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VIRTUAL PULLBACKS IN DONALDSON-THOMAS
THEORY OF CALABI-YAU 4-FOLDS

HYEONJUN PARK

ABSTRACT. Recently, Oh and Thomas constructed algebraic virtual cy-
cles for moduli spaces of sheaves on Calabi-Yau 4-folds. The purpose
of this paper is to provide a virtual pullback formula between these
Oh-Thomas virtual cycles. We find a natural compatibility condition
between 3-term symmetric obstruction theories that induces a virtual
pullback formula. There are two types of applications.

Firstly, we introduce a Lefschetz principle in Donaldson-Thomas the-
ory, which relates the tautological D'T4 invariants of a Calabi-Yau 4-fold
with the DT3 invariants of its divisor. As corollaries, we prove the Cao-
Kool conjecture on the tautological Hilbert scheme invariants for very
ample line bundles and the Cao-Kool-Monavari conjecture on the tauto-
logical DT /PT correspondence for line bundles with Calabi-Yau divisors
when the tautological complexes are vector bundles.

Secondly, we present a correspondence between the Oh-Thomas vir-
tual cycles on the moduli spaces of pairs and the moduli spaces of sheaves
by combining the virtual pullback formula and a pushforward formula
for virtual projective bundles. As corollaries, we prove the Cao-Maulik-
Toda conjecture on the primary PT/GV correspondence for irreducible
curve classes and the Cao-Toda conjecture on the primary JS/GV corre-
spondence under the coprime condition, assuming the Cao-Maulik-Toda
conjecture on the primary Katz/GV correspondence. Moreover, we also
prove tautological versions of these two correspondences.
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INTRODUCTION

Background. Donaldson-Thomas invariants are virtual numbers of count-
ing sheaves, defined as the integrals of cohomology classes over the virtual
cycles of moduli spaces of sheaves. For Calabi-Yau 3-folds and Fano 3-folds,
such virtual cycles were constructed by Thomas [58] through 2-term perfect
obstruction theories [4, [43]. The associated Donaldson-Thomas invariants
have been studied intensively during the last two decades and it turned
out that they have rich structures and properties (e.g., correspondence to
Gromov-Witten invariants [46] [47] and rationality [51} 52], motivic property
[3, B3], modularity [25] [57], etc.).

Generalizing Donaldson-Thomas theory to higher-dimensional algebraic
varieties is not obvious. The standard method of constructing virtual cycles
in [4, [43] does not work for higher-dimensional varieties since the natural
obstruction theories on the moduli spaces of sheaves are no longer 2-term.
In particular, for Calabi-Yau 4-folds, the obstruction theories are 3-term
symmetric, which are never 2-term.

In the groundbreaking work [§], Borisov and Joyce constructed real virtual
cycles for schemes with 3-term symmetric obstruction theories based on the
Darboux theorem [9] [5] and derived differential geometry. Thus Donaldson-
Thomas invariants for Calabi-Yau 4-folds can be defined via the Borisov-
Joyce virtual cycles. However, computation of these DT4 invariants through
the Borisov-Joyce virtual cycles is believed to be very difficult.

Recently, Oh and Thomas [49] lifted Borisov-Joyce virtual cycles to Chow
groups by generalizing Cao-Leung’s algebraic approach [I5]. The key idea
is to localize Edidin-Graham’s square root Euler class [23] by an isotropic
section via Kiem-Li’s cosection-localized Gysin map [34]. This algebraic
method enables us to compute DT4 invariants in some cases.

Currently, there are three known computational tools in DT4 theory:

(1) Reduction to Edidin-Graham/Behrend-Fantechi classes [15];
(2) Torus localization [49];
(3) Cosection localization [36].

These tools are shown to be effective when they can be applied, i.e., the
moduli space is smooth/virtually smooth or has a torus action/cosection

(cf. [15) 12] 16l 17, 13 20} 19l 14]). However, since there are many examples

that are not in the above cases, it is desired to develop additional tools.

Main Result: Virtual pullback formula. The purpose of this paper is
to provide a new computational tool for DT4 invariants: a virtual pullback
formula between Oh-Thomas virtual cycles.

Recall [45] that Manolache introduced the notion of virtual pullbacks as
a relative version of Behrend-Fantechi virtual cycles [4]. More specifically,
given a morphism f : X — ) of schemes equipped with a relative 2-term
perfect obstruction theory ¢ : Ky — Ly, Manolache constructed a map

FroAdd) = AdX),



VIRTUAL PULLBACKS IN DT4 THEORY 3

called virtual pullback, satisfying the functorial property. In particular, if
the schemes X and ) are also equipped with 2-term perfect obstruction
theories ¢ and ¢y that fit into a compatibility diagram

(0.1) fKy — Ky — Ky
Jf*fi)y lfbx lqﬁf
f Ly Ly L,

then there is a virtual pullback formula
(0.2) F'VIBF = [X]5F € Au(X)
between the associated Behrend-Fantechi virtual cycles.

The main result of this paper is a generalization of the virtual pullback
formula (0:2]) to the Oh-Thomas virtual cycles:

Theorem 0.1 (Virtual pullback formula). Let f : X — ) be a morphism
of quasi-projective schemes equipped with the following obstruction theories:

D1) symmetric obstruction theories ¢px : Ex — Ly and ¢y : Ey — Ly of
tor-amplitude [—2,0], oriented, and isotropic (see Definition [1.10);
D2) a perfect obstruction theory ¢y : Ef — L¢ of tor-amplitude [—1,0].
Assume that there exist morphisms of distinguished triangles

(0.3) DV[2] 2 Ex E;
G
. 8
FEy D E;
Jm P’/X Lﬁf
FLy Ly L;

for some perfect complex D and maps o, B, ¢ such that px = ¢y o a.
We further assume that the orientations of Ex and Ey are compatible with
the isomorphism det(Ex) = f*det(Ey) induced by ([@3). Then we have a
virtual pullback formula

(0.4) FIVISE = (X150 € Au(X)
between the associated Oh-Thomas virtual cycles.

In DT4 theory, there is a general philosophy that we should use operations
that are symmetric. The compatibility diagram (0.3)) is a typical example.
If we use the compatibility diagram (0.I]) in the situation of Theorem [0.T],
then we will have

f*Ey = COHG(E/\/ — Ef)[—l],
which violates the fact that both Ex and f*Ey are symmetric complexes.
Thus we need to consider a symmetric operation such as

(0.5) f*Ey = cone(cone(EY[2] — Ex) — Ey)[—1],
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which is exactly what the compatibility diagram (0.3]) does. The above
operation (0.5]) will be called the reduction of the symmetric complex Exy by
the isotropic subcomplex E;, which generalizes the reduction K L/K of an
orthogonal bundle E by an isotropic subbundle K.

We briefly sketch how we prove Theorem Overall, the proof has a
similar structure to the standard arguments of functoriality of various pull-
backs [24], 37, [45] (5], 21), B5]. Specifically, in our setting, we first introduce
a relative version of Oh-Thomas virtual cycles: square root virtual pullbacks
for relative 3-term symmetric obstruction theories. Then the crucial step
is to construct a relative 3-term symmetric obstruction theory ¢; for the
composition

h: X x Al = Y x Al = M50
where M7

Y/ Spec(C) denotes the deformation space [24] [40], such that the rel-

ative intrinsic normal cone €y a1 M3 o) is isotropic. After constructing
pec

on, a deformation argument reduces Theorem to the functoriality for
X — Y — &y. Further replacing the cone stack €y by some cone C' that
covers €y, the blowup method in [36] will complete the proof.

The virtual pullback formula in Theorem was motivated by the Cao-
Kool conjecture [12] on the tautological Hilbert scheme invariants and the
Cao-Maulik-Toda conjectures [16], [I7] on the genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa
type invariants. Now Theorem turns out that these conjectures (under
some assumptions) are corollaries of more general phenomena: Lefschetz
principle and Pairs/Sheaves correspondence.

Application I: Lefschetz principle. Recall [37] that the quantum Lef-
schetz principle relates the Gromov-Witten invariants of an algebraic variety
with the Gromov-Witten invariants of its divisor. The virtual pullback for-
mula in Theorem provides an analogous formula in Donaldson-Thomas
theory.

Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold, i.e., a smooth projective variety X such
that Kx = Ox. The Hilbert scheme I,, 3(X) of curves C' with ch(O¢) =
(0,0,0,3,n) carries an Oh-Thomas virtual cycle

[Inﬁ (X)]Voer S An(Inﬁ (X))
by [49], which depends on the choice of an orientation [I1]. For a line bundle
L on X, define the tautological complex as
Lnﬁ = Rﬂ'*(OZ (4 L)

where Z denotes the universal family and 7 : I, g(X)x X — I, g(X) denotes
the projection map. Suppose that there is a smooth divisor D with O x (D) =
L and let i : D — X be the inclusion map. Then the Hilbert scheme I, 5(D)
of curves C' on D with ch(i,O¢) = (0,0,0,8,n) carries a Behrend-Fantechi
virtual cycle

[In,B(D)]‘g%‘ € A—B~D(Inﬁ(D))
by [46, A7, 51].
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Theorem 0.2 (Lefschetz principle). Let X be a Calabi- Yau 4-fold and L be
a line bundle. Let D be a smooth divisor with Ox (D) = L. Fix a curve class
B € Ho(X,Q) and an integer n € Z. If HY(C,L) = 0 for all [C] € I, 5(X),
then for any orientation on I, g(X), there exist canonical signs o(e) for
connected components I,, g(D)¢ of I, g(D) such that

(0.6) D (D7)l s(D) T = (L) N [1n (X5

(&

where je : I, 3(D)¢ — I, 3(X) denotes the inclusion map.

The defining equation of the divisor D induces the tautological section 7
of the vector bundle £,, g over I,, 3(X) whose zero locus is I, 3(D),

Ln,p

L)

I 5(D)—1 I, 5(X).

The key idea of proving Theorem is to construct a natural 3-term sym-
metric obstruction theory on I, 3(D) as a non-trivial extension of the stan-
dard 2-term perfect obstruction theory on I,, 3(D). Then by comparing this
3-term symmetric obstruction theory with the standard 3-term symmetric
obstruction theory on I,, g(X), we can apply the virtual pullback formula in
Theorem [0.11

5 [In s GOV = 1 s (D)EF = D (=1)7 (L, 5(D)| 5,
which implies the Lefschetz formula (0.0]).
Theorem also holds for moduli spaces of pairs. For instance, let

P, 3(X) be the moduli space of Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs (F, s)
with ch(F') = (0,0,0, 5,n) [51, 54]. Then we have two virtual cycles

[Pas(X)]0r € An(Pop(X)) and  [Pog(D)]gk € A-g.p(Pas(X))

where P, (D) is the moduli space of stable pairs on D. If HY(X,F) = 0
for all (F,s) € P, 3(X), then we have a Lefschetz formula

Y (D)7 (e)e [P (D) TR = e(Lnp) N [P (OI5E

(&

where £,, 3 := Rm,(F ® L) denotes the tautological complex, F denotes the
universal family, and all the other notations are given analogously.

There are two immediate corollaries of Theorem [0.2] Firstly, when 8 = 0,
the tautological complex LI := L0 on the Hilbert scheme of points X [n] —
I, 0(X) is always a vector bundle. Thus the Lefschetz principle computes
the tautological invariants in terms of the MacMahon funtion.
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Corollary 0.3 (Tautological Hilbert scheme invariants). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold and L be a line bundle. If there is a smooth connected divisor D
such that Ox (D) = L, then there exists a choice of orientations such that

(0.7) Z/ L[n . n:M(_q)fX03(X)cl(L)

n>0 [n]]vnr
where M(q) = [[,>1(1 —¢")™" denotes the MacMahon function.

The above formula ([0.7]) was conjectured by Cao-Kool in [12, Conjecture
1.2] for any line bundle L. Corollary 3] proves that the Cao-Kool conjecture
holds when L has a smooth connected divisor (e.g., when L is very ample).

Secondly, when 5 # 0, the Lefschetz principle for a Calabi-Yau divisor
gives us a tautological DT/PT correspondence.

Corollary 0.4 (Tautological DT /PT correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold and L be a line bundle which has a smooth connected Calabi-Yau
divisor. Let f € Hao(X,Q) be a curve class satisfying the followings:
A1) For all pure 1-dimensional closed subschemes C' of X with [C] = 3,
we have H(C,L) = 0.
A2) For all n, the inclusion maps I, g(D) — I, 3(X) and P, (D) —
P, 3(X) induce injective maps between the sets of connected compo-
nents.

Then there exists a choice of orientations such that

08) Z">°f” — = / Lop) d",

TL>0 f [n] V1r n>0 ]vnr

The 4-fold DT /PT correspondence was first conjectured by Cao-Kool in
[13, Conjecture 0.3] for primary insertions. Later, the tautological DT /PT
correspondence (0.8]) was conjectured by Cao-Kool-Monavari in [14] Con-
jecture 0.13] for any X, L, and . Corollary shows that the Cao-Kool-
Monavari conjecture holds when L has a smooth Calabi-Yau divisor and the
tautological complexes are vector bundles.

It was considered to be difficult to check the tautological DT /PT corre-
spondence (0.8]) for compact Calabi-Yau 4-folds. The main reason is that
the reduction to Behrend-Fantechi method does not work for the DT moduli
spaces I, g(X), even in the special geometries with irreducible curve classes
due to free-roaming points. In Example B.5, we will present some simple
examples that satisfy the assumptions in Corollary This provides an
evidence for the Cao-Kool-Monavari conjecture.

Application II: Pairs/Sheaves correspondence. In many cases, maps
between moduli spaces of sheaves or complexes can be realized as wvirtual
projective bundles. Since there is a general pushforward formula for virtual
projective bundles, a virtual pullback formula for these cases is practically
effective for computing invariants. We provide a correspondence between
the moduli of stable pairs and the moduli of stable sheaves as an example.
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Let us first briefly explain what we call a virtual projective bundle in
this paper. Let X be any scheme and K be a 2-term perfect complex of
amplitude [0, 1]. The virtual projective bundle associated to K is a pair of
a projective cone

p: P(K) := Proj Sym®*(h°(K")) — &
and a natural 2-term perfect obstruction theory
Flicy /20 = cone(Op() — p'K(1))" = Lpq)/x-

For any cycle class o € A,(X) and a K-theory class ¢ € K°(X), we have a
pushforward formula

plentrre e = ¥ (

0<i<m

5= Z) (&) N eminir(“K) Na

m —1

where 7 is the rank of K and s is the rank of &.

Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold. The moduli space P, g(X) of PT stable
pairs (F,s) with ch(F) = (0,0,0,3,n) and the moduli space M, g(X) of
stable sheaves G with ch(G) = (0,0,0, 8,n) have Oh-Thomas virtual cycles

[Pas (X107 € An(Pop(X)) and  [Mys(X)]57 € A1(My5(X))

by [49]. When the curve class § is irreducible, then all pure 1-dimensional
sheaves G with ch3(G) = 3 are stable so that M, g(X) is proper, and the
forgetful map

p:Ppg(X) = Myg(X): (F,s)—F
is well-defined.

Theorem 0.5 (Pairs/Sheaves correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-
fold, B € Hao(X,Q) be an irreducible curve class, and n be an integer. As-
sume that there exists a universal family G on M, 3(X). Then the forgetful
map p : P, g(X) — M, g(X) is the virtual projective bundle of the tauto-
logical complex Rm,G. Moreover, there exists a choice of orientations such
that the following pullback/pushforward formulas hold:

(1) (Pullback formula) We have
[Pa,s(X)]8% = P'[Mn,5(X)]57

where p' denotes the virtual pullback of the virtual projective bundle.
(2) (Pushforward formula) For any vector bundle E on X, we have

P (enm1(€n6) N [P (X)) = (N)) - (M (018

where &, g := R (FQFE) denotes the tautological complex on P, 5(X),
[Opnﬁ(X)XX — F] denotes the universal pair of P, g(X), and N :=
n - rank(F) + fﬁ c1(E) denotes the rank of &, 3.

Here both the projection maps P, g(X)x X — P, g(X) and M, g(X)x X —
M, 3(X) are denoted by 7.
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Theorem is a 4-fold analog of Pandharipande-Thomas’ formula [52],
Theorem 4] on Calabi-Yau 3-folds. The main difference is that they used
motivic techniques, while we use a virtual cycle approach. Our approach
is a generalization of Cao-Maulik-Toda’s approach in [I7, Proposition 2.10],
where they considered the case when Oh-Thomas virtual cycles reduce to
Behrend-Fantechi virtual cycles.

The correspondence of virtual cycles in Theorem induces correspon-
dences of the primary invariants and the tautological invariants. Recall
[16, I7] that the primary invariants for a cohomology class v € H*(X,Q)
are defined as

Pap)i= [ (mlchaE) U, Mas() = [ m(cha(@) U,

[P [M]vir
On the other hand, the tautological invariants for a line bundle L (cf. [12]
[19]) can be defined as

Pos(L) ;:/ nRm(F® L)), Mygs(L) ::/ ¢l (R (G @ L)),
[P}vir [M]vir
Here we abbreviated the virtual cycles [P, 5(X)]%y and [M,, 5(X)]3s by
[PV and [M]"¥, respectively.
Corollary 0.6 (Primary PT/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-Yau

4-fold and 8 € Ho(X,Q) be an irreducible curve class. Then there exists a
choice of orientations such that

Pig(v) = Mig(7)
for any v € H*(X,Q).

In [I7, Conjecture 0.1], Cao-Maulik-Toda conjectured a primary PT/GV
correspondenc

(0.9) Pig(v)= > Mig(7)- Pog
B=p1+H2

for any 8 € Ho(X,Q) and v € H*(X,Q). Corollary proves that the
Cao-Maulik-Toda conjecture ([.9) holds for irreducible curve classes.

Corollary 0.7 (Tautological PT/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold, B be an irreducible curve class, and n be an integer. Assume
that there is a universal family G of My, 3(X). Then there ezists a choice of
orientations such that

" M, 5(L) — M, 5(0x) ifn>1
for any line bundle L with fﬁ c1(L) = 0.
Here we replaced the genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants ng g () in [39] by the

primary stable sheaf invariants M; g(y) based on Cao-Maulik-Toda’s Katz/GV conjecture
in |16, Conjecture 0.2].
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Theorem can be generalized to reducible curve classes as follows: As-
sume that M, 3(X) has no strictly semi-stable sheaves. The moduli space

of Joyce-Song type stable pairs in [20] (cf. [54] B3])

P;L]‘E(X) ={(F,s): F e M,p(X) and s:0Ox — F is non-zero}
have an Oh-Thomas virtual cycle [P,{‘Z(X)]gff € An(Pﬁ]*Z(X)) by [20] [49].
Now we have a well-defined forgetful map

p: Pl3(X) = M, s(X): (F,s)— F
for a reducible curve class .

Corollary 0.8 (JS/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold, § €
Hy(X,Q) be a curve class, and n be an integer. Assume that fﬁ c1(0x(1))

and n are coprime. Then the forgetful map p : P;L]*E(X) — M, 3(X) is the
virtual projective bundle of the tautological complex Rm,G. Furthermore,
there exists a choice of orientations such that the formula

(B3OS = 9[Ma,s(X)]5h

holds. Consequently, we have a primary JS/GV correspondence

(0.10) P{5(7) = Mys(v)
for any v € H*(X,Q), and a tautological JS/GV correspondence
PIS(L) = —M, 5(0x) z.fn =0
7 M, g(L) — M, 3(0x) ifn>1

for any line bundle L with fﬂ c1(L) = 0. Here the primary invariants P;L]*g ()

and the tautological invariants P;L], g(L) are defined analogously.

The primary JS/GV correspondence (0.I0) in Corollary was conjec-
tured by Cao-Toda in [20, Conjecture 0.3]H

Generalizations. We can generalize the virtual pullback formula in Theo-
rem [0.1] to Deligne-Mumford stacks without assuming the quasi-projectivity.
The essential ingredient for this generalization is the Kimura sequence for
Artin stacks, which will appear in a forthcoming paper [2] with Younghan
Bae.

Chang-Kiem-Li [2I] discovered that Graber-Pandharipande’s torus local-
ization formula [26] for Behrend-Fantechi virtual cycles can be deduced by
Manolache’s virtual pullback formula. Analogously, Oh-Thomas’s torus lo-
calization formula [49] Theorem 7.1] can be deduced by the virtual pullback
formula in Theorem This virtual pullback approach allows us to remove
the quasi-projectivity hypothesis in the torus localization formula.

2In [20, Conjecture 0.3], Cao-Toda conjectured a primary JS/GV correspondence for
any n and 3. Corollary proves that the Cao-Toda conjecture holds when fB c1(0x (1))

and n are coprime.
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Proposition 0.9 (Torus localization). Consider a separated DM stack X
equipped with a T := G,,-action and a T-equivariant 3-term symmetric ob-
struction theory. Assume that the fized locus X7 has the T-equivariant
resolution property. Then we have

i [XT]VH — [X]Vir c AT(X) ® @[t:tl]

* \/E(Nvir) * Q[

where i : X7 — X denotes the inclusion map (see Appendiz [A)).

We can also generalize the virtual pullback formula in Theorem to
K-theory by replacing Manolache’s virtual pullback with the K-theoretic
twisted virtual pullback (cf. [48][55]). Consequently, we also have K-theoretic
versions of the Lefschetz principle and Pairs/Sheaves correspondence.

Future works and open problems. We will apply the virtual pullback
formula in Theorem [0.1] to surface counting problems in a forthcoming paper
1] with Younghan Bae and Martijn Kool. We will provide a Lefschetz
principle for surface counting moduli spaces and introduce various virtual
projective bundles that the virtual pullback formula can be applied.

In the Lefschetz principle (Theorem [0.2)), it is desirable to compute the
signs o(e) in ([06]). If the signs o(e) all coincide, then we will have a simpler
Lefschetz formula

Je[In,8(D)| B = €(£p,8) N [1n,5(X)]Or
without the signs. This will allow us to remove the assumption A2 in the
tautological DT /PT correspondence (Corollary [0.4]).

It would be interesting to know whether there is a derived algebraic geom-
etry interpretation of the virtual pullback formula in Theorem A naive
approach is to consider a morphism f : X — Y of (-2)-shifted symplectic
derived schemes, but this is almost never quasi-smooth. The compatibil-
ity condition (03]) suggests that we should consider a third derived scheme
X’ C X with a quasi-smooth map f : X’ — Y such that (X’), = (X)q and
f*(wy) = wx|x/. However, it is not obvious to the author what the geomet-
ric meaning of these conditions is and why the virtual pullback formula (0.4])
should hold in this setting from the derived algebraic geometry perspective.

In [27], Gross-Joyce-Tanaka conjectured a powerful wall-crossing formula
for DT4 invariants, as an analog of the motivic wall-crossing formula for
DT3 invariants [33]. We hope that the virtual pullback formula in Theorem
can be used to prove the wall-crossing conjecture.

We expect that the virtual pullback formula in Theorem [Tl can be gener-
alized to the reduced virtual cycles and the cosection-localized virtual cycles
introduced in [36] under some natural compatibility conditions.

Related works. In [I§], Cao and Qu also presented Corollary by an
independent method. They developed another version of a virtual pullback
formula that applies to a different setting. Basically, they considered a mor-
phism f : X — ) of schemes such that X and f are equipped with 2-term
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perfect obstruction theories, and ) is equipped with a 3-term symmetric
obstruction theory whose pullback to X splits by a 2-term perfect obstruc-
tion theory. Roughly speaking, their formula is an intermediate version
of Manolache’s virtual pullback formula and the virtual pullback formula
(Theorem [0.]) in this paper. However, Cao-Qu’s formula and the virtual
pullback formula in Theorem are not directly related.

In [6], Bojko proved the Cao-Kool conjecture [12, Conjecture 1.2] for all
line bundles based on the results for very ample line bundles (Corollary [0.3])
and Gross-Joyce-Tanaka’s conjectural wall-crossing formula [27].

Outline. In Il we introduce the notion of square root virtual pullbacks as
a relative version of Oh-Thomas virtual cycles. We also explore some basic
properties of the isotropic condition of 3-term symmetric obstruction theo-
ries. In §21 we prove functoriality of square root virtual pullbacks, which is
the relative version of the virtual pullback formula in Theorem [0.1l In §3] we
prove the Lefschetz principle and its corollaries. In §l we introduce virtual
projective bundles and prove Pairs/Sheaves correspondence. In Appendix
[Al we generalize square root virtual pullbacks to algebraic stacks and prove
the torus localization formula. In Appendix [Bl we generalize square root
virtual pullbacks to K-theory. In Appendix [C] we prove some elementary
properties of the reduction operation of symmetric complexes.

Notations and conventions.

e All schemes and algebraic stacks are assumed to be of finite type
over the field of complex numbers C.

e For a morphism f : X — Y of algebraic stacks, we denote L, the
full cotangent complex [31] (cf. [50]) and denote Ly = 727y the
truncated cotangent complex (cf. [30]).

e For any algebraic stack X, we denote A,(X) the Chow group of
Kresch [40] with Q coefficients.

e For any object E € DCSO%(X ) on an algebraic stack X, we denote
¢(E) := h'/h°((rZ7'E)Y) the associated abelian cone stack. For
any coherent sheaf @), we denote C(Q)) := Spec S*Q the associated
abelian cone.

e In this paper, all perfect obstruction theories are assumed to be
of tor-amplitude [—1,0], and all symmetric obstruction theories are

assumed to be of tor-amplitude [—2,0] and oriented.
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1. SQUARE ROOT VIRTUAL PULLBACK

In this section, we construct a square root virtual pullback for a three-term
symmetric obstruction theory and prove its basic properties.

1.1. Square root Euler class. In this preliminary subsection, we briefly
review the square root Euler class \/e(FE) of a special orthogonal bundle
E and its localization \/e(FE, s) by an isotropic section s from [23], [49] [36].
Roughly speaking, the localized square root Euler classes \/e(FE, s) are local
models of the square root virtual pullbacks.

Let E be a special orthogonal bundle of even rank 2n over a scheme X.
In [23], Edidin-Graham constructed an algebraic characteristic class

Ve(E) € A™(X),

called the square root Fuler class of E. An important property of the square
root Euler class is the reduction formula

(1.1) Ve(E) = e(K) o VE(K/K)
for an isotropic subbundle K of F.

Suppose the special orthogonal bundle E has given an isotropic section
s € I'(X,E). In [49], Oh-Thomas proved that the square root Euler class

Ve(E) can be localized to the zero locus X(s) of the isotropic section s.
More precisely, they constructed a bivariant class

Ve(E, s) € A (X)

satisfying 2. o \/e(E,s) = /e(E) for the inclusion map 2 : X(s) — X.
This was achieved by combining Edidin-Graham’s flag variety [23], Fulton-
MacPherson’s deformation to the normal cone [24], and Kiem-Li’s cosection
localization [34].

An alternative construction of the localized square root Euler class v/e(E, s)
was introduced in [36] via a blowup method. This blowup method provided
some additional functorial properties of \/e(E, s). In particular, this gives
us a refined version of the reduction formula in ().

Proposition 1.1 ([36, Lemma 4.5]). Let K be an isotropic subbundle of E
such that s - K = 0. Let 51 € T'(X, K+ /K) be the induced isotropic section
and let s2 = 5|x(s,) € T(X(51), K|x(s,)) be the restriction. Then we have

(1.2) VE(E, s) = e(K|x(s,), 52) o V(K /K, 51) € Al (X).

Roughly speaking, the formula (2] is a local model of the functoriality
of square root virtual pullbacks.

1.2. Symmetric complex. In DT4 theory [49] 8 [I5], three-term symmet-
ric complexes play the role of two-term perfect complexes in virtual inter-
section theory [4, 45]. In this subsection, we study basic properties of these
three-term symmetric complexes and the abelian cone stacks associated to
them.

Let us first fix the notion of symmetric complexes.
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Definition 1.2 (Symmetric complex). A symmetric complex E on a scheme
X consists of the following data:

(1) A perfect complex E of tor-amplitude [-2,0] on X.
(2) A non-degenerate symmetric form 6 on E, i.e., a morphism

6:0x — (E®E)[-2]

in the derived category of X such that
(a) 0 =006, where 0 : E®Q E — E ® E is the transition map, and
(b) the induced map ty : EV — E[—2] is an isomorphism.
(3) An orientation o of E, i.e., an isomorphism o : Ox — det(E) of line
bundles such that det(tp) = 00 0".

In this paper, all symmetric complexes are assumed to be of amplitude
[—2,0] and oriented, unless stated otherwise.

Proposition 1.3 (Symmetric resolution). Any symmetric complex E on a
quasi-projective scheme X has a symmetric resolution, i.e., an isomorphism

(1.3) [B— EY - BY] —E
in the derived category of X satisfying the following properties:

(1) E is a special orthogonal bundle and B is a vector bundle.
(2) Under the isomorphism (L3)), the symmetric form is represented by
the chain map

\/O
EY B4, p % pv
J/Le H lq H
qod av
E[-2] B pv_ 2 pv

where q : E — EV is the quadratic form of E.
(3) The orientation of E is given by the canonical isomorphism between
the determinant line bundles det(E) = det(E) induced by (L3).

Moreover, given a map 6 : E — K from a symmetric complex E to a
perfect complex K of tor-amplitude [—1,0], if h°(8) is surjective, then there
exist a symmetric resolution ([(L3) of E and a resolution of K by a complex
of vector bundles such that the map § can be represented by a degreewise
surjective chain map

E — s EVY— BY

N

K KY DY

of chain complezes.

Proof. We omit the proofs since the statements follow directly from the
proof of [49, Proposition 4.1]. O
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Recall that an important operation on a special orthogonal bundle E is
the reduction K+ /K by an isotropic subbundle K. A similar operation
exists for symmetric complexes. We first introduce a notion of an isotropic
subcomplex of a symmetric complex.

Definition 1.4 (Isotropic subcomplex). Let E be a symmetric complex on
a scheme X. An isotropic subcomplex of E is a perfect complex K equipped
with a map § : E — K satisfying the following properties:

(1) K is perfect of tor-amplitude [—1, 0];

(2) hO(8) : hO(E) — hO(K) is surjective;

(3) K is isotropic, i.e., the induced symmetric form
0:(0):=(0®0)06: 0y - (ExE)[-2] - (K® K)[-2]

on K is zero.

We can form a reduction of a symmetric complex by an isotropic subcom-
plex.

Proposition 1.5 (Reduction). Let X' be a quasi-projective scheme. For any
symmetric complex E on X and an isotropic subcomplex K with 6 : E — K,
there exists a reduction
Viar 0V s

(1.4) [KY[2] —E—K]

of E by K, i.e., a symmetric complex G on X, denoted by (L), satisfying
the following properties:

(1) There exists a morphism of distinguished triangles

(1.5) DV[2] & E K
[l
G D——K

for some D, «, 3, where oV, 8V are the duals of o, B with respect
to the identifications EV[2] 2 E and GV[2] 2 G.

(2) The orientation of G is induced from the orientation of E under the
canonical isomorphism det(G) = det(E) given by (L3).

Proof. By Proposition [[.3] we can choose a symmetric resolution E = [B —
EY — BY] and a resolution K = [KY — DY] such that § : E — K can be
represented by a surjective chain map. Then D is a subbundle of B and K
is an isotropic subbundle of E. Thus we can define the reduction as

G = |(B/D) = (K*/K) — (B/D)"|,

which fits into the diagram (LL3]). The distinguished triangles in the diagram
([LCEH) give us isomorphisms

det(E) =2 det(D) ® det(K") = det(G) ® det(K) ® det(K") = det(G)

between the determinant line bundles. It completes the proof. O
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Remark 1.6. In Appendix[C] we will prove that the reduction in Proposi-
tion is unique as a symmetric complex.

Recall that any object [E in the derived category of a scheme X, concen-
trated in non-positive degrees, defines an abelian cone stack by [4, Proposi-
tion 2.4]. In other words, there is a contravariant functor

¢ : D=V (X) — {abelian cone stacks over X} : E — h' /WY ((r=71R)Y).

coh

We will also denote €(E) by €.

For a symmetric complex E, the associated abelian cone stack € has a
quadratic function qg : €g — Aﬁf induced from the symmetric form 6 of E.
This quadratic function qg will be used to define the isotropic condition of
symmetric obstruction theories in §I.3]

Proposition 1.7 (Quadratic function). For each symmetric complex E on
a scheme X, there exists a function

qE : Q:E — A}\g
on the associated abelian cone stack Cg satisfying the following properties:
(1) If E = E[1] for a special orthogonal bundle E, then
qE:qE:QE:E%Ak,
is the quadratic function on E = Spec S*E" defined by the quadratic
form qg € T(X,S?EY) of E.
(2) For any morphism f:)Y — X of schemes, we have
fraE =ape: fCr = Cpg — A),.
(3) If G is the reduction of E by an isotropic subcomplex K, then the
diagram

(1.6) & —— &g

commutes, where o, 3, D are given as in Proposition [I.3.

Moreover, the function qr is uniquely determined by the above properties.
We call qg : Cg — A},( the quadratic function.

Proof. We first construct the quadratic function qg when X is a quasi-
projective scheme. Choose a symmetric resolution [B — EY — BY] @ E of
the symmetric complex E as in Proposition Let Q = coker(B — EY)
be the cokernel and Cg = Spec S°(Q) be the abelian cone associated to Q).
Then we have € = [Co/B] by definition. Consider the function

(1.7) aelc, : Cq = E — A,

where qg is the quadratic function of the special orthogonal bundle F.
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We claim that the function qg|c, in (L7) is invariant under the action of
B on Cg so that it descends to a function

(1.8) 9z : € = [Cq/B] — Ay

on the abelian cone stack €. Indeed, it suffices to show that the two maps
B x Co—=Co— E—25 AL,
P2

coincide, where o is the action and ps is the projection. Equivalently, it
suffices to show that the two maps

(1.9) Or —2 S%2(EY) — SQ(Q)S% S%2(Q @ BY)

coincide, where ¢ : Q — B" is the canonical map induced by d" : EV — BV.
Note that there is a canonical decomposition

S*QeBY) = ($’°Q) & (Q® BY) & ($*BY).
Then we can deduce that the two maps in (I]:QI) coincide since the two maps
BYLE™E 5Q and B-LE z gy 4 gy

are zero. It proves the claim.

We now claim that the map qg : ¢ — AL in (LX) is independent of
the choice of the symmetric resolution. Indeed, consider two symmetric
resolutions

[B1 — EY = BY] = E[By = Ej — BY]
of E. Let Q1 = coker(B; — EY') and Q2 = coker(By — EJ) be the cokernels.
Let
q1,92 : €x = Ay

be the two functions induced by the functions qp,[c,, @ Co, — A' and
qE2]0Q2 : Co, — Al respectively. We will show that q; = qo. Since the
statement is local on X, we may assume that X’ is an affine scheme. Then
the identity map id : EY — EV can be represented by a chain map

dy
EY Bg d—) E2 2_!12) B2
| e
d\/
EV B - g A By

for some u, v, w, where ¢ : E1 = EY and ¢ : F2 = EJ are the symmetric
forms. Hence, we obtain a commutative diagram

CQ2 E— E2

ir lv
2

CQl e El
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for a unique dotted arrow r : Cg, — Cg,. Consider a diagram

EY By~ B, %, gy
Jbe ku Hv q1v lu
E[—Q] B2 E) E2 d—> B2

of two chain maps representing the same map vy : EV — E[—2] in the derived
category. Since X is affine, there exist maps h : By — By and kY : By — EJ
such that

g2 — vV q1v = qadah + kvd§q2 By — E2V

Equivalently, if we let ¢ € T'(X,EY ® EY), ¢2 € T'(X, Ey ® Ey) by abuse of
notation, then we have

(1.10) @2 = (0" @v")(q) + (hdy ® 1)(q2) + (1 ®@ k" d3)(g2)

as global sections in T'(X, EY ® Ey ). If we compose (LLI0]) with the canonical
map Fy ® Ej — Q2 ® Q2, then we obtain a commutative diagram

CQz

B

1
Car 4o Ax

since the composition
Ox 23 EY @ By — By ® Q3

is zero. Since the projection map Cg, — €g = [Cg,/Bs] is smooth and
surjective, we have q; = qo. It proves the claim.

We have shown that there exists a well-defined quadratic function qg :
Cg — Aﬁf for a symmetric complex E on a quasi-projective scheme X. This
can be generalized to an arbitrary scheme X since we can always construct
the quadratic function locally, and then glue them globally. The result in
the previous paragraph assures that this is possible. Moreover, (1) and (2)
follow directly from the construction.

We will now prove (L)) for an isotropic subcomple K of E. By Proposition
L3l we can choose a symmetric resolution [B — EY — BY] 2 E and a
resolution [0 — K — DV] = K such that § : E — K can be represented by
a surjective chain map. Then we have induced resolutions

D= [(B/D) — (K1)Y - BY] and G=|[(B/D)— (K+/K)" — (B/D)"]

where the second one is a symmetric resolution. Let @ = coker(B — EV)
as before, and let

R = coker((B/D) — (K+)Y) and S = coker((B/D) — (K*+/K)")
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be the cokernels. We claim that the two squares

(1.11) Kt ——FE Cr—— Cqg
l lUIE l lqE

q q
KL/K S AL Cs 22/5 plL

commute. Indeed, the left square in (LII]) commutes since the quadratic
form on the reduction K~+/K is induced from the quadratic form of . The
right square in (LII]) commutes since it is a restriction of the left square
in (LII). Since the projection map Cr — €p = [Cr/B] is smooth and
surjecitve, the right square in (LII)) implies (6.

Note that for any symmetric resolution [B — E — BY] = E, the sym-
metric complex E is the reduction of E[1] by B[1]. The uniqueness of the
quadratic function qg follows from this observation. O

Using the language of derived algebraic geometry, the quadratic function
e : Cg — A}Y on the abelian cone stack €g of a symmetric complex E has
the following simple description:

Remark 1.8. Consider the total space Tot(EV[1]) of the perfect complex
EV[1] of tor-amplitude [—1, 1], which is a derived Artin stack. Then we have
a weak homotopy equivalence

Mapqsy,, (Tot(EY[1]), Ak) = Mapy,__ (x)(Ox, S*(E[-1]))

between the mapping spaces. Thus the symmetric form 6 € T'(X, S*(E[—1]))
defines a function

qcoh

(1.12) Tot(EV[1]) — Ak.

The quadratic function qg : €g — Aﬁf in Proposition [I.7] is the restriction
of the function ([LI2) to its classical truncation Tot(EV[1])q = €.

1.3. Symmetric obstruction theory. To construct a square root virtual
pullback for a symmetric obstruction theory, we need an additional assump-
tion called the isotropic condition. In this subsection. we define the isotropic
condition and explore its basic properties.

We first fix the definition of symmetric obstruction theories.

Definition 1.9 (Symmetric obstruction theory). A symmetric obstruction
theory for a morphism f : X — ) of schemes is a morphism ¢ : E — Ly in
the derived category of X such that

(1) E is a symmetric complex in the sense of Definition [[.2]
(2) ¢ is an obstruction theory in the sense of Behrend-Fantechi [4], i.e.,
hY(¢) is bijective and h~1(¢) is surjective,

where Ly = r=71L ¢ is the truncated cotangent complex.
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Let f : X — ) be a morphism of schemes equipped with a symmetric
obstruction theory ¢ : E — L. The obstruction theory ¢ induces a closed
embedding

Q:f — Q:]E
of the intrinsic normal cone € to the virtual normal cone €g by [4, Propo-
sition 2.6]. Since E is a symmetric complex, we have a quadratic function
qE : Q:E — A}\g
on the virtual normal cone € by Proposition [[.7}
Definition 1.10 (Isotropic condition). We say that a symmetric obstruction
theory ¢ : E — Ly satisfies the isotropic condition if the intrinsic normal
cone & is isotropic in the virtual normal cone €, i.e., the restriction
qE|¢f : Q:f — Q:]E — Al
of the quadratic function qg on €g to €, vanishes.

We now compare the definition of the isotropic condition in Definition
.10 and the isotropic condition of Oh-Thomas in [49] Proposition 4.3].

Lemma 1.11 (Comparison of isotropic conditions). Assume that there ex-
ists a symmetric resolution E = [B — EY — BY|. Let F = [EY — BY] be
the stupid truncation. Consider a fiber diagram

(1.13) C Co E

Pl

Cf—— g —— [E/B]

where Q = coker(B — EV), and the bottom horizontal arrows are the closed
embeddings induced by the maps

F=[0—E"—-BY—-E=[B—E'— B'] - L.

Then ¢ satisfies the isotropic condition if and only if the subcone C' of E is
1sotropic.

Proof. From the commutative diagram
F—— EV[1] —— BV][1]
E FV[2] B[1]

we deduce that E is the reduction of E[1] by B[1]. Hence by Proposition
[L7(3), we obtain a commutative diagram

CQ—)E

| L

QELAl
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where €pvy) = Cq. From the diagram (L.I3]), we obtain

p*(aEle;) = aglc-

Since the projection map p : €' — € is smooth and surjective, qg|e¢ ; vanishes
if and only if qg|c vanishes. It completes the proof. O

A more refined version of the above lemma is the following criterion:

Proposition 1.12 (Criterion for isotropic condition). Consider a factor-

1zation
Y
Vb
f
Y

X —
f

of f by a closed immersion f and a smooth morphism f. Assume that there
is a symmetric resolution (L3]) of E such that ¢ : E — Ly is represented by
a chain map

E p-, pv_4 . pv
[ N TR
Ly 0 I/1° Qg

where T = If~ is the ideal sheaf. Then ¢ satisfies the isotropic condition if
and only if the composition

C ) g 9z, \1

xp 7N

X[y

vanishes.

Proof. As in Lemma [[TT] we have a commutative diagram
C+ C Co E

N

¢ ——Cg —— [E/B].

Since E is the reduction of E[1] by BJ[1], we have
T*(QE|¢f) = C|E|Cf~

by Proposition [[L7[(3). Since the projection map r : C 7 ¢y is smooth and
surjective, the two vanishing conditions are equivalent. O
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1.4. Square root virtual pullback. Let f : X — ) be a morphism of
quasi-projective schemes equipped with a symmetric obstruction theory ¢ :
E — Ly satisfying the isotropic condition. By Proposition [[3] we can
choose a symmetric resolution [B — EY — BY] 2 E. The stupid truncation
[EY — BY] =T gives us a fiber diagram

c Co E

Pl

¢ — € — [E/B]

where C' is an isotropic subcone of E by Lemma[[T1l Let 7 € I'(C, E|¢) be
the tautological section. Then the zero section 0 : X — C' is the zero locus
of the tautological section 7.

Definition 1.13 (Square root virtual pullback). The square root wvirtual
pullback is defined as the composition:

sp * Ve(E|c,T)
\/ﬁ DAy (y) _‘f_> A*(Q:f) p_> A*+rank(B) (C) —C> A*+% rankE(X)7

where sp; : A (V) — A.(&f) denotes the specialization map [40, 45], and
Ve(E|¢,T) denotes the localized square root Euler class [49].

Lemma 1.14 (cf. [49]). The square root virtual pullback is independent of
the choice of the symmetric resolution.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that in [49] pp. 28-31]. We just need to
replace the fundamental classes of cones in [49] with the specialization maps.
The functorial properties in [36l, Lemma 4.4] and [36], Corollary 4.7] assures
that this is possible. We omit the details. O

Consider a fiber diagram
X —
lg’ s
f
X—Y

of quasi-projective schemes. Let ay : €4 — ¢*C; denote the canonical
closed embedding [45 Proposition 2.26]. The composition

(1.14) ¢ g"E L% "Ly — Ly

is also a symmetric obstruction theory for f’ : X’ — ), and satisfies the
isotropic condition by Proposition [L7(2). Thus we have an induced square
root virtual pullback

()" AY) = A(X).
By abuse of notation, we also denote /(f’)" by \/? .



22 HYEONJUN PARK

Proposition 1.15 (Bivariance). The square root virtual pullback is a bi-
variant class, i.e.,

(1) If g: V' — Y is projective, \/f' o g. = g. o \/[".
(2) If g: V' — Y is flat and equi-dimensional, \/f' o g* = (¢')* o /.
(3) If g: V' — Y is a reqular immersion, \/Fo g =glo \/F
Proof. By the proof of [45] Theorem 4.1] and [45, Theorem 4.3] (cf. [35]
Lemma 4.10]), the map
Spy/

A ) T Auep) O A€l

commutes with projective pushforwards, flat pullbacks, and Gysin pullbacks
of regular immersions. Since the localized square root Euler class \/e(E|c, )
is a bivariant class by [36] Lemma 4.4], the square root virtual pullback

V ['=e(E|c,T) o p* osp; is also a bivariant class. U

Definition 1.16 (Oh-Thomas virtual cycle). Let X be a quasi-projective
scheme equipped with a symmetric obstruction theory satisfying the isotropic
condition. The Oh-Thomas virtual cycle is defined as

(X1 = /p'[Spec(C)] € A.(X)
where p : X — Spec(C) denotes the projection map.

Example 1.17 (-2-shifted symplectic derived scheme). Let X be a derived
scheme equipped with a -2-shifted symplectic form and an orientation. Then
the classical truncation X = X, carries a symmetric obstruction theory
Lx|x — Lx — Lx. The Darboux theorem [9] assures that this obstruction
theory satisfies the isotropic condition. Indeed, this can be shown directly
from MacPherson’s graph construction [24) Remark 5.1.1] and the criterion
in Proposition Thus X carries an Oh-Thomas virtual cycle [X]"" €
A, (X) when X is quasi-projective.

1.5. Reduction formula. When a symmetric obstruction theory can be
factored by a perfect obstruction theory, we can decompose the square root
virtual pullback into Manolache’s virtual pullback [45] and Edidin-Graham’s
square root Euler class [23].

Proposition 1.18 (Reduction formula). Let f : X — Y be a morphism
of quasi-projective schemes equipped with a symmetric obstruction theory
¢:E— Ly. Let K be an isotropic subcomplex of E with respect to 6 : E — K
such that h°(0) is bijective and h™='(8) is surjective. Assume that there is a
map v : K — Ly such that ¢ =1 od. Then the reduction of E by K is G[1]
for some special orthogonal bundle G, ¢ satisfies the isotropic condition,
18 a perfect obstruction theory, and we have a reduction formula

Is = Ve(G) o f

where w/f;s denotes the square root virtual pullback for ¢ : E — Ly and ffz)
denotes the virtual pullback for ¢ : K — Ly.
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Proof. By Proposition [[3] we can choose a symmetric resolution [B —
EY — BY] 2 E and a resolution [0 -+ K" — DV] 2 K such that the map
§ : E — K is represented by a surjective chain map. Since h%(§) is bijecitve
and h~1(0) is surjective, the map EV — BY x pv K" is surjective. Replacing
[KY — D] by [BY xpv K¥ — BY], we may assume that D = B.

Let G = K+ /K be the reduction of E by K. Then the reduction of E by
K is G[1]. Form a fiber diagram

C K Co E
[
<y Cx Cr Cr

where F = [EY — BY] is the stupid truncation of [B — EY — BY]. Since K
is an isotropic subbundle of F, the subcone C' is also isotropic. By Lemma
[LIT, the symmetric obstruction theory ¢ : E — Ly satisfies the isotropic
condition. Recall that

f,i,ze(K\C,T)OP*OSpf and fé:\/E(E‘C,T)Op*oSpf

where sp; : A(Y) — A.(€f) denotes the specialization map and 7 €
I'(C,K|c) denotes the tautological section. The formula (L2) in Propo-
sition [I.T] completes the proof. O

Corollary 1.19 (Local complete intersection). Assume that f: X — ) is a
local complete intersection morphism equipped with a symmetric obstruction
theory ¢ : E — Ly. Then the reduction of Ef by Ly is G[1] for some
special orthogonal bundle G over X, the symmetric obstruction theory ¢y is

isotropic, and we have \/f' = \/e(G) o f'.
2. FUNCTORIALITY
In this section, we prove functoriality of square root virtual pullbacks.

2.1. Main result. Consider a commutative diagram

(2.1) X L\X/L z

gof

of quasi-projective schemes. The canonical distinguished triangle of cotan-
gent complexes

JLy Lgos Ly
induces a distinguished triangle
>—1 px a b
(2.2) 7= f*Lg Lgos L}
where L, := 72_1Lg and Loy = Tz_ngof are the truncated cotangent

complexes, and L/, is the cone of a. Let r: L, — 7'2_1L’f = Ly denote the
canonical map.
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Definition 2.1 (Compatibility condition). Given a commutative diagram
(2T)), we say that a triple (¢f, ¢y, dgor) of symmetric obstruction theories
¢g : Eg = Ly, ¢gor : Egoy — Lygos, and a perfect obstruction theory ¢ :
E¢ — Ly is compatible if

(1) there exist two morphisms of distinguished triangles

)

(2.3) DV[2] —— Egop —2— Ey
" B ol
fEy D E;

lf* ¢9 J/ ;;of l(b}

TZ_lf*Lg : Loy - L}

such that ¢gor = qﬁ’gof oaand ¢y =10 (b};
(2) the orientation of E,; is given by the orientation of E, via the
canonical isomorphism det(Ego¢) = det(f*E,) induced by (23]).

The compatibility condition in Definition 2.1]is slightly general than that
in Theorem since the truncated cotangent complexes are used instead of
the full cotangent complexes. This generality will be needed in the applica-

tions in §3land $l

Theorem 2.2 (Functoriality). Consider a commutative diagram 1)) of
quasi-projective schemes equipped with a compatible triple (¢f, g, gor) of
obstruction theories. Assume that ¢, and g0y satisfy the isotropic condition
in Definition [L10. Then we have

(2.4) Vi0go )= fovg.

In particular, if Z = Spec(C), then we have a virtual pullback formula
[X]Vir _ f![y]vir
between the Oh-Thomas virtual cycles.
The isotropic condition for ¢ s is redundant in Theorem

Lemma 2.3. Given a compatible triple (¢f, ¢q, pgor) of obstruction theories
for 1)), if ¢4 satisfies the isotropic condition, then so does ¢gof.

Proof. By Proposition [[L7(3), the diagram
Cyor ¢(D) €(Egor)

J l lq(Ego )

f*Q: ¢ f*E a(f*Eg) Al
g g X

commutes. By Proposition [L7(2), we have q(f*E,) = f*q(E4). Hence the
isotropic condition for ¢4 implies the isotropic condition for ¢4 . O
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The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 221 Basically,
the structure of the proof is similar to the standard arguments of functori-
ality in [24], 37, 45, 211, 55 B5]. The additional ingredients for Theorem
are the followings:

(1) Blowup method introduced in [36] (cf. [34]);
(2) Reduction operation of symmetric complexes in Proposition [L.3}
(3) Criterion for isotropic condition in Proposition

2.2. Special case via blowup. We first prove Theorem when ¢ is a
closed immersion using the blowup method as in [36, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 2.4. Theorem [2.2 holds if g : Y — Z is a closed immersion.

Proof. Let Z= BlyZ be the blowup of Z along ). Form fiber diagrams
X L jiv i) z X —) L) Yy
R

f g
X— )Y —Z
By the blowup sequence [24, Example 1.8.1], we have a surjective map

(pes9) : Ad(Z) ® A(Y) = AL(Z).
Since the both sides of ([2.4]) commute with projective pushforwards by
Proposition [LT5(1), and the compatibility condition in Definition 211 is sta-
ble under the base change of Z, it suffice to prove (2.4]) for

/

> o5 9 3 U id
X—Y—=Z and X—Y—7=).
S Loy

§0f~ f

Since the reduction formula in Proposition [[.I§] proves the latter case, it
remains to prove the former case. After replacing X', YV, Z by X, Y, Z,
we may assume that the closed immersion g : Y — Z is a local complete
intersection morphism.

Since g : Y — Z is a regular immersion, the symmetric obstruction theory
¢4 can be expressed as

¢y Eg=GY[l] — Ly =Ly, = N"[1].
for some special orthogonal bundle G over YV, where N = Ny, z is the normal
bundle of Y in Z. Since ¢, satisfies the isotropic condition, IV is an isotropic

subbundle of G.
Form a morphism of distinguished triangles

n

(2.5) fLy——K—E,
b
fLy Lyoy L’f
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for some perfect complex K and maps ¢ and 1. Then ¢ : K — Ly is a
perfect obstruction theory in the sense of Behrend-Fantechi. By Manolache’s
virtual pullback formula [45], Theorem 4.8]E the diagram (23] gives us

(2.6) (gofly=1rod,
where (go f )lp denotes the virtual pullback for 1) and ¢' denotes the ordinary

Gysin pullback.
Form a morphism of distinguished triangles

y

ow B
[ Eqg D Ey
lf*% < H

. K "
fL, K Ef

for some map ¢. Then K is an isotropic subcomplex of E,,; with respect
to (oa: Eyp — K since ¢, satisfies the isotropic condition. Note that the
reduction of Eyor by Ef is f*E,, and the reduction of f*E, = f*G[1] by
f*Ly = f*NV[1] is f*(N1/N)[1]. We claim that

(2.7) [KY[2] = Egop — K] = f*(N+-/N)[1].

Indeed, choose a symmetrlc resolutlon of 4oy and resolutions of K, E; such
that the two maps Eg.¢ —>K—>Ef are represented by surjective chain
maps. As in the proof of Proposition [[LI8, we may assume that the degree
0 terms of the resolutions of E,r, K, E; are isomorphic since hY(C o @),
h9(n) are bijective and h='(C o ), h~!(n) are surjective. Then (Z7) follows

immediately.
By the reduction formula in Proposition [[L18], we have

(2.8) (9o )¢ogoa f(Nl/N) o(go )w

where the left-hand side of (2.8]) is the square root virtual pullback for the
induced symmetric obstruction theory ¥ o (oa : Egjor — Lyor. Combining
the two equations (2.6]) and (2.8]), we obtain

V0 Diocoa =110 V3"

since \/g' = /e(N+/N) o ¢' by Corollary [L.T9

Finally, consider the two morphisms

B vy

f*E, D E;
lf”f’g gowaOC l lf
727 f* Ly = Loy L

3Here the compatibility condition [23) is slightly general that than in Manolache [45]
since we are considering the truncated cotangent complexes. However, exactly the same
proof works for this generalized compatibility condition.
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of distinguished triangles. By Lemma [2.3] the maps
(L =1) - (Fgop) + (1) - (W0 () 0 : Egoy — Loy

for all t € A! give us a family of symmetric obstruction theories satisfying
the isotropic condition. Since square root virtual pullbacks are bivariant
classes by Proposition [L.T5] we can deduce

\ (gof) = \/ (gof)ipog‘oa

by a deformation argument. It completes the proof. O

2.3. Cone stack case. We then consider the case when Z = € is a cone
stack over ). After choosing a presentation C' — € of € by a cone C, we
will reduce the situation as

f k ! k
kof

Eof

by lifting the obstruction theories. Since the zero section k:Y > Cisa
closed embedding, we can apply Lemma 2] to the latter case in (Z9) and
deduce Theorem 2.2 for the former case in (2.9]).

Remark 2.5. Note that everything in §I]can be generalized to a morphism
f: X = Y from a quasi-projective scheme X to an algebraic stack ) in
a straightforward manner. Indeed, we can define a symmetric obstruction
theory, the isotropic condition, and the square root virtual pullback as in
Definition [L9] Definition [[T0] and Definition [[I3l The criterion in Propo-
sition holds if we further assume that f is quasi-projective. Proposition
also holds if we further assume that ¢ is quasi-projective.

Lemma 2.6. Consider a commutative diagram

xL .y k¢

kof
of quasi-projective schemes X, Y and a cone stack € over ), wherek : Y — €
is the zero section. Consider a symmetric obstruction theory ¢y : Ep — Ly

satisfying the isotropic condition and a perfect obstruction theory ¢y : Ey —
L. Note that Lyos = 7271 f*Ly, @ Ly by [55, Lemma 2.10]. Then

Proy = <f*0¢’“ gff 8)  [*Er @ (Ef ®Ef[2]) — 777 f* Ly ® Ly = Loy

18 a symmetric obstruction theory satisfying the isotropic condition for any
map £ and gives us

(2.10) ko ) = foVE.
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Proof. 1t is easy to show that (¢, ¢k, Pror) form a compatible triple of
obstruction theories with obvious distinguished triangles. Hence ¢po; is a
symmetric obstruction theory satisfying the isotropic condition by Lemma
23 It remains to prove the formula (ZI0).

Note that replacing £ by t-£ for any ¢ € C gives us a symmetric obstruction
theory. Hence, by a deformation argument, we may assume that & = 0.

By Proposition [[.3] we can choose a symmetric resolution E; = [B —
E—BY]. Let C =¢€ X(g/p] £ and consider a commutative diagram

A
P
where k : Y — C denotes the zero section. The inclusion C C E defines a

symmetric obstruction theory ¢; : B = E[1] — Lz, which is isotropic by
Lemma [[LTT] Let

Prop = ([0 © 0y ®0): f'Ep & (Bf ®Ef[2]) » 7= f Ly & Ly = Ly,
Then ((ﬁf,(ﬁg,(?go f) is also a compatible triple of obstruction theories and

thus ¢7 s is isotropic by Lemma 2.3l Since k:Y — Cis a closed immersion,
Lemma [24] gives us

(2.11) V(ko f) = for/(k).
Choose a resolution E; = [KY — D] and form a fiber diagram
(o Ex K x KV

| |

Crop — [T N x Ny ——— E x [K/D] x KV

A |

Chof — [*N x Ny —— [E/B] x [K/D] x KV

where the horizontal arrows are closed embedding and the vertical arrows
are smooth morphisms. Since Mfo s — Mp, s smooth, we can easily show

17 0 SProy = SPj; O P -

Therefore, we have
(2.12) (/(kof)!' =Ve(E® (K@ K"),T)os" 0r* ospyoy

= Ve(E® (K& KY),7)os ospy op”=1/(ko f) op’
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where 7 € I'(C", F & (K & KV)) denotes the tautological section. On the
other hand, we have

(2.13) VE = Ve(Ele,7) o p" =/ (k) o p,

since sp;, = id (cf. [55, Lemma 2.8]). The three equations (2.11]), (Z12]) and
[2I3) completes the proof. O

2.4. Deformation to the normal cone. As in [24] 37, [45] 55| [B5], we will
use a deformation argument to replace the commutative diagram (2.1) as

/

X — —>Z->X—> — ¢,
\X/r \Z/
gof kof

where €, denotes the intrinsic normal cone of g. Then Lemma will
complete the proof of Theorem

Given a commutative diagram (2.1I) of quasi-projective schemes, let My
be the deformation space of g : Y — Z. Consider the canonical cartesian
diagram

gof

X Z (1}
[
X x Al (MY Al
Lk
X ¢, {0}

where (MJ)" denotes the open substack of M consists of the fibers of M —

P! over Al = P!\ {0}, and k : ¥ — €, denotes the zero section. Note that
we have a canonical isomorphism Lj = L, between the truncated cotangent
complexes.

Proposition 2.7. There exists a symmetric obstruction theory
gbh : Eh — Lh

satisfying the isotropic condition such that the fibers of ¢ over A € Al (see
(CI4) ) are given as follows:

(1) If X\ #0, then
(2.14) ((JSh))\ = qbgof : Egof — Lgof-

(2) If A= 0, then
(2.15)

(bn)o = <f*0¢g Tﬁn 0) FEg@E @ EY[2] » 777 f*Ly ® Ly = Lyoy
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for some maps § and n:Ep — L’f such that n fits into a morphism

B v

(2.16) FE, D E,
l(bg J/ ;of n
727 f*Lg = Lyoy Ly

of distinguished triangles over X.

Let us first assume that Proposition 2.7 holds. Then Theorem follows
immediately from the following simple argument.

Proof of Theorem[2.2. By Proposition 2.7l and the bivariance of square root
virtual pullbacks in Proposition [[.I5], we have

(2.17) V@go ) =1/(ko f) osp,
where sp, : A«(Z) — A.(&,) denotes the specialization map. By Lemma
2.6, we have

(2.18) (ko f)l = fioVE

where f denotes the virtual pullback associated to the perfect obstruction
theory Ef 2, L, —Ly. Since the maps

(1—t)-¢p +t-n:Ef — L}

for all ¢t € C fit into the diagram (2I6]) as the dotted arrow, a deformation
argument proves

(2.19) fr=1f

Since \/¢' = V' o sp, by Definition [LT3} the three equations [2.I7), (IZBI)
and (2.I9) proves the functoriality (2.4).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.7

2.4.1. Review on Mg and Lj,. We first review the basic facts on the defor-
mation space M and the cotangent complex Ly, from [24} 37].
Consider a factorization of the diagram (2.1]) as

(2.20) xt yc 9.z

where the square is cartesian, the horizontal arrows are closed embeddings,

and the vertical arrows are smooth. Let [ = Iy /Z and J =1 X3 be the
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ideal sheaves. Then the canonical maps between the truncated cotangent
complexes induced by the distinguished triangle ([2.2]) can be represented by
a canonical right exact sequence

(2.21) =1 AL, | Ly
I I I
I/1J J/J? J/(J?+1) —0
0 Qqglx Qo7lx Ol x 0

of chain complexes.
The factorization (220) induces a factorization of the map h as

1 h o
(2.22) X x A—— (MZ)

O I

(M)

where (M7 )/ is the open substack of Mg consists of the fibers of M7 — P!

over A' =P\ {0}. The horizontal arrow hin [Z22) is a closed embedding
and the vertical arrow h in (2:22]) is a smooth morphism. By [24], §5], the
deformation space (M) is

(M2) =Spec(-- @ PT @ IT " @ 0;T° G 0T G 05T & --+)
over Z x A!, and the ideal sheaf of the closed subscheme X x Al in (Mz)" is

T=--0olPT20IT ' JT 0 JT ¢ JT? ¢ - .

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [37, Proposition 1]). There is a distinguished triangle

T7
(2.23) =L, LN 727 f*Ly & Lyoy —— L) ——

for some Lj such that 72711} 2= Ly,
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Moreover, the induced maps between the truncated cotangent complexes
can be represented by a canonical Tight exact sequence
(2.24)

Tz_lf*Lg _— Tz_lf*Lg ® Loy —— Ly

1 7,1 1 J 7-t-1) T
—[T]¥><—®—>[T] S N 0

1J IJ = J? 7?

\ l |

0 — (1) [T] — (v © izl ) (7] — plascar — 0
of chain complexes, where % = %T‘l &) J—JZTO &) J—JQTI @
Proof. The statements follow from the proof of [37, Proposition 1]. Indeed,
the upper right exact sequence in ([2:24]) is given in Case 1 in the proof of [37,
Proposition 1]. On the other hand, in Case 3 of the proof of [37, Proposition
1], it is explained that the lower exact sequence in ([2:24]) can be deduced

by the conormal sequences and the result in Case 1. Finally, if we form the
distinguished triangle ([2:23]), then we have 7=~ 'L} = Lj, by the right exact

sequence (2:24]). O

We will need the following technical lemma for proving the isotropic con-
dition in Lemma 2.12]

Lemma 2.9. There exists a dotted arrow that fits into the diagram

(2.25) N > €yl

Ny —— Nylrxar

where the map Ny, — Ng|ywar of the intrinsic normal sheaves is induced by
the map 7271 f*L, — Ly, of the truncated cotangent complezes in (Z24).

Proof. Note that the normal cone C; of X x A in (Mz)" is

n i yn—i ) n )
o T
Cf, = Spec @In—l—l where In+1 - D Tign—it1 e Jn+1'T]'
n>0 1<i<n 720

Hence the map of graded O y[T]-algebras
(2.26)

n m ZJn i i n
@T @(m[T]> %@ @ [an z—l—l T ®@Jn+1'T]

n>0 n>0 n>0 \1<i<n 7>0
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gives us a commutative diagram

(2.27) o g » Csl st

|

NFL ? N§|X><A1

where the (-1)-term of the map ([2.28]) is equal to the map (I/1.J)[T] — Z/Z>
in (2:24). The commutative diagram (2.25]) follows from ([2.27). O

2.4.2. Construction of ¢p. We now construct a symmetric obstruction the-
ory ¢, for h using the reduction operation in Proposition
By Proposition [[15], we can form a reduction

(6\/ 707T)

Epor ® (Ef @ Ef[2]) —— E;

Ej = [E]Vc 2] e }

where T € T'(A',041) is the coordinate function. Then the fibers of the
symmetric complex Ej, over A € A! can be expressed as follows:

o B if A £ 0
(Enx = /B, o (Ef 0 EY[2]) ifA=0.

Lemma 2.10. There exists a symmetric obstruction theory ¢y : Ep, — Ly,
such that the fibers are given as in (ZI4]) and (ZI5).

Proof. Form a morphism of distinguished triangles

(TyY)
— 4

S1

(2.28) EY[2 EY[2] © DV[2 B, EY[3
e
V; (Tvév) Vi S2 g V;

Ef[Q] —)Ef[Q]@Egof By Ef[3]

for some perfect complexes By, By and maps s1, 2, u. Applying the octa-
hedral axiom to (Z28]), we obtain a distinguished triangle

(2.29) By —— By —— E; — By[1]

such that v o so = (0, 9).
We claim that there is a commutative diagram

1 vV
(2.30) EY[2] & DV[2] 5 EY[2] © Egoy
lsl SQl
(07¢QOBV) Bl “ BQ (07¢gof)
Y1 2

A ¥

TZ_lf*Lg - * Lgoy
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induced by (Z28]). Indeed, the distinguished triangles in (2Z28]) show that
there exist the dotted arrows 17 and 9 which factor the curved arrows
(0, ¢g0B") and (0, ¢pgos). Then the commutativity of the total square implies
the commutativity of the bottom square since Hom(E} (3], Lyof) = 0.

Form a morphism of distinguished triangles

T7
(2.31) B, T, B © By Ep

lwl lwl@wz r

T,a
pr, B ey e L

for some map ¢}, where the upper distinguished triangle is given by the
distinguished triangle ([Z29) (see Lemma 2TIT] below) and the lower distin-
guished triangle is ([Z23]). Let

op : Ep d)—h)L/h —)Tz_lL;Lth

be the composition. The diagram (Z30) shows that h°(z1), h°(z2) are
bijective and h~'(11), h™'(¢2) are surjective. The long exact sequence
associated to (231]) shows that ¢, is an obstruction theory.

Clearly, the restriction of the diagram (Z31]) over A # 0 € A! gives us the
obstruction theory for g o f,

(@n)x = @gor : Egop = Ligos.

On the other hand, the restriction of the diagram ([Z3I) over A = 0 € A!
gives us a morphism

— (BY2 @ FE,) & (EY[2 © D) P (®Y 2] 0 °E,) 0 By —

l(o,%)ee(o,qs;of) l(d’%)o

PP ey L e,

of distinguished triangles. Therefore we have ([Z.I5]) for some maps n : Ey —
L} and £ : Ey — 7271 f*Ly such that 7 fits into (2.I6)). O
We need the following lemma to complete the proof of Lemma 2101

Lemma 2.11. There is a distinguished triangle

T7
(2.32) B, DB, @By — By — By1]

associated to the short exact sequence (2.3T) below.

Proof. We can simply deduce an isomorphism

cone(IB%l @) B, 4 Bg) = COHG(BQ D Ef ﬂ) Ef)[—l] =E,

from the distinguished triangle ([2.29) using the octahedral axiom twice.
However, we will construct an explicit short exact sequence using resolutions
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of complexes to prove the isotropic condition of ¢ in Lemma 2.12] below.
We will find a short exact sequence representing (2.29]), then we will have
an isomorphism

coker (B M B ®By) = ker(By ® Ey ﬂ Es) =Ey

of chain complexes.

Choose a symmetric resolution and a resolution

(2.33) [B— E— BY]~Ey; and [K' — DY]=Ey,

respectively, such that 0 : E,oy — E; can be represented by a surjective
chain map. The resolutions (233]) induce a symmetric resolution and a
resolution
(2.34) BB 5 (B = fE, and [E - E 5 BY>D
of f*E, and D, respectively. Consider the two subbundles

Di=(1,T)-DCB®D and K1=(1,T)- KCE®K
on X x Al given by the images of the embeddings (1,T): D — B @ D and
(LT): K- FE®K. Let

Ki CEa (Ko KY)

be the orthogonal complement of K1 = K; @ 0 in the special orthogonal
bundle F & (K & KV). The two perfect complexes By and By in (2Z28)) have
resolutions

(2.35)

B&D KloK B\V| ~ B®D EoK V]
[Dl — LR = (D) }_Bl and [Dl — L2t = BY| 2 By,

respectively, and the symmetric complex E; has a symmetric resolution

Ki VI o
(2.36) {BgiD - - (_Bg;lD) ] =37
The canonical short exact sequence of chain complexes
T7
(2.37) B SCLUREN By & By ——— Ey
Il Il Il
0 Bop ™Y pep . Bep _L-T)  Bep 0
D Dy Dy D,
kteaxk Y klek . pex  r  Ki
0 K, K PR Ry 0
(T,1)
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gives us the desired distinguished triangle (2.32]), where the map & is

Klok EgK\ _r, Ki — E@KaKY
< Ky ) © ( Ky K1 < Ky

(z,y), (z,w)) = (x = Tz,y — Tw,z)
forre Kt ye K, 2€ E, and w € K. O

2.4.3. Isotropic condition for ¢p. We finally prove the isotropic condition of
¢p, in Lemma [2.10] using the criterion in Proposition [[.12]

Lemma 2.12. ¢ satisfies the isotropic condition.

Proof. We use the notations as above. More precisely, we will use the fac-

torizations (220), ([Z22]), the resolutions of cotangent complexes in ([221]),

[224), and the resolutions of perfect complexes and symmetric complexes

in (233), 234), 235), 230), and the short exact sequence ([2Z37)). Since

the statement is local, we may assume that all schemes in (2.20]) are affine.
Since X is affine, there is a chain map

(2.38) fE, B/D —— K+/K —— (B/D)"
f*fbgl = l lcbg l
2L, 0 I/1J Qg x

representing f*¢,. By Proposition [L12, we have a commutative diagram

C(®y)

//\

O A R L
(¢9) I*a(Eg)

(¢
Cola e Ny x— C(f'Ey) — A
where Q = coker(B/D — K+ /K ) Hence the composition
(2.39) Cola < Nl S0 gty U5, a1

vanishes by the isotropic condition of ¢.
The chain map (238]) induces a chain map representing 1);

Be D Kteo K B\
2.4 B =
(2.40) ! D, K <D>
¢1J/ = J J{‘Ifl l
= L, 0 I/1J Qjlx

since Hom(E7[3], 7271 f*L,) = 0. Then the (-1)-term ¥y is the composition

U (K e K) K S ki 2 g,
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Choose any chain map

Be D Kit Ba D\"
2.41 E —L
(241) g Dy K, ( Dy >
l% l l@h l
Ly 0 T)T? Qv

representing ¢,. By the criterion of isotropic condition in Proposition [L12]
it suffices to show that the composition

Ape L
C; o> Ny S0, feb iy S 0
vanishes.
Consider the commutative diagram
(2.42) By —E,

Lk

2Ly —— Ly,

in the derived category of X x A!, induced by (Z3I)). The chain maps in
237), 224]), (240), and ([241]) represent the maps in the diagram (2.42]).
Since X x A! is affine, these chain maps representing the diagram (2.22)
commute up to a homotopy. This homotopy should be given by a map
x: (B/D)Y — T/I?% Considering the (-1)-terms, there is a diagram

Ktao K B\
210 - (2)
161640
AN
Wy K_ll T
K, \

71

(I/1J)[T)] /17

where the diagonal composition in (2.43]) is the sum of the other two com-
positions in (ZZ3)).
Let K5 be the isotropic subbundle of K f /K1 given by the embedding
Ki EoKaoKY
0,1,0): K e =L c—2—-— ~“— |
( ) ) ) <_> Kl —_ Kl
Then (K+ @ K)/K; = K5 as subbundles of Ki-/K; and K5 /K, = K+/K
as special orthogonal bundles. The composition

Ky < K /Ky 255 T/12
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vanishes since the two maps
Ky — K& 25 (I/IN[T] and Ko — K3 — (B/D)”
vanish. Let
) Ki /Ky — (K /K1) /Ky — T/
be the induced map. From the commutative diagram

C(®n)

/\
N; Ky Ki /Ky

q
C@k l l T/

Qpe L
KL/ g 2 p

it suffices to show that the composition

e s Ny SO, gy I

Ikl /K

Al
vanishes.
The diagram (2.43]) induces a diagram

K+/K —— (B/D)"

<I>gl \Cb’h lm
oy
(I/1J)[T) —— T/T*
where the diagonal arrow is the sum of the two other compositions. Since
the two compositions
B/D — KY/K 2% 1/1J and B/D — K‘/K — (B/D)"
vanishes by ([2:38)), it suffices to show that the composition
C(¢g

Ixl /K

I 1

OE<_>NE—>N§|X><A1 — K /K — A
vanishes. The commutative square ([2.27) in Lemma 29 and the vanishing
of the composition ([239) completes the proof. O

3. LEFSCHETZ PRINCIPLE

In this section, we prove the Lefschetz principle in Donaldson-Thomas
theory.

3.1. Main result. Let X be a smooth projective Calabi-Yau 4-fold. Fix a
curve class 5 € Ho(X,Q) and an integer n € Z. Let

I, 3(X) = {closed subschemes Z of X with ch(Oz) = (0,0,0,5,n)},

P, 3(X) = {stable pairs (F,s) on X with ch(F) = (0,0,0,3,n)}

be the Hilbert scheme of curves and the moduli space of stable pairs. In
particular, when § = 0, we let I, o(X) = X[ be the Hilbert scheme of
points and P, o(X) = 0.
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Let P(X) denote one of the above two moduli spaces. Then there is a
universal family
I= [OP(X)XX — T
of pairs on X. When P(X) = I, 3(X) is the Hilbert scheme, I is the
structure sheaf of the universal family. The perfect complex I defines an
open embedding
spl
P(X) = Perf(X) g,
to the moduli space of simple perfect complexes on X with fixed trivial
determinant [32], [44] [60, 56]. Hence P(X) carries a (-2)-shifted symplective

derived enhancement [53] and an orientation [II], which induces an Oh-
Thomas virtual cycle

[P(X)]5r € An(P(X))
by [49]. Let L be an line bundle on X. We will study the tautological
mvariants

/ cn(Rm(F® L))
[P(X)]vir

in terms of the divisors of L. Here m : P(X) x X — P(X) denotes the
projection map.

Let D be a smooth divisor of X such that Ox (D) = L. Define the moduli
space P(D) on D as

Uy Lng(D) i P(X) = I, 5(X)
P(D) = {UZ' P,5(D) if P(X)= P, 5(X)

where the disjoint union is taken over all 5’ € Hy(D,Q) such that i.5" = 3,
and ¢ : D < X denotes the inclusion map. Then P(D) carries a Behrend-
Fantechi virtual cycle

[P(D)]5k € A—p.p(P(D))
associated to the standard perfect obstruction theory.

Theorem 3.1 (Lefschetz principle). Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold and D
be a smooth divisor with Ox (D) = L. Fir a curve class € Hs(X,Q)
and an integer n. Let P(X) be one of the two moduli spaces I, g(X) and
P, 3(X). Assume that the tautological complex R, (F®L) is a vector bundle
concentrated in degree 0. Then for any orientation on P(X), there exist
canonical signs o(e) for connected components P(D)¢ of P(D) such that

(3.1) Y (17O G)PD) 5 = e (R (F © L)) N [P(X)]E,

e

where je : P(D)¢ — P(X) denotes the inclusion map.

In principle, the signs o(e) are uniquely determined by natural triangles,
but the author does not know how to compute them. If we have an affir-
mative answer to Question 3.2 below, then we can remove the signs o(e) in
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BI) and have the following simpler formula
G+[P(D)]5F = e (Rm(F ® L)) N [P(X)]57
where j : P(D) — P(X) denotes the inclusion map.
Question 3.2. Given X, D, P(X) as in Theorem Bl is there a choice of

orientations on connected components of P(X) such that the signs o(e) all
coincide?

Before we prove our main theorem (Theorem [BI]) in this section, we
present two immediate corollaries.

Corollary 3.3 (Tautological Hilbert scheme invariants). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold and L be a line bundle. If there is a smooth connected divisor D
such that Ox (D) = L, then there exists a choice of orientations such that

3 / e(LIM) - q" = M(—q)lx (Xer(D)
n>0 n Vlr
where M(q) = [[,>1(1 —¢")™" denotes the MacMahon function.

Proof. Since D" is connected, the Lefschetz principle gives us

/ e(Lly = / 1.
[X[’rl]}vir [D[n]}vir

By 411 [42], the generating series of the degree zero MNOP invariants [46] [47]
of a smooth projective 3-fold D can be expressed as

Z/ = M(—q)loes(Toekn),
D

n>0 [n]]vnr

By an elementary argument, we can deduce

[ a@vekn) = [ amiaw)
D b's
(cf. [12], (2.5)]). It completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.4 (Tautological DT/PT correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold and L be a line bundle. Assume that there is a smooth connected
divisor D of X which is a Calabi-Yau 3-fold and Ox (D) = L. Let 8 €
Hy(X,Q) be a curve class satisfying the following two conditions for both
I, 3(X) and P, g(X) and for all n:

A1) The tautological complex Rm.(F & L) is a vector bundle.

A2) The inclusion map j : P(D) < P(X) induces an injective function

between the sets of connected components of P(D) and P(X).

Then there exists a choice of orientations such that

En>0f (1,5 (O (Rm(F®L ¥ /

n>0 f V1r cn n>0 nﬂ(X V1r
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Proof. Applying the Lefschetz principle to the three moduli space I,, g(X),
P, 3(X), and I,,0(X) = X", the 3-fold DT/PT correspondence [10, 59]

200 f[In,B(D)}V“ L-q" / n
ano f[D[nuvir L-q n>0" [Prg(D)

completes the proof. O

We present an example that satisfies the assumptions in Corollary 341

Example 3.5. Let X =Y X E be the product of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold Y
and an elliptic curve E. Let L = Ox (Y x {pt}). Let 5 € Ha(Y) C Ho(X)
be a curve class. Assume that for any pure 1-dimensional closed subscheme
C of Y with [C] = 3, there is a collection of rigid smooth rational curves

Cq,Cy,--- ,C on Y such that

C=|J ¢ and #|Cin(JCy) | <1foralli.

1<i<r j<i

Then the assumptions in Corollary B.4] are satisfied and the tautological
DT/PT correspondence holds.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Bl We briefly
sketch the structure of the proof.

(1) In §8.21 we prove that P(D) is the zero locus of the tautological
section 7 of the tautological bundle Rm,(F ® L) in P(X).

(2) In §33] we construct a natural 3-term symmetric obstruction theory
on P(D) which gives us the same virtual cycle [P(D)]55 = [P(D)]|}%
(up to signs).

(3) In §3.41 we show the compatibility of the 3-term symmetric obstruc-
tion theories for P(X) and P(D).

(4) In §3.5 we apply the virtual pullback formula in §2] and finish the
proof of Theorem [3.11

3.2. Comparison of moduli spaces. Under the notations in Theorem
Bl define the tautological section as the composition

7: Op(x) == R, (F) L2 R, (F @ L)

where s : Op(x)xx — F is the universal section and fp € I'(X, L) is the
defining equation of the divisor D. Consider a diagram

Rr.(F® L)

L)

P(D)—? . P(X).

Proposition 3.6. P(D) is the zero locus of T in P(X).
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Proposition is a geometric version of the Lefschetz principle in Theo-
rem 3.1l If we prove Proposition B.6], then we will have a Gysin pullback

(3.2) j' AdP(X)) = A(P(D))
such that j, o j' = e(R7.(F® L)).

Proof of Proposition [3.0. Let P(X) = I,, g(X) be the Hilbert scheme. Then
it is easy to show that P (D) is the zero locus of 7 (cf. [12], Proposition 2.4]).
Indeed, consider a morphism 7" — P(X) from a scheme T that corresponds
to a closed subscheme Z C T'x X. Then the pullback 7|7 of the tautological
section corresponds to the composition

(3.3) Or R LY 12 07y x — 0y

under the adjunction 7* - m,. Since ([B3) vanishes if and only if Z is
contained in T' x D, the zero locus of 7 is exactly P(D).

Now assume that P(X) = P, 3(X) is the moduli space of stable pairs.
Let V' be the zero locus of 7 in P(X). Obviously, we have P(D) C V
since the pullback 7|p(p) is zero. Conversely, we will show that V C P(D).
Choose any morphism 7" — V from a scheme T. Then the composition
T — V — P(X) corresponds to a family s : Opxx — F' of stable pairs.
Since the pullback 7|7 of the tautological section vanishes, the composition

Or KLY 200, x =5 F

also vanishes by the adjunction. To show that the map 7" — V factors
through P (D), we need to show that F' is scheme-theoretically supported in
T x D. Equivalently, it suffices to show that the map

(3.4) fpR1p:LY®F - F

vanishes. Let @@ = coker(s : Opyxx — F') be the cokernel of the section s and
G = LY-F C F be the image of the map ([B.4). Since the map (3.4]) vanishes
away from the support of @, the reduced support of G is contained in the
support of Q. Let s; : Ox — F; be the fiber of s : Opyx — F over t € T.
Then @Q; = coker(s; : Ox — F}) is a zero-dimensional sheaf, and F} is a pure
1-dimensional sheaf, by the stability of the pair (F},s;). Hence the fiber G,
of G over t € T is also a 0-dimensional sheaf, and thus Homx (Gy, F}) = 0.
By Lemma B.7 below, we have

Hompy x (G, F) = 0.
Hence G = 0 and the map (3.4 is also zero. ]
We need the following lemma to complete the proof of Proposition

Lemma 3.7. Let m: X — T be a smooth projective morphism of schemes.
Let Xy = X xp {t} be the fiber over t € T. Consider coherent sheaves F and
G on X. Assume that F is flat over T'. Then

(3.5) Homy, (¢, F:) =0 for allt € T = Homy(G,F) =0,
where G; and F; are the pullbacks of the sheaves G and F to X;.
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Proof. Since the statement is local, we may assume that 7 is a quasi-
projective scheme. Let i; : X; <— X be the inclusion map. We claim that

Homy, (Li; G, ) = Homy, (G¢, F).
Indeed, we have a distinguished triangle

Ry —— Lif§—— G —— Ry[1]
on X; such that R; is concentrated in degree < —1. Hence

Homy, (R1, F) = Homy, (R1[1],F;) =0,

which proves the claim.
Since X is quasi-projective, we can find an exact sequence

05 R—-FE ' SE" 5650

for some vector bundles E° and E~! on X. Letting E = [E~! — EY], we
can form a distinguished triangle

Ry 1] E 9 Ry 2]

on X. As above, we have
Homy, (Li; G, F;) = Homy, (E;, F;) and Homy(E,F) = Homy(9,F)

for all t € T', where E; = Li;E. Hence it suffices to show (3.1 for E.
Consider the perfect complex RHom,(E,F) on T. By the base change
theorem, we have

RHO’I’RW(E, gj) |t€T = RHomxt (Et, :Tt)

Hence if Homy, (E;,F;) = 0 for all ¢ € T, then RHom,(E,JF) has tor-
amplitude > 1 so that

Homy (E, F) = H°(RT o RHom,(E, F)) = 0.
It completes the proof. O

Remark 3.8. There is an alternative proof of Proposition 3.6l by comparing
the pair obstruction theoried] of P (D) and P(X) using derived algebraic ge-
ometry. This approach allows us to generalize Proposition 3.6l and Theorem
B to other moduli spaces of pairs (e.g., moduli space Pﬁ,B(X) of Z;-stable
pairs [20]). We sketch the proof here.

Let P(X) be the derived enhancement of P(X) as a derived moduli space
of pairs. Then the tangent complex at a C-point (F,s) € P(X) can be
expressed as

TP(X),(F,S) == RHOHIX(I, F)

where I = [0x > F]. The tautological complex R, (F ® L) and the tauto-
logical section 7 on P(X) extend to P(X) naturally. Let V be the derived

4These obstruction theories are different with the obstruction theories used to define
the virtual cycles in §3.11
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zero locus of the extended tautological section. Clearly, the classical trun-
cation of V is V. The canonical distinguished triangle of tangent complexes
for the map V — P(X) at a C-point (F,s) € V is

RHomy (J, F) —— RHomx (I, F) —— RHomx (LY, F)

Ty, rs) — Tpx),(Fs) — Tv/p(x),(F,s) 1]

where I = [Ox = F] and J = [Op > F].

Let P(D) be the derived enhancement of P(D) as a derived moduli space
of pairs. Then there exists a canonical map P(D) — V. The distinguished
triangle of tangent complexes for P(D) — V at a C-point (F,s) € P(D) is

RHomp(J, F) — RHomx (J, F) —— RHomp(J, F ® L)[—1]

() —— Ty (ps) ————— Tpm)/v (7, [1]

where J = [Op 5 F ]. Hence the relative cotangent complex Lpp) v is
concentrated in degrees < —2. Therefore the induced map P(D) — V
between the classical truncations is an étale morphism. Using the stability
conditions, it is easy to show that P(D) — V is bijective. Hence P(D) — V
is an isomorphism.

Remark 3.9. Proposition holds even when the tautological complex
Rm,.(F® L) is not a vector bundle. In this case, we have a cartesian diagram

(3.6) P(D) ——— P(X)

|
P(X) 2 C(h° R (F® L)V))

where C(h°(Rm,(F ® L)) is the abelian cone associated to the coherent
sheaf h'(Rm.(F @ L)V).
However, the derived enhancement of the cartesian diagram (B.6])

P(D) —— P(X)

| l

P(X) 25 Rr.(F®L)

is mot homotopy-cartesian, where F denotes the extended universal family
on P(X).
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3.3. Symmetric obstruction theory on P(D). Given X, L, D, P(X) as
in Theorem Bl consider the commutative diagram

P(D) x D% P(D) x X

T I

P(D)

of schemes. Recall that the Behrend-Fantechi virtual cycle [P(D)]%Y. is
constructed from the 2-term perfect obstruction theory

ALT
Yp : RHomy, (T, T @ L)o[2] A4T), Lp(p)

induced by the Atiyah class At(J) : J — J @ Lp(pyxpl[l] of the universal

complex J = [Oppyxp — F-

Proposition 3.10. There exists a canonical 3-term symmetric complex
RHomy, (doT,deT)4[3]

on P(D) with a distinguished triangle
(3.7)

RHoms, (T, T)ol3] & RHomz (duT, dT)2[3] - RHomax, (T, T © L)o2]
for some map €. Here we identified
(RHOMry (AT, deT)4[3])V[2] = RHomay (duT , duT) (3]
(RHomz, (T, T ® L)o[2])"[2] = RHomz, (T, T )o[3]

via the symmetric form of RHomy, (doJ,doJ)4[3] and the relative Serre
duality. Moreover, the symmetric form of RHomz, (di T, d T )4[3] is in-
duced from the standard symmetric form of RHomg (d«J,d«J)[3] in the
sense of Lemma [3.12 below.

Let us first assume that Proposition B.I0] holds. Then we can define a
3-term symmetric obstruction theory on P(D) as the composition

(38) 6 : RHOMay (4T, duT)4[3] = RHomn, (T, TOL)o[2] 22 Lp(p-

By the reduction formula in Proposition [[LI8] the associated Oh-Thomas
virtual cycle is identical to the Behrend-Fantech virtual cycle

(3.9) [P(D)]5r =Y (=1)"“[P(D)] 55

up to canonical signs (—1)7(®) on connected components P(D)¢ of P(D).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition B.10l
For simplicity, we will use the following abbreviations:

D=PD)xD, X=P[D)xX, and P=P(D).

We start with the following well-known lemma.
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Lemma 3.11. There is a canonical distinguished triangle

(3.10) RHomu(T,T) LA RHomx(d T, dT) £, RHomq(T,J ® L)[—1]

on X, where RHomg := Rd,RHomy. Here we identified
RHomy(deT,dsJ) = RHomx (do T, d T )"
RHoma(T,J) = (RHoma(T,J @ L)[-1])"

via the trace map and the Grothendieck-Serre duality.

Proof. Since the self-dual distinguished triangle ([B.I0) is well-known, we
will only sketch how (BI0]) is constructed. Note that there is a canonical
distinguished triangle

(3.11) T L[] — d*dJ —— T —— T @ LV[2]

on D by [7, Lemma 3.3] (see also [28, Corollary 11.4]) Here the first two
arrows are given by the adjunctions

dy 1d*®L[-1] and d* -d,.

Applying RHomyx(—, J) to (B1I), we obtain the desired distinguished tri-
angle (3I0). The self-dualness of the distinguished triangle [BI0) follows
from the naturality of the duality maps and the adjunction maps. U

We will construct a symmetric complex RHomy (d«J,d.J )4 as the "re-
duction” of the ”symmetric complex” RHomy(d«J,d«J) by the "isotropic
subcomplex”

RHomy(do T, duT) 2% d, (05 R L|p)[1].

Strictly speaking, RHomx (dyJ,d«J) is not a symmetric complex in the
sense of Definition However, Lemma in Appendix [C] shows that we
can still form a reduction.

Lemma 3.12. There is a perfect compler RHomy (d.J , dJ )y on X and a
self-dual isomorphism

(3.12) 0 : RHomy(doJ,duT) g = (RHomy(dT , duT ) 4)",
i.e., 0V =0, satisfying the following two properties:

(1) There is a morphism of distinguished triangles
(3.13)
trog

R”Homx(dde)R—>RHomx(djdj)—>d(OT®L|D 1]

- | |

RHOTTLx(d ._7 d j)# —>R’Homx(d j d j)L —)d (O?®L|D ]

SIn [7. 28], they only considered smooth schemes but their proofs also work for arbitrary
schemes.
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for some maps p and v, and perfect complexes RHomyx(de T, d T )L,
and RHomy (de T, de T ) g = (RHomx(d T ,dT)1L)".
(2) There ezists a distinguished triangle
(3.14)

RHoma(T, T )o —— RHomx(du T, dvJ) s —— RHoma(T, T ® L)o[—1]

for some map € such that the diagram

(3.15) RHom(do T, do T )5 ——s RHomx(do T, duT)

luv lﬁ
(€,0)

RHomx(duT , duT )¢ —— RHoma(T, T © L)[~1]
commutes. Here we identified
RHomq(J,J ® L) = RHomy(J,J @ L)o@ d(0p X L|p).

Moreover, the pair of the perfect complex RHomx(d«J ,dsJ )y and the self-
dual isomorphism 0 is uniquely determined by the diagram BI3]).

Proof. We first simplify the notations as followsd: Let
A= RHomy(de T, dT)
B :=RHomy(J,TJ @ L)o|—1], C :=d.(0p X L|p)[—1]
be the abbreviations of the perfect complexes on X. Note that
Homy (CY, (B @ C)[~1]) = Homy (d«Op, RHoma(J,J ® L)[-2]) = 0.
Hence we have
(3.16) Homy (CVY, B[—1]) = Homy(C",C[-1]) = 0.

By Lemma[C2] we can form a perfect complex RHomx (dwJ , d T )% and a
self-dual isomorphism ([BI2) with the diagram (B.I3]). The uniqueness also
follows from Lemma Let

D :=RHomy(d.J,d.J)r, and E :=RHomy(dT,d.T)x

be the abbreviations of the perfect complexes on X.
Now we will form the distinguished triangle (BI4]). By the octahedral
axiom, we can form a commutative diagram of four distinguished triangles

(3.17) BY®CV == B"a&CY
E(p ) l(bv v)
Foodinat
|
5’ (0,1) (1 0)

6The notations A,B,C,....,b,c,d,...,p,q,r, ... introduced in the proof of Lemma [3.12
will not be used in the rest of this paper.
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for some perfect complex F' and maps p, ¢, f, where the middle vertical
distinguished triangle is (BI0) and (b,c¢) := £. Again by the octahedral
axiom, we have a commutative diagram of four distinguished triangles

(3.18) OV —=(CV

(0,1) q

B acy P p o

[oo H

BV .................... s (G L s

for some perfect complex G and maps g, r, where the middle horizontal
distinguished triangle is the left vertical distinguished triangle in (BI7T).
Note that we have f o q = ¢" by the left upper square in ([3.I7). By the
octahedral axiom, we have a commutative diagram of four distinguished
triangles

(3.19) OV —— v
o
r—J 4t .p

for some map s and t, where the middle vertical distinguished triangle is the
dual of the top horizontal distinguished triangle in ([BI3]).

We claim that we can form a commutative diagram of four distinguished
triangles

(3.20) B g

for some maps € and e, where the map d and the middle horizontal distin-
guished triangle in (B:20) are given by ([B.I3]). To deduce the claim from the
octahedral axiom, we need to show that the right upper square in (3.20)
commutes, r = d o s. It suffices to show that

rog=dosog: F—-G=C

since the middle vertical sequence in (BI8]) is a distinguished triangle, and
Homy (CV[1],C) = 0 by 3I6). We have rog = co f by (8I8]) and dosog =
dopo f=cofby BI9) and BI3]). It proves the claim.
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We claim that
(3.21) e=¢ :BY=E.
By the distinguished triangle in ([BI3]), it suffices to show that
voe=voe' :BY=E—D
since Homy (B, C[—1]) = 0 by (318). Consider the commutative diagram

DVt A
IEEON
vV w
FE—Y.p-t.B

induced by the commutative diagrams (B.13]), (8.19), and (3:20). By taking
dual, we obtain

(3.22) voe' =pobY.

On the other hand, consider the commutative diagram

(bY,eY)
BYeCV —F A
(p,q) !
l(w) lg lu

B G—4D
V
induced by the commutative diagrams FI7), BI8), BI9), and (B20).
Hence we have
(3.23) voe=pob’.

The two equations ([3:22]) and ([B3:23]) proves the claim B.21).
By the equation ([B.21]), the distinguished triangle

B = E-—B
in (320) gives us the desired distinguished triangle ([3.I4]). The dual of the
equation (3.22))

eov =bopu"
induces the desired commutative diagram (B.I5) since co p¥ = 0 and ¢ =
(b,c). Tt completes the proof. O

Now Proposition follows directly from Lemma
Proof of Proposition [T10. Let
RHomy, (doT,dT)s = R(rx )« RHomx(du T, d T ) 4.
Then the self-dual isomorphism (BI2]) induces a self-dual isomorphism
(RHomy (d T, duT) )" = RHOomgy (diT, di T )4 4]
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by the naturality of the relative Serre duality map. Similarly, the distin-
guished triangle (3.I4]) in Lemma [BI2[2) gives us the desired distinguished

triangle ([B.1). O

3.4. Comparison of obstruction theories. By Proposition[3.6land Propo-
sition [3.3] it suffices to show that

(3.24) FIPX)NST = [P(D)]5k

holds to prove the Lefschetz principle in Theorem Bl We would like to
deduce ([B3.24) from the virtual pullback formula in Theorem To do this,
we will compare the obstruction theories of P(X) and P(D).

Given X, L, D, P(X) as in Theorem B.1], let

P(D)x D —%5P(D) x X — P(X) x X

e )

P(D) —1— P(X)

be the canonical commutative diagram. Recall that the Oh-Thomas virtual
cycle [P(X)]5% is constructed from the 3-term symmetric obstruction theory

At(T
(3.25) 6x : RHomy (I, 1)o[3] 2225 Lpy)

induced by the Atiyah class At(I) : I — [ ® Lp(x)xx[l] of the universal
complex I = [Op(x)xx — F]. Let

I =1lpyxx = [Opnyxx = diF]
be the restriction, where J = [Op(p)xp — F] is the universal complex of
P(D).
Proposition 3.13. The two symmetric obstruction theory ¢x in [B.25]) and
op in B8] are compatible as follows:

(1) There is a reduction diagram (see Proposition[1.3), i.e. a morphism
of distinguished triangles
(3.26)

RHomz (do T, T) ]3] % RHomy (du, doT)2[3] > RHomy, (d.F, LV)[5]

l av Ja

RHoma, (T,T)o[3] —— RHomx, (T,dsT)2[3] — RHomn (d.F, L¥)[5)

for some maps o, 3,7, and perfect complexes RHomy (Z,dT )4
and RHomy (do T, L)% := (RHom (Z,d.T)x)"[—4] on P(D).
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(2) The Atiyah classes of I and J are compatible, i.e., the diagram

(3.27) RHoms, (4T, T)4[3] —— RHomz, (duT, T ) £[3]

| |
RHomy, (Z,7)[3] RHomy,(J,TJ ® L)o|2]

lAt(ﬂ) \At(l) lAt(J )
\

Lpcx)lpo) Lpp)
commutes.

In the rest of this subsection, we will prove Proposition B.I3] through
several steps. We first fix the notations. For simplicity, we will use the
following abbreviations

D=P(D)xD, X=PD)xX, and P=P(D)
of schemes as in §3.31 Let

(3.28) J ——0p — F — 7]

(3.29) T 0y —d.F 111

be the two canonical distinguished triangles on D and X, respectively. By
applying the octahedral axiom to the two distinguished triangles ([3.28]) and
([329), we obtain a third distinguished triangle

(3.30) LY ——71——d.J —— LV[1]
on X such that d.e =wvo f. Here we denoted £ = Op(p) X L.
3.4.1. Prototype. We start with a prototype of the reduction diagram (B.20])
in Proposition where we use
RHomy(dvJ,d.J) and RHomx(Z,d.J)
instead of RHomy(dJ,dJ )4 and RHomx(Z,dT ).

Lemma 3.14. There is a (not necessarily commutative) diagram of two
distinguished triangles
(3.31)

RHom(dnT, T) —2s RHomy (4T , deT) —2s RHoma(duT, £Y)[1]

J/porv J/TU ‘

RHomx(Z,T)o —2>— RHomx (T, dT) — s RHom(dT, £Y)[1]
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for some n such that r,on =1,. Herel, denotes the left composition with v
and 1, denotes the right composition with v. Also v and p are the canonical
maps in the direct sum diagram

L tr
(3.32) RHomx(Z, T)o 7= RHomy(Z,T) 7 Ox

where tr denotes the trace map.

Proof. Applying RHomy(d.J,—) to (B30), we can form the upper distin-
guished triangle in (3.31]). The lower distinguished triangle can be obtained
by applying the octahedral axiom to the commutative diagram

RHomy(Z, £Y) — RHomx(Z,T)

lru lt’f‘
RHoma (LY, L) ———— Oy

where the three distinguished triangles are the obvious ones given by (3.30)
and (332). The formula r, o n = I, follows from the octahedral axiom. O

3.4.2.  We will replace the complexes in ([B.31]) as

R’Homx(d*j,d*j) ~M RHOmx(d*j, d*j)#
RHomy(Z,d.J) ~» RHomx(Z,d.J )4
RHomy(d T, LY)[1] ~ RHomx(dF,LY)[2]

for some perfect complex RHomy(Z,d.J)x. Then the (non-commutative)
diagram (B31]) will become commutative and induce the desired commuta-
tive diagram (B.20)).

Define the perfect complex RHomy(Z,d.J )4 as the cone of the compo-
sition 7, 0 £Y oids (see (BI0)). Then it fits into a distinguished triangle
(3.33)

ry0€Y oid 7

d.0p =X RHoma (T, du T ) —2— RHoma (T, dyJ ) o —— duOp]1]

for some map A. Let RHomy(dvJ,Z)x := (RHomyx(Z,d.T)4)" be the
dual.

By the octahedral axiom, we obtain a commutative diagram of four dis-
tinguished triangles

(3.34) RHomy (LY, d,T)[—1] == RHomx (LY, d,T)[1]

lmj E MOT’w
Void 7

d.Op —>R’H0mx(d J,d.J) 4>R7-Lomx(d J,d.J)rL,

e T

ryo€Yoid 7 A

d,O0p ———— RHomx(Z,d,J) ——— RHomx(Z,d T )4
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for some map ¢, where the middle vertical distinguished triangle is induced
by (B30), the middle horizontal distinguished triangle is the dual of the

top horizontal distinguished triangle in (3.13]), and the bottom horizontal
distinguished triangle is (3:33)).

3.4.3. Maps «, 3, v, 0. Define the maps « and 3 as the compositions:

o : RHomy(do T, do T ) s~ RHomy(dy T, ds j)LéRHomx(l 4. T) s
B« RHomx (T, T)o 2% RHomy (T, d,J) 2 RHomy (T, d T )4

We define the map ~ as follows:

Lemma 3.15. There exists a commutative diagram of four distinguished
triangles
(3.35)

d* D — RHomX(d*ODv EV)[l]

0
l vo€Void 7 lm
lyoL

RHomx(Z,T)o —=s RHomx (T, duT ) ——s RHoma (do T, LY)[1]

(P l

7d ...... ’Y> R}lomx(d*]_‘, £V)[2]

RHomx(Z,I)g » RHomsy

for some map ~y, where the middle vertical distinguished triangle is ([333]),
the right vertical distinguished triangle is induced by (B.28), and the mid-
dle horizontal distinguished triangle is the bottom horizontal distinguished

triangle in (331]).

Proof. We will use the octahedral axiom to obtain the diagram (B35]). Thus
it suffices to show that the upper right square in ([3:35]) commutes.
We claim that the squares in the diagram

(3.36) d,0p —— RHomx(d,Op, LY[1])

lfvoidj

RHomy(do T, duT) —2— RHomo(doT, LV[1])
RHomy(Z, duT) — s RHomy(Z, LV]1])

commute. Indeed, under the adjunction d, 4 d* @ L£[—1], we have a corre-
spondence

(T -5 0p) +— (doT % £V]1))
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between the two canonical maps in (B.28) and (B30). Hence we have a
commutative diagram

Op RHomp(Op, Op)

| ;

RHomp (T, d*d.T @ L][-1]) LN RHomp(T,0p)

on D, which proves the commutativity of the upper square in ([3.30). The
commutativity of the lower square in ([B3@]) is just the naturality of the
composition functors.

If we compose the two maps

(3.37) d.Op = RHomyx(d. T, LY [1])
in the upper right square in (3.35]) with the map
ry : RHomy(do J, LY[1]) — RHomy (Z,LY[1]),

then we obtain the total square in ([3.30]) since 7, o = [, by Lemma 314l
Hence the difference of the two maps ([B.37) comes from a map

(3.38) dvOp — RHomy(LY[1], LY[1]) = Ox.
Since Homy (dsOp, Ox) = 0, the map ([B.38)) is zero and the two maps (.37
coincide. (]

We next define the map ¢ as follows:

Lemma 3.16. There exists a commutative diagram of four distinguished
triangles
(3.39)

d.0p ——— RHomx(d,0n, LY)[1]

| b

RHomy(dT, T) s —— RHomy(du T, dy T ) g 22 RMomz (d, T, £Y)][1]

RHomz(do T, T) s s RHomy(doT , dy T ) o RHom (do F, £V)[2]

for some map §, where the middle vertical distinguished triangle is the dual
of the bottom horizontal distinguished triangle in [BI3)), the right vertical
distinguished triangle is given by [B.28]), and the middle horizontal distin-
guished triangle is the dual of the right vertical distinguished triangle in

€33,

Proof. As in Lemma [3.15] it suffices to show the commutativity of the upper
right square in ([3.39). This follows from the commutativity of the upper

square in (3.30]). O
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3.4.4. Reduction diagram. Combining the four maps «, 3, v, 4, we can form
the reduction diagram (B.26]) in Proposition B.I3[1).

Proof of Proposition [3.13(1). We claim that the diagram
(3.40)

RHomu (4o T, T) s —>— RHomu(du T, du T ) —— RHomx(du F, £V)[2]

| |
RHomx (T, 1)y ——— RHomy(Z, dJ ) —— RHomz(d,F, £Y)[2]

commutes.

We will first show that the left square in (3.40) commutes. Indeed, we
have the commutative diagram
(3.41)

RHomx(d T, T)y —— RHomy(dnT, du T ) —s RHomx(d, T, dT) &

RHomx(de T, T) —s RHomy(duT, duT ) —2—s RHomy(d T, doT) 1,

; ; [
RHomy(T,T) —— RHomy (T, d,J) —— RHomx(Z,dv T ) 4

by B13) in Lemma B.12 and (3:34]). Note that the composition

(3.42) Ox “% RHomy(Z,T) 222 RHomy (T, du T ) u
vanishes since we have a commutative diagram
Ox d.Op

lidﬂ lrv o&Void 7
RHomy(Z,T) LN RHomx(Z,d.T)
and an equation Ao (r, 0 &Y oidy) = 0 by (333). Since 8 = Aol, o by
definition, and ([B:42)) is zero, the diagram

(3.43) RHomy(Z,T) —2— RHomx(Z,dT)

4 |
RHomz (T, T)y —— RHomx (T, dv T )4
commutes. The two commutative diagrams (341 and 343]) give us the

commutativity of the left square in (B.40).
Now we will prove that the right square in (3:40]) commutes. Since

Homx(d* OD [1], R’Homx(d*]:, £V [2]))
= Homy (d.F, d.0p) = Homp (F, Op) ® Exty'(F, L]p) = 0,
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it suffices to show that
yoaov =dovY.

Consider a diagram

RHomy(do T, dv T ) g —2— RHomuy(dy T, du T ) 2

w v

RHomy(d. T, deT) —— RHomx(du T, du )1, )

Ty C )
W RHomx(Z,dnJ) —2— RHomx (T, dT )4
n il

RHom(d T, LY)[1] —— RHomy (d, F, LY)[2]

of commutative squares induced by B3.13)), [3.34)), and (3.35]). The two maps
nor, and [, are not necessarily equal, but their compositions with r,,

RHomx(doT,d,J) nl:; RHoma(d. T, £Y)[1] = RHomx (T, £Y)[1]

are equal since r, on = [, by Lemma [B.J4l Hence the compositions of the
two maps n o1, and [, with r. are also equal since dyse = v o f. By (3.39),
we have

fyoaoyv:fyogoyoyvzreonorvouv:reolwo,u\/:(5ouv,

which proves the claim.
If we apply R(7x). to ([B:40), then we obtain the desired diagram (3.20))
(see Lemma [C4). It completes the proof. (]

3.4.5. Atiyah classes. Finally, we compare the Atiyah classes of J and I
using derived algebraic geometry.

Proof of Proposition [313(2). We first claim that the diagram
(3.44)

RHomy, (d.T,T)[3] 2 RHom. (4T, doT)[3] -+ RHomnp (T, T © L)[2]

lm

RHomz(Z,7)[3] Atp(pyxx(d«JT) Atp(pyxp(J)

\

lAtP(X)XX(H) Atppyxx (T)

Lpx)lpo) Lpp)
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commutes. Indeed, the commutativity of the middle square in ([B8.44]) follows
from the functoriality of the Atiyah classes

7z - d«J

AtP(D)xX(I)l J{AtP(D)xX(d*J)

I ® Lppyxx[l] —= duT @ Lppyxx[1].

The lower triangle in ([8.44]) is the commutative diagram of tangent maps
for

P(D) — P(x) — Perf(X)

\_/

I
by [56, Appendix A], where Perf(X) denotes the derived moduli stack of
perfect complexes on X. The right triangle in ([B8.44]) is the commutative
diagram of tangents maps for

P(D) —L Perf(D) — Perf(X)
~
dJ

where the map Perf(D) — Perf i]X ) between the derived moduli stacks is
given by the derived pushforward

By the square (8.I3]), the dual of the right bottom square in ([3.34]), and
the dual of the square ([3.43]), the commutative diagram (3.44]) implies the
desired commutative diagram (3.27)). O

3.5. Comparison of virtual cycles. Finally, we prove the Lefschetz prin-
ciple in Theorem B.1] using the results in the previous subsections.

Proof of Theorem[3 1. By Proposition B.13] we can form two vertical mor-
phisms
(3.45)

RHomy (4o T, T) ]3] 2 RHomy, (4o, duT)2[3] < RHomq, (d.F, LY)[5]

l av Ja

Rt oy, (T,T)o[3] —— RHoma, (T, dyT)2[3] —= RHomx (d.F, £V)[5]

lm o X

<~ <~

7> Lpx)lpp) ——— 7 'Lpp) —————— Lipy 1p(x)

of the three horizontal distinguished triangles for some maps ¢/, and ¢'.
Indeed, there exists a map
¢ RHomq (Z,dT)#[3] = 77 Lp(p)

"The commutativity of the right triangle in ([3:44]) for the truncated cotangent complex
Tzile(D) can be deduced by [22] Theorem 2.5] without using derived algebraic geometry.
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such that ¢/, o = ¢p since ¢p 06Y =ao¢x o ovyY =0. Then we have
aogx =dpof

since Homp(p)(R(mp)«(F @ L)[2], 7= 'Lp(py) = 0. Hence we can also find
a map ¢’ that fits into the diagram (3.45)).

The long exact sequence associated to ([8.43]) assures that the composition

d)/
¢+ (R(mp)«(F @ L)[-1])" — Lipp)/p(x) = Len)/p(x)
is a perfect obstruction theory. Note that the associated virtual pullback
Jo - A(P(X)) = A(P(D))

only depends on the vector bundle R(7p)«(F ® L) and is independent of
the map ¢ by [24, Example 4.1.8] (see Lemma [.IT]). Therefore, the virtual
pullback formula (Theorem 22)) and the reduction formula (3.9) gives us

FIPXONGr = 45 P(XON5E = [P(D)]5r = Y (=17 [P(D)"] 5,

e

where j' is the Gysin pullback ([B2)) given by the tautological section. [
We end this section with a remark on orientations:

Remark 3.17. For any given orientation on RHom (I, 1)y[3], there exists a
unique orientation on RHom, (d.J,d.J )#[3] induced from the reduction
diagram (B.26]). Then the signs o(e) in ([B.9) is uniquely determined by this
orientation and the self-dual distinguished triangle ([B.7).

4. PAIRS/SHEAVES CORRESPONDENCE

In this section, we compare the Oh-Thomas virtual cycles for moduli
spaces of pairs and moduli spaces of sheaves by combining the virtual pull-
back formula in § and the pushforward formula for virtual projective bun-

dles in §4.11

4.1. Virtual projective bundles. In this preliminary subsection, we pro-
vide a pushforward formula for virtual projective bundles. This pushforward
formula is just a reformulation of a classical result in intersection theory [24]
from the point of view of virtual intersection theory [4l, 45].

Definition 4.1 (Virtual projective bundle). Let K be a perfect complex of
tor-amplitude [0, 1] on a quasi-projective scheme X. The virtual projective
bundle P(K) associated to K is a pair of

D1) a projective cone
p: P(K) := Proj Sym® h°(KY) — X,
D2) and a relative perfect obstruction theory

(41) L%l(rK)/X = COHG(OP(K) — p*K(l))v — LP(K)/X
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given as follows: Choose a resolution K = [Ky — Kj] by vector
bundles. Then we have a commutative diagram

(4.2) K1 (D) |p(xo)

where P(K) is the zero locus of the tautological section t. Thus

vir d
Ly = Ei(1)lpg) — 5 Qpico)/x ey
d
Lpwyx = I/1? ——— Qp(ky)/x lp(x)

gives us a perfect obstruction theory, where I denotes the ideal sheaf
of P(K) in P(Kj).

The perfect obstruction theory (A1) is independent of the choice of the
global resolution and exists without assuming the global resolution, but we
will not need these facts in this paper

Proposition 4.2 (Pushforward formula for virtual projective bundles). Let
p: P(K) = X be a virtual projective bundle over a quasi-projective scheme
X. For any cycle class o € A.(X) and a K-theory class ¢ € KY(X), we have

s—1

plentrre e = ¥ (

0<i<m

> ~¢i(§) Nem—it1—+(—K) Na

m —1

where r is the rank of K and s is the rank of €.

Proof. Fix a global resolution K = [Ky — K;] and consider the factorization
(@2). Manolache’s virtual pullback formula p' = i' o ¢* implies

pe(em(€(1) NP'a) = gu(em(E(1)) Nery (Ki(1) N g a)

where ry and 71 are the ranks of Ky and K7, respectively. Note that
m—i

) = 3 (270 )al@a(on)

8The virtual projective bundle is the classical truncation of the derived projective
bundle.
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by [24, Example 3.2.2]H Therefore, we have
pe(em(€(1) Np'a)

- ¥ ¥ (270) - a@nem)na@oy - nga)

0<i<m 0<j<r
$—1
- Z Z (m _ Z> - ¢i(§) N ¢ (K1) N Sy —i—j—ro+1(Ko) N
0<i<m 0<j<r
$—1
= > < B ) (€)M emisi—r (-K) N a
0<i<m NPT
where so(K() denotes the Segre class of Kj. O

4.2. Main result. Let X be a smooth projective Calabi-Yau 4-fold. Let
B € Hy(X,Q) be a curve class and n € Z be an integer. Let

P, 3(X) = {stable pairs (F,s) on X with ch(F) = (0,0,0,8,n)}

M, 3(X) = {stable sheaves G on X with ch(G) = (0,0,0, 3,n)}

be the moduli spaces of stable pairs and stable sheaves. Then they both
have Oh-Thomas virtual cycles

[Pas(X)]"" € An(Prp(X)) and  [Myp(X)"™ € Ay(M,5(X)).

Assume that the curve class § € Ho(X,Q) is irreducible. Then all pure
sheaves G with ch3(G) = 8 are stable so that the moduli space M, 3(X) is
proper and does not depend on the polarization Ox(1). Moreover, there is
a well-defined forgetful map

p:Png(X) = My p(X): (F,s)— F.

When there is a universal sheaf G on M, g(X) x X, then the moduli space

P, 3(X) of stable pairs can be identified to the virtual projective bundle
P, 5(X) =PRrMG) = M, 5(X)

of the perfect complex RrM G, where 7 : M,, 5(X)x X — M, 5(X) denotes

the projection map.

Theorem 4.3 (Pairs/Sheaves correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-
fold, B € Hy(X,Q) be an irreducible curve class, and n € Z be an integer.
Assume that there exists a universal sheaf G on M, g(X). For any orienta-
tion on M, 3(X), there exists an induced orientation on P, 3(X) such that
the following formulas hold:

(1) (Pullback formula) We have
(4.3) [P g (X" = p'[Mp 5 (X))
where p' is the virtual pullback of the virtual projective bundle.

9n [24], it is stated for vector bundles, but it is easy to show that the result also holds
for any K-theory classes.



VIRTUAL PULLBACKS IN DT4 THEORY 61

(2) (Pushforward formula) For any vector bundle E on X, we have

(44)  p. (en(Rxl(F @ E) 0[Py 5(X)]')

("]lel' [Mw]wr P
-1
’ otherwise

where 78 1 P, 5(X) x X — P, 5(X) is the projection map, r is the
rank of E, and N = rn + fﬁ c1(E) is the rank of the tautological

complez Ral(F® E).

We will prove the pullback formula (£3) through the virtual pullback
formula in Theorem by comparing the symmetric obstruction theories
of P, g(X) and M, g(X). Then the pushforward formula (£4]) will follow
directly from the general pushforward formula for virtual projective bundles
in Proposition

Before we prove our main theorem in this section (Theorem [3]), we first
provide immediate corollaries. Recall [16] [I7] that the primary invariants
for a cohomology class v € H*(X,Q) are defined as follows:

/[ IRNCACRUIEN
nﬁ v1r

/ M (chy(G) U )
M, ]vw

n

where the primary invariant Mnﬁ(y) does not depend on the choice of the
universal family G.

Corollary 4.4 (Primary PT/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi- Yau
4-fold and B € Ho(X,Q) be an irreducible curve class. Assume that M, g(X)
has a uniwersal family. Then there exists a choice of orientations such that

Myg(y) ifn=1
45 P, s(7) = :
(1.5 50 {0 o,
for any v € H*(X,Q).
Proof. By the pushforward formula (£4]), we have

(M, p(X)MF ifn=1

*Pn X vir _
P[P, (X)) {0 itn>9.

Since we have
chy(F) = chs((p x 1)*G ® O(1)) = chz((p x 1)*G) = (p x 1)"ch3(G),
the projection formula proves ([45]). O
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We can define the tautological invariants (cf. [12][19]) for a vector bundle
E on X as follows:

P, s(E) = / cn(Rm(F® E))
[P, 5 (X)]¥r

My 5(E) = / ¢1(Rm (G ® E))
(M, 6 (X)]VH

where the tautological invariant M, g(E) depends on the choice of the uni-
versal family G.

Corollary 4.5 (Tautological PT/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-
Yau 4-fold and 3 be an irreducible curve class. Assume that there is a
universal family G of M, g(X). For any vector bundle E, there exists a
choice of orientations such that

=) - Mo p(0x) ifn =0
Fual ) = {(f__f) My g(E) = (V) - Mop(Ox) ifn>1

where N = n - rank(E) + fﬁ c1(E) is the rank of Rl (F @ E).

We can generalize Theorem [3to reducible curve classes as follows: When
M, 35(X) has no strictly semi-stable sheaves, the moduli space of Joyce-Song
type stable pairs in [20] (cf. [54, B3]) can be expressed as

P;L]g(X) ={(F,s): Fe M,p(X) and s:0O0x — F is non-zero}.
By [20, Theorem 0.1], P;L{ g(X ) is an open subscheme of the moduli space
Perf (X )%p)li of simple perfect complexes with fixed trivial determinant. Hence
P;L], *E (X) carries an Oh-Thomas virtual cycle [P;LI g (X)) € An(P;L]’ *E (X)) by
[49]. For any curve class § € Hy(X,Q), there is a forgetful map
p:Pl3(X) = M, s(X): (F,s)— F

which identifies P,i g(X ) with the virtual projective bundle of RrMG. The
proof of Theorem [4.3] also works for P;L{ %(X ) and gives us analogous pullback
formula ([A3]) and the pushforward formula (£4]). In particular, we have the
following corollary:

Corollary 4.6 (JS/GV correspondence). Let X be a Calabi-Yau 4-fold, 5 €
Hy(X,Q) be a curve class, and n be an integer. Assume that fﬁ c1(0x(1))
and n are coprime. Then there exists a choice of orientations such that

PJS("}/) _ {Mlﬁ(’}/) ifn=1

™ 0 ifn>2
s _ J=(0) - Mos(Ox) ifn=0
Fasl®) = {(if_‘f) My s(E) — () My p(0x) ifn>1

for any cohomology class v and a vector bundle E, where the primary invari-
ant P;L]’ g(v) and the tautological invariant Pri ‘Z(E) are defined analogously.
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The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [3[(1).

4.3. Comparison of obstruction theories. Given X, 3, n as in Theorem
[43] consider the cartesian diagram

Poug(X) x X 25 My 5(X) x X

PP }TM

By g(X) —— M, 5(X)

of schemes. Recall that the Oh-Thomas virtual cycles on P, 3(X) and
M, 3(X) are constructed from the symmetric obstruction theories

At(T
(4.6) ép : RHom,.r(I,1)o[3] 20, Lp, 5x)
At(G
(47) ot (IR Hom (G, G))[3] 2 2Ly, o)

induced by the Atiyah classes of the universal complex I = [Op, ,(x)xx — F]

on P, 3(X) x X and the universal sheaf G on M, g(X) x XL Note that
the universal sheaf F on P, g(X) x X can be written as

F=(px1)*G® («F)*0(1)

where O(1) is the dual of the tautological line bundle of the virtual projective
bundle P, 5(X) = P(R7MG).

Proposition 4.7. The two symmetric obstruction theories ¢p and ¢pr in
L) and (1) are compatible as follows:

(1) We have a reduction diagram (see Proposition[L1), i.e., a morphism
of distinguished triangles
(4.8)

RHom,r(I,F)4[2] —=—s RHom,r(I,1)o[3] —— RHom,»(F,0)x[4]

|~ | |

(3R Hom,r (F, F))[3] —— RHom,»(F,1) 4[4] —— RHom,r(F,0)x[4]

for some maps o, B, v, 6 and perfect complexes RHom r(F,0)4,
RHom p(F,1)x, and RHom r(I,F)y = (RHom »(F,1)4)"[—-4].

10Here the Atiyah class At(G) depends on the choice of the universal family G, but the
symmetric obstruction theory ¢ns does not depend of the choice of G. See Remark [A.10]
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(2) The Atiyah classes of I and G are compatible, i.e., the diagram

(4.9) RHom, (I, F)x[2] —— RHom,r (I, T)o[3]
>
(rIBIRHom,.» (F,F))[3] At(1)
lAt(G)\At(F)
T~

>—1 >—1
7= L,y P s(x) ——— 77 Lp, 4(x)
commautes.

We will prove Proposition 7] through several steps. The proof is similar
to that of Proposition BI3lin §3.41 To simplify the notations, let

P=PsX), X=PsX)xX, 7=x", and M= M,z(X)

be the abbreviations of the schemes. Let

(4.10) I— Oy = F —51]1]
be the canonical distinguished triangle on X.

4.3.1. Prototype. We first consider a prototype of the reduction diagram (3]
where we use

RHom,(F,F), RHom,(F,O0x) and RHom,(F,I)
instead of T3IRHom (F,F), RHom,(F, Ox)4, and RHom, (F,T)4.

Lemma 4.8. We have a (not necessarily commutative) diagram of two dis-
tinguished triangles

(4.11)
RHomq(LF)[2] —22%s RHomy (I, D)o[3] —<% RHomy(F, Ox)[4] — s

lTe l?”e oL H

RHom:(F, F)[3] —“— RHomx (F,)[4] —— RHomx(F, Ox)[4] —=—s

for some map n such that l,on = idyors. Herer;, rs, re (resp. l;, ls, lc) are
the right (resp. left) composition maps with the maps i, s, e in (L10), and
L, p are the canonical maps in the direct sum diagram

L tr
(4.12) RHomy(I,1)o ? RHomy(I,T) —= Ox
idy

where tr denotes the trace map.
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Proof. Applying RHomx(F, —) to (dI0), we obtain the lower distinguished
triangle in (£I1]). Applying the octahedral axiom to the commutative dia-
gram

Ox ———— RHom(0x, Ox)

lidﬂ lrl‘
RHoma(I,T) — s RHomq (I, Ox)
with the obvious three distinguished triangles given by (4.I0) and (£I2]), we
also obtain the upper distinguished triangle in (4.11). O

Clearly, the middle square in ([@IT]) commutes. However, the left square
in (A1) may not commute.

4.3.2.  We will replace the complexes in [{I1]) as

RHomy(F,F) ~r38RHom, (F, F)
= cone(cone(Op — RHom(F,F)) — Op[—4])[—1]
RHom,(F,O0x) ~RHom(F, Ox)4
= cone(RHom(F, Oy) — Op[—4])[-1]
RHom,(F,I) ~RHom,(F,I)x
= cone(Op[—1] — RHom,(F,1)[4])
to obtain the commutative diagram (4.8]). Here we fix some notations among
them.

(1) We can form a commutative diagram

(4.13) Op O
ltv lidw
TS3RHom, (F, F) SEAANEN RHom,(F,F) LN Op[—4]

5 | |
rL8IRHom, (F, F) —<— 72'RHom, (F,F) —ty Op[—4]

of four distinguished triangles for unique maps u, v, and ¢ (cf.
Lemma [C.2)). Here tr* denotes the top trace map.
(2) We can also form the following two distinguished triangles

tréol,

(4.14) R’HOTTLW(F, Ox)# # RHOWW(F, Ox) Of})[_4]

leoidp

(4.15) Op[—1] RHom(F,I) —>— RHom(F,1)4

over P. Let RHom,(I,F)y = (R”HOWW(F,H))L[—‘H-
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4.3.3. Maps «, 3, v, 6. We now construct the maps «, 5, v, § and the
distinguished triangles in (@8] as follows:

Lemma 4.9. We have the following diagrams:

(1) There is a commutative diagram of four distinguished triangles
(4.16)

Op[3] O3]

lidﬂp Jleoid]y

RHom,(F, F)[3] — s RHom, (F, [)[4] —"s RHom,(F, Ox)[4]

| | |

(r2 RHom (F,F))[3] - RHomu(F,1)x[4] > RHom(F, Ox)[4]

for some maps ¢ and w. Here the three given distinguished triangles

are those in (A13), EI5), and [@I0).

(2) There is a commutative diagram of four distinguished triangles
(4.17)

RHom(F, Ox)[3] === RHom,(F, Ox)[3
[t =
(TR Hom (F, F))[3] —— (12! RHom(F,F))[3] ————— Op[~1]
| | |
(L3R Homy (F, F))[3] - b s RHom (F, 1) 4 [4] - T RHomy (F, Oy) 4[4]

for some maps B and v such that kK oy = w. Here the three given

distinguished triangles are those in ([AI6), EI4), and [@EI3).

(3) There is a commutative diagram of four distinguished triangles
(4.18)

RHom,(F, Ox)[3] == RHom,(F, Ox)[3

ln ltr olg

v riore
RHom, (I, F) (2] —— RHom, (I, F)[2] — - 0p[—1]

| . 1

RHom (I, F) x[2] s RHomu (I, 1)o[3] > RHomx (F, Ox) x[4]

for some maps o and § such that Ko = reol; or. Here the three

given distinguished triangles are those in ([@I1)), (£14), and (EID).

Proof. (1) and (2) follow directly from the octahedral axiom. We will only
prove (3). It suffices to show that the top right square in ([I8]) commutes.
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Consider a diagram

ls

(4.19) R omx(F, Ox) —— RHome (I, F) —— RHomy(F, F)
l"‘s lle J/t?”
Or — ¥ RHomy(LT) — T 0y

of commutative squares where the left square in (£I9]) commutes by Lemma
48 Then we have

trorcon=trol.on=troidyory =rs =trols.

Applying R, to (£I9), we obtain the desired commutative diagram. O

4.3.4. Reduction diagram. Now we can form the reduction diagram (4.8]).

Proof of Proposition [J.7(1). We first prove the commutativity of the left
square in ([8). Indeed, consider the commutative diagram

RHom (I, F)u[2] —— RHom (I, F)[2] —=—s RHomx (I, 1)[3]

(r<3RHomq (F, F))[3] ——— RHom (F, F)[3] — % RHom, (F, [)[4]

B J» P
(L3 R Hom(F, F))[3] —— 7> RHom(F, F))[3] —— RHom(F, 1), [4]
given by (£13]) and ([@I6]). Note that o and § are defined as the compositions
a=Aore.or: RHom.(I,1)o[3] = RHom,(F,I)x[4]
B =Cov: (TH¥IRHom,(F,F))[3] = RHom(F,T)4[4]
in (@I8) and (@I7)). Thus it suffices to show

(4.20) Aoreoropol,oN =Xoreol, o\
to prove a o’ = 0 3Y. By the dual diagram of (18], we have
(4.21) triol,o N =trfor, oAV =0.

Since the pairing on RHom(I,1)[3] is given by the composition
RHom,(L1)[3] ® RHomy (I, 1)[3] -2 RHom. (I, 1)[6] 2 0p[2],
the equation (£2I)) proves (A20]).

We then prove the commutativity of the right square in (£8]). Since
HOHl(p(RHOmW(H, H)OB]? OT[_ 1]) =0,
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it suffices to show that the square in the diagram

reol;ot

RHom, (I, 1)o[3] — 2 RHom(F, Ox)[4] —— RHomq(F, Ox)[4]

la:)\orem H

RHomy (F,1).4[4] —— RHomy(F, Ox)4[4] —— RHom(F, Ox)[4]

w

commutes. By Lemma [L.9)(2), Lemma [£9(3), and equation w o A\ = [; in

([#14]), we have
Koyoa=woAor,oL=1[0r,0oL=r.0l;01L=FKO,

which proves the claim.
By Lemma[C.4l the commutativity of the two squares in ([L38]) suffices to
form the desired reduction diagram. It completes the proof. O

4.3.5. Atiyah classes. Finally, we compare the Atiyah classes.

Proof of Proposition [J.7(2). We first compare the Atiyah classes of I and F.
The functoriality of Atiyah classes

F— ]

lAt(IF) lAt(H)

F ® Ly[l] <25 I® Ly[2]

gives us a commutative diagram

(4.22) RHom, (I, F)[2] —<— RHom,(I,1)[3]

l?“e J/At(ﬂ)
At(F)

RHom,(F,F)[3] ——— L.

Since Aol, = opu by [EI6), a¥ = pol.o\Y by ([@IR]), and the composition

At(I)

R, Ox[3] % RHom,(LT)[3] 2 Ly

is zero by [56, Proposition 3.2], the commutative diagram ([£.22]) induces a
commutative diagram

(4.23) RHom (I F) 4 [2] —— RHomq (I, D)o [3]

JCV lAt(H)

(<SR Homy (F,F))[3] — L, Ly
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Since Homyp(Op[4], 7271 Lp) = 0, the commutative diagram (@23) gives us
the commutativity of the upper square in ([£3]).
We then compare the Atiyah classes of

(px1)*G and F=(px1)"G®7n"0p(1).

By [29, p. 260[1, we have
(4.24)
At(F) = At((p X 1)*G)®ld7r*@y(1) +id(p><1)*([} ®At(ﬂ'*o?(1)) F— F@Lx[l]

Also, we can deduce
At(7*0p(1)) = (7% At(Op(1)),0) : Ox — Ly[1] = 7*Lp[1] @ (7%)*Lx[1]
from the commutative diagram

DCLVPOT—(%Perf
\/

7 0p(1)
by [66, Appendix A], where Perf denotes the derived moduli stack of perfect

complexes and 7% : P x X — X denotes the projection map. Hence the
difference of the two induced maps
At(F)
(4.25) RHom,(F,F)[3]| ——= Ly
At((px1)*G)

is the composition

RHom (F, F)[3] 5 0p[—1] 2122,

By (413]), the compositions of the two maps in ([£.25]) with the map
p (TSR Hom, (F,F))[3] — RHom,(F,F)[3]

L.

coincide. Since Homgp(Op[4], 72 'Lp) = 0, the two maps
AL(F)
(4.26) (rI3IRHom, (F, F))[3] —= 72"y

At((px1)"G)

given by the Atiyah classes of F and (p x 1)*G are equal.
Finally, we compare the Atiyah classes of G and (p x 1)*G. From the
commutative diagram

P LM -5 Perf(X)

(px1)*G

1y p9], the formula @24) is proved for Atiyah classes on smooth schemes, but [31]
Chapitre 1V, 2.3.7] shows that it also holds for Atiyah classes on arbitrary schemes.
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we can deduce that the triangle
(4.27) p*RHom (G, G)[3]
At(G)l H(px1)*G)

pLy—— 3Ly

commutes by [56, Appendix A].
Combining the commutative triangle (£27]) with the equality (4.20]), we
deduce the commutativity of the lower triangle in (3. O

Remark 4.10. By the arguments in the second paragraph of the proof of
Proposition [7)(2), we can deduce that the symmetric obstruction theory
¢ in ([@7) is independent of the choice of the universal family G.

4.4. Comparison of virtual cycles. Finally, we can prove the pullback
formula ([A3]) in Theorem 3] from the compatibility of the obstruction the-
ories in Proposition 77 and the virtual pullback formula in Theorem

Proof of Theorem[{.3 By Proposition 41 we can form morphisms of dis-
tinguished triangles
(4.28)

RHom (I F) 4[2] —2—s RHom, (I, 1)o[3] —— RHom (F, Ox) 4]

|~ | |

(3R Hom (F, F))[3] —— RHomy (F, L) 4 [4] —— RHom( F, 0x) (4]

lfbM ' ¢'

<~

2 p* Ly =1Ly LSJ/M

for some maps ¢, and ¢ such that ¢, o« = ¢p, as in the proof of Theorem
BIin §3.51 By the long exact sequence associated to (m) we deduce that

(4.20) ¢ : RHoma(F, 0x)[4] T+ Ly ne = 727 Ly 100 2 727 L
is a perfect obstruction theory. Since the virtual pullback
P A (M) = A (P)

depends only on the virtual cotangent complex RHom(F, Ox)x[4], but not
on the map ¢ by Lemma [Tl below, the virtual pullback given by the
perfect obstruction theory ([£.29)) is equal to the virtual pullback given by the
perfect obstruction theory of the virtual projective bundle P = P(R7MG)
in Definition 11

Since we have a compatible triple of obstruction theories ([A28]), we have
a virtual pullback formula

p! [M]vir — [fP]Vir
by Theorem It completes the proof. O
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We need Lemma .1T] below to complete the proof of Theorem [4.3] above.

Lemma 4.11. Let ¢1,v2 : K = Ly /y be two perfect obstruction theories for
a morphism f : X — Y of quasi-projective schemes. Then the two associated
virtual pullbacks coincide.

Proof. Since the virtual pullbacks commute with projective pushforwards,
it suffices to show fé)l([y]) = f%([y]) for an integral scheme ). Choose
a global resolution [K} — K{/] = K of vector bundles. Consider the fiber
diagrams

¢ — K Co— K, (o —e
J/pl l J/pz l J/ lpl
(1) E(1h2)

where the two closed embeddings €y /y = [K1/Ko] are given by the two
obstruction theories ¢ and 1)2. Hence we have two short exact sequence

K0—>C3—>Cl and K0—>C3—>C2
of cones over X. Therefore, we have

Fi (V) = 0%, [C1] = (s(Ch) - (K1) )ua = (5(C3) - c(EKo) - e(K1))wa = fy, ([V])
by [24] Example 4.1.8], where vd = dim()) + rank(K). O

APPENDIX A. TORUS LOCALIZATION WITHOUT QUASI-PROJECTIVITY

Here we generalize square root virtual pullbacks in Il and its functorliality
in §2l to DM morphisms between algebraic stacks. The Kimura sequence in
Lemma [A ] is the essential ingredient. As a corollary, we prove the torus
localization formula without assuming the quasi-projectivity hypothesis.

A.1. Kimura sequence.

Lemma A.1 ([2038]). Let p: Y — X be a projective surjective morphism
between algebraic stacks with affine stabilizers. Then we have a right exact
sequence

)(pl)*—(pz)* A) P AL(X) 0,

A*(y Xx y
where p1,p2 1 Y Xx Y = Y denote the projection maps.

For schemes, Lemma [A.]] was proved in [38]. The proof of Lemma [A]]
for Artin stacks will appear in a forthcoming paper [2].
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A.2. Square root virtual pullback and functoriality. Note that the
definitions of symmetric complexes (Definition [[L2), quadratic functions
(Definition [[7)), symmetric obstruction theories (Definition [[.9), and the
isotropic condition (Definition [[.T0) can be generalized to algebraic stacks
and DM morphisms between algebraic stacks in a straightforward manner.

Definition A.2. Let E be a symmetric complex on an algebraic stack X.
Let Q(E) be the zero locus of the quadratic function qg : €(E) — Al on
the associated abelian cone stack €(E). We define the square root Gysin
pullback

Oyg) * Ax(Q(E)) = A (X)
in the following cases:
(1) Assume that X is a separated DM stack. By the Chow lemma, there
exists a projective surjective map p : X — X from a quasi-projective

scheme X. Define the square root Gysin pullback as the unique map
that fits into the commutative diagram

A(Q(E| 5y #) — A(Q(E| ) — A(Q(E)) — 0

l D(]E\XX %) L/ (Bl 5) E\/Oi)(]E)

A (X xx X) —— A, (X)—>A (X)—>O

where the other two square root Gysin pullbacks are well-defined
as square root virtual pullbacks since X and X x X X are quasi-
projective schemes, and the two horizontal sequences are exact by

the Kimura sequence (Lemma [A]). It is easy to show that , /O!Q(E)

is independent of the choice of the projective cover p : X=X using
the Kimura sequence.

(2) More generally, assume that X = [P/G] is the quotient stack of
a separated DM stack P by an action of a linear algebraic group
G. By [61], there exist G-representations V; and a G-invariant open
subschemes U; C V; such that U; /G are quasi-projective schemes and
codimy,\¢7,V; > 4. We may regard r; : &; := [(P x U;)/G] — X as
approximations of X by separated DM stacks X;. By the homotopy
property of Chow groups [40, Corollary 2.5.7], we can define the
square root Gysin pullback as

>
= i >~ |rr
l \/OQ(E\Xi) l

Adta;(QE|x;)) ——— Adya, (X)

for big enough ¢ for each d, where d; denotes the relative dimension
of r;. It is easy to show that Oia(]E) is independent of the choice



VIRTUAL PULLBACKS IN DT4 THEORY 73

of the approximation r; : X; — X using the homotopy property of
Chow groups.

Definition A.3. Let f : X — Y be a DM morphism between algebraic
stacks equipped with a symmetric obstruction theory ¢ : E — L satisfying
the isotropic condition. Then we have a closed embedding a : €; — Q(E).
Assume that X is the quotient stack of a separated DM stack by an action
of a linear algebraic group. We define the square root virtual pullback as the

composition
!
V0%

VI AD) ThAe)) 25 ALQE)) S ALX)

where spy denotes the specialization map.

It is easy to show that \/f' commutes with projective pushforwards,
smooth pullbacks, and Gysin pullbacks for regular immersions.

Theorem A.4. Consider a commutative diagram ([21I) of DM morphisms
between algebraic stacks equipped a compatible triple (¢, by, dgor) of 0b-
struction theories in the sense of Definition[2.1. Assume that ¢, and ¢gor
satisfy the isotropic condition. We further assume the followings:

(1) Y is the quotient stack of a separated DM stack by an action of a
linear algebraic group,

(2) f:X — Y is quasi-projective, and

(3) X has the resolution property.

Then we have \/(go f)' = f' o \/¢".

Proof. Since X has the resolution property, Proposition 2.7 also holds in this

setting. Indeed, the resolution property for X’ guarantees Lemma 21Tl The

first paragraph of Lemma 2.8 also holds by [37]. Hence we can construct a

symmetric obstruction theory ¢, as in Lemma 210l The isotropic condition

follows from Lemma [2.12] since the isotropic condition can be shown locally.
Now it suffices to show the functoriality for

X =Y =,

Let Y = [P/G] be the quotient stack of a separated DM stack P by an
action of a linear algebraic group G. Let U;/G — BG be approximations
of the classifying stack BG by quasi-projective schemes U;/G . Let ); =
Y xpg (U;/G). By the homotopy property of Chow groups, it suffices to
show the functoriality for

Xnyi%yi—)Q:g X;)in-

Svince Vi is a separated DM stack, we can choose a projective surjective map
Y; — Y; from a quasi-projective scheme ); by the Chow lemma. By the
Kimura sequence (Lemma [A]), it suffices to show the functoriality for

XX)}?Z'%J’;Z'—)Q:Q nyi.
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Since f : X — Y is quasi-projective, X' xy Y is a quasi-projective scheme.
Lemma completes the proof. O

We expect that Theorem [A-4lholds in a much greater generality. However,
here we used assumptions that suffices to prove the torus localization formula
below for the simplicity of the arguments.

A.3. Torus localization.

Proposition A.5. Let X be a separated DM stack with o T = Gy,-action.
Let X7 be the fized locus [A0]. Let ¢ : E — Ly be a T-equivariant symmet-

ric obstruction theory. Then 1) : E]QT — LX’QT — Lyr is a symmetric

obstruction theory for XT by [26]. Assume that [XT /T] has the resolution
property. Then we have

Tvir
. <\/[§(T]Vlr)> — [X]Vir c A:{(X) D Q[til]

where i : XT < X denotes the inclusion map, [B — E — BY] 2 E|yr is a
T-equivariant symmetric resolution, \/e(N'") := e(B™)/\/e(E™), and t is
the first Chern class of the one-dimensional weight one representation of T'.

Proof. By [0, Theorem 5.3.5], we may write [X]"'' = i,(a) for some o €
AL(XT) ®gpy Q[t*!]. Consider a modified symmetric obstruction theory

¢ = (,0) : Elly @ E™1] = [Bf - B — (BN)Y] - Lyr

for X7 By the Whitney sum formula [36, Lemma 4.8], the homotopy prop-
erty of Chow groups [40l, Corollary 2.5.7], and the Kimura sequence (Lemma
[A.T)), we can easily show that

[XT]:/pi/r _ \/E(Em)[XT]Vir
holds. Consider a reduction diagram given by the morphism

0—-0- (B —[Bf +F—BY|—[B - E— (BH)V]—

l J

B
0—-0—-(B"Y]—[B—E—B']——[B—E—(B)Y—

of short exact sequences. Applying the functoriality in Theorem [A4] to
[XT)T) — [X/T] — BT, we deduce

Ve(EMXTT = (X1 = dATY = i (o) = e(B™)(a).

Therefore, we have i, <%) = X]vir_ 0
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APPENDIX B. VIRTUAL PULLBACK IN K-THEORY

B.1. Twisted virtual pullback. For any algebraic stack X, let Ky(X)
(resp. KY(X)) denote the Grothendieck group of coherent sheaves (resp.
vector bundles) with Q-coeffcients. For any line bundle L on a scheme X,
there exists a unique square root L € K°(X) such that (v/L)? = L and
VL — 1 is nilpotent (cf. [49, Lemma 5.1]).

Definition B.1. Let f : X — )Y be a morphism of quasi-projective schemes
equipped with a perfect obstruction theory ¢ : K — L. Choose a global
resolution [Ky — K{| 2 K by vector bundles, and let C' = € x g, /i) K1
The twisted virtual pullback is defined as the composition

det(K)-
1/ det(K)

-~ sp : Kilo,r
P Ko@) 25 Ko(ep) 2 Ko(0) 510, ke (x) Ko(X)
where p : C' = €; denotes the projection map, 7 € I'(C, K1 |¢) denotes the
tautological section, and ¢(K7|c,7) denotes the localized K-theoretic Euler

class.

When ) = Spec(C) is a point, then @‘j\}r = ]/“\' (Ospec(c)) is Nekrasov-
Okounkov’s twisted virtual structure sheaf [48].

B.2. Square root virtual pullback.

Definition B.2. Let f : X — ) be a morphism of quasi-projective schemes
equipped with a symetric obstruction theory ¢ : E — L; satisfying the
isotropic condition. Let [B — E — BY] @2 E be a symmetric resolution
(Proposition [L.3) and let C' = € x(g/p) £. We define the twisted square
root virtual pullback as the composition

Va(Ele,r) det(B)”-

\/ﬁ L Ko(V) 25 Ko (€)) 25 Ko(O) Ko(x) Y Ko ()

where p : C — €; denotes the projection map, 7 € I'(C, E|¢) denotes
the tautological section, which is isotropic by Lemma [LTI] and \/¢(E|c, T)
denotes the localized square root Euler class [49].

In particular, if ) = Spec(C) is a point, then the twisted virtual structure

o~

sheaf is defined as (5‘)’(“ = \/; (OSpoc((C)) € Ko(X).

The square root virtual pullback f' and the twisted virtual structure
sheaf @‘jér are independent of the choice of the symmetric resolution (cf. [49]
Proposition 5.10]). Also, the square root virtual pullback ]?' commutes
with projective pushforwards and lci pullback. Moreover, in the situation of
Proposition [[.I8] we have a reduction formula }’; = e(G) - E
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Theorem B.3 (Functoriality). Given a commutative diagram (Z1)) of quasi-
projective schemes equipped with a compatible triple (¢, dg, dgor) of 0bstruc-
tion theories, if ¢4 and G405 satisfy the isotropic condition, then we have

Vo nt=Fosd.
Proof. The proof is identical to that for Chow theory in §21 (]

As corollaries, we have a K-theoretic Lefschetz principle and K-theoretic
Pairs/Sheaves correspondence.

Corollary B.4 (Lefschetz principle). In the situation of Theorem [3.1], we
have . =
> (17 o) (OFpy ) = ¥Rm(F @ L)) - O3,

where ¢(E) = \/det(E) - ¢(E).
Corollary B.5 (Pairs/Sheaves correspondence). In the situation of Theo-
rem[{.3, we have

Qvir _ 3 ( Qvir
0% ) =1 (O3 ) -
All the arguments in §3 and § immediately work for K-theory except

Lemma 11l The Lemma [B.6] below shows that Lemma 1] also holds in
K-theory, which proves Corollary [B.4] and Corollary [B.5

Lemma B.6 (Virtual Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch). Let f : X — ) be
a morphism of quasi-projective schemes equipped with a perfect obstruction
theory ¢ : K — Ly. Then we have a commutative diagram

Ko(¥) —=—= A.(Y)
I Jtd(KV)-f’
Ko(X) —2— Ad(X)

where Tx and Ty denote the Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch maps in [24].

Proof. Choose a global resolution [Ky — K;] 2 K" and a factorization of f

Y

Ve
.y

by a closed embedding f and a smooth morphism f. Form a fiber digram

q

c’ C K

bl

Cry — Cayy — [K1/Ko]
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where p is a Ky-torsor, and ¢ is a Tj; /y-torsor. Then we have

=0k, iy 0505 = O, 0 p* 0 (q") "Hospy 50 f
(B.1) = O, o (7)o P ospy 5o f

both in K-theory and Chow theory. Since all the operations in (B.I]) are for
schemes, we have

Ty o f =td(—K;) - td(T5,)
=td(KY) - flory
by [24, Theorem 18.2]. It completes the proof. O

~td(Ko) - 1-td(Ty) flory

APPENDIX C. REDUCTION OF SYMMETRIC COMPLEXES

Here we will slightly generalize the notions of symmetric compleres and
isotropic subcomplezes in {1l

Definition C.1. Let X be an algebraic stack.

(1) A d-shifted symmetric complex is a pair (E,0) of a perfect complex
E on X and an isomorphism 6 : EV = E[d] such that 6¥[d] = .

(2) An isotropic subcomplex of E is a pair (K, §) of a perfect complex K
on X and a map ¢ : E — K such that §,(0) = §[d] 0 00" = 0 and
Hom(KY[—d],K[-1]) = 0.

Lemma C.2. Let E be a d-shifted symmetric complex on an algebraic stack
X and K be an isotropic subcomplex. Then there exists a unique d-shifted
symmetric complex G that fits into a morphism of distinguished triangles

(C.1) DV[-d 2 E-°LK DV[—d + 1]
[
G D K G

for some maps «, B and a perfect complex D. We call G the reduction.

Remark C.3. The above definitions are compatible with the definitions in
q1] as follows:
(1) The symmetric complexes in Definition [[2 are the (-2)-shifted sym-
metric complexes (in the sense of Definition [C](1)) of tor-amplitude
[—2,0] with orientations.
(2) The isotropic subcomplexes in Definition [[4] are the isotropic sub-
complexes (in the sense of Definition [C.J}(2)) of tor-amplitude [—1, 0]
whose reductions are of tor-amplitude [—2, 0].

Proof of Lemmal[C.2 Form a distinguished triangle

6\/

KY[—d] E—25D—5KY[-d+1]
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for some perfect complex D and maps « and €. Since §od" = 0, there exists
amap v : D — K that fits into the commutative square

(C.2) E—°5K

[

........... s K

as the dotted arrow. Moreover, the map v : E — K is uniquely determined
by the commutative square (C.2) since Hom(K"[—d + 1], K) = 0. Now form
a distinguished triangle

c—p2

K G[1]

for some perfect complex G and a map . Applying the octahedral axiom
to the diagram (C.2), we obtain a commutative diagram

(C.3) KY[~d] ——— K"[~d]
K[—1] — s DV[~d) — E—2% LK
| -]
s B ¥
K[—1] G D K
KY[-d+ 1] — K¥[-d + 1]

consists of four distinguished triangles for some map bV : DY[-d] — G,
where the map KV[—d] — DY[—d] is 4" since it factors . Note that if
we dualize the diagram (C.3]), then we obtain the same diagram where G
is replaced by GV[—d|, and 3 and b are replaced by each other. Form two
morphisms of distinguished triangles

(C.4)
DV[-d] 2 GV[-d —% KY[-d+1] KV[-1]21S6V[-d LD
| H | »
V, bv ¥ GB V, VeV ~ B
DV[—d] G —d+1 KV G D

for some maps 71 and 7s.

We claim that we can choose a map n = n; = 7y that fits into the two
commutative diagrams in (C4) simultaneously. Indeed, first let n = n; be
the map that fits into the left commutative diagram in (C4). Then we have

noBY=b" and eoBon=-cob.

Since € o (3 on —b) = 0, there exists a map = : GY[—d] — E such that
fon—b=aox. Since yo (fon—>b) =0, we have yoaozxr =dox = 0.
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Hence there exists a map y : GY[—d] — DV[—d] such that z = a¥ o y.
Also, (Bon—0b)ofBY = Bob —bofY = aoa’ —aoa’ = 0 implies
aoa’oyoBY = 0. Hence there exists z : DV[—d] — KY[—d] such that
VoyopBY = ¢Y oz Then we have a¥ o (yo ¥ — Y 0 z) = 0 so that
there exists w : DY[—d] — K[—1] such that yo Y —vY oz = € o w. Note
that w oY = 0 since Hom(K"[—d],K[—1]) = 0. Hence there exists a map
u: GY[—d] — K[—1] such that w = u o 8. Now if we replace n as
nern—b"o(y—e ou),

then we have
nopBY =b" and Bon=n>h.
Hence 7 fits into the two commutative diagrams in (C4]) simultaneously.
Note that n¥ also fits into the two commutative diagrams in (C4). Re-
n+n’

place n by . Then 7 still fits into the two commutative diagrams in

(C4) and n = nY. This proves the existence.

Now we will prove the uniqueness. Let G’ be another d-shifted symmetric
complex that fits into the diagram (C.l) with S8 replaced by 8’. Here we
can assume that D, v, and € are fixed. By repeating the arguments in the
second paragraph, we can form morphisms

(C5) DV[-d =G —L5KV[-d+1]  KY[-1] 25 G—>]D
V-q g kv —d+y kY-S

of distinguished triangles for some map f : G — G’ which fits into the both
diagram simultaneously. Here we identified GV[—d] = G and (G')V[—d] = G’
by their symmetric forms. Then (fY)~!: G — G’ also fits into the both
commutative diagrams in (m) Hence after replacing f by ! +(f -

may assume that f = (f¥)~!. Equivalently, we have a commutative dlagram

, We

c— 71 g

GY[-d

which means that G and G’ are isomorphic as symmetric complexes. O

— (G')Y[=d]

Lemma C.4. Let E and G be symmetric complezes (in the sense of Defi-
nition[.2) and K be an isotropic subcomplex of B with respect to § : E — K
(in the sense of Definition [I.4]). Assume that we have a (not necessarily
commutative) diagram (CIl) where the two horizontal sequences are distin-
guished triangles and only the first two squares commute. Then we can form
the full reduction diagram (CIl) with the same maps «, 3, §
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Proof. Form a morphism of distinguished triangles

(C.6) DV[2] &~ E 25 K —2 DV[3]
N
¢—p2K Y6

for some map ¢ : K — K. Since KY[2] is of tor-amplitude [~2, —1], h(3"),
h9(c) are bijective and h=(3Y), h™!(a) are surjective. From the morphism
of the long exact sequences associated to (C.6), we deduce that h(¢) is
bijective and h~1(¢) is surjective. We now claim that h~!(¢) is injective.
Since ¢ o § = yoa = 4, there exists ¢ : DV[3] — K such that ¢ — 1 =1 oz.

If

h=Y(¢)(a) = 0, then h~'(x)(a) = 0 since h?(BY) is bijective. Hence
h™H(¢)(a) = a—h™ (¢) o h™ (z)(a) = a = 0.

Hence ¢ : K — K is an isomorphism. Replace y by yo ¢ = 8Y oz, then we
obtain the desired reduction diagram. U
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