . So Y and Y0 \F 0 are isomorphic away from the locus where
the zero’s and poles of f intersect. The locus of intersection, which is a point in Y0
becomes an entire P1 in Y since there knowing y1 and y2 does not determine λ.
The divisor F 0 pulls back to Y to the divisor of the function fY , given by
fY =

λ1 λ2
λ
=
.
(λ1 − λ2 )2
(1 − λ)2

The zero’s of fY are at λ = 0 and at λ = ∞ and poles at λ = 1, and they no longer
intersect. These three points on the P1 correspond to the three lines deleted from
Y . In particular, the blowup does not introduce any new closed holomorphic curves,
as the exceptional P1 has three points deleted from it, so it is not compact in Y .
Correspondingly, Y is an exact symplectic manifold, just as is Y 0 , as explained in
section 3.3.4. The holomorphic curve in (7.27) pulls back to a holomorphic curve
y : D → Y which maps every point z ∈ D a line λ = −1 in Y , away from the deleted
loci.
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7.3.13
In the same setting, take instead y1 (z) = a + z and y2 (z) = a − z. Once again
f (y) = 41 . The Riemann surface S is in this case
(y − a)2 − z 2 = 0,

(7.29)

so S has a node at z = 0 and y = a. S is still a two-fold covering of D, but an
unbranched one, so σ is the identity permutation. The projection to D has bD = 0,
nS = 1, so that i(y) = 2. A useful fact is that for embedded holomorphic curves, the
Euler characteristic of S is
χ(S) = d − i(y),
so that in this case, S has the topology of an annulus. The net equivariant charge is
zero, since the projection to A is now a 2-fold covering as well, so nα (A) = 2, and
J 0 (y) = 0. Once more, it is the fact that the location of the node coincides with the
puncture on A ensures that f (y) has neither zeros nor poles in D.
Take now general d. When σ is a permutation of length d, take S of the form
Pd (y) + z = 0,

(7.30)

where Pd (y) is a polynomial of degree d. The projection S → D has degree d with has
d − 1 branch points, at which Pd0 (y) = 0. For S to lead to a holomorphic disk in Y ,
the projection S → A, which has degree 1, must map to domain A that includes d − 1
of the punctures, say ai1 , . . . , aid−1 . The branch points coincide with the punctures
provided Pd0 (y) equals
Pd0 (y) = d(y − ai1 ) . . . (y − aid−1 ),

(7.31)

correspondingly, Pd (y) is fixed. It is not difficult to show that f has neither zeros nor
poles, for any z. The factor
Qd−1
(y (z) − aik )
1
Q k=1 α
=
d
(y
(z)
−
y
(z))
β
β6=α α
that could be going to zero or to infinity at the points on diagonal ∆, or at the d − 1
punctures which are inside A is in fact a constant, independent of z. To see that,
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suppose yα (z) are roots of Qd (y, z) = Pd (y) + z, so that Qd (y, z) =

Qd

α=1 (y

− yα (z)).

The result follows by observing that, on one hand Q0d (y, z) = Pd0 (y) where 0 denotes
Pd
Qd (y,z)
derivative is with respect to y, and on the other hand, Q0d (y, z) = α=1 y−y
so
α (z)
Q
that evaluated on y = yα (z) for any fixed a, Q0d (yα (z), z) = β6=α (yβ (z)−yα (z)). This
generalizes to maps of arbitrary degrees, by replacing z in (7.30) with an arbitrary
polynomial in z.

7.4

A cousin of Heegard Floer theory

In deriving the results above, we used the fact that our theory is a close cousin
of Heegard-Floer knot homology which categorifies the Alexander polynomial, and
comes from a theory based on gl1|1 , instead of su2 .
Heegard-Floer theory counts holomorphic maps D → Y0 , where Y0 = Symd A
much in the same way as ours does, except that the Maslov index and equivariant
grades are different, because the target spaces are different. In particular, Maslov
index of Heegard-Floer theory is related to ours by
indHF (y) = ind(y) + i(y)

(7.32)

There is a formulation of Heegard-Floer theory in terms of a Landau-Ginsburg model
which parallels the theory at hand and arises from string theory, see [6, 11] for more
detail.
7.4.1
One way to understand the difference of Maslov indices is as follows. Recall that
Y and Y0 differ in that F 0 is deleted from Y but not from Y0 . Ω⊗2 which is a
holomorphic section of KY⊗2 with neither poles or zeros on Y , and which is used to
define the homological Z-grading on DY does not correspond to a section of KY⊗2
.
0
Instead, KY0 has a different nowhere vanishing holomorphic section given by
ΩHF = Ω · ∆1/2 = dσ1 ∧ . . . dσd ,
Qd
where σα are coordinates on the symmetric product, defined by a=1 (y − yα ) =
Q
y d − σ1 y d−1 + . . . + (−1)d σd , and ∆1/2 = 1≤a<b≤d (yα − yβ ). Formulating the theory
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on Y0 analogously to what we did for Y , but with homological grading defined with
respect to ΩHF , would give the theory whose index is given in (7.32).
7.4.2
Another way to understand the difference between indHF (y) and ind(y) is to recall
that, indices being different means that the dimension of the moduli space of maps
y : D → Y in the theory at hand differs from the moduli of maps y : D → Y0 in
Heegard-Floer theory whenever y intersects the diagonal so that i(y) = y · D∆ 6= 0.
Holomorphic maps which intersect the diagonal have bD ≥ 0 branch points and nS ≥ 0
nodes with i(y) related to (7.26). In the Heegard-Floer theory positions of branch
points and of nodes of the projection of S to D, vary as a part of the moduli space
of maps so they contribute to its dimension, and to the index. In our theory, for the
map y : D → Y to have finite action, branch points of the projection to D, or nodes
of S must coincide with the punctures on A for the action to be finite. It follows that
the dimension of the moduli space is smaller than in Heegard-Floer theory by −1 for
every branch point, and by −2 for every node.
7.4.3
In addition to knowing the action of the differential Q on Floer complexes, we will
want to understand the higher Massey products µk in (4.19), and in particular the
second one µ2 , that we need to compute the product of Hom’s of DY in (4.25):
µk : CF ∗,∗ (Lk−1 , Lk ) ⊗ . . . ⊗ CF ∗,∗ (L0 , L1 ) → CF ∗,∗ (L0 , Lk )
where L0 , . . . , Lk are Lagrangians in Y .
Consider a map y : D → Y , from a k + 1-pointed disk D to Y interpolating from
Pi ∈ CF ∗,∗ (Li−1 , Li ) for i running from 1 to k, to Pk+1 ∈ CF ∗,∗ (L0 , Lk ). The map
~
can contribute to the coefficient of Pk+1 in µk (P1 , . . . , Pk ), provided its J-equivariant
degree vanishes
~
~ k+1 ) −
J(y)
= J(P

k
X

~ i ),
J(P

i=1

and the Maslov index
ind(y) = M (Pk+1 ) −

k
X
i=1
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M (Pi )

(7.33)

equals to 2 − k, The former is required for the map to be in Y , the later for the
expected dimension of the reduced moduli space to vanish.
7.4.4
Just like for µ1 = Q, the key to computability is the reformulation of the problem
in terms of counting holomorphic curves in D × A. The Ji -equivariant degree of the
R
map is simply the intersection of y with the divisor Fi , Ji (y) = − ∂D y ∗ ci = −y · F i ,
which we can compute from its projection to a domain A using the formulas given
earlier in this section, in equations
To compute the Maslov index, we will again borrow the results from Heegard-Floer
theory, for which the corresponding index was computed in [155]:
indHF (y) = i(y) + 2e(A) − (k − 1)d/2.
The index indHF (y) in Heegard-Floer theory differs from the index i(y) of the theory
here by the factor i(y) in (7.32), so it follows that the index of a k + 1 pointed map
to Y is
ind(y) = 2e(A) − (k − 1)d/2.

(7.34)

We will use this result in the next section, to compute the algebra A.

7.5

The thimble algebras for DY

From results earlier in this section, we can explicitly compute the tilting thimble
algebra A. The computation is simple, yet it gives a complete description of the
derived Fukaya-Seidel category of Y – an answer to every computation. While algebra
makes computations easy, geometry is needed to tell us which computation we should
do to get homological link invariants, as we will see in the later in this section.
The end result of this subsection is an algebraic formulation of DY as the derived
category DA of A-modules,
DY ∼
= DA .
We will find that the algebra A is a quotient of the algebra A of X , the equivariant mirror of Y , by an ideal that corresponds to restricting to X. This proves the
Conjecture 1 for L g = su2 .
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This generalizes the d = 1 case of Y which is the equivariant mirror to the Am−1
surface in sections 5.2 and 6.5. As elsewhere in this section, V = (V 21 )⊗m , and Vν is
the weight ν subspace of it d levels below the top. The description of the algebra A
holds for any integer 0 ≤ d ≤ m. (For d > m/2, the description of X as a transversal
slice in affine Grassmannian from section 2 needs to be replaced by the generalized
slice from [39, 40]).
7.5.1
Fix an ordering of punctures 0 ≤ Im(ln a1 ) < . . . < Im(ln am ) < 2π on the S 1 in A,
partitioning the circle into m intervals. A [0, 1] interval together with the S 1 make up
a cylinder C = S 1 × [0, 1] partitioned into m bins, the boundaries of whom are swept
by the positions of the punctures.
For each critical point C we get a left thimble TC which is, in the chamber (5.5),
a collection of d real line Lagrangians:
TC = Ti1 × Ti2 × . . . × Tid .

(7.35)

Each Ti is a one dimensional thimble of our d = 1 example, running at fixed Im log y ∈
(Im log ai , Im log ai+1 ). There are m such thimbles available, and the choice of C is
which d distinct one dimensional thimbles we pick to form TC . We will order the
thimbles in TC so that i1 < i2 < . . . < id – this order, by increasing value of ImW in
the one dimensional case. To the critical point C assign the bins numbered i1 , i2 , . . . , id
on C. (The interval in C is really the space direction in the Landau-Ginsburg model.)

Figure 15: Two thimbles when d = 2. Intersection points come in families of
d! = 2. The orange point corresponds to σ = 1, the green to σ = (12).
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7.5.2
As in section 5.2, the elements of A are the Homs
A = Hom∗DY (T, T )
where T =

L

C

(7.36)

TC is the tilting generator. Explicitly,
A=

MM

~
HomDY (TC , TC 0 {J})

C,C 0 J∈Z
~ 2

~ is the cohomology of the Floer complex.
where HomDY (TC , TC 0 {J})
The Floer differential is trivial, so as a vector space, A is generated by intersection
points of the thimbles on A:
Hom∗DY (TC , TC 0 ) =

M

CP,

(7.37)

P∈TCζ ∩TC0

where TCζ is the thimble corresponding to Ime−iζ W being constant, for ζ > 0, as
in section 5.2. Each intersection point P is a d-tuple of intersections points of one
dimensional Lagrangians,
pα ∈ Tiζα ∩ Tσ(i0α ) .

P = (p1 , . . . , pd ),

(7.38)

The intersections of one dimensional Lagrangians are those inherited from section 5.2.
For example, if all elements of P come from the region near y → ∞ on A, then all
the one dimensional generators are of the form ai,j with i > j, and then
P = (aσ(i01 ),i1 , . . . , aσ(i0d ),id ).

(7.39)

7.5.3
The best way to capture elements of A is graphically, in terms of C. Color the m
strings partitioning C into bins red. To
~
P ∈ HomDY (TC , TC 0 {J})
assign d blue strings that start at the bottom of the cylinder, inside the d bins corresponding to C and end et the top in the bins corresponding to C 0 . This is not a
cartoon – recall from section 4 that to intersection point P there corresponds a one
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dimensional flow y = y(s), solving the equation (4.3). Here, s ∈ [0, 1] parametrizes
the axis of C and the positions of the endpoints of the string at s = 0, 1 are the
locations of the actual thimbles on the S 1 in A. Moreover, strings have tension and
the equation (4.3) is for the string to minimize energy, so the strings are taut - in
particular, they have no excess intersections with each other or with the red strings.
Each of the d strings can wind arbitrarily many times around the cylinder, and the
~ as we will describe below. Each
paths they take determine their equivariant charge J,
of the d individual strings is inherited from the d = 1 case we solved in section 5.2;
and working with d > 1 introduces one new ingredient – the blue strings can cross
each other. As we will see, these crossings will correct the equivariant degree J~ away
from the simple sum of its d = 1 contributions.

Figure 16: An algebra A element is a configuration of strings on the cylinder
C, with d blue strings and m red, satisfying the relations in figures 18-21.

7.5.4
As in the one dimensional case, each of the d strings is composed of string ”bits”
which are one of four types:

Figure 17: The strings are composed of bits, one of the four types above. The
xi bit is a crossing of a pair of strings in the i’th bin.

from which we get all the other string configurations. The bits are useful since the
equivariant degree of any intersection point P is the sum of the equivariant degrees
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of all of its bits. To spell out equivariant the degrees of all elements P ∈ A, decompose every one of its d strings into products of string bits which are either constant
configurations – corresponding to simply pi for some i, or are of the form
ai,j = ai,i−1 ◦ ai−1,i−2 ◦ · · · ◦ aj+1,j ,

bi,j = bi,i+1 ◦ bi+1,i+2 ◦ · · · ◦ bj+1,j , (7.40)

for i > j. Here ai+1,i describes a string bit crossing from the i-th to the i + 1-th
bin, bi,i+1 follows the same has path but in reverse. The product “◦” is the ordinary
product in the one dimensional problem. (The decomposition into string is compatible
with the product on A away from crossings. In presence of crossings, strings which
are decomposable in the one dimensional problem are not decomposable in A.) The
equivariant degrees of string bits can be read off from the torus action:
pi ,
T:

→

xi

ai+1,i , bi,i+1

→

q−1 xi

pi ,

ai+1,i , q bi,i+1 ,
−1

a0,m−1 , bm−1,0 → h a0,m−1 , qh

i 6= m − 1

(7.41)

bm−1,0 ,

borrowing the action on the a’s and b’s from table (5.39),
~
The equivariant degree J(P)
of any element P of the algebra A, is a sum of the
equivariant degrees of all of its bits. In other words,
~
J(P)
=

d
X

~ α) +
J(p

α=1

X

~
J(x),

(7.42)

blue crossings

~ α)
where pα ∈ Tiζα ∩ Tσ(i0α ) are the one dimensional intersection points in (7.38), so J(p
is the equivariant degree of a single blue string in the d = 1 problem. The second
term is the correction coming from crossings of blue strings. A single non-degenerate
crossing of two strings in P corrects the equivariant degree by {−1, 0}. For degenerate
crossing strings, one first makes all the intersection points non-degenerate and then
counts them. We will prove the expressions (7.41) and (7.42) below, since for this we
need to learn how to compute the algebra products.
7.5.5
Our algebra A is a vector space with a non-commutative associative product
A×A → A
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(7.43)

coming from the product on the Floer cohomology groups in (4.20). If
~
~ TC 00 {J~0 })
P ∈ HomDY (TC , TC 0 {J})
and P 0 ∈ HomDY (TC 0 {J},
are two elements of A, their product is a class
P 0 · P = µ2 (P 0 , P) ∈ HomDY (TC , TC 00 {J~0 }).

(7.44)

Per definition, the coefficient of P 00 in the product is the count of Maslov index zero
maps y : D → Y , where the three points marked points on the boundary of the disk
D map to P, P 0 and P 00 in counter clockwise order, and the boundary itself to the
three Lagrangians in Y .
As we will see, the product in (7.44) is computable explicitly.
7.5.6
First, we need to understand what Maslov index being zero requires. From our index
computation in (7.34), index being zero means that Euler measure of the corresponding domain must equal
e(A) = d/4.

(7.45)

The only solution to (7.45) is a domain A on A which is a union of d triangles each of
which contributes 1 − 3/4 = 1/4 to the Euler measure. To see that, observe that we
can arrange all the intersections of the three one dimensional thimbles from TC , TC 0
and TC 00 to be at π/3 or 2π/3 angles. Correspondingly, a three-pointed disk projects
to a domain A which may be a union of hexagons or triangles. Each corner of a
hexagon contributes −1/12 to its Euler measure, and each corner of a triangle +1/12.
It follows the only way to saturate (7.45) with 3d vertices is by A which is a union of
d triangles. (This argument was used in [24] in a closely related setting).
7.5.7
Since all Maslov index zero domains are unions of d triangles, given P and P 0 , at
most one P 00 ∈ Hom∗DY (TC , TC 00 {J~0 }) contributes to P 0 · P – the one determined by
the third vertex of every one of the d triangles. It follows that, if P 0 · P is not zero it
equals to P 00 obtained by concatenating each of d strings in P with one string in P 0 ,
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since this is what the product in one dimension does. Next, we need to determine the
coefficient of P 00 in the product P 0 · P.

Figure 18: Product of the algebra A comes from holomorphic triangles, reducing the problem of finding the relations in A to one with d = 1. The diagram
has i0 (A) = 0 since all triangle intersections are ”head to.

7.5.8
Like in the one dimensional problem, the product P 0 · P vanishes automatically if the
end-points of one dimensional strings do not match up. In this case, at least one of
the d one dimensional triangles on A does not exist.
Another elementary reason why the product may vanish is that the equivariant
degree of the map y does not vanish. Then, the action of the map to Y is infinite, and
the coefficient of P 00 in the product is zero. An alternative way to see the vanishing
is that the equivariant degrees of P 00 and P 0 · P are not equal so the algebra cannot
relate them. The J1 equivariant degree vanishes for trivially for any A which is a
compact domain on A, and as such does not intersect the punctures at y = 0 and
y = ∞.
The J0 equivariant degree of the map is given by
J0 (y) = i0 (A) −

X

nai (A).

(7.46)

i

The i0 (A) term is the intersection of the map y with with the diagonal in Y . It
vanishes automatically in the one dimensional problem, but not for general d. (The
prime is to differentiate the intersection with the diagonal here, for maps y : D → Y
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of a three-pointed disk to Y , from i(A) in (7.25) which is the intersection with the
diagonal for maps from a 2-pointed disk D to Y instead.) The formula for i0 (A),
derived in [154], is given by
i0 (A) = nP (A) + nP 0 (A) − e(A) + bP 00 (A).

(7.47)

where nP (A) and nP 0 (A) are defined in the same way as those in (7.25) – they are the
average multiplicities at the vertices of A coming from P and P 0 . bP 00 (A), the precise
definition of it may be found in [154], turns out to be the average intersection of the
boundary arcs at vertices corresponding to P 00 . The formula (7.47) is symmetric under
cyclic permutations of P, P 0 and P 00 , even if not manifestly so [154]. We can compute
bP 00 (A) without defining it directly by noting that for a triangle of unit multiplicity
its intersection with the diagonal must vanish, simply because there is no diagonal in
the one dimensional problem. This is reproduced by (7.47) if it assigns b = −1/4 for
any of the d points in P 00 , which indeed is the result in [154].
7.5.9
Enumeration of cases in [24] shows that i0 (A), the intersection of A with the diagonal counts the excess of blue string intersections in P 0 · P. This is the number of
intersections between the blue strings we get to remove by pulling them taut.
The second term in (7.46), coming from the intersection of A with finite punctures,
also has a geometric meaning – it counts the excess intersection of blue strings with
the red.
When i0 (A) vanishes the triangles in the domain A either do not intersect, or have
“head-to-tail” intersections, where they intersect on a triangle. When i0 (A) fails to
vanish, some triangles in the domain A either enclose each other, or intersect on a
quadrangle. The second term vanishes if and only if the triangles are empty.
7.5.10
When strings have excess intersection, the product P 0 · P vanishes on equivariant
degree grounds. Writing P 0 · P as an algebra element P 00 involves isotoping to remove
excess intersection, since elements of the algebra A have none – they are all represented
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by taut strings. Generically the equivariant degrees of P 0 · P and the algebra element
P 00 obtained by pulling strings taut do not coincide, because they have no reason to.
As a result, the equivariant J 0 (y) degree of the map that generates the product does
not vanish, so the coefficient it generates must. Alternatively, we can formally shift
the equivariant degree of P 00 so that the instanton has zero equivariant degree, but
then we get an element that is not already in the algebra A and the product again
vanishes. There are a few products that by accident end up having equivariant degree
zero, but associativity of the algebra products forces them to vanish.
Thus all non-vanishing products in A come from products in the one dimensional
problem which minimize the intersections of blue with red strings, also minimize the
intersections of blue strings with themselves.
The rules of the algebra A and its product A × A → A can be represented diagrammatically as follows.

Figure 19: Sliding over a crossing does not change the algebra element.

Figure 20: Elements are defined up to isotopies.

7.5.11
Lagrangians on Y are simply products of d one-dimensional Lagrangians on A, so
there is no meaning to the ordering of the branes within
TC = Ti1 × Ti2 × . . . × Tid .
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Figure 21: No two blue strings begin or end in the same bin, or have excess
intersection with the red.

Figure 22: Blue strings cannot have excess intersection with each other.

An element pC,σ of the algebra A that corresponds to a permutation σ of the d labels
σ : TC = Ti1 × Ti2 × . . . × Tid → TC,σ = Tσ(i1 ) × Tσ(i2 ) × . . . × Tσ(id ) ,
has equivariant degree Nσ computed by summing up the equivariant degrees of string
bits in the corresponding string diagram. It follows that viewing the thimbles as
objects of the derived category, the element
pC,σ ∈ HomDY (TC , TC,σ )
generates parallel transport that maps TC to itself, but with a degree shift:
TC,σ ∼
= TC {Nσ }.

(7.48)

7.5.12
It remains to prove that the assignment of equivariant degrees to algebra elements
from section is correct. We can do this by induction. Fix C, corresponding to choice
of d bins at the bottom of the cylinder. Given an element P in (7.38), assume that
the equations (7.41) and (7.42) hold for all P 0 < P, where the relation “ < ” means
that P can be obtained from P 0 by adding one bit. If Pbit is the algebra element that
differs from the identity by one of the bits in figure 17, than P 0 satisfies P = Pbit · P 0 .
We will now prove that (7.41) and (7.42) hold for P as well.
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Since the algebra products preserve gradings, the grading of P and P 0 differ by
the grading of the bit algebra element:
~
~ 0 ) + J(P
~ bit ).
J(P)
= J(P

(7.49)

~
It follows we will prove J(P)
satisfies (7.41) and (7.42) if we show that the gradings
of the bit Pbit satisfy (7.41). These hold per definition for all the bits except for the
ones involving a crossing of i’th and i + 1’st strand which we labeled xi .
Suppose P differs from P 0 by adding the bit xi . Then, P and P 0 correspond
to intersections of a pair of thimbles TC and TC 0 arranged so that the disk that
interpolates from P to P 0 projects to a domain A which is a single empty rhombus.
The equivariant degree of this rhombus is difference between equivariant degrees of
P and P 0 , and
J 0 (P) = J 0 (P 0 ) + J 0 (A) = J 0 (P 0 ) − 1.

(7.50)

Namely, A being a rhombus has Euler measure which rhombus since A has 4 acute
angles: e(A) = 1 − 4 ×

1
4

= 0. It also has i(A) = 4 ×

1
4

− 0 = 1, and vanishing inter-

sections with the punctures. Thus, (7.50) follows from the expression for equivariant
degree of a 2-pointed disk in (7.22). The J 1 (A) vanishes trivially. Comparing (7.49)
and (7.50), the equivariant degrees of the rhombus A is the equivariant degree of Pbit
for the bit xi .
Combining these, we have proven the equations (7.41) and (7.42) hold in A.
7.5.13
A is an ordinary associative algebra with trivial differential since all the Massey
products µk for k 6= 2 vanish. For µk not to vanish the Maslov index ind(y) of a map
y that generates if needs to equal 2 − k. For us ind(y) vanishes by (7.33) because
Maslov degrees of all the algebra A elements are zero. Another way to understand
why ind(y) vanishes is using its relation (7.34) to Euler measures of domains A. For a
k + 1-pointed map the relation is ind(y) = 2e(A) − (k − 1)d/2, but shown in [24], the
Euler measure of every domain that could contribute to µk equals to e(A) = d(k−1)/4.
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7.5.14
The algebra A we just computed is the endomorphism algebra of the tilting generator
L
T =
C TC and as a consequence, DY ,the derived Fukaya-Seidel category of Y , is
equivalent to DA , the derived category of A-modules
DY ∼
= DA .
This equivalence, which sends a brane L ∈ DY to an A-module via (5.15) allows to
translate any question about branes in DY to a question about algebra modules in
DA , and vice versa, as we described in section 5.5 and will elaborate on later in section
7.6.2.
7.5.15
The algebra A arizes as the quotient of a larger algebra A , which is a generalization
of the algebra with the same name from section 6.5 associated to the resolution of
the Am−1 surface singularity. The construction of such an algebra, with the property
that
DX = DA ,

(7.51)

where X is the equivariant mirror of Y is the recent result of Webster [175, 176]. The
algebra A is obtained as the endomorphism algebra of the tilting line bundle P on X
(sometimes also called the splitting bundle), obtained by methods of Bezrukavninkov
and Kaledin [15, 28, 29, 100], namely quantization of X in large characteristic p  0.
The tilting line bundle has the property that its line bundle components
P=

M

PC

C

generate DX , and A is their endomorphism algebra
A = Hom∗DX (P, P).
The algebra A is given by similar terms as A, but it has one extra ingredient namely the blue strands can carry dots. In the algebra A , two of the relations in
figure 21 get replaced by
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Figure 23: KLRW algebra relations

This comes from the fact that in the one dimensional version of A from section
6.5, instead of imposing the algebra A relation
I:

ai,i−1 bi−1,i = 0 = bi,i+1 ai+1,i

(7.52)

one merely imposes
ai,i−1 bi−1,i = bi,i+1 ai+1,i .

(7.53)

Correspondingly, the algebra A is a quotient of A by the relation in (7.52):
A = A /I,

(7.54)

which simply says to set the dot to zero.
The introduction of dots leads to a few other relations where A and A differ. The
third relation in figure 21 gets replaced by

Figure 24: A basic KLR algebra relation.

and another similar one. The other relations, corresponding to figures 20 and 22 are
unchanged – they are the relations 2.2c in [173], for example. There is only one further
local relation in [173], relation 2.2d, which we have not listed. It is not difficult to
show that the inhomogenous term present in that relation gets set to zero when we
set the right hand side of the relation in figure 24 to zero.
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7.5.16
The algebra A is a cousin of the planar KLRW algebra written down in [172], as the
algebra that gives rise to homological L g = su2 link invariants on R3 . The algebra A
does the same [176], except that since it corresponds to working on the cylinder, it
lets one capture homological invariants of links on R2 × S 1 , and not just R3 .
Viewing X as the Coulomb branch of the 3d quiver gauge theory, the algebra of
dotted blue strands is the algebra of the pure gauge theory. Opening up the cylinder
to a plane, it becomes the KLR algebra of [50, 110, 153] of Khovanov and Lauda and
Rouquier. Adding red strands is what one gets when one adds matter.
7.5.17
Taking the quotient of A with respect to the ideal I to get A = A /I is the algebraic
counterpart of restricting X to its core. Therefore, from the proof in [176] that the
two categories DA and DX are equivalent it follows we also have the equivalence of
DA , the derived category of modules of our algebra A, and DX . Therefore, we have
the theorem
Theorem 5. Homological mirror symmetry
DX ∼
= DA ∼
= DY ,

(7.55)

holds for L g = su2 .
proving the Conjecture 1 in this case.
7.5.18
We have used similarity of our thory to Heegard-Floer theory as a tool. Its origin is a
genuine relation between the su2 and gl1|1 theories. One can formulate the Heegard\
Floer link homology HF
L by similar means as what we have done here [11], as a
Landau-Ginsburg model on the target Y HF which is Y 0 = Symd (A), the symmetric
product of d copies of A with some set FHF deleted, and together with a potential
WHF . The sets deleted in su2 and gl1|1 theories are different, so holomorphic maps
which one counts in one theory one does not count in the other, and vice versa. This
is reflected in the action of the differential.
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In replacing su2 theory to gl1|1 we can still generate the entire derived Fukaya
category of YHF in terms of the same set of thimbles TC in equation (7.35), where the

m
1
d choices of C correspond to picking out d out of m bins on the S . Correspondingly,
as vector spaces irrespective of their Maslov and equivariant grading, Floer complexes
of the gl1|1 and su2 theories are the same.
Geometry of thimbles says that the would-be maps that generate the action of
differential project in both cases, to rectangles on A. If A is one such rectangle, it has
Euler measure e(A) = 0 and intersection with diagonal i(A) = 1. In the su2 theory,
the corresponding map y has the wrong index ind(y) = 2e(A) = 0 to contribute to
the differential, so the thimble algebra
A = Hom∗DY (T, T ),
is ordinary associative algebra with zero differential. In Heegard-Floer theory, the
same rectangle generates the action of the differential QHF , as it has Maslov index 1
by (7.32)
indHF (y) = i(A) + 2e(A) = 1,
0
(y) = 0. The equivariant degree being zero,
provided its equivariant degree is zero JHF

in Heegard-Floer theory, means the rectangle is empty. The endomorphism algebra
of the thimble T in the gl1|1 theory, is a differential graded algebra
AHF = CFF∗,∗
S(YHF ) (T, T ),

(7.56)

based on Floer complexes in the Fukaya-Seidel theory of YHF with potential WHF .
The Floer differential, coming from empty rectangles, acts by removing a crossing of
a-strings, or of b-strings, leaving the a − b crossings untouched. The striking fact is
that while the gradings on AHF and A are different (even for d = 1 ), they have a
compatible product structure, which is in both cases generated by counts of empty
triangles with i0 (A) = 0, and moreover the higher products vanish in both. Thus, up
to regrading, we have an equivalence of as A∞ -algebras,
AHF = (A, QHF ),
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equating the endomorphism algebra AHF of the gl1|1 theory, with the endomorphism
algebra A of the su2 theory equipped with the differential QHF . This simple observation is no doubt at the heart of the spectral sequences relating Khovanov and
Heegard-Floer knot homology, which go back to work of Rasmussen [150] and which
was recently proven by Dowlin [61].
7.5.19
DY has the two equivalent descriptions in section 5.4:
DA ∼
= DA∨ .
= DY ∼
one based on the left thimbles TC , the other on the right IC , where
A∨ = Hom∗,∗
DY (I, I).
with I =

L

C IC .

The right thimbles
IC = Ii1 × . . . × Iid ,

(7.57)

are products of d-touples of distinct the right thimbles Ii from section 5.6. Being dual
to the left thimble TC , IC passes through the same critical point C. The choice of C
is the choice of which d out of m one dimensional right thimbles from section 5.6 one
picks. The places where Iik ’s may intersect map to the divisors Fai (coming from the
punctures on A), and these are deleted from Y . For this, the local model of Y as any
pair of points on A approach a puncture, from section 7.3.12, is useful. It follows W 0
is well defined on IC , which in turn defines an object of DY .

7.6

Link homology from DY

At the beginning of this section we described how DX categorifies Uq (su2 ) invariants
of links colored by the fundamental representation of su2 . By equivariant mirror
symmetry, DY does the same. In the rest of this section we will describe explicitly
how this comes about.
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7.6.1
The brane U = OU ∈ DX which represent the d cups and caps in terms of X is the
structure sheaf of a cycle U , a product of d non-intersecting vanishing P1 ’s in (7.3):
U = S1 × S2 × . . . × Sd .

(7.58)

Equivariant homological symmetry Theorems 4 and 5 associates to it a pair of branes
IU , EU ∈ DY , where IU a product of d specific interval branes, and EU is a product
of d corresponding figure eight Lagrangians:
IU = I1 × I2 × . . . × Id ,

and

EU = E1 × E2 × . . . × Ed .

(7.59)

The functor h∗ : DY → DX sends the IU -brane in Y to U, the structure sheaf of the
vanishing cycle U in X ,
EU = h∗ U,

U = h∗ IU ,

while the functor h∗ : DX → DY sends the U brane back to the EU = h∗ h∗ IU -brane.
The IU -brane corresponds to a specific simple module of the downstairs algebra
A, the U-brane to a simple module of the upstairs algebra A . The interval branes
Iβ and their figure eight counterparts Eβ are the branes that equivariant homological
mirror symmetry of the Am−1 surface in section 6.5 relates to the structure sheaf
Sβ = OSβ of the 2-cycle Sβ and the simple module of the algebra A .
7.6.2
It is manifest from the proof of Theorem 5 that the action of braiding is compatible
with the functors h∗ and h∗ , so we will use the same letter B to denote the functors
B induces on DX and DY . It follows from (6.31) that the homology groups between
branes in DY equal to those in DX ,
∗,∗
HomD
(BEU , IU ) = Hom∗,∗
DX (B U, U).
Y

(7.60)

Theorem 5* of [5] and theorem F of [176] say that Hom∗,∗
DX (B U, U) are homological
invariants (of links in R2 × S 1 or by specialization to braids that do not link the
punctures at 0 and ∞ of A, of links in R3 ), so the same is true of Hom∗,∗
DY (B EU , IU ).
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7.6.3
As we explained in section 5.5, there are two ways to go about computing the link
homology groups
Hom∗,∗
DY (B EU , IU ) =

M

~
HomDY (B EU , IU [M ]{J}).

(7.61)

~ 2
M ∈Z,J∈Z

The algebraic approach comes from describing BE-branes and I-branes as complexes
of thimbles, and uses the equivalences DA ∼
= DY ∼
= DA∨ . In fact, for the question at
hand, it suffices to use only the first of these. Describe the BEU -brane as a complex
of left thimble TC -branes, bounded from the right,
e1
e0
BEU ∼
= . . . −→ BE1 −→ BE0 .

(7.62)

Each term BEk = BEk (T ) is a direct sum of TC -branes, or equivalently, of projective
modules of algebra A and their equivariant (but not Maslov) degree shifts.
Projective resolution of brane BE in terms of the left thimble branes is a prescription for how to start with a direct sum of sum of thimble branes
M

BEk (T )[k]

(7.63)

k

and take a sequence of cones, or connected sums of these branes, at a specific set of
their intersections corresponding to ek ∈ HomDY (BEk+1 , BEk ). This deforms the
differential Q acting on (7.63) from trivial to
Q=

X

ek .

k

Thus, in the algebraic approach, the action of the differential Q is purely classical. In
particular, Q squares to zero by definition of a brane as an object of DY .
~ are the cohomolThe cohomology groups in (7.61), in fixed equivariant degree J,
ogy groups

~ = H ∗ homA (BEU , IU {J})
~
Hom∗DY (BEU , IU {J})

(7.64)

are per definition the cohomologies of the complex
e

e

0
1
~ −→
~ −→
0 → homA (BE0 , IU {J})
homA (BE1 , IU {J})
...,
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(7.65)

which follows from (7.62). Thanks to the fact that the IU -brane is a simple module
of the algebra A, and each term of the complex is easily computable by (5.30).
Thus, in the algebraic approach, link homologies have a simple geometric meaning
- they come directly from the geometry of the brane BEU , as the cohomology of the
complex in (7.64).
7.6.4
The geometric approach to computing the cohomology groups starts with intersection
points BEU ∩ IU . The action of differential Q which turns the vector space
M

CF ∗,∗ (BEU , IU ) =

C P.

(7.66)

P∈BEU ∩IU

into a complex, is obtained by counting holomorphic maps from a disk D with two
marked points to Y with boundaries on the Lagrangians, with Maslov index 1 and
equivariant degree zero. As we saw, the count of maps to Y can be simplified to a one
dimensional problem, that involves instead studying Riemann surfaces S in D × A
which are d-fold covers of D and project to a domain A on A with boundaries on
the one dimensional Lagrangians. In this approach, it is straightforward to identify
domains which could not contribute to the coefficient of P in QP 0 , because their
Maslov index is not one, or equivariant degree does not vanish.
However, given a domain A with Maslov index one and equivariant degree zero,
computing its contribution to the differential requires evaluating the signed count
#M(P 0 , P; y) of points in the reduced moduli space, in (4.16). While this is a concrete
problem, an exercise in applications of Riemannian mapping theorem (in which, in
addition to asking that points ±1 on D get mapped to vertices of the domain A, and
its boundary to one dimensional Lagrangians on the boundary ∂A or the domain, we
need every order one branch point of the projection S → D to map to a puncture in
0

A in such a way that f = eW remains a regular function on D), there is currently no
systematic approach to solving such problems.
An example of such a problem with known solution is if the domain A is a bigon
with 2 acute vertices, whose contribution is always ±1. Namely, by the Riemann
mapping theorem there is a bi-holomorphic map of the unit disk D to any domain
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A of disk topology (we used this once already, in mapping the infinite strip which D
starts out as, to the unit disk). A holomorphic map from A to D will take the two
vertices of A to a pair of points on the boundary of D; there is a one real parameter
family of Mobius transformations from D to itself that map the two points on the
boundary to ±1. This gives a reduced moduli space which is single point, contributing
±1 to the count. The sign of its contribution depends on the relative orientation of
the boundary of the disk and the Lagrangians. If in the conventions of figure 3 the
orientation of the boundary coincides with the orientation of L1 the contribution is
+1, and −1 otherwise. This enters holomorphic disk counts on a one dimensional
Calabi-Yau, see for example [21]. (Another example where such counts are known,
which we used earlier in this section, involve computing the action of µ2 , where empty
triangles with three acute angles is always contribute 1.) In general, the problem is
well defined, but hard.
In the geometric approach, the fact that the differential squares to zero follows from
the properties of the theory – provided one can prove transversality and compactness
c
c
of the unreduced moduli spaces M(y).
This requires showing that M(y)
are smooth
and oriented manifolds of expected dimension ind(y), see for example [23]. Proving
transversality and compactness properties, as these are known [23], is the “hard part”
of symplectic geometry. In the current setting, these involve some finite, but possibly
non-trivial technical steps, since the “cylindrical” approach to Floer theory we used
is relatively novel. It is used in several recent works [24, 25, 125].
7.6.5
The action of the differential Q in the algebraic approach is purely classical. Computing the action of differential Q in the geometric approach involves counting instantons,
a problem as far from classical as possible.
In both the geometric and the algebraic approaches, we end up computing the
cohomology of a complex of graded vector spaces, acted on by a differential that
squares to zero. Despite the superficially different appearances, the two graded vector
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spaces are in fact the same
~ ∼
~
homA (BEk , IU {J})
= CF k (BEU , IU {J}).

(7.67)

On the left side is the k-the term in the complex of homA ’s in (7.65) and on the right
~
the k-the term in the Floer complex (7.66), both in equivariant degree J.
The fact we are describing the same computation done in two different ways in a
single theory implies that, beyond the isomorphism of vector spaces, we have an isomorphism of complexes (a chain homotopy equivalence, which is the map of complexes
that on their cohomology acts as identity).
7.6.6
The isomorphism in (7.67) follows from the following simple fact. For any brane L ∈
~ we get a one-dimensional contribution to homA (Lk , IC {J})
~
DY and any thimble TC {J},
~ appears in Lk , the k-th term of the complex that resolves L.
for every time TC {J}
This is the consequence of the duality between the left to right thimbles in (5.30).
~
At the same time, for any brane L ∈ DY , the number of times a thimble TC {J}
brane appears in the k-th term of its projective resolution is the number of Maslov
~ intersection points L ∩ IC – in other words, the
index k and equivariant degree {J}
~
dimension of the vector space CF k (L, IC {J}).
~ and CF k (L, IC {J})
~ are isomorphic, for
Thus, as vector spaces, homA (Lk , IC {J})
any brane L and any right thimble IC . The statement in (7.67) is a special case with
L = BEU and IC = IU .
7.6.7
While computing the action of the differential Q in the geometric description is far
harder than in the algebraic one, they are complementary in that, in the geometric description it is easy to describe which problem we need to solve to obtain link
homologies, and in the algebraic one, to solve it.
To translate a link K in R3 to a pair of Lagrangians
L = BEU ,
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L0 = IU ,

in Y , choose a projection of the link to a plane, viewed as a small patch of A. (To
obtain invariants of a general link in R2 × S 1 we would choose the projection to
A = R × S 1 instead, everything else say stays the same.) Next, pick a 2-coloring
of the link projection, by d red and blue segments. Require the coloring to be such
that no link component has a single color, that no crossing involves two segments
of the same color and that the red segments always underpass the blue. Identify
the d red segments with the Lagrangians Iβ and get the Lagrangian L0 as their
product, IU = I1 × . . . × Id . The endpoints of the segments define the positions of
the 2d punctures, mapping to a2b−1 and a2b , for b that runs from 1 to d. To get L,
replace each of the remaining d segments with a figure eight Lagrangian. The result
is BEU = BE1 × . . . × BEd . The orientation of the link components determines the
(relative) grading of BEU ’s and IU ’s.

7.7

DY and Khovanov homology

The discussion so far applied equally to links in R2 × S 1 and in R3 . Specialize now to
the latter. In this case, the homology groups Hom∗,∗
DY (BEU , IU ) depend only a single
equivariant grading {J} ≡ {J, 0}. This follows since the restriction of the algebra A
from section 7.5 to strands that do not wind around the cylinder suffices, and all such
strands are composed of bits with vanishing J1 .
Combining the equivariant homological mirror symmetry, with theorems F and
7.12 of [176], it follows that the homology theory provided by DY is the one constructed by Khovanov in [108], so we have
Corrolary 1. The homology group
HomDY (BEU , IU [M ]{J})
coincides with the link homology Khi,j (K) of the link K defined in [108], over complex
numbers, with Khovanov’s i and j-gradings related to M and J by
i = M + 2J + i0 ,

j = 2J + j0 .

The constants i0 and j0 depend on the link and its presentation. For definiteness,
take a link K which is presented as a Markov trace of a braid β with d strands all
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of which are oriented in the same direction, as in figure 25. Then, B is of the form
β × 1d , where 1d is a trivial braid acting on the even punctures at a2b and β on the
odd ones, at a2b−1 .

Figure 25: Markov closure of a braid B = β × 14 with n+ = 5 and n− = 2.

The intersection points of of BEβ ’s with Iβ ’s near the even punctures have equivariant and homological degree zero, which fix the relative degrees of BEU and IU .
With this choice of link presentation we have
i0 = 0,

j0 = d + w

(7.68)

where w is the writhe of the braid B, w = n+ −n− where n+ is the number of positive
and n− the number of negative crossings.
7.7.1
The Euler characteristic of the theory
χ(BEU , IU ) =

X

(−1)M qJ HomDY (BEU , IU [M ]{J}),

M,J∈Z

per definition computes the weighted intersection number of Lagrangians E and BI
χ(BEU , IU ) =

X

(−1)M (P) qJ(P) .

(7.69)

P∈BEU ∩IU

Its overall normalization depends on the relative grading of BEU and IU . The Euler
characteristic is related to the Jones polynomial of the link K by:
1

JK (q) = (−1)i0 (−q 2 )j0 χ(BEU , IU ).
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(7.70)

The fact that it computes the Jones polynomial follows on general grounds, from the
fact that the theory manifestly categorifies Uq (su2 ) quantum group invariants. This
is also a theorem of Bigelow, who proved in [31] that Jones polynomial JK computes
the weighted intersection number of a collection of curves in a plane, consisting of
figure eights and intervals, anticipating the geometric interpretation in terms of our
Y . The fact that the signs in this count come from the Maslov grading (−1)M (P) as
we defined it, is the result of Manolescu [123].
7.7.2
Let us pause for a moment to explain the prefactor in (7.70). While it is just an
overall regrading, we can understand its actual value. The explanation is somewhat
involved however, as it gets contributioms from three different places. Consider, for
definiteness the braid of Markov trace form, so i0 = 0 and j0 = d + w are as in (7.68).
The first source is shift of gradings of HomDX (F, G) by [d]{−d/2} from [5], to
center the degrees so that Serre duality inverts them. This is responsible for the
symmetry of knot invariants which says that for a link K and its mirror, JK (q) =
JK ∗ (q−1 ), see section 2.5.6.
The second source is that the conventional normalization of the Uq (su2 ) braiding
matrix differs from the normalization that naturally comes from geometry [5], see
section 7. This traces to the fact that natural normalization of conformal blocks of
cg
L

differs from the natural normalization of the equivariant central charge function of

branes in DY , or DX , by a factor in (8.20) which the same for every brane. To match
the quantum group conventions, one has to multiply the geometric Euler characteristic
1

by q− 4 , for each positive crossing in B = β × 1d and q1/4 for each negative crossing,
w

or q 4 total, where w is the writhe of β.
The third source is framing. Framing is an inherent ambiguity of the quantum
Chern-Simons theory [179, 180]. To write down the quantum invariant requires specifying the self-linking number of each link. For this, one chooses a unit normal vector
field at each point of the link and defines the self linking number as the linking number
between the link, and its displacement by the vector field. A change of framing that
increases the self linking number by 1, results in multiplying the link invariant by
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3

(−q 4 ). The Jones polynomial turns out to be the invariant of the link in the ”standard” framing, in which the self-linking number of every link vanishes. This choice
of framing has an advantage that we get to forget about the framing altogether, so
the Jones polynomial is invariant under link isotopy. By contrast, quantum group
invariants are invariants of knots in “vertical” framing. Given a projection of a link
to a plane, the vertical framing is the one where the framing vector field is everywhere
normal to the plane of the projection. The plane of the projection for us is the plane
of the Riemann surface A and the fact that vertical framing enters is due to the special role A plays. The first Reidermeister move introduces a 2π twist in the vertical
vector field, so quantum group invariants only satisfy a modified version of it. To get
from a link K with n+ positive and n− negative crossings in vertical framing to the
same link in standard framing, we have to increase framing by w = n+ − n− which
3

multiplies the link invariant a (−q 4 )w factor.
7.7.3
The su2 quantum group invariants are invariants of unoriented framed links K, see
[135] for example. From Chern-Simons theory perspective, exchanging a link K with
its orientation reversal corresponds to replacing the representation R coloring the
link by its conjugate R∗ [179]. For the su2 Lie algebra, the every representation R is
self conjugate, so the theory apriori does not distinguish a link from its orientation
reversal. The Jones polynomial becomes an invariant of oriented links in R3 only
because there is an implicit choice of orientation associated with defining the standard
framing that corresponds to it. (The standard framing is defined via the Seifert
surface of the link, by choosing the framing vector field to be tangent to Seifert
surface and pointing inward. Seifert surfaces are always oriented, and so they induce
an orientation on the link they bound.) The homological su2 link invariants are also
essentially invariants of unoriented links – the dependence on the orientation of the
link comes only through the overall grading, e.g. the constants i0 and j0 in the
Corrolary 1.
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7.8

Some examples

In this subsection we will work out some examples of link homology computation
from DY . Not only do resulting cohomologies coincide with Khovanov homology,
illustrating Corollary 1, but for certain link projections which lead to diagrams similar
to grid diagrams of Heegard-Floer theory, the complexes themselves coincide.
7.8.1
The simplest example is the unknot, projected as in figure 26. The corresponding Y
is the Riemann surface A with two points y = a1 , a2 deleted. The red and the blue
sections of the unknot get replaced with Lagrangians EU and IU . With only a pair

Figure 26: Unknot from A-branes. The two dashed lines are identified, compactifying the plane to a cylinder. We rotated its axis clockwise by 90 degrees,
relative to earlier such pictures.

of punctures, DY is generated by the pair of left thimbles T0 and T1 , or by the dual
right thimbles I0 and I1 . The cup brane is simply IU = I1 . In section 6.5.9 we saw
how to describe the figure eight brane EU = E1 -brane as a complex of left thimble
branes:



a
 0,1 
−b0,1

EU ∼
= T1 {−1} −−−−−−−→

T0 {−1} b1,0 a1,0 
⊕
−−−−−−−−→ T1 .
T0

(7.71)

From this we can read off the corresponding complex of A-module homomorphisms,
reversing the arrows in the complex in the process:
0 → homA (T1 , I1 {J}) → 0 → homA (T1 {−1}, I1 {J}) → 0,

145

(7.72)

The two non-zero homs in the complex (7.72) correspond to the two intersection points
P and P 0 of the branes EU and IU branes in figure 26, as we will see momentarily.
Since all the maps are zero, the non-trivial cohomology of this complex is
HomDY (EU , IU ) = C = HomDY (EU , IU [2]{−1}).

(7.73)

We could have discovered the same complex from geometry of the branes as follows.
The relative gradings of intersection points can be computed by considering arbitrary
domains interpolating between the intersection points. Take the shaded disk in the
figure, which we will call A. standard orientation of the boundary is counter-clockwise,
so For A interpolating from P 0 to P, one goes from P 0 to P along the I-segments of
∂A following the standard, counterclockwise orientation of the boundary, and returns
from P to P 0 via the figure eights (this is per conventions in section 4, with P 0 and
P viewed as elements of CF ∗,∗ (EU , IU )).
From a domain such as A, one computes the relative equivariant J-degrees by
(7.22)
J(P) − J(P 0 ) = i(A) −

X

nai (A)

i

The first term is twice the intersection with the diagonal i(A), computed from (7.25);
second is twice the total intersection number of A with the punctures, or equivalently,
the total winding number of ∂A around them, viewed as a loop going counterclockwise,
from P 0 to P. The difference in Maslov degrees is
M (P) − M (P 0 ) = 2e(A)
with e(A) the Euler measure from equation (7.69).
Since A in figure 26 is a disk with one acute angle at P, and one obtuse at
P 0 , e(A) = 1 −

1
4

+

1
4

= 1, so M (P) − M (P 0 ) = 2e(A) = 2. It follows that P

generates HomDY (EU , IU [2]{−1}) and has M (P) = 2 and J(P) = −1. In addition,
J(P) − J(P 0 ) = −1, since A intersects a2 puncture once so that na2 (A) = 1, while
the intersection with the diagonal vanishes, as it must in one dimension, since i(A) =
1
4

+

3
4

− e(A) = 0. Therefore P 0 generates HomDY (EU , IU ) and has J(P) = 0 and

M (P) = 0. From the geometric perspective, the differential is trivial QP = 0 = QP 0 ,
because the Maslov degrees are all even.
146

The Euler characteristic, normalized as in (7.70) with i0 = 0 and j0 = 1 since d
1

1

is one and w zero, gives the Jones polynomial of the unknot J (q) = −(q 2 + q− 2 ).
The equivariant mirror of Y is the resolved A1 -surface from section 5. The cup and
the cap E and I with orientations are related to structure sheaf S of the vanishing
P1 in X by equivariant mirror symmetry, S = h∗ I, E = h∗ S. The corresponding
cohomology groups HomDX (S, S[m]{d, 0}) are given in (6.45). From perspective of
X , because w vanishes, the correct normalization is already built into the definition
of the Euler characteristic in (2.23), as paragraph 7.7.2 explains.
7.8.2
Consider now a more complicated way of presenting the unknot, as in figure 27, where
BEU = BE1 × BE2 × E4 ,

IU = I1 × I3 × I5 .

There are four intersection points
P1 = ayp, P2 = bxp, P3 = awq, P4 = azp,
with degrees:
M
J
−1
0

0

1

2

P1

P2 , P3

P4

These come about as two shaded domains A1 and A2 each have three acute and
1
4

one obtuse angle, so e(Ai ) = 1 − 3 ×

+

1
4

=

1
2,

and Maslov index of both is

M (Ai ) = 2e(Ai ) = 1. They have equivariant degree zero, J(Ai ) = 0, since i(Ai ) =
3 × 41 + 43 − e(Ai ) = 1, and intersect a puncture once. Hence they can each contribute
to differential.
We will now show momentarily that they contribute to the differential by
QP1 = e−A1 P2 + e−A2 P3 ,

QP2 = QP3 = 0 = QP4 .

(7.74)

With this action of the differential, one linear combination of P2 and P3 is Q-exact;
while P1 is not Q-closed. From this, we recover the unknot homology in (7.73),
with the non-vanishing homology groups HomDY (BEU , IU ) generated by P4 , and
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Figure 27: Another projection of an unknot.

HomDY (BEU , IU [2]{−1}) generated by one linear combination of P2 and P3 . This
illustrates the fact homology depends only on the link, and not on its projection.
In (7.74) A1 and A2 are the areas of shaded domains with the same name. We
can absorb them into the definition of the generators of the Floer complex, but we
included them here as book keeping devices. With the figure as drawn A1 and A2
are just two of several domains that have Maslov index one and equivariant degree 0,
so they can support holomorphic disks. One can isotope the diagram, as in figure 28
until only of all the domains visible in figure (7.74), only A1 and A2 survive as the
domains that can support holomorphic disks. All the all others involve domains with
both positive and negative coefficients, which cannot support holomorphic curves,
since holomorphic maps are orientation preserving. The deformation does introduce
new intersection points, which are easily seen not to contribute to the cohomology
of the Floer complex. The disk interpolating between newly created intersections are
the bigon in figure 28. Their contributions to the differential are ±1, cancelling the
newly created intersection points pairwise. It follows, indirectly, that the action of
the differential must be as in (7.74), or else the cohomology of Q would not have the
correct Euler characteristic.

Figure 28: An isotopy.
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To show directly that (7.74) is indeed the action of the differential, consider the
resolutions of the three figure eight Lagrangians in terms of the left thimbles:



a
 3,2 
−b0,2

T3 {−2} b1,3 a1,0 
⊕
−−−−−−−−−→ T1 .
T0

BE1 ∼
= T2 {−2} −−−−−−−→


a6,5


 b3,5


BE2 ∼
=

0

(7.75)




a3,2 


T5 {−3}
0
b1,2
⊕
−−−−−−−−−−→
T2 {−1}

a
 5,4 
−b3,4

T6 {−3}


⊕
b3,6
0 a3,1
T3 {−1} −−−−−−−−−−−→ T3 .
⊕
T1

(7.76)

T5 {−1} b4,5 a4,3 
⊕
−−−−−−−−−→ T4 .
T3

(7.77)



E4 ∼
= T4 {−2} −−−−−−−→

It is easy to check that the the maps indeed define a complex for each of the brane. For
the brane E4 , on which B acts as the identity, the complex is just the specialization
of (6.55). For BE1 and BE2 , we need to translate the braided Lagrangians into a
sequence of cones over the intersection points of thimbles, just as we did in section
(6.5.9) for the basic figure eight. There is a systematic way to compute this is from
a functor that implements the action of braiding on all branes in the theory, not just
these two, but for the purpose at hand, where understanding the action of B on just
two Lagrangians is all we need, this will do.
The actual Lagrangian BEU is a complex obtained by taking a product of the three
branes above, translating the maps between the thimbles to algebra A elements. In
doing so, one recalls that the terms in the product describe intersections of BE-brane
with the right thimbles IC of DY . These are all of the form IC = Ii1 × Ii2 × Ii3 , with
the three one dimensional branes Iik all distinct. In particular, this means we will
be setting to zero any term where the same thimble Tik appears (regardless of its
equivariant degree) appears more than once. From it, we can read off the complex
that computes Hom∗,∗
DY (BE, I), as follows.
To illustrate (7.67) and save space, note that we have the identifications, writing
both the vector space, and the intersection point on Y that gives rise to it:
homA (T1 × T3 × T5 {−1}, I1 × I3 × I5 ) = C azp = C P4 .
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This is placed in equivariant degree −1 and cohomological degree 1 since T5 {−1}
comes from the second from the top term in E4 , whereas T1 and T3 come from the
top degree term. Next:
homA (T1 × T3 × T5 {−2}, I1 × I3 × I5 ) = C ayp = C P1 .
this gets assigned cohomological degree 2, and equivariant degree −2. Finally, we get
homA (T3 × T1 × T5 {−3}, I1 × I3 × I5 ) = C bpx = C P2 ,
and
homA (T1 × T5 × T3 {−3}, I1 × I3 × I5 ) = C awq = C P3 .
Both of these get placed in cohomological degree 3 and equivariant degree −2, using
(7.48) to identify T1 × T5 × T3 ∼
= T1 × T3 × T5 {1}, for example. (Alternatively, the
identification follows from existence of an algebra A element that maps the brane to
itself permuting the terms. All algebra A elements have equivariant degree zero, per
definition.)
From the algebra, we can also read off the maps. Since d = 3, these are best
presented graphically, as follows:

which reproduces the complex in (7.74).
7.8.3
Consider now the Hopf link, with projection as in figure 29. In the figure, we picked
a minimal choice of coloring, corresponding to d = 2, with four punctures on A.
Replacing two the red under-crossing sections with a pair of figure eights, we get the
pair of intersecting Lagrangians in the figure. There are eight intersection points,
0
corresponding to pairs Pij = pi qj and Pij
= p0i qj0 , for i, j = 1, 2. To determine

their degrees consider domains interpolating between them. For example, from the
0
domain labeled by A2 in figure 30 which interpolates from P 0 = P11 to P = P22
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Figure 29: Hopf link from A-branes
0
we read off that M (P22
) − M (P11 ) = 1, since A2 has 3 acute angles and one obtuse

so e(A2 ) = 1 − 3 ·
i(A2 ) = 3 ·

1
4

+

3
4

1
4

+

1
4

=

1
2.

0
We also read off that J(P22
) − J(P11 ) = 0, since

− e(A2 ) = 1 and A2 intersects one puncture. While we used A2 to

0
compute the relative degrees, any other domain interpolating from P11 to P22
gives

the same answer, because there are no anomalies in the theory.
To fix the absolute degrees of intersection points, and relative degrees of BEU and
IU , choose the orientation of strands of the link K. (This choice has nothing to do
with the choice of orientation of the Lagrangians themselves). With choice as in figure
29, K is the Markov trace closure of a braid B = β × 12 where β has two negative
crossings, n+ = 0 and n− = 2. This identifies the point P12 = p1 q2 as the intersection
point closest to ”all even” punctures in figure 25, and we assign to it equivariant and
Maslov degree zero. Combining this with the relative degrees of intersection points,
J(P) and M (P) for all of the points in BEU ∩IU are fixed to be those in the following
table:
J
M
0
1
2
3
4

−3

−2

−1

0
P12

0
P21

P11 , P22
0
0
P11
, P22
P21

0
P12

The Maslov degrees in the table match those induced from the Lagrangians BEU =
E1 × E2 and IU = I2 × I4 oriented as in figure 29, after assigning to p1 and q2 in P12
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degrees M (p1 ) = 0 = M (q2 ).
Consider now the action of the differential Q. To compute it, we proceed as before,
writing BEU in terms of its resolution by the left thimbles, and finally, compute the
cohomology of the complex 0 → homA (BEU , IU ) → 0, which each term of which
can be written in terms of the intersection points above. The computation is purely
algorithmic. This leads to the following complex: The differential squares to zero

since the algebra element that enters is nilpotent, due to the relation in figure 22.
The complex is a prediction for disk instanton counts in this problem. From geometric perspective, the four non-trivial terms in the complex come from holomorphic
disks that project to domains labeled A2 , A3 , A5 and A6 in figure 30. The domains
A5 and A3 look at first sight to be able to pair up into a single domain, which is their
union, and which has Maslov index 2 and equivariant degree zero. It is easy to see

Figure 30: Four Maslov index one domains, corresponding to A2 and A6 , and
to A3 and A5 which generate the non-trivial differential.

that there is no other way to break the domain A3 ∪ A5 into two, each of which could
contribute to the differential (the only contributions which one could write down do
not correspond to holomorphic maps y : D → Y ). Consequently it follows that the
moduli space of honest Maslov index 2 disks is empty - it is generated entirely by
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a pair of broken maps, which square to zero on their own. The same considerations
follow for the other pair, A2 and A6 .
The complex has cohomology HomDY (BEU , IU [M ]{J}), encoded by the table
below:
J
M
0
1
2
3
4

−3

−2

−1

0
C

C

C

C

To relate it to Khovanov homology recall that, with orientations as in figure 29, K is a
left handed Hopf link which may be obtained as Markov closure of a braid B = β × 12
where β with n+ = 0, and n− = 2. It follows i0 = 0 = j0 so the homology groups in
the table get identified with the non-vanishing Khovanov cohomology groups Khi,j
of the left-handed Hopf link by i = M + 2J and j = 2J. It follows the non-vanishing
homology groups are those of left-handed Hopf link: Kh−2,−6 , Kh−2,−4 , Kh0,−2 and
Kh0,0 are the only non zero ones, and they are all one dimensional.
The orientation of link components enters only through overall grading. We could
flip the orientation of one of the strands, to get a right-handed Hopf link instead.
The corresponding braid B 0 = β 0 × 12 has n+ = 2 and n− = 0, so we would get
that i00 = 0 and j00 = 4, and where we assign the point P22 = p2 q2 vanishing Maslov
and equivariant degrees. With regrading, J gradings shift by to J 0 (P) = J(P) + 2
and M 0 (P) = M (P) − 2. We would find the four cohomology groups in the table
correspond to Kh0,0 , Kh0,2 , Kh2,4 and Kh2,6 , again in agreement with Khovanov
homology.

8

Fusion and filtration from mirror symmetry

In this section I will show that, near a wall in complex structure moduli of Y , where
|ai | → |aj | for some pair of punctures on A, the category of its equivariant A-branes
DY develops a filtration with very special properties. In [51] this kind of filtration
was named “perverse filtration”. The key property of the filtration is that braiding
ai and aj preserves it, and acts only by degree shifts on quotient subcategories.
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This filtration is the geometric counterpart of fusion in conformal field theory,
which describes what happens as we bring a pair of vertex operators together. In
conformal field theory, fusion diagonalizes the action of braiding [131, 132], so it
provides the “right”, or at least simplest, setting to understand it. Similarly, perverse
filtrations were envisioned by [51] to provide the right language to understand the
action of braiding on derived categories.
In [5], I described an analogous filtrations on DX . The filtration allowed to identify
branes which correspond to cups or caps, and it was a key ingredient that made it
simple to prove theorem 5? , which says that the link homology groups one obtains
from DX are link invariants. The ? in the theorem is to indicate the assumption that
braiding acts on the filtration as a perverse equivalence, with stated degree shifts.
One can infer that it does, from the theorem of [30, 136] (or its physical counterpart
which is theorem 4? of [5]). A more direct way of understanding this is homological
mirror symmetry, Conjecture 1 which identifies DX and DY directly, via the branes
that generate them. It implies same filtration exists on DX , because DX can be
generated by holomorphic Lagrangians all of which come from branes in DX , via the
functor f? : DX → DX .
The action of braiding ai and aj on the corresponding categories comes from
variations of stability condition defined with respect to the central charge Z 0 . We
get a richer category by allowing non-compact branes. I will explain how to define
Z 0 for such branes in section 8.3. By conjecture 2, this lets one extend Bridgeland
stability conditions to all holomorphic Lagrangians in X , compact or not. These
branes, working equivariantly, generate the entire category DX .

8.1

Filtration, braid group actions and link invariants

Just as fusion provides the right language to understand the action of braiding in
confromal field theory, perverse filtrations provide the right language to describe the
action of braiding on derived categories.
Traditionally, describing braid group actions on derived categories of coherent
sheaves, or B-branes, is difficult or at least technical, see for example [46, 47]. Braid
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group actions in the A-model are much easier to describe via Picard-Lefshetz theory
and its categorical uplifts [158], see e.g. [23, 103, 168, 169] for examples. The theory of
variations of Bridgeland stability conditions is invented, by Douglas and Bridgeland,
for the purposes of bridging the two [21, 95].
The vision of Chuang and Rouquier is that perverse equivalences are the right
language to describe how derived equivalences, which come from variations of the
space of stability conditions, act on triangulated categories. In the current setting, of
our DY and DX , this comes to life.
8.1.1
As an illustration, to show that the move (equivalent to the pitchfork move) in the
figure below is satisfied in DX :

Figure 31: A move equivalent to the pitchfork move.

we need to show we get a derived equivalence
B ◦ Ci ∼
= Ci00 ,

(8.1)

where Ci and Ci00 are cup functors on the right and the left in figure 31, respectively.
They increase the number of strands by two and map
Ci : DXn−2 −→ DXn , and Ci00 : DXn−2 −→ DXn00 ,
where the subscript serves to indicate the number of strands. In conformal field
theory, they correspond to pair creating ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVi∗ (aj ) from the identity 1, the
inverse of fusing. The functor B is an equivalence of categories
B : DXn ∼
= DXn00 ,
corresponding to braiding ΦVk (ak ) with (ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVi∗ (aj )) where Vi , Vi∗ color the
red and Vk the black strand in figure 31.
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The identity (8.1) was proven in [5] by noting that
Ci DXn−2 ⊂ DXn and Ci00 DXn−2 ⊂ DXn00 ,

(8.2)

are the derived sub-categories that are the bottom-most terms of double filtrations
which DXn and DXn00 develop near the intersection of a pair of walls, as three vertex
operators ΦVk (ak ), ΦVi (ai ) and ΦVi∗ (aj ) come together. The functor B acts at a
bottom part of a double filtration at most by degree shifts – this is a basic property
of perverse filtrations. The degree shifts are trivial too, since if they were not, the
relation we are trying to prove would not hold even in conformal field theory, and we
know it does.
A perverse equivalence that acts by degree shifts that are trivial is an equivalence
of categories [51], which proves (8.1). One similarly proves the other moves needed
for homology groups to be link invariants. One should compare this to proofs of the
same relations in [46, 47], which are more complicated and less general.

8.2

Fusion and vanishing cycles

To understand the behavior of conformal blocks as a pair of vertex operators ΦVi (ai )
and ΦVj (aj ) come together in (2.11), it suffices to study conformal blocks which
contain only these two operators:
hλ|ΦVi (ai )ΦVj (aj )|λ0 i,

(8.3)

as they contain all the information needed. As in section 2, the L g representations Vi
and Vj are minuscule. We also choose a weight µk in the representation Vi ⊗ Vj , and
fix λ0 = λ + µk . In the notation of section 2, ν = µk .
8.2.1
Analogously, to understand filtrations on any DX from section 2, it suffices to understand them for X that corresponds to conformal blocks in (8.3). Specializing from
section 2, X is simply
X = Grµ(µki ,µj ) = T ∗ Fk ,
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where µi , µj are the highest weights of minuscule representations Vi and Vj and µk
is the highest weight of a representation Vk , in the tensor product of Vi and Vj ,
Vi ⊗ Vj =

m
max
O

Vkm .

(8.4)

m=0

In particular
µk = µi + µj −

Dk
X

L

eα ,

(8.5)

α=1

where L e’s are the simple positive roots, not necessarily distinct. X is the moduli space
of smooth monopoles, the total number of which is Dk , of charges L e1 , . . . ,L eDk , in
presence of a pair of singular monopoles of charges µi and µj .
We order the vertex operators in (8.3) so that |ai | < |aj | – this is a choice of
chamber in the Kahler moduli of X . While this is a special simple case, it contains
all the essential features of the general case.
8.2.2
Since X = T ∗ Fk , the zero section of the cotangent bundle Fk is holomorphic Lagrangian in X which vanishes at |ai | = |aj | which is the wall in Kahler moduli. This
vanishing cycle gives rize to a very special B-brane
Fk = OFk ∈ DX ,
which is its structure sheaf. From (2.17), the central charge of this brane is
Z
d
D
0
Z [Fk ] =
ω 1,1 + iB /d! = log(aj /ai ) k /sk .

(8.6)

Fk

where sk is a constant we will not need and Dk is the dimension of the vanishing cycle
Fk . It equals the number of simple roots in (8.5), which can be written as (2.28)
Dk = di + dj − dk ,

(8.7)

where di = hµi , ρi. Since X is hyper-Kahler, there are no quantum corrections to its
classical geometry, and the formula (8.6) is exact.
The equivariant central charge Z[Fk ] and its generalization V[Fk ], receive instanton corrections computed by equivariant Gromov-Witten theory of X , since the
deformation that scales the holomorphic symplectic form of X with weight q 6= 1
breaks the hyper-Kahler symmetry, so simple exact formulas as in (8.6) do not exist.
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8.2.3
The equivariant mirror Y of X is an open subset of the appropriately symmetrized
product of d = Dk copies of A, parameterized by y1 , . . . , yDk , with holomorphic form
Ω=

Dk
Y

dyα /yα

α=1

and potential
eW =

Dk
Y

yαλα (1 − ai /yα )hµi ,

L

eα i/κ

L

(1 − aj /yα )hµj ,

eα i/κ

α=1

(8.8)
Y

×

(1 − yγ /yα )−h

L

eα ,L eγ i/2κ

.

1≤α6=γ≤Dk

The equivariant parameters λα depends not on yα but only on the simple root L eα
corresponding to it. In Y , there is a single complex structure modulus, which we
can identify as log(ai /aj ) and which mirrors the single Kahler modulus in X . The
parameter κ is related to λ0 we had elsewhere by λ0 = 1/κ.
8.2.4
There is a special A-brane in Lk ∈ DY of the form
ai ≤ y1 , . . . , yDk ≤ aj ,

Lk :

(8.9)

where y’s run along a straight line from y = ai to y = aj on the A-cylinder,
log(yα /ai ) = log(aj /ai )tα ,

tα ∈ [0, 1],

and avoid the deleted set F in (3.7) by restricting t’s coming from the same root
L

eα to not coincide. The brane is a special Lagrangian in Y , since the phase of Ω

restricted to the brane is constant:
Ω|Lk = log(aj /ai )

Dk

dt1 ∧ . . . ∧ dtDk .

The central charge of Lk is
0

Z

Z [Lk ] =

Ω =

D
log(aj /ai ) k /sk ,

Lk

which equals the central charge of Fk ∈ DX .
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(8.10)

For the most part, we will only be interested in the vanishing behavior of the
central charges as aj approaches ai . To only capture only the vanishing behavior of
Z 0 [Lk ], for instance, we will write it as
Z 0 [Lk ] = (aj − ai )Dk × finite

(8.11)

where “finite” stands for terms that remain non-vanishing as ai → aj .
8.2.5
The equivariant central charge of Lk has the vanishing behavior:
Z
g
Z[Lk ] =
Ω e−W = (ai − aj )Dk −Ck /κ × finite.

(8.12)

Lk

where Dk is as in (8.7) and where
Ckg = −(ck − ci − cj ) + cij ,

(8.13)

is written in terms of
ci =

1
hµi , µi + 2L ρi,
2

cij = hµi , µj i.

(8.14)

Showing this is elementary. To capture its vanishing behavior of the integral in (8.12)
as ai → aj , change variables as yα = ai + (aj − ai )uα . This leads to
Dk
Y

Ω = (ai − aj )n(Ω)

duα × finite,

(8.15)

α=1
Dk
Y

eW = (ai − aj )n(W )/κ

L

(uα )−hµi ,

eα i/κ

L

(uα − 1)−hµj ,

eα i/κ

α=1

×

Y

(8.16)
(uα − uγ )h

L

eα ,L eγ i/κ

× finite,

1≤α<γ≤n

where n(Ω) = Dk and where,
n(W ) =

X
α<β

hL eα ,L eβ i −

X

hL eα , µi + µj i = −Ckg .

(8.17)

α

It follows that a braid B that exchanges aj and ai counterclockwise, takes
Lk → BLk = Lk [Dk ]{Ckg },

(8.18)

where the shift in the homological degree of Lk comes from change of the phase of Ω
restricted to the brane, and the shift in equivariant degree from the change of e−W .
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8.2.6
The vector conformal blocks differ from the scalar ones by inserting operators Φσ as
in (3.17),
Z
Vσ [Lk ] =

Φσ Ω e−W ,

Lk

which gives us an integral formulation of the conformal blocks of Lcgκ affine Lie algebra
corresponding to Lk . The explicit expressions for the insertions Φσ due to [156, 157]
(they can also be obtained, as explained in [7], as limits of elliptic stable envelopes
[13] of the Nakajima quiver variety which is the Higgs branch of the 3d quiver gauge
theory in section 2) imply that as ai → aj ,
Φσ Ω =

Dk
Y

duα Φσ (u),

α=1

remains finite, as the vanishing of Φσ exactly cancels that of Ω in (8.15), so that
g

V[Lk ] = (ai − aj )−Ck /κ × finite.

(8.19)

The formula (8.19) takes the more familiar form if we use the standard normalization
of conformal blocks, obtained by multiplying ours by an overall factor
Ω e−W → (ai − aj )hµi ,µj i/κ Ω e−W .

(8.20)

The choice of normalization does not affect the eigenvectors of the braiding matrix. It
affects the eigenvalues of the braiding matrix only by framing factors. Geometrically,
it leads to an overall shift of equivariant degrees of the Homs, by replacing
Ckg → Ck = Ckg − cij = ci + cj − ck

(8.21)

(see eqns. (5.35) and (5.50) of [5]). While (8.22) is more familiar and natural from
representation theory perspective, Ck is in general not integral, while Ckg always is.
In the more conventional normalization, (8.19) turns into
V[Lk ] = (ai − aj )(ck −ci −cj )/κ × finite.

(8.22)

The combination hk = ck /κ is the Lcgκ conformal weight of the vertex operator ΦVk ,
so (8.22) is exactly the vanishing behavior (2.26) of the very special conformal block,
the one associated to fusing vertex operators ΦVi (ai ) and ΦVj (aj ) to ΦVk (aj )
ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVj (aj ) = (ai − aj )hk −hi −hj ΦVk (aj ) + . . . .
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(8.23)

8.2.7
The fact that both V[Lk ] obtained from geometry as the generalized central charge of
the brane Lk ∈ DY and Vk the conformal block coming from fusing the vertex operators in (8.23) are both eigenvectors of braiding ai and aj with the same eigenvalue
uniquely identifies them
V[Lk ] = Vk ,

(8.24)

where we are using the fact, since Vi and Vj are minuscule, all representations in
(8.4) have unit multiplicity. Similarly, the generalized central charge and its scalar
conformal block counterpart
Z[Lk ] = Zk ,

(8.25)

are also both eigenvectors of braiding, with the same eigenvalue as Vk , but different
vanishing behavior, written in (8.12). As we will see, the simple exact relations in
(8.24) and (8.25) between brane central charges and products of fusion in conformal
field theory are very special, for the reason the branes Fk and Lk are special.
8.2.8
There are other Lagrangians in Y whose central charge also vanishes as ai → aj ,
except that it vanishes slower. They are associated with representations
Vkm ⊂ Vi ⊗ Vj ,
in the tensor product which are “above” Vk , in the sense that weight spaces of Vkm
contain µk as a weight – we will indicate this by writing
µk < µkm .
It is also useful to identify k with k0 , so this is what we shall do going forward. In
particular, Vk = Vk0 . Associated to representation Vkm for m 6= 0 is a non-compact
special Lagrangian Lkm ⊂ DY , of the form
Lkm :

ai ≤ yβ(1) , . . . , yβ(Dkm ) ≤ aj ,

yβ(Dkm +1) , . . . , yβ(Dkm +n− ) ≤ ai ,

aj ≤ yβ(Dkm +n− +1) , . . . , yβ(Dkm +n− +n+ ) ,
(8.26)
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Here, yβ(1) , . . . , yβ(Dkm ) correspond to the Dkm simple roots in
Dkm

µkm = µi + µj −

X

L

eβ(k) .

k=1

There are n− y’s which run over a non-compact cycle that starts at y = 0 and runs
to y → ai , in a straight line at fixed Im y = Im ai . Finally, the remaining n+ y’s run
over the cycle that starts at y = aj and runs off to y = ∞, with Im y = Im aj fixed.
(This is best pictured by viewing A as an infinite cylinder, in terms of a coordinate
Y ∼ Y + 2πi related to y by y = e−Y .) Together
n− + n+ = Dk − Dkm .
The very definition of the Lagrangian Lkm depends on our choice of the chamber |ai | <
|aj |. Unlike Lk , which is unique, there is more than one special Lagrangian brane we
can associate to Vkm 6= Vk depending on how we choose the non-compact directions
of the branes. What is common to all such branes is their vanishing behavior, which
comes from the compact part of the cycle in (8.26). In what follows, we will refer to
the class of special Lagrangians associated to Vkm branes of “type Lkm ”.
8.2.9
Since the branes of type Lkm for m 6= 0 are not compact, their ordinary central
charge Z 0 [Lkm ] apriori diverges. Equivariant central charge Z[Lkm ] and its generalization V[Lkm ] converge, provided we choose the appropriate chamber of equivariant
parameters, which we will explain how to do that in sec.8.3.
We can now repeat the derivation above, to show that any brane of type Lkm
leads to a solution V[Lkm ] of the KZ equation in (2.9) which has the same behavior
as ai → aj as the conformal block Vkm , corresponding to fusing
ΦVi (ai ) ⊗ ΦVj (aj ) = (ai − aj )hkm −hi −hj ΦVkm (aj ) + . . . .
However, in general unless Vkm = Vk , or equivalently, unless m = 0, the relation
between V[Lkm ] and Vkm is only an asymptotic equality – which holds for large κ,
V[Lkm ] ∼ Vkm ,

Z[Lkm ] ∼ Zkm
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(8.27)

where the ” ∼ ” means equality to all orders in 1/κ, but not exactly. We will now
explain why this is the case, and what consequences this has.
8.2.10
Conformal blocks Vkm obtained by fusing vertex operators are always eigenvectors of
braiding ai and aj , by the same analysis that leads to (2.26). The generalized central
charges of branes V[Lkm ], by contrast, do not diagonalize braiding – braiding acts on
them by generalized Picard-Lefshetz monodromies. The exact formula relating them
is of the form
X

V[Lkm ] = Vkm +

n` · Vk` ,

(8.28)

µk` <µkm

with coefficients n` which are rational functions of q, which depend on the specific
brane Lkm chosen. We get the same formula with Z in place of V since the formulas
depend only on the K-theory class of the brane, and not on the integrands in (3.17) or
(3.14). Thus, conformal blocks which diagonalize braiding, obtained by fusing ΦVi (ai )
and ΦVj (aj ) to ΦVkm (aj ), do not come from branes – instead, they are formal linear
combination of central charges of branes.
8.2.11
It may be helpful to give a simple example. Take X which is a resolution of the
A1 surface singularity, corresponding to L g = su2 with two vertex operators colored
by fundamental, spin

1
2

representation V 12 of L g. There are two terms in the fusion

product,
V 12 ⊗ V 12 = V0 ⊕ V1
where V0 is the trivial, and V1 the spin one representation of su2 .
The monodromy that exchanges ai and aj has eigenvectors Z0 and Z1 , which, in
their geometric normalization, scale as
Z0 ∼ (ai − aj )1−2/κ × finite,

Z1 ∼ 1 × finite,

so under half monodromy that exchanges ai and aj counterclockwise, B takes Z1 to
itself and Z0 to BZ0 = eiπ q−1 Z0 . The central charges of branes, by contrast equal
Z[L0 ] = Z0 ,

Z[L1 ] = Z1 +
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q1/2

q1/2
Z0 ,
+ q−1/2

(8.29)

which one shows by from manipulating the Gauss hypergeometric function identities.
This originates from the action of braiding on DY , which takes
BL0 = L0 [1]{1},

BL2 = L1 #L0 [1],

P

where BL2 is same as the Cone(L0 −
→ L1 ). Consequently, only L0 , corresponding
to the trivial representation, is the eigenbrane of B, but not L1 . One checks from
(8.29) that indeed BZ[L1 ] = Z[L1 ] − Z[L0 ]. The would-be eigenbrane corresponding
to V1 , with central charge Z1 , is an infinite complex of L1 and L0 branes that does
not come from any actual Lagrangian in the geometry. Note that there is nothing
a-priori wrong with infinite compexes of branes – some of them do converge to an
actual Lagrangian, as we have seen in the example of section 5.

Figure 32: The brane BL1 obtained from L1 by braiding ai and aj
counterclockwise. Refer to section 5 for explanation how to compute the
HomDY (L0 , L1 ) corresponding to point P.

8.3

Equivariant Bridgeland stability

Apriori, there are no stability conditions for categories of branes on non-compact
manifolds, if one wants to include all branes, as opposed to only those with compact
support, because central charges of non-compact branes diverge.
In the case at hand, there is a natural way to extend the definition of Z 0 to
all branes in DY and DX which uses only the ingredients at hand in the problem
anyhow, and is compatible with both mirror symmetry and braid group actions on
these categories. By Conjecture 2, this central charge should give rise to a Bridgeland
stability condition on all branes in these categories, as well as to a subcategory of
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DX generated by holomorphic Lagrangians, since they come as the image of functor
f∗ : DX → DX .
To keep the discussion concrete, we will illustrate this in the context of the current
example, which is X = Grµµik,µj and its equivariant mirror Y , however the construction
is general and applies to any X from section 2.
8.3.1
Fix the chamber in the space of equivariant parameters ~λ ∈ Rrk+1 in such a way
that the Lagrangians on Y which are mirror to the tilting set of line bundles on X
coincide with the actual thimbles of downward gradient flows of HW = ReW . Each
of such brane is a product of real-line Lagrangians on A which run along the axis of
the cylinder, from y = 0 to y = ∞. In this chamber, the integral that defines the
equivariant central charge of the Lagrangian brane and its mirror, the line bundle
on X is finite without any need to deform the contour and hence the brane itself.
This follows per definition of a thimble. (An instructive toy example, with most of
the essential features, is X = C and its ordinary mirror Y, in appendix A.) A short
calculation shows that this corresponds to the window of equivariant parameters in
(5.5) which for X = Grµµik,µj specializes to
1
1
heα , µk + eα i λ0 > λ0α > − heα , µk + eα i λ0
2
2

(8.30)

where λ0 = 1/κ, and where we defined λ0α = λα − 12 heα , µi + µj i.
8.3.2
In the chamber (8.30), not only the thimble branes, but all branes of type Lkm , for
any m also have finite equivariant central charge. This let’s us define the ordinary
central charge Z 0 [Lkm ] of any brane in DY as the leading term of the equivariant
central charge of the brane in the non-equivariant λ0 → 0 limit, which has the form
Z 0 [Lkm ] ≡ log(aj /ai )Dkm × 1/λ
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Dk −Dkm

/sLkm ,

(8.31)

Above log(aj /ai )Dkm is the holomorphic volume of the compact part of Lkm , since
Dkm is the dimension of the vanishing cycle,
1/λ

Dk −Dkm

Dk −Dkm

=

Y

(1/λi ),

(8.32)

i=1

is the product over the non-compact directions in Lkm , and sLkm is a symmetry factor
that depends on the brane but not on any parameters.
For the compact Lagrangian Lk , from (8.31) we immediately recover the original
definition of the central charge. For non-compact Lagrangians of type Lkm the central
charge is made finite by turning on equivariance, but the dependence on equivariant
parameters is canonically fixed.
To be explicit, equivariant weights λi in (8.32) are all real and positive and go to
zero as λ0 goes to zero by the virtue of being in chamber (8.30). Moreover, λi equals
λ−
α for the direction in Lkm associated to a root eα that runs off to y = 0 and equals
λ+
α for a root that runs off to y = ∞ instead, where
0
λ+
α = λα −

1
heα , µk + eα i λ0 ,
2

λ−
α =

1
heα , µk + eα i λ0 − λ0α .
2

The key property of this definition of the central charge is that it is compatible
with both mirror symmetry and with the action of braiding on DY and DX . This is
the case simply because the equivariant central charge, which is used as the starting
point, has these properties.
8.3.3
The equivariant mirror of Lk ∈ DY is the brane Fk ∈ DX we started the section with,
supported on the holomorphic Lagrangian Fk which is the zero section of X = T ∗ Fk .
Both branes are the stable objects of the respective categories, with respect to the
central charge Z 0 . Lk is stable because as we have seen, it is a special Lagrangian
in Y ; Fk is stable as the structure sheaf of a holomorphic Lagrangian, since there
are no quantum corrections on X . Lk is the ordinary homological mirror of the brane
Fk ∈ DX , the structure sheaf of the vanishing cycle in X with the same name, and
Fk = OFk comes from it via Fk = f∗ Fk .
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The equivariant mirror of the special Lagrangian of type Lkm is a sheaf of type
Fkm ∈ DX described explicitly in section 5 of [5], which also comes via the functor
f∗ from a brane on X, which is the ordinary homological mirror or Lkm . Fkm is the
structure sheaf of a holomorphic Lagrangian in X which restricts to a compact cycle
j
Fkm ⊂ Fk of dimension Dkm . Fkm arizes as the zero section of Grµµik,µ
= T ∗ Fkm ⊂ X ,
m
j
. The first factor in (8.31)
just as Fk does in X = Grµµik,µ
m

log(aj /ai )Dkm
is, up to a numerical coefficient, equal the holomorphic volume of Fkm . The choice of
a specific Lagrangian Lkm determines what the brane Fkm looks like in the T ∗ fiber
over Fk in X . The second factor of Z 0 , given in (8.32), coincides with the equivariant
volume of the non-compact directions of the mirror brane Fkm .
It follows that central charges of these branes are equal,
Z 0 [Lkm ] = Z 0 [Fkm ].
On both sides, Z 0 makes use of equivariance to effectively compactify Y and X, in a
way compatible with mirror symmetry.
8.3.4
With Z 0 in hand, we can define DX , DX and DY as categories of branes whose central
charge Z 0 is finite,
|Z 0 | < ∞.
Per construction, this includes the tilting set of line bundles on X. Every such line
bundle F ∈ DX gives rise to a holomorphic Lagrangian F = f ∗ F in DX , so correspondingly, DX should be thought of as generated by holomorphic Lagrangians on
X . Since we are working equivariantly, holomorphic Lagrangians generate all of DX
– the entire derived category of T-equivariant coherent sheaves on X including, for
example, line bundles on X . Furthermore, holomorphic Lagrangians on X and special
Lagrangians on Y are both stable objects with respect to Z 0 .
From physics perspective, Z 0 defined in this way shares all the properties of the
Π-stability central charge of Douglas [59, 60], which is what motivated Bridgeland’s
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work [41–43]. It follows:
Conjecture 2. The central charge Z 0 defined by the leading λ0 to zero limit of
equivariant central charge
Z = Z 0 + O(λ0 ),

(8.33)

in the chamber of equivariant parameters (5.5) for which the tilting line bundles on
X have finite equivariant central charge Z, defines the Bridgeland stability condition
on DY , on DX and on DX .
Next, we will learn how to describe derived equivalences that come from variations
of this stability condition. We will keep λ’s fixed, and vary complexified Kahler moduli
of X , and complex structure moduli on Y .

8.4

Perverse filtration from mirror symmetry

The reason V[Lkm ] fails to diagonalize braiding is that, unless m = 0, the braiding
functor B which lifts the half-monodromy that exchanges ai and aj counterclockwise
to DY , does not bring the brane Lkm back to itself up to degree shifts
BLkm 6= Lkm [Dkm ]{Ckgm },
like it did for Lk = Lk0 . Instead, it mixes up the brane Lkm , with those that have a
higher degree of support on the vanishing cycle.
8.4.1
The special Lagrangian Lk = Lk0 and the special Lagrangians of the type Lk1 , . . . , Lkmax
generate the heart
A ⊂ DY
of the derived category DY in the chamber where |aj | > |ai |. The heart A is a
subcategory of DY obtained from the collection of special Lagrangians we started with
by taking Lagrangian connected sums # (these mirror taking extensions of coherent
sheaves in DX , see e.g. [162, 169]). A consists of Lagrangians whose central charge is
the upper half of the complex Z 0 plane, since the central charge of a connected-sum
brane is the sum of central charges of branes it consists of. From the heart A we
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recover the entire the derived category DY by further degree shifts and taking direct
sums and cones.
8.4.2
The heart A is filtered by subcategories Akm ⊂ A , where Akm is generated from Lk0
and Lagrangians of type Lk1 , . . . , Lkm , by taking connected sums, etc. This way, we
have a filtration of A
Ak0 ⊂ Ak1 . . . ⊂ Akmax = A ,

(8.34)

whose terms are labeled by representations Vkm in the tensor product,
Vi ⊗ Vj =

max
M

Vkm ,

m=0

ordered so that
µkm < µkm+1 ,

(8.35)

where µkm are the highest weights of Vkm , for all m. This is the same as ordering by
the dimension of the vanishing cycle, since (8.35) implies
Dkm > Dkm+1 .
This filtration induces a corresponding filtration of DY
Dk0 ⊂ Dk1 . . . ⊂ Dkmax = DY ,

(8.36)

where the derived category Dkm is generated by taking direct sums, cones and shifts
of the branes in Akm .
On the other side of the wall, for |ai | > |aj |, we get the same kind of filtration
Dk0 0 ⊂ Dk0 1 . . . ⊂ Dk0 max = DY ,

(8.37)

obtained from the filtration of the heart A 0 of DY ,
A 0 k0 ⊂ A 0 k1 . . . ⊂ A 0 kmax = A 0 ,

(8.38)

except that the heart A 0 is different, because the set of special Lagrangians which
have central charge Z 0 in the upper half of the complex plane is different, as is clear
from their construction earlier in this section.
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8.4.3
The key aspect of the filtrations is that the derived equivalence B, that corresponds to
braiding ai and aj , preserves them. Pick a clockwise path B across the wall, avoiding
the singularity at ai = aj . Along such a path, branes whose central charge vanishes to
any given order m in the filtration can get mixed up with those at lower order, whose
central charge vanishes faster near the wall, but not the other way around. This is a
simple consequence of Picard-Lefshetz monodromies of vanishing cycles. In fact, we
can describe very precisely how derived equivalence B acts.
Consider the quotient category,
grm (A ) = Akm /Akm−1 ,

(8.39)

obtained from Akm by treating all objects that come from Akm−1 as zero. Even though
B does not preserve Akm or Ak0m themselves, it preserves the filtration and acts on
grm (A ) at most by degree shifts. This is because any brane whose central charge vanishes faster is an object that is treated as zero in the quotient categories Akm /Akm−1
and Ak0m /Ak0m−1 , and there are no contributions from branes whose central charge
vanishes slower to either Akm or to Ak0m , per their definitions.
To read off the degree shifts note that the equivairant central charge any object
of either grm (A ) or of grm (A 0 ) is
g

Zkm = (ai − aj )Dm −Cm /κ × finite,

(8.40)

per (8.28), and Zkm is an eigenvector of the action of braiding. It follows that, along
the path B, the central charge Z[L] of an arbitrary object L ∈ grm (A ) changes by
the following phase:
1

g

Z[L] −→ e−πiDm q 2 Cm Z[L],

(8.41)

which reflects the cohomological and equivariant degree shifts. The phase does not
depend on the Lagrangian L at all, but only on the order m in the filtration it
belongs to, and the path B we chose. Thus the functor B composed with a degree
g
shift [Dm ]{Cm
} is an equivalence of abelian categories
g
B[Dm ]{Cm
} : grm (A ) ∼
= grm (A 0 ).
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(8.42)

Derived equivalences with these properties are called a “perverse equivalences” by
Chuang and Rouquier [51]. This equivalence of abelian categories induces the corresponding equivalence of their derived categories,
B : Dkm /Dkm−1 ∼
= Dk0 m /Dk0 m−1 .
8.4.4
By construction of Z 0 , DX also has a heart A ⊂ DX , filtered by subcategories Akm
which are generated by structure sheaves of holomorphic Lagrangian branes, Fk and
together with branes of type Fk1 , . . . , Fkm . They are all stable with respect to Z 0 and
mirror to special Lagrangian branes Lk and together with branes of type Lk1 , . . . , Lkm ,
that generate the filtration on DY , see section 8.3.3. One clearly gets such a filtration
on both sides of the wall, for |aj | > |ai | on a manifold we called X , and for |ai | > |aj |
on its generalized flop which was called X 0 in [5].
What remains to show is that the derived equivalence functor B, that corresponds
to braiding ai and aj clockwise preserves the filtrations, and acts by degree shifts in
(8.42). The fact that it preserves the filtrations can be seen by a hyper-Kahler rotation of X , which maps the holomorphic to special Lagrangians on X . The complete
existence proof would be provided by equivariant mirror symmetry. More abstractly,
it also follows from the theorem of Bezrukavnikov and Okounkov [30, 137], and its
physics reinterpretation, theorem 4? of [5], which says that monodromies of the KZ
equation, viewed as the quantum differential equation of X , lift to derived equivalences
of DX .

A

Homological mirror symmetry for C

In this section will work out a classic example of homological mirror symmetry for
X = C. The only new ingredient is that we will be working equivariantly on both
sides.
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A.1

Equivariant derived category of coherent sheaves on C

Take X = C with complex coordinate x. Coherent sheaves on X can be identified
with modules for the ring
R = C[x],
of holomorphic functions on X . Elements of R are polynomials in x. From this
perspective, the trivial line bundle on X
P = OX ,
is the structure sheaf of X and a module for R equal to R itself. Another example is
Oa , the structure sheaf of a point x = a, on which elements of R act by evaluation.
A.1.1
The derived category DX of coherent sheaves on X has as its objects complexes of
coherent sheaves, where one identifies complexes whose cohomologies are the same.
Given any coherent sheaf M on X , we get an object of the derived category M[n]
which is a 1-term complex,
... → 0 → M → 0 → ....
in a fixed cohomological degree −n, with maps that are all zero. These identifications
simplify the theory, since many distinct complexes describe the same object of DX .
For example, in the derived category, the structure sheaf Oa [n] is identified in DX
with the cohomology of the complex
x−a

· · · → 0 → P −−−→ P → 0 → · · · ,
where all but one map are zero, and the rightmost copy of P is placed in degree
cohomological −n. Often, we will omit the zeros.
In fact, DX is in this case generated by P, as every one of its objects has a free
resolution in terms of P, for example. A free resolution of M ∈ DX is a complex all
of whose terms are direct sums of copies of P,
. . . → M−2 → M−1 → M0 → 0 → . . . ,
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(A.1)

where M−i ≡ P ⊕ri is a direct sum of ri copies of P, placed in cohomological degree
−i. The complex that resolves M has cohomology in degree zero equal to M and
zero otherwise, so in DX , M and its resolutions are isomorphic.
A.1.2
As in the examples of section 5, we get a further equivalence of the derived category
DX of coherent sheaves on X with derived category of modules of an algebra A ,
DX ∼
= DA ,
see for example, where A is the algebra of endomorphisms of the line bundle P, which
here coincides with the ring R:
A = HomDX (P, P) = R.
Thinking about coherent sheaves as modules for A , simplifies computations. As in
section 5, given the resolution of M in (A.1), and any other object N of DX , the
Homs of the derived category are given by [18, 91, 99]
HomDX (M, N [k]) = H k (homA (M, N )),

(A.2)

where homA (M, N ) are A -module homomorphisms from M to N . It follows
HomDX (M, N [k]) = HomDX (M[j], N [j + k]),
so we can work only with homology in degree zero, at the expense of working with
branes of all degrees.
A.1.3
The algebra A is the path algebra of a quiver QA , which has a single node, one arrow
which represents multiplication by x, and no relations. The quiver QA is familiar to
physicists – it describes the 0-branes on X = C. More precisely, the 0-brane at x = 0
corresponds to the quiver representation of rank one, on which the arrow x acts by
zero. It is also the simple module S of the algebra A , and the structure sheaf of the
origin in X
S = O0 .
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The brane P = OX , is a 2-brane on X with trivial bundle on it, and a the projective
module of the path algebra. The fact that P generates DX reflects the fact that any
B-brane on X can be obtained as a bound state of 2-branes and their anti-branes on
X . For example, the fact that, as objects of DX , the sheaf Oa is indistinguishable
x−a

from the complex P −−−→ P corresponds to the fact that, as B-branes, a 0-brane
at x = a is indistinguishable from a bound state of a 2-brane and its anti-brane,
obtained by giving an expectation value x − a to the open string tachyon between
them. One gets the 0-brane where the tachyon field vanishes. More generally, the
complex such as (A.1) describes a brane M ∈ DX , obtained by successive gluings
ri 2-branes with ri+1 anti-2-branes by giving specific expectation values to tachyon
fields between them. Many additional details may be found in [17–19, 21, 90, 95, 167].
A.1.4
Working equivariantly with respect to a torus T = C× which acts by x → hx for h a
non-zero complex number, the algebra A becomes graded
A = ⊕∞
n=0 An ,
where An = Cxn is generated by a single element xn for n ≥ 0, and the grading is
in this case just the path length. Equivariant coherent sheaves on X correspond to
graded A -modules. A graded module M is simply M itself, where we keep track
of equivariant degree: M = ⊕n Mn where Mn has degree n. For example, working
equivariantly, the structure sheaf P splits P = ⊕n Pn where Pn is generated by xn ,
for n ≥ 0, and 0 otherwise. A simple operation on graded modules is an equivariant
degree shift that maps a module M to M{d}, defined by M{d}n = Mn+d , which
decreases the degree of all elements of M by d.
The A -module homomorphisms also become graded, where homomorphisms in
degree n map Mm → Nm+n for all m. The theory is invariant under overall degree
shifts, so the homomorphism in degree n from M to N is the same as homomorphism
in degree zero from M, to N {n}. For this reason, we loose nothing by declaring that
HomDX (M, N [k]{n}),
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contain only the Hom’s in degree zero, both the homological and equivariant. Taking
a direct sum,
Hom∗,∗
DX (M, N ) =

M

HomDX (M, N [k]{n}),

k,n∈Z

contains all the Hom’s of the ungraded theory.
A.1.5
For example, P{d}n is generated by xn+d , for n ≥ −d. For d ≥ 0 we get an A module homomorphism from P to P{d}, which is just multiplication by xd . This
takes monomials 1, x, . . . in degrees 0, 1, . . . viewed as elements of P and maps them
to xd , xd+1 , . . . in P{d}, in the same degrees, and acts by zero otherwise. This,
together (A.2) leads to
Ad = HomDX (P, P{d}) = Cxd , for d ≥ 0.
Hom’s in the other direction, or in other homological degrees, are all zero.
As another example, 0-brane at the origin has a projective resolution as the complex
S ∼
=

x

P{−1} −
→P

(A.3)

of graded modules where all the omitted terms and maps are 0. Here, one views
P{−1} as placed in cohomological degree −1, P in degree 0, and x deforms the
otherwise trivial differential on P[1]{−1} ⊕ P.
As additional practice, by using the resolution in (A.3), and computing cohomologies in (A.2) for M = S and various N ’s, one finds
HomDX (P, S) = C = HomDX (S, P[1]{−1})

(A.4)

Homs in all other degrees are zero. Similarly, one finds
HomDX (S, S) = C = HomDX (S, S[1]{−1}).

(A.5)

This is as expected since HomDX (S, S) = C reflects the gauge group of the single
0-brane being U (1), and HomDX (S, S[1]{−1}) = C corresponds to deformations of
the 0-brane by changing its position on X = C [21]. Both are consistent with Serre
duality for a one dimensional X , with trivial canonical bundle whose section dx scales
with degree 1.
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A.2

Homological mirror symmetry, equivariantly

Now we will see how the above structure emerges from mirror symmetry. The mirror
to X = C working equivariantly with respect to the T = C× -action is the LandauGinsburg model on target Y = C× , with potential
W(y) = λ log y + y −1 ,
and points y = 0, ∞ deleted, and holomorphic form
Ω = dY =

dy
.
y

This Landau-Ginsburg model is the Hori-Vafa mirror to C [92]. The parameter h of
the equivariant Λ-action on X maps to the parameter λ in the superpotential by
h = e2πiλ .
With λ 6= 0, the superpotential is not single valued. For now, we will fix λ ∈ R>0 .
A.2.1
An equivariant A-brane on Y is a Maslov graded Lagrangian L, together with a lift
W to a single valued function on L, as explained in section 4. In particular, given an
A-brane L, we denoted by L{d} an A-brane with a different lift of W,
W|L{d} = W|L + 2πid λ.
which follows from (4.13). The equivariant central charge of the brane is given by
Z
Z[L] =

Ωe−W .

(A.6)

L

The definition of the integral requires a choice of the lift of W, which is why we needed
to distinguish the A-branes.
A.2.2
Mirror to a line bundle brane P on X , is the brane
T,
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given by the set of points of the form Y = Y? +R. As an object of DY this Lagrangian,
and any other in the same isotopy class (for all branes in this class, the two infinite
ends of the brane approach the two infinities on Y = C× ), give an equivalent brane.
If we choose Y? to be the critical point of the potential, then T is the thimble of
the potential W , the set of all initial conditions for downward gradient flows of the
Hamiltonian HW = Re(W), which get attracted to the critical point of the potential.
Along the thimble, Im W is conserved, equal to its value at the critical point. We will
call T the thimble brane.
A.2.3
The thimble brane T generates the derived category DY of A-branes on Y, just like
the line bundle brane P generates DX [158]. To show that DX and DY are mirror
DX ∼
= DY
it suffices to show that the branes T and P which generate the two categories are
mirrors of each other
mirror

T ←−−−→ P.
For this, we want to show that their bi-graded Homs are equal. In other words, we
want to show that
∗,∗
HomD
(T , T ) =
Y

M

HomDY (T , T [n]{d})

(A.7)

n,d∈Z

coincide with the algebra A . The calculation follows straightforwardly applying section 4, and its specialization to non-compact branes described in section 5. Namely,
as in section 5, since T is non-compact, we define
HomDY (T , T [n]{d}) = HF 0,0 (Tζ , T [n]{d}),

(A.8)

where Tζ is the thimble corresponding to downward gradient flow of HR = Re(e−iζ W),
where ζ > 0, and HF n,d is Floer cohomology in Maslov degree n and equivariant
degree d.
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A.2.4
Since W ∼ e−Y , for ReY → −∞, and W ∼ µY for ReY → ∞, we get the configuration of branes as in the figure 33. In particular Tζ ∩ T intersect over points x0 , x1 , . . ..
The intersection point xd ∈ Tζ ∩ T has
J(xd ) = −(W(xd )|T − W(xd )|Tζ )/2π = d,

(A.9)

since, because T is a thimble, ImW is constant on it, while it increases along Tζ as
y → ∞. In addition, all intersection points xd have all Maslov degree zero, since Y
so the differential is necessarily trivial.
Since xd has equivariant degree d as intersection of T with itself, by (A.9), it is
the generator of
HomDY (T , T {d}) = Cxd ,

d ≥ 0.

(A.10)

per definition if section 4, and these only non-vanishing Hom’s. It follows that on a
thimble T {d},
W(xd )|T {d} = W(xd )|T + 2πidλ.

(A.11)

Figure 33: Brane Tζ winds infinitely many times around y = ∞, but not
around y = 0. It intersects T at x0 , x1 , . . .

The theory has more structure yet, since the generators in (A.10) are not independent. The product on Floer cohomology groups, defined as in (5.10), with L0 = T ,
L1 = T {d}, and L2 = T {d+ d0 }, leads to
xd · xd0 = xd+d0
as the three branes intersect analogously to those figure 6. It follows that they have
a single independent generator
xd = xd ,
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d ≥ 0.

All the higher A∞ products vanish, since for them not to vanish we would need
intersection points with no-zero Maslov degrees which we don’t have. Consequently,
Hom∗,∗
DY (T , T ) = A ,

(A.12)

from which the equivalence of DX and DY follows.
A.2.5
As an exercise, consider the geometric representation of
x
I ∼
→T.
= T {−1} −

(A.13)

The I brane is the mirror of the brane S on X , given by the complex in (A.3). The
brane S is the 0-brane.
The complex (A.13) is a prescription get I by gluing T ’s: start with the pair of
branes T {−1} and T , which intersect at a single point corresponding to x. Reverse
the orientation of T {−1} to get T [1]{−1}. The string at the intersection of T [1]{−1}
and T is a tachyon [21], and giving it an expectation value deforms T [1]{−1} ⊕ T to
the new brane, as in the figure 34.

Figure 34: Brane I is mirror to a D0 brane, drawn here on the cover of Y
where we open up the S 1 .

Provided we set λ to zero, we can deform the I brane further to an S 1 that wraps
around the cylinder in figure 31, to get the naive mirror of a 0-brane on X . For λ
that does not vanish, the superpotential does not come back to itself along the brane,
and only the brane in the figure makes sense.
It is not difficult to show that the only non-vanishing Hom’s between I’s and
T ’s mirror those in (A.4) and (A.5). Because now effectively one of the branes behaves as compact, we can use either the definition of the Homs’s from section 4, as
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HomDY (L, L0 ) = HF 0,0 (LW , L0 ), where LW is obtained from L by the Hamiltonian
flow of HW = ReW, or the ζ deformation from above – the two give the same answer,
as they should.

A.3

Central charges and analytic continuation

The equivariant central charge
Z
Z[T ] =

Ωe−W .

T

of the thimble brane T , is just the Γ function
Z ∞
0
Z[T ] =
dy 0 y 0λ−1 e−y = Γ(λ).

(A.14)

0

Its ordinary central charge, defined naively as

R
T

Ω is infinite. The definition from

section 8.24, as the leading term in the λ to zero limit, regulates the divergence. For
the thimble brane, it evaluates to


Z 0 [T ] = Γ(λ)

=
λ→0

1
λ

(A.15)

This is the equivariant volume of the 2-brane P on C, which is scaled by a C× action
with parameter h = e2πiλ .
The equivariant central charge of the I brane, computed from the contour in figure
34, gives the integral representation of the inverse Γ function, or more precisely,
Z
2πi
Z[I] =
Ωe−W = −
eiπλ
(A.16)
Γ(1
−
λ)
I
The non-equivariant λ → 0 limit of this is finite, so
Z
0
Z [I] =
Ω = 2πi.

(A.17)

I

This is the central charge of a 0-brane on X .
Another way to compute the equivariant central charge of the I brane is from
the complex that tells us how to obtain the brane from connected sums of T ’s, [I] =
[T ] − [T {−1}] = (1 − e2πiλ )[T ] so that
Z[I] = (1 − e2πiλ )Γ(λ).

(A.18)

The fact that the two expressions for Z[I] in (A.16) and (A.18) are equal is the
standard Γ-function identity.
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A.3.1
So far we took λ to be real, but now we will describe what happens as we vary λ in the
complex plane. For all Re(λ) > 0 the central charge of the brane T gives the integral
representation of the Γ-function Z[T ] = Γ(λ). Being an analytic function of λ, the
central charge of the brane T coincides with the Γ-function for all λ ∈ C. However,
for Re(λ) < 0 the integral along the Y = Y? + R no longer converges. Instead,
one deforms the contour of integration so as to obtain a convergent expression that
defines the analytic continuation of the Γ-function. As explained in [181], thimbles of
downward gradient flow of HW = ReW provide a tool for analytic continuation, since
R
if L is such a thimble, the integral in Z[L] = L Ωe−W is guaranteed to converge.
Analytic continuation of the Γ-function was described in these terms in [89].
The actual thimble and the Lagrangian T define the same brane of DY for all
Re(λ) > 0, since they are isotopic. For Re(λ) < 0 this is no longer the case. Instead,
for Re(λ) < 0 the thimble becomes isotopic to the brane we called I instead, and the
I brane and the T brane are different objects of DY .
For Re(λ) > 0, because Z[T ] manifestly converges as opposed through analytic
continuation, in this regime, it is natural to take the T -brane as the generator of DY ,
and describe the I-brane as the complex in (A.13).
For Re(λ) < 0, it is natural to take the I-brane as the generator, and express the
T -brane in terms of it, for example we can take the complex
p1
p2
T ∼
= I −→ I[1]{1} −→ . . .

of cones over the intersection points pi that generate HomDY (I{i + 1}, I{i}[1]). This
complex is the natural description of the brane for Reλ < 0 and Imλ < 0 for which one
isotopes the right half of the T brane into ImY > 0. This Lagrangian describes T from
taking a connected sum of branes in ⊕∞
n=0 I{n} over their intersection points (after
2πiλ
),
the ζ-deformation). In K-theory, this relates [T ] = ⊕∞
n=0 [I{n}] = [I]/(1 − e

inverting the formula we had earlier. The complex is not unique, for example, the
contour deformation natural for Reλ < 0, Imλ > 0 will give a different one. The T
brane, and either of the two complexes describe the same object on DY .
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A.3.2
While the X = C example is not part of the family of theories that are the main
interest in this paper, it is serves as a model. For example, take X = C2 , by setting
m = 1 in the example of section 5. This is an instructive example, since it is just two
copies of the C-theory. Its equivariant mirror Y has just one thimble brane T which
generates DY , whose equivariant central charge is the Beta function:
Z[T ] = B(λ1 , λ2 ) =

Γ(λ1 )Γ(λ2 )
,
Γ(λ1 + λ2 )

where λ1 and λ2 = λ0 − λ1 are the pair of equivariant weights of two C× actions on
X , scaling its two complex coordinates x1 and x2 by h1 = e2πiλ1 and h2 = e2πiλ2 .
The ordinary central charge, as defined in section 8.24 equals
Z 0 [T ] =

1
1
+ .
λ1
λ2

(A.19)

The thimble brane T is mirror to the line bundle P on the core X, which is just the
x1 x2 = 0 locus in X , and whose equivariant volume (A.19) computes, as the sum
of equivariant volumes of the two copies of C in X. Equivalently, the T -brane is
the equivariant mirror of the holomorphic Lagrangian f∗ P = OX in X , which is the
structure sheaf of X.

A.4

Coherent sheaves and quivers

The fact that the derived category of equivariant coherent sheaves on X is equivalent
to the derived category of modules of an algebra A , which is moreover a quiver
path algebra was an important simplification, both in this section, for X = C and
in section 5, for X which is the resolution of an Am−1 surface singularity. This was
easy to understand what the corresponding quiver is the case of C, so here we will
understand it in the case of the Am−1 surface, following [19, 35, 36, 53].
Recall X is the holomorphic quotient of Cm+1 with coordinates x0 , . . . , xm , by
HC = (C× )m−1 , where the i’th factor in HC acts on xi−1 , xi , xi+1 with weights
+1, −2, +1, and with 0 on the rest. More precisely, X is X = (Cm+1 − ∆)/HC ,
where the locus ∆ consists of points where xi = 0 = xj for any pair of i, j such that
i 6= j ± 1.
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The ring of HC invariant polynomials is generated by
m−1 m−2
u = xm
x2
. . . xm−1 ,
0 x1

z = x0 x1 . . . xm ,

v = x1 x22 . . . xm
m,

which satisfy one relation, uv = z m , which maps us back to the Am−1 singularity.
Coherent sheaves on X have a description as H-graded modules for the algebra
R0 = C[x0 , . . . , xm ] of polynomials in the x’s. Hom’s between sheaves on X correspond to H-invariant maps between the corresponding modules for R0 , i.e. sheaves
on Cm+1 . We can make this T-equivariant by grading everything in addition by the
T-action, which we can take to be
T : (x0 , x1 , . . . , xm−1 , xm ) → (x0 , x1 , . . . , hxm−1 , qh−1 xm ).
For example, the structure sheaf P0 = OX in (6.35), the sheaf of all holomorphic
functions on X , corresponds to the module for R0 equal to R0 itself. The Homs from
P0 to itself are the HC -invariant subset of elements of R0 , which is just the ring R
itself, so we recover (6.39). The sheaf Pi = OX (Di ) for i ranging from 1 to m − 1 is
a sheaf of holomorphic sections of a holomorphic line bundle on X corresponding to
a divisor Di ,
Di :

xDi = xi0 x1i−1 . . . xi−1 = 0.

(A.20)

One can obtain Pi>0 from P0 by multiplying with xDi . Thus, if we associate the
tilting sheaf Pi to the i’th node of the quiver QA , then we get the identification of
arrows with monomials as
ai+1,i = x0 . . . xi ,

bi,i+1 = xi+1 . . . xm ,

(A.21)

where ai+1,i ∈ homR0 (Pi , Pi+1 ), and so on, and where the quiver relations in (6.37)
follow from (A.21).

B

The upstairs mirror symmetry

Here, we will describe some aspects of ordinary mirror symmetry, relating
mirror

X −−−−−→ Y.
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Recall from section 2 that one of the interpretations of X is as the Coulomb branch
of a three dimensional quiver gauge theory, with quiver Q and eight supercharges.
The mirror of sigma model on X is the Landau-Ginsburg model with target Y
and potential W, where Y is the Coulomb branch of a four dimensional quiver gauge
theory with the same quiver Q. Sometimes, Y is referred to as the ”multiplicative”
version of X . The potential W gets additional terms if we study X equivariantly, but
it is non-vanishing even without. This appendix will explain why this is the case.
The remainder of it describes Hori-Vafa mirror symmetry [92] for a hypertoric X ,
and shows how to derive from it the equivariant mirror Y and the potential W .

B.1

Coulomb branches in three and four dimensions

While X is the Coulomb branch of a three dimensional quiver gauge theory, to understand what its ordinary mirror is, it helps to consider the Coulomb branch Y ∨ of a
four dimensional gauge theory based on the same quiver Q, with eight supercharges,
and compactified on circle of radius R∨ . While X is the moduli space of singular
monopoles on R3 , Y ∨ is the moduli space of singular monopoles on R2 × S 1 , with the
radius of the S 1 inversely proportional to R∨ (see [6] for a string theory derivation).
Like X , Y ∨ is also a holomorphic symplectic manifold, but unlike X , Y ∨ turns
out to be self mirror for reasons we will review – this is why it is a useful starting
point for understanding the action of mirror symmetry on X . (Homological mirror
symmetry for multiplicative hypertoric varieties was proven in [82].)
B.1.1
× d
Classically Y ∨ ∼ (C×
θ ∨ × Cϕ∨ ) /Weyl, where d is the rank of the quiver gauge group,

as before. The C×
θ ∨ factor comes from the holonomy of the four dimensional gauge
field around the circle of radius R∨ that takes us from four to three dimensions, and
C×
ϕ∨ from the dual of the three dimensional gauge field. In three dimensions, an
abelian gauge field A is dual to a compact real scalar ϕ∨ known as the dual photon.
The duality relates the two by dA = ∗dϕ∨ , see [56] for more details. Compactifying
the 3d sigma model on a further circle of radius R, the long-distance theory is a sigma
model in two dimensions with target Y ∨ and no potential, W ∨ ≡ 0.
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The sigma model on Y ∨ defined in this way is self mirror, in that Y ∨ and its
mirror Y, are related by a hyper-Kahler rotation. From four-dimensional perspective,
two dimensional mirror symmetry that exchanges Y and Y ∨ exchanges the roles of
the two circles the theory is compactified on. The easiest way to see this is as follows.
Rather than compactifying sequentially on circles of radii R and R∨ (by taking one
of the them to be much smaller than the other), we can simply compactify the four
dimensional theory on a square torus with two small circles of radii R and R∨ . In
this way, at long distance, the theory is described by a two-dimensional sigma model
on a target which is neither Y nor Y ∨ – instead, it is a sigma model on a manifold
parameterized by holonomies of the four dimensional gauge fields around the circles
of radii R and R∨ . All three descriptions of two dimensional physics we get are
equivalent for the purposes of studying topological, or homological mirror symmetry
since neither are sensitive to metric-type data – the values of R and R∨ are irrelevant,
as long as they are not zero or infinite.
The description which treats R and R∨ on the same footing is related to the
description based on Y or on Y ∨ by T -dualities: taking R∨  R, one gets Y ∨ by
dualizing the holonomy θ around the circle of radius R – trading it for for the “dual
photon” of the theory in three dimensions obtained by compactifying on a small circle
of radius R∨ , and vice versa. The duality in two dimensions reads dθ = ∗dϕ∨ . If θ∨ ’s
stand for holonomies around the circle of radius R∨ , Y ∨ emerges from the description
based on (θ∨ , ϕ∨ ) and Y from the one based on (ϕ, θ). The two dimensional dualities
of this kind are what underlies mirror symmetry – this perspective played the key
role in [92], for example. The fact that mirror symmetry is T-duality was discovered
by Strominger, Yau and Zaslow in [164].
B.1.2
In the limit where we take the radius R∨ to zero, Y ∨ becomes the Coulomb branch
X of the three dimensional gauge theory with quiver Q. Classically, X ∼ (Cθ∨ ×
×
d
C×
ϕ∨ ) /Weyl because the Cθ ∨ factors previously associated to the Wilson-lines of four

dimensional gauge fields decompactify in taking R∨ to zero – instead of being valued
on a circle of radius 1/R∨ , θ∨ ’s become valued on R.
185

The effect of this is that, as a complex manifold,
Y ∨ = X \D∨ ,
where
D∨ = ∪a Da∨

(B.1)

is the union of divisors we have to remove to replace the d factors of Cθ∨ by C×
θ∨ .
The divisor Da∨ is the locus in X where det(Φa ) = 0, where Φa is the complex scalar
valued in the adjoint representation of the U (da ) gauge group.
Thus, as holomorphic symplectic manifolds, Coulomb branches X and Y ∨ of three
and four dimensional gauge theories based on the same quiver Q differ in that the
locus corresponding to the union of divisors in (B.1), which is deleted in the four
dimensional case, gets filled in by going down to three dimensions. In going from Y ∨
to X , one also gains a symmetry corresponding to circle actions on the newly acquired
Cθ∨ factors. Among them is the C× -action that scales the holomorphic symplectic
form of X .

B.2

Mirror symmetry, divisors and superpotentials

To understand what is the “upstairs” mirror of X , one therefore needs to understand
what is the mirror to partially compactifying Y ∨ , by adding in the divisors Da∨ .
Mirror symmetry relates compactifying Y ∨ by adding divisors, to turning on a
superpotential on Y. The terms in the superpotential reflect the divisors we add. The
argument for this originated in [94], based on [92, 93]. It is developed, starting with
[22], in many works, see for example [86]. Consider the B-model on Y with a 0-brane
probe, and its mirror, which is the A-model on Y ∨ with an A-brane wrapping the
Lagrangian torus fiber LT 2d . Compactifying Y ∨ by adding divisors Da∨ to get X , some
one cycles of the torus fiber that were not contractible in Y ∨ become contractible in X .
This introduces new holomorphic disks with boundary on LT 2d , passing through Da∨ ,
which generate a superpotential, as the zero’th Massey product µ0 of the Lagrangian.
It is obtained by counting Maslov index 2 disks with boundary on LT 2d and one
boundary marked point. The is reflected in the mirror Y as a term in the classical
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superpotential felt by 0-branes. From perspective of X , this gives a way of calculating
its SYZ mirror.
B.2.1
As an example, consider X which is the resolution of an Am−1 surface singularity. In
this case, both Y and Y ∨ are “multiplicative” Am−1 surfaces – more precisely, Y ∨ is
a resolution of an Am−1 surface singularity
Y∨ :

u∨ v ∨ = (1 − 1/y ∨ )m ,

which differs from X in (3.1) by having the set y ∨ = 0 deleted (and by a relabeling of
coordinates), and Y a deformation of one, which can be written as the hypersurface
Y:

uv =

m
Y

(1 − ai /y).

(B.2)

i=1

The y and y ∨ are C× -valued, so they cannot vanish, and u’s and v’s are C-valued.
In particular, Y is a C× fibration over Y = C× parameterized by y 6= 0, ∞. The
parameters ai /ai+1 are mirror to complexified Kahler moduli of Y ∨ . In terms of the
discussion above, Im(log y ∨ ) gets identified with θ∨ , and Im(log y) with θ.
B.2.2
As proven in [2], the SYZ mirror to replacing Y ∨ by X is turning on a superpotential
on Y equal to simply v. Turning on, in addition, equivariant action on X is mirror to
W = λ1 log y − λ0 log u + v.
(For this superpotential to be well defined, requires u 6= 0 which removes a collection
of curves. This should have be part of the data of what Y is, even before we turn on
equivariance.) To make the structure of Y as a C× × C× fibration obvious, introduce
a coordinate z 6= 0 by
u = z,

v = z −1

m
Y

(1 − ai /y),

i=1

in terms of which the superpotential becomes
W = λ1 log y − λ0 log z + z −1

m
Y

(1 − ai /y).

i=1
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As we will see later in this section, this is the Hori-Vafa mirror of X , with equivariant
action turned on. Projecting to Y , restrict W to its critical point ∂z W = 0, we recover
the superpotential W on Y in (3.4).
From perspective of Y ∨ , the coordinate z has an interpretation as the e−Area of a
holomorphic disk ending on the Lagrangian fiber in Y ∨ ; it is also the variable whose
Im(log z) part is identified with the dual photon ϕ. From either perspective, unlike
Qm
u, v and y, z is not globally defined. The expression v = z −1 i=1 (1 − ai /y) holds
only for y  ai for all i, since only then v = v(z, y) is a term in the superpotential
generated by instantons; in other chambers on Y , one finds different expressions. The
advantage of the description based on (Y, W ), is that it is global.
B.2.3
From gauge theory perspective, the good variables on the Coulomb branch are not
associated to dual photons, but rather to dressed monopole operators [52, 55]. This
leads to a natural guess (which, should be ascribed to [76] as we will elaborate on
momentarily) for the potential W on Y, which is mirror to replacing Y ∨ by X in a
general case.
Start by parameterizing Y locally in terms of coordinates ya,α on Y , and local
×
coordinates za,α valid for large y. The y’s and the z’s correspond to C×
θ and Cϕ

directions of Y, respectivelly. The form of the superpotential W on Y is constrained
by asking that i.) ”integrating out” z’s, corresponding to restricting to ∂z W = 0, we
recover the superpotential W from section 3, that ii.) the terms in W generated by
replacing Y ∨ by X can be generated by instantons, and that iii.) those terms can be
written in terms of globally defined coordinates on Y. This leads one to conjecture
the following form of the potential:
W=

XX
a


−1
λa log(ya,α ) − λ0 log(za,α ) + za,α
fa,α (y) ,

(B.3)

α

where fa,α (y) are given in equation (3.10). It is easy to check that this satisfies the
constraints i.) and ii.). To see it satisfies iii.) as well, recall that the dressed monopole
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operators take the form
+
Da,k
=

X

k
d+
a,α (y)ya,α za,α ,

−
Da,k
=

α

X

k
−1
d−
a,α ya,α za,α ,

α

−
where for large y, d+
a,α (y) = fa,α (y) and da,α = 1/

Q

β6=α (1

− yβ,a /yα,a ).

The formula (B.3) says that mirror to compactifying Y ∨ by adding a divisor Da∨
+
is changing the potential by adding a term W → W + Da,0
, which is a special k = 0

case of monopole operator. The λa>0 -dependent term in W is mirror to the Λ ⊂ T
action that preserves the holomorphic symplectic form, and λ0 term to the C×
q ⊂ T
action that scales it. One can show the latter can easily be rewritten in terms of the
−
other set of dressed monopole operators, Da,k
and functions on Y .

B.2.4
The potential in (B.3) is, up to details, the effective potential on the monopole moduli
space of Gaiotto and Witten [76]. The potential, and the two-dimensional LandauGinsburg model that comes with it, was considered by [76] to be an effective two
dimensional description of Witten’s five-dimensional gauge theory [182–185], the theory that should allow one to categorifying Chern-Simons knot invariants for all Lie
algebras L g in a way complementary to the two approaches described here.4
As I will elaborate on in [6], the five dimensional gauge theory of [182] and two
dimensional theories studied in this paper and in [5] both describe the same physics
of the six dimensional (0, 2) theory with two dimensional defects which lead to knots.
They just approach the problem from two different perspectives – the perspective of
[182] is from the bulk (or rather, its reduction to five dimensions), the perspective here
is of the theory on the defects themselves. The fact that the six dimensional (0, 2)
theory contains in it information to solve the categorification problem is implicit in
the work of Ooguri and Vafa [140], but the connection was first made in [87].
The explanation of [76] for how the two dimensional theory arises from five dimensions should not be regarded as the derivation of the (Y, W ) Landau-Ginsburg model.
4 The superpotential in [76] differs from W in (B.3) in that the term is mirror of the equivariant
Λ ⊂ T action on X , and comes from the pair of Verma module states inserted at y = 0, ∞ in (2.11).
This term is important to get invariants of knots in R2 × S 1 , but it is not important for knots in
R3 . See [77, 78] for an attempt to use [76] and the description of the A-brane category in [73, 74] to
obtain homological link invariants.
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The Landau-Ginsburg model (Y, W ) follows from a more fundamental theory on defects in little string theory [8]. That theory is the quiver gauge theory from section
2, compactified on a circle, which itself leads to ~-deformations of KZ equation and
of Lcg, namely the qKZ equation and the quantum affine algebra U~ (Lcg) studied in
[7, 14]. It also explains why three dimensional gauge theories should enter the problem at all. Rather, [76] are explaining why the two approaches, the five dimensional
approach of [182] and the two dimensional ones of [5] and here, should be equivalent.

Hori-Vafa mirror of hyper-toric X

B.3

When X is hypertoric, we can derive Y and the potential W on it, from Hori-Vafa
mirror symmetry [92]. A hypertoric X is the Coulomb branch of a three dimensional
abelian gauge theory, with N = 4 supersymmetry. This is a special case of our 3d
quiver gauge theory from section 2 in which the gauge group is GQ = U (1)d , and one
has n hypermultiplets. It is economical to forget the origin of the hypermultiplets
in the quiver, and simply encode their GQ charges in the charge matrix Qai which is
charge of the i’th hypermultiplet under a’th of d U (1) gauge groups. If the theory
comes from the quiver, as we will assume, all the matter fields are fundamentals and
bifundamentals, and then the charges take one of three values, Qai are either 0 or ±1.
The hypermultiplets parameterize T ∗ V where V = Cn .
B.3.1
Since X is hypertoric, it has a quotient construction - which corresponds to viewing it as the Higgs branch of the 3d mirror theory. The mirror theory has gauge
group GQ∨ = U (1)n−d and n hypermultiplets whose charges Q∨ satisfy orthogonality
condition [9, 98, 103]
X

Qai Q∨
i,α = 0,

(B.4)

i

for α = 1, . . . , n − d. We have


−1
n−d
X = µ−1
,
R (m), µC (0) / U (1)
where
µα
R (m) =

n
X

2
2
α
Q∨
α,i (|ui | − |u−i | ) − m ,

i=1

µα
C (0) =

n
X
i=1
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Q∨
α,i ui u−i ,

(B.5)

are the real and complex moment map constraints.
B.3.2
Hori and Vafa [92] derived the Landau-Ginzburg mirror of X , by a version of T duality. Mirror to ui , u−i on X are dual variables Yi , Y−i on the mirror Y, which are
periodic, Y±i ∼ Y±i + 2πi, related by Re(Y±i ) = |u±i |2 . This maps the real moment
map constraints in (B.5) to holomorphic constraints in the mirror
n
X

α
Q∨
α,i (Yi − Y−i ) − m = 0.

(B.6)

i=1

They also derived the Landau-Ginsburg superpotential, given by
WHV =

X
X
X
(e−Yi + e−Y−i ) +
λi (Y−i − Yi ) + λ0
Yi ,
i

i

i

where the λ dependent terms are mirror to the equivariant action on X . More precisely, here we are viewing X not as a hypertoric manifold, but as a hypersurface
obtained by setting µα
C to zero in a toric manifold. The choice of hypersurface of
degree zero does not affect WLG in any way.
To make contact with formulas in the rest of the paper, let
yi = −eY−i −Yi ,
so that we can solve for Y−i in terms of Yi and yi . The effective potential on Y can
be written as
WHV =

X

e−Yi (1 − yi−1 ) +

X

i

λi ln(yi ) + λ0

i

X

Yi ,

i

where the constraint (B.6) becomes
aα ·

n
Y

Q∨
α,i

yi

= 1,

(B.7)

i=1

for some complex aα = aα (m). Finally, by arguments similar to those used in [88],
we can integrate over Yi ’s in all the periods, which is equivalent to restricting WHV
to critical points of
∂Yi W HV = 0.
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The value of W HV on the critical locus is, up to an additive constant, equal to
W =

X

λi ln(yi ) + λ0

X

i

log(1 − yi−1 )

(B.8)

i

where
yi = a−1
i ·

Y

Qa

ya i

(B.9)

a

solve the n − d constraints in (B.6) in terms of d ”variables” ya . Above, ai are
Qn
Q∨
chosen to satisfy aα = i=1 ai α,i – the fact that aα ’s do not uniquely determine ai ’s
P
corresponds to the freedom of shifting ya ’s by arbitrary constants. Since i λi ln(yi )
P
P
equals a λa ln(ya ) up to a constant (because λa = i Qa,i λi ), we have recovered
the superpotential W on the mirror of a hypertoric X .
The fact that
Z

−W

Ωe
L

Z Y
k
Y Qa
dya −λa Y
ya
(1 − ai /
ya i )−λ0
=
L a=1 ya
a
i

solves the quantum differential equation of X for any integration cycle L is a theorem
of [131].

B.4

Lagrangian correspondence and the figure eight

We will see how the figure eight Lagrangian from section 5.3 follows from Lagrangian
correspondences, the pair of functors that relate
k∗ : DY → DY ,

k ∗ : DY → DY .

Recall from section 3 and appendix B that mirror to X which is a resolution of an
Am−1 surface singularity is Y which is the multiplicative Am−1 surface from equation
(B.2), which we will rewrite as
x2 + z 2 = f (y),

(B.10)

where x and z are related to u and v in (B.2) by u = x + iz and v = x − iz, and where
Q
f (y) = i (1 − ai /y). Y is a C× fibration over Y , obtained by forgetting x and z.
B.4.1
As explained in section 5, the symplectic form ωY on Y is obtained from a symplectic
form ωY on Y by restricting to the vanishing S 1 fiber at each point in the base. Take
192

the symplectic form ωY on Y to be the one obtained from the symplectic form on
C2 × C× by restriction,
ωY =

i
(dx ∧ dx + dz ∧ dz + dy ∧ dy/|y|2 )
2

The vanishing cycle is parameterized by s and t real and satisfying s2 + t2 = 1,
p
p
and embedded into Y by x = s f (y), z = t f (y), so
p

i
1
+ |( f (y))0 |2 ,
dy ∧ dy
2
2
|y|
p
or alternatively, ωY = 2i dd(| log y|2 + |f (y)|2 ). With this Kahler potential, the naive
ωY =

Kahler metric on Y becomes incomplete at y = ai , where f (y) vanishes, so one should
picture the geometry as developing long tubes there.
The Lagrangian K which leads to the correspondences k∗ and k ∗ lives on the
product
K ∈ Y− × Y,
of Y, and Y with the sign of its symplectic form reversed. K is a fibration over Y
with vanishing S 1 fibers. Concretely, K is the set of all points of the form y 0 ∈ Y ,
p
p
and (x, y, z) ∈ Y, with y 0 = y and x = s P (y), z = t P (y) where s, t are real and
parameterize the vanishing S 1 , s2 + t2 = 1. It is immediate that the symplectic form
ωY − ×Y = ωY − ωY vanishes on K , so it is indeed a Lagrangian.
B.4.2
For simplicity, zoom in next one of the vanishing S 2 ’s, so that, after changing variables
f (y) ∼ a2 − y 2 ,
with a which is real, and where y is now a local coordinate. Y has a vanishing cycle
I which is an S 2 of radius a given by
I:

qx2 + qy2 + qz2 = a2 ,

px = py = pz = 0,

(B.11)

where we put x = qx + ipx , y = qy + ipy and z = qz + ipz , with q’s and p’s real.
First, note that
I = k∗ I,
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where I is a straight line in Y between y = ±a, the set of points with py = 0 and
qy ∈ [−a, a]. Per definition, k∗ I is obtained by intersecting I with K in Y− × Y, and
projecting to Y. The result is the family of vanishing S 1 ’s over the interval in Y ,
viewed as the base of Y, which is I itself. Thus, the I brane on Y comes from the
I-brane on Y , via the correspondence K .
B.4.3
To compute
E = k ∗ I = k ∗ k∗ I,
we need to intersect I with K in Y− × Y and project to Y . As is, I does not intersect
K transversely. To get a Lagrangian with transverse intersections with K , we deform
I by a flow of some Hamiltonian H which is Morse function on I in infinitesimal time
. Taking H = qx /(qx2 + qy2 )1/2 , to the first order in , the Lagrangian I deforms
to I given by (B.11), with the px and py deformed to px =  qy2 /(qx2 + qy2 )3/2 , and
py = − qx qy /(qx2 + qy2 )3/2 .
The intersection points of I with K have t = 0 (for θ 6= 0, π). Thus they all have
z = 0 and lie on qx2 +qy2 −p2x −p2y = a2 . From this it follows that qx2 ∼ a2 −(1−2 /a4 )qy2 ,
and therefore qy and py satisfy
E:

a6 p2y ≈ 2 qy2 (a2 − qy2 ).

This describes a figure eight curve in the y-plane, except that the two points where
the S 1 vanishes, y = ±a are on the curve itself. Keeping the next order in , points
y = ±a move inside two leafs of a figure eight, so we recover the Lagrangian E in
figure 12.
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