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Abstract

We consider generalizations of equivariant volumes of abelian GIT quotients obtained
as partition functions of 1d, 2d, and 3d supersymmetric GLSM on S*', D? and D? x S*,
respectively. We define these objects and study their dependence on equivariant
parameters for non-compact toric Kéhler quotients. We generalize the finite-difference
equations (shift equations) obeyed by equivariant volumes to these partition functions.
The partition functions are annihilated by differential /difference operators that represent
equivariant quantum cohomology/K-theory relations of the target and the appearance
of compact divisors in these relations plays a crucial role in the analysis of the non-
equivariant limit. We show that the expansion in equivariant parameters contains
information about genus-zero Gromov—Witten invariants of the target.
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A Useful formulas

1 Introduction

This work continues our investigation [42] of Duistermaat—Heckman localization formula
for non-compact toric Kahler manifolds. The original motivation comes from the study of
higher-rank K-theoretic Donaldson-Thomas theory on Calabi—Yau threefolds [15]. Let us
sketch some ideas, while definitions are given in section [2 Consider the Kéahler quotient
X; = CV//U(1)" with charge matrix Q. Its equivariant volume

f(t,e):/
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can be computed as a contour integral
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(1.2)

Once a chamber for ¢ is fixed, the contour is given by the Jeffrey-Kirwan (JK) prescription.
In general, F(t,¢€) is a function of ¢ and the equivariant parameters e. If X; is compact, then
F(t,¢) is a regular function around ¢ = 0 and F(¢,0) is a homogeneous polynomial that
encodes the intersection theory of X;. If instead X; is not compact, then F (¢, ¢) has singular
terms in € around € = 0, and there is no canonical way to extract a polynomial in ¢ that
could be interpreted as intersection polynomial. The quantum mechanical analog of F(t, €)
is the equivariant count of states (holomorphic sections of appropriate line bundles over X3),
which can be presented as

N .
2(T,q9)= > [la" . (1.3)
Qn=Ti=1
where t = AT and ¢ = e . Here the sum is over integer points inside the momentum
polyhedron. The classical limit in A gives the relation

F(t.e) = lim WZ(T.q) (L4)

with d = dim¢c X; = N — r. If the manifold X; is compact, then the sum in eq. has
a finite number of terms since the momentum polyhedron is compact. In this case Z(T, q)
is a polynomial in ¢ and we can set ¢ = 1. Thus Z(T',1) is a polynomial in T’s and its
highest-degree part is the classical intersection polynomial. If instead X; is non-compact,
then Z(T,q) is a meromorphic function in ¢’s and there is no canonical non-equivariant limit.
In the non-compact case the structure of F(t,¢) and Z(T, q) is controlled [42] by the action
of compact support cohomology Hg,(X;) on de Rham cohomology H*(Xy). If HZ, (X;) is
non-empty, then the problem is controlled by compact toric divisors (which are Poincaré dual

to elements of H2 (X;)). This results in the shift equation

(1— e 2™ P)F(t,e) = palt.m) + O(c) . (1.5)

where D; = ¢; + Q?a%a are first-order differential operators in t associated to divisors D;
and m’ are auxiliary parameters. The sum runs over the set of compact toric divisors. This
equation allows us to define the intersection polynomial in a non-canonical way, which requires
a non-canonical embedding of HZ(X;) into H*(X;). Another way to look at eq. is to
present F(t,€) as a sum of singular and regular terms

F(t,€) = Fung(t,€) +pa(t) + O(e) , (1.6)

which cannot be done canonically, as there is always a trade-off between Fyng(t, €) and pqy(t).
Here Fyng(t, €) is in the kernel of D; for all compact divisors. Equation ([1.5)) allows us to
analyze possible ambiguities in the representation via eq. (1.6). A similar shift equation
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exists for Z(T', q) and can be analyzed similarly. We can consider more general cases with
the insertion of an equivariant cohomology class in eqs. ((1.1)) and (|1.2])

T dg, e22a fat®
=1 27 Hi\il (Ei + Za ¢aQ?)

Fult,e) = / (6, €) (1.7)

eerea(Req) = ]{
Xt JK
with a being a suitable function of the equivariant curvature R.,. The object F(t,¢€) can
be regarded as a generating function for such insertions, since they can be generated by
derivatives in t’s. The previous discussion of the behavior around ¢ = 0 can be extended to
Fo(t, €) and there is an analog of the shift equation for F,(t, €) on non-compact quotients.

Our goal is to extend these ideas to more complicated objects such as the partition
function on the disk FP(t,¢; \) and its K-theoretic generalization ZP(T, ¢; q). What is the
role of equivariant parameters in these generalizations? Is there an analog of shift equation?
How to extract a non-equivariant answer from the fully equivariant answer and what are the
possible ambiguities? What is the impact of these considerations on enumerative geometry of
non-compact toric Kdhler manifolds?

In this paper we study a generalization of the equivariant volume eq. (1.2))

Diroxy o AN 1T e S s Ty (€ 0 0aQf

FO(t,e0) == A ]gJKa];[l% eXa 1;[1F< : ) , (1.8)
where the contour is specified by the quantum Jeffrey-Kirwan prescription, discussed in
section . Physically, eq. (L.8]) is the partition function of a (twisted) gauged linear sigma
model (GLSM) with worldsheet a disk and boundary condition a space-filling brane [30, 46,
27|, based on earlier works [6, [17] on S?. The parameter \ is an equivariant parameter on
the disk, such that

lim FP(t,e;\) = F(t,e) (1.9)

A—00

as we discuss in section , and the parameters €’s are masses in the GLSM (they are equivariant
parameters from the target view-point). We refer to FP (¢, ¢; \) as the disk partition function.

In analogy with F (¢, €), the disk partition function F? (¢, €; \) has a K-theoretic lift, which
we denote by ZP(T, ¢;q), with q¢ = e™*. This reduces to the known count when we collapse
the disk, ZP(T,q;1) = Z(T, q). In section 4 we discuss the contour integral representation
of ZP(T,q;q) and the equivalent representation given by the sum

=

nl
7

Z0(T.qgq) = Y [

, 1.10
Qn=T i=1 (qv q)nl ( )

which is the natural disk generalization of eq. (|1.3) and has a nice combinatorial interpretation.
By construction we have the relation (see section

lim hZP(T, q;q) = FP(t, ¢ \) . (1.11)

h—0



The K-theoretic disk partition function ZP(T, ¢; q) is the partition function on D x S of
the 3d uplift of a 2d GLSM, and it is related to holomorphic blocks [5].

The function FP(t,¢€; \) is regular around € = 0 for compact quotients and singular for
non-compact quotients. The main issue is how to control the singular terms. For every
compact toric divisor, its equivariant volume D; F(t, €) is regular around € = 0. A priori, we
cannot expect this to hold for D; FP(t,€; \), since there is no geometric interpretation of this
object. However, we find that D; FP(t,¢; \) is regular at € = 0 for every compact divisor D;.
Thus, we have a shift equation for the disk partition function

(1 _ o et ™ Di).)":D(t, €; \) = regular (1.12)

as well as a K-theoretic generalization of this equation. We explain these ideas in section [0}

The disk partition function is the solution of equivariant Picard—Fuchs (PF) equations

e D . _
LEAFE (L, 6A) =0 (1.13)
with prescribed semi-classics
FO(t, 6 0) :/ e HD, 1 O(e™M) | (1.14)
Xi

where we insert the equivariant Gamma-class. The equivariant PF differential operator £
encodes quantum equivariant cohomology relations. It depends on geometric data, on A\ and
on €’s. If we send A — oo, then L collapses to the classical equivariant cohomology relations.
If instead we set all € = 0, then it becomes the standard PF operator. (In the K-theoretic
case, quantum equivariant cohomology relations Eiq are promoted to difference equations.)
The disk partition function FP(¢,¢;\) can be generalized by changing the semi-classical
expansion and still requiring it to be annihilated by £

L3 FP,eN) =0, FP@t,e))=Fulte)+ O(e ™) . (1.15)

This way we can find a basis of solutions to equivariant PF equations (which we regard as
equivariant periods). To understand the singularities in €’s we follow Givental’s approach [23|
21] to mirror symmetry and use the formalism of Givental’s equivariant /-function Ix, (and
the corresponding Givental’s operator T x,) to represent the disk partition function

— d¢a €; +Za QbaQ? T
FP(t, e )) = \ NfISKH oLy, ];[r (A) = Ix, - Fr(t,e) . (1.16)

These ideas are discussed in section [7l

In analogy with eq. (|1.6)) we can represent the disk partition function as

FPt,e\)=FE (t,e)\) + F2

sing reg

(t, & A), (1.17)



where the singular term fs?ng(t, €; A\) is in the kernel of compact divisor operators D;. This
splitting is non-canonical and it requires some choices. In section |8 we study the relation
between the shift equation and equivariant quantum cohomology relations encoded in the
equivariant PF equations. The appearance of compact divisors in the equivariant Givental

function is related to the possible ways of calculating the splitting eq. (1.17)).

Our function FP(t,¢; \), being a GLSM quantity, is related to the count of quasi-maps
[45] |10} |13, 14] from the formal disk to a target X;. However, there’s a difference: rather than
a fixed boundary condition at infinity for the adjoint scalar, we sum over all possible choices,
compatible with symmetries, in a sense that is made precise in remark [7.5] and the object we
are computing is closer to the central charge of a brane [1, 38]. These are UV calculations.
After integrating out gauge fields, the theory of quasi-maps flows in the IR to a non-linear
sigma model, counting stable maps to the same target. Turning on the 2-background A
corresponds to equivariant GW theory [23] on X; x P!, counting maps of bidegree (d, 1), with
an S' action on P!. In this work, we concentrate on structural aspects of FP(t,¢; \) and
ZP(T,q;q) (and other generalizations, e.g. F2(t,¢; \)) for toric non-compact manifolds and
base our considerations on the integral representations and on the equivariant Picard—Fuchs
equation (or its K-theoretic lift [24} 25, 139]).

When the target is a Calabi—Yau three-fold, the RG flow corresponds to mirror symmetry
[47, |41}, 140] and the semi-classical expansion of F? coincides with the central charge of a single
D6-brane wrapping X; x S! near large radius [30], which is the natural candidate for the
classical action of DT theory [15], so it is natural to conjecture a relation to Gromov—Witten
(GW) invariants. In section [J] we show how to extract closed genus-zero GW invariants
from FP(t,e; ), or more precisely from F2,(¢,0;A), in the spirit of the relation between
GLSM localization calculations on S? and genus-zero closed GW invariants [34) [8]. The
ambiguities in F2,(t,0; A) translate into ambiguities for GW invariants (but not for all spaces).
We trace these ambiguities to some old issues for some of the examples in ref. [11], where
some rational Gopakumar—Vafa invariants appear. We explain how, within our framework,
certain instanton sectors cannot be trusted when we take the non-equivariant limit, as certain

quantum equivariant cohomology relations do not contain compact divisors.

After presenting the general theory, we go through a number of examples. There are
cases when all quantum equivariant cohomology relations contain compact divisors and thus
all singular terms sit within the semi-classical part, for example local P! x P! and local P2,
There can be other cases when some of the quantum equivariant cohomology relations do not
contain compact divisors, and thus singular terms appear in specific parts of the instanton
expansion, for example local F, and local Ay spaces. We collect the examples with compact
divisors in section [I0] In section [I1] we present a few examples without compact divisors.



2 The setup

Let A =U(1)" be a torus of rank r acting on C" via an integer-valued matrix of charges Q

Tl @ lam Pzl =1 ... N (2.1)
for real variables 19, and holomorphic coordinates Z? on CV. The corresponding momentum
map is p: CV — R = (Lie A)*

N
iz, 2) =3 QHZ'P, a=1,....r (2.2)
i=1

Let t = (t',...,t") € R" be a regular value for i, and € C (LieA)* an open connected subset
of the set of regular values, containing t. We call € a chamber. We consider toric Kahler
manifolds of complex dimension d = N — r obtained by symplectic reduction

Xe=pn"'(t)/A. (2.3)

They are equipped with a symplectic form w;. The Kahler moduli space is partitioned into
disjoint chambers, such that two manifolds X; and Xy are symplectomorphic iff ¢ and ¢ are
in the same chamber. We define the dual of the cone €

¢Y .= {dGRT

> dt* >0, Vte @} : (2.4)

a=1

We require X; to be smooth, which is equivalent [22, 2] to the requirement that any r x r
minor of (), such that t lies in the convex span of its columns, has determinant =+1.

On X; we have a non-faithful action of T = U(1)" inherited from the standard action on
C", whose matrix of charges is the N x N identity matrix. The corresponding momentum
maps are p'(Z,Z) = |Z']?, for i = 1,...,N. We define ¢; € H(C") to be the equivariant
parameter corresponding to the action of the i-th factor in T, while ¢, € Ha(CY) the one
corresponding to the action of the a-th factor in A. The variables ¢, descend to generators
of H*(X;) and they correspond to Chern roots of r tautological line bundles associated to
the toric fibration p~!(t) — X;. We package momentum maps and equivariant parameters
together, by writing pg := >°;_; pou® and H, := SN ep'. We introduce equivariant Chern
roots z; := ¢; + >.r_; 0,Q% € H2(X;). The Kéihler moduli t* = [, w; can be obtained by
integrating the symplectic form w; on a basis of cycles C* € Hy(X;) dual to the classes ¢,.

The equivariant cohomologyf] ring

H—T—(Xt) gC[Cbl,---,¢r,€1,---,EN]/ISR (26)

f instead we work with the d-dimensional torus T/A, we have the isomorphism [7]

H3 p(Xs) = Clar,... 2w/ sk (2.5)

This isomorphism identifies any variable x; with the equivariant Chern class of toric divisor D;.
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is isomorphic to the quotient of the (A x T)-equivariant cohomology of C by the Stanley—
Reisner ideal Isg generated by square-free monomials in the Chern roots

Isg = <xi1 --a;, | Cone(u™, ... u")is not a cone of Z> , (2.7)

where ¥ is the toric fan of X; generated by the vectors u! € Z¥~" defined by the property

N

> =0. (2.8)

i=1

To each coordinate in C, we can associate a toric divisor D; = {p’ = 0} N X, obtained as
the symplectic reduction of the locus where that coordinate is identically zero. A toric divisor
D; is compact if its corresponding vertex v’ is an interior point of the toric fan . Let us
introduce the set

Iyt :={i| D; is compact} . (2.9)

We identify the equivariant Chern root x; € H$(X;) as the image of 1 € HY(D;) under
pushforward along the inclusion D; — X;. In the non-equivariant setting, compact toric
divisors in Haq o(X¢) are Poincaré-dual to classes in cohomology with compact support
H fpt(Xt), and similarly lower-dimensional compact cycles are dual to higher-degree classes in
H$ (X¢). In the equivariant setting, we regard z; as the equivariant upgrade of the Poincaré
dual of D;, and we use the fact that Poincaré duality send intersections to products as
PD(D;, N---ND;,) = x; - x;,. With a slight abuse of notation we use the same symbol for
equivariant and non-equivariant Poincaré duality.

The equivariant K-theory ring of X
K1(Xy) 2 Clwy, ..., wi, ¢, ... ) /I (2.10)

is described in terms of equivariant K-theoretic parameters w, € Ka(CV) and ¢; € K+(CY).
It is isomorphic to the quotient of the A x T-equivariant K-theory of CV by the ideal

I = <(1 — i, Hw?il) (1 =g, Hw?a) Cone(u™, ..., u")is not a cone of E> (2.11)

generated by polynomials in the K-theoretic Chern roots.

A toric quotient X is Calabi-Yau (CY) iff the first Chern class of its tangent bundle is
zero, which is equivalent to the requirement that the charges for each U(1), sum to zero,

cl(TXt):O<:>§:Q§‘:O , Va. (2.12)

i=1

From this constraint on the charges, it follows that all toric CYs are non-compact, which
implies that their volume is divergent. This forces us to work equivariantly with respect to
the torus T, so that equivariance effectively regularizes all integrals over X;.



2.1 Cohomological partition function

We compute equivariant symplectic volumes as integrals over A-equivariant parameters that
implement the symplectic quotient

N le dz do
wi—H. a St — H, — . 2.13
/Xt ¢ CN /(R)T H eXp [; ¢ He ( )

, 1 27 27

If we perform the Z° integrals first, we can use the identity

1

exp[—H, — ug] = [ dpfe# = — (2.14)

/ RVARVA
c 27

and we are led to the following integral representation for the equivariant volume

, dg, e2oa "
' %IKH 2mi IV 2 (2.15)

where (iR)" is replaced by a contour defined via the Jeffrey—Kirwan prescription [33}9]. The
contour is defined in such a way that the integral can be computed by iterated residues.
The residues are specified by arrangements of hyperplanes in C", i.e. choices of r-tuples of
indices (i1, ...,1,) that specify which of the denominators go to zero at the pole. The JK
prescription then says that the poles to be taken are those for which the cone spanned by
vectors @, , ..., Q;, contains the chamber €. Then we can define

JK := {(i1,...,4,) | € C Cone(Qi,, ..., Qi)} . (2.16)

With this JK prescription for the residue computation, we can rewrite the integral for F via
a fixed-point formula of Duistermaat—Heckman type

1
—H(
= Y el , (2.17)
pEFP HJ¢p (p)
where we identify JK poles with fixed points in Xj
FP>p=(i1,...,i,) € JK. (2.18)

The smoothness of X; allows us to invert the matrix

Qp = (Qiy| .. .1Qs.) € SL(r, Z) (2.19)

at each fixed point[]] At a JK pole the variables ¢, evaluate to

ba = 0a Z €, (Q5 1)) (2.20)

2To invert this matrix, it is sufficient that fixed points are isolated. Smoothness implies that det @, = &1.
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The local Hamiltonian .

He(p) = Y ,(Q, ")t (2.21)
a,b=1
is a linear function of ¢ and ¢, obtained by evaluating H. at the fixed point, and the ¢;(p) are
the weights of the normal bundle to the fixed point w.r.t. the T-action

T

gilp)=¢— Y €,(Q,)NQ%, forj=1,....N,jép. (2.22)
a,b=1

The Kéhler moduli t* are defined as conjugate variables to ¢,’s, therefore we can formally
identify the equivariant Chern roots z; with the differential operators

=6+ ZQz R (2.23)
Acting with D; on the volume F(¢, €) corresponds to inserting x; in the integral in eq.
Dy, --- D, Flt,e) = /X et Hegy ooy (2.24)
¢
which computes the intersection number of the divisors D;,, ..., D;,.

Suppose x;, - - - x;, is a monomial in the ideal Isg of cohomology relations and therefore a

s

zero element in the cohomology of X;, then we must have
D;, ---D;, F(t,e) =0, (2.25)

therefore F(t,€) is a D-module for the equivariant cohomology of X;.

2.2 K-theoretic partition function

The natural generalization of the volume F(t,¢) to K-theory is obtained by computing the
partition function of a supersymmetric QM on S! with target space X;. We can represent it
as 1d GLSM with N chiral fields charged under the gauge symmetry A and flavor symmetry
T. Introduce K-theoretic equivariant parameters

w, = e " € KaA(CY), ¢ =e" ¢ K(CV), (2.26)
where £ is the radius of S. The partition function of the QM is the contour integral

dgy e2a " X hay

Z(T,q 2.27
( H27T1H w1 —ehw (2:27)
or equivalently, using the exponentiated parameters of eq. ([2.26]),
o odw 1
Z(T.q j{ 5w . 2.98
( JK H | 2miw, Ya ( )

mLO—%Hw&)
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where T = t*/h are rescaled Kahler moduli satisfying the quantization condition 7% € Z.
The contour picks up the same poles as in the cohomological setting, namely

r -1
we = wa(p) = [] qi_b(Qp )a , forp=(i1,...,i,) € JK (2.29)
b=1

with JK defined as in eq. (2.16]).
In analogy with eq. (2.14]) we can write the identity

>0 ; 1
—ha;n* __
n*=0

so that one can interpret the infinite sum }_;_, as the “quantization” of the integral over
momenta [3° dp’ where formally Ain’ = p'.

By Hirzebruch-Riemann—Roch theorem, the index Z(T, q) is the push-forward to the point
of the K-theory class of a line bundle Ly represented by [[, w; 1", i.e. Z(T,q) = x(X¢, L1).
The K-theoretic version of Duistermaat—Heckman localization formula gives

1

Z(T,q)= Y e W : (2.31)
peFP ngp (1 — efhsj(p))
Similarly to eq. (2.23)), we define difference operators
A= "Pi= g T[(TH ™9, (2.32)
where Tl is the shift operator that acts by shifting 7% by 1,
TIf(T, ..., T") = f(T",..., T +1,...,T") . (2.33)

Insertions of equivariant K-theory classes L; := e " = ¢, [], w g, the class of the line bundle

corresponding to divisor D;, can be realized by acting with operators A;

Similarly we have

(1=A)Z2(T,q) = x(X¢, Lr ® A*, Ly) (2.35)

where A, is the exterior power operator AjV = @72y A"V, so that A*,L; = (1 — L;).
These identities are the K-theory analogue of eq. ([2.24)).

To every relation in the equivariant K-theory of X, there corresponds an element of the
ideal I£5; defined in eq. (2.11)), to which we can associate a finite difference equation for the
partition function Z(T, q)

(1= An) (1 A)Z(T.q) =0 (2.36)
for (1= L) (1—L;,) € I&;.
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3 The theory on the disk

We reviewed the construction of GLSM partition functions on the point and on S'. In
this section we uplift them to the backgrounds D? and D? x S'. The space of fields now
admits an additional U(1) action associated to rotations of the disk, to which we assign an
equivariant parameter A € H (2](1)(D2). This is equivalent to an 2-background on the disk. In
the K-theoretic setup we define the variable q = e € K, vy (D?), which acts as a fugacity
for the U(1)-symmetry in the counting of BPS states. The disk is fibered over S! with
holonomy ¢, which corresponds to the {2-background for 3d supersymmetric theories |5, |16].

3.1 Cohomological disk partition function

We start by analyzing the 2d GLSM case. Supersymmetric localization of N' = (2,2) theories
on D? indicates that one-loop determinants of free chiral fields contribute as A™' T' (x;/)\) and
the partition function of the GLSM is defined as follows.

Definition 3.1. The disk partition function is given by the integral

FO(t e N) = A~ N7{ ] 4% 3. ¢>at“Hr<‘§i> , (3.1)

QIK ;5 27

where we define the Quantum Jeffrey-Kirwan (QJK) contour via a generalization of the
JK prescription in the following way. Every I'-function has a classical pole associated to
the hyperplane x; = 0, corresponding to the same pole in eq. . To each such pole
corresponds a tower of poles at x; + Ak = 0 for k& € Z-y. These integral shifts of the
hyperplanes can be re-absorbed in a redefinition of the corresponding ¢;, to which the JK
prescription is blind. Hence, if a classical pole is inside the classical JK contour, then it is
also picked up by the QJK contour and its infinite tower of higher poles is picked up as well.
If instead a classical pole is not in the JK contour, then that pole and its tower of higher
poles are not in the QJK contour. More concretely, we define the quantum JK poles as

QJIK := JK x ZL, (3.2)

so that at a QJK pole the variables ¢, evaluate to

b0 = Gulps k) = — 3 (e + M@ (3.3)

b=1

Remark 3.2. From the definition of the QJK contour it follows that the disk partition
function FP(t,e; \) can be written via the fized-point formula

FP(t,e;\) = Z (HT i Ze <(pok) HF( >> , (3.4)
keZL, i=1 pEFP Jj¢p
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where the Hamiltonian and local weights at p € FP get shifted by k as

Hp, ) = L) + A S ol@; it (3:5)
i) = 55(p) = X D k(@) (3.6)
a,b=1

The semi-classical part of FP (¢, e; \) is the integral over the classical JK contour

Frl(t,e) = }[fm

so that we only pick up residues at the classical poles, while we drop all higher poles. Since
the JK contour avoids the poles of the I'-function and picks up only poles of the denominator,
the factor [;L, I'(1 + %) can be seen as the insertion of the I-class of X; [32] in the integral
for the equivariant volume F, hence the notation Fr. Moreover, as Jr is a classical integral,
it follows that it must satisfy the same classical cohomology relations as in eq. . This is
however not true for the full disk function F”, which (as we show below) satisfies a quantum
deformation of cohomology relations.

7 doa M ﬂ r (1 + %) = / ewﬁHsf‘(TXt) (3.7)

T TN
127 [hizy 2 i Xt

Remark 3.3. We point out a few important properties of the disk partition function FP.

o The scaling property
FPt, e, N) = A 9FP(A\, A e 1), (3.8)

which shows that it is a function of two dimensionless variables, up to overall scaling.

o The action of the differential operators D;, defined in eq. (2.23)),

s
<%)n fD<t7 € )‘) - eknaei fD(ta €; >‘)7 ne ZZO (39)
Is}
corresponds to shifts of equivariant parameters, where o< s the operator that sends €;
to €; + A, and (2), is the Pochhammer symbol in eq. (A.3)).

o One can trade shifts in equivariant parameters for shifts in Kdhler parameters

ai a
L UG FL(t e A) = e AT FP (8,6 N), v EL (3.10)
which follows from the change of variables ¢, — ¢q — NV, inside the integral.

From the localization formula in eq. it is evident that the disk function can be
written as a sum of contributions weighted by the “non-perturbative” factors e=*¥«*". These
non-perturbative corrections are interpreted as instantonic contributions to the 2d partition
function that vanish in the large volume limit. For later convenience we introduce the
instanton counting variables z, := e " (not to be confused with the coordinates on CV) so
that we can write F? as a power series in the z’s.

13



3.2 K-theoretic disk partition function

The one-loop determinant of a free chiral in a 3d N' = 2 supersymmetric gauge theory on
D?* x St [5 48] gives (e q)2! = (¢ L, we ;q)=L, where we define the g-Pochhammer
symbol (z;q)q as in eq. (A.0G).

Definition 3.4. We define the K-theoretic disk partition function

7" dw N 1
ZD (T f a . 11
( ) 4 q QIK 27lea Zl_{ (Qz H UJdQ s Cl) (3 )

with QJK contour that selects the same poles as eq. (3.1]).

The partition function Z” (T, q;q) is the K-theoretic (3d) refinement of the (2d) disk
partition function FP(t,¢;A). One should think of it as a Witten index on the space of
holomorphic maps from D? to X;, computed via an infinite-dimensional version of Hirzebruch—
Riemann—Roch. Instead of trying to make this picture rigorous, we use eq. as the
definition of the index and a simultaneous generalization of FP(t,¢e; \) and Z(T, q).

To make the connection to the 2d function FP(t,¢; \) clear, we rewrite the integrand in
terms of Jackson g-Gamma functions in eq. (A.8). We then have the identity

A" (1 — EZ/A dCba . - AN .
ZD(T,q, q) — ( q j{QJK Z ¢a(ﬁT +A7tlog(1—q) Z Q Hrq (%) 7
=1

2mi
(3.12)
where the r.h.s. is a g-deformation of the integral in eq. . If X; is a CY manifold, as we
assume in our examples, then there is no shift in Kéhler moduli in the r.h.s. of eq. (3.12).

The semi-classical part is the contribution of the classical poles only

r

20 (T.q %IK H dw, ﬁ 1

27r1wa i=1 (Qi I, wg; Cl)()o

(3.13)

and it satisfies the relation Zp (T, q) = Z(T, q) + O(q). Moreover, we can use the recurrence
relation for the g-Gamma in eq. (A.10]), to write

el/)\ r -Te

dw, w, N T;
S I (1 3)

(1—q
Zr (T, q) =
rq( .q) 2miw, [[;2 1(1 —ehm)

_(—q
(q)

so that, up to an overall factor, this computes the insertion of the fq—class of X; in the 1d
partition function Z(T',¢). From this observation it follows that the semi-classical function
Zr, satisfies the same set of K-theoretic relations as in eq. . This is however not true for
the full disk function Z”, which satisfies a quantum deformation of the K-theory relations.

)2
(a5

(3.14)
2

[Z(T, 9)+0 (A1)
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Using eq. (A.11)) we obtain the useful identity

(A;;9)nZ(T, q;9) = q""22 ZP(T, q;q) , n € Zs , (3.15)

o
where A, is defined in eq. (2.32) and the operator q“?« sends ¢; to qq;.

4 BPS states counting

We provide an interpretation of K-theoretic partition functions Z” and Z as equivariant
indices counting BPS states in the Hilbert space of a certain quantum mechanics on X;. The
physical theories have many U(1) flavor symmetries, whose fugacities are identified with
K-theoretic equivariant parameters |16} 43].

4.1 Free theory

We start with a quantum mechanical index on C. Physically, this is the partition function of
a free chiral field on S* charged under a flavor symmetry T = U(1) with fugacity ¢;.

The equivariant index is computed by the character map ch : K+(C) = Clqf], applied to
the Hilbert space of the QM. The computation goes as follows: the single-particle Hilbert
space ‘H is one-dimensional, generated by a state of charge 1 under the U(1) flavor symmetry,
hence its character is given by ch(H) = ¢;. The full space of states of the QM is the Fock
space Fock = S*H = @,,>o S"H, obtained by summing over all symmetric tensor powers of
‘H. The index is given by the character of this space Z(q;) = ch(S*H) = ﬁ. The index
of two or more free chirals is the product of the indices of each chiral, by the multiplicative
nature of the character map.

Next we consider a 3d refinement of this counting. Physically, we uplift the theory from
the circle to D? x S*. The Hilbert space of this theory splits into components graded both
by the action of T on the target and U(1), on the disk. As before we start by identifying
the single-particle Hilbert space HP = Di>1 H(DZ-), where Hg) are one-dimensional spaces
corresponding to an infinite tower of states coming from the disk. All these components
have charge one under the symmetry T but they are distinguished by their U(1), charge
ch(?—[@)) = ¢1q"~!. The full space of states of the 3d theory is the Fock space Fock? = S*HP

and its index .

matches the one-loop determinant of a free chiral obtained via localization.

ZP(q;q) = ch(S*H”) =

(4.1)

The states of the 1d theory are contained in the Hilbert space of the 3d theory as those
states with zero charge under U(1),. In the limit ¢ — 0, all 3d states with higher U(1),-charges
decouple and the 3d index reproduces the 1d index, limy_0 Z2(q1;9) = Z(q1).
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A basis for the space Fock” is given by states of the form
Oé_ilOé_Z'2 v Oé_in|0> y il Z e Z Zn Z 1 y (42)

where o_; are mutually commuting creation operators with charges ¢;q°~*. Since the indices in
eq. (4.2) are ordered, we can label each state by an integer partition p = [i;—1,i5—1,...,7,—1].
So the index can be computed as a sum of charges over the Fock space of all such states

P =Y S ara, (4.3)

n=0£(p)<n

where the second sum ranges over all integer partitions p of length less or equal to n (and
arbitrary size). Equation (4.1)) can then be recovered by using egs. and (| -

4.2 Abelian GLSM

We consider a toric variety X; obtained as symplectic quotient of CV by the action of a torus
A with momentum map p as in eq. . The GLSM describing such quotient has N chiral
fields. Each chiral field is charged both w.r.t. the flavor symmetry group T and the gauge
group A, as specified by the corresponding matrix of charges.

Before looking at the gauged sigma model, we consider the fully (A x T)-equivariant index
on the ambient space CV, where A is also regarded as a global symmetry. This is the product
of N copies of the index in eq. (4.1), each depending on the appropriate fugacities,

N 1

Hl( — ZH% Hrlw“ . (4.4)

qillg—1 Wa ,q) nEZNZ 1 q q)

We can restrict the sum over Fock space in the r.h.s. of eq. (4.4) to a given A-charge sector
Hy, T = (T,...,T") € Z", by imposing the Gauss law

N

n' =T, a=1,...,r. (4.5)

i=1
This can be implemented on eq. (4.4]) by the contour integral

7" N 1 nt
7

dw, _ S
O R U

D _
22T ) = (-1 ] = ch(Hy)

27T1wa Gl we'sq

(4.6)
with a QJK contour defined as in section |3 The Fock space of the linear sigma model splits
as a sum over A-charge sectors, Fock = &rHr so that

1

h(Fock) ZZD ,Q;Q)ﬁwa 1;[( o ) . (4.7)

4i alwaaq
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Geometrically, the Gauss law constraint implements the restriction from CV to the stable
locus p~1(t) and simultaneously the quotient w.r.t. the A-action. By comparing egs.
and we can interpret the index as a certain graded count of integer points inside X,
where the integers n’ replace the real momenta p.

5 Expansions

We study degeneration limits of the 3d partition function ZP(T, ¢; q) corresponding to shrink-
ing either the disk D2, the circle S' or both. These degenerations fit into the commutative
diagram of world-volume geometries

D?x St —— ¢t

J J (5.1)

D2 pt

to which we give an interpretation in terms of limits of partition functions. For simplicity, in
this section we assume that X; is CY.

It turns out that the limit in which the disk D? shrinks to zero-size can be implemented
by sending the equivariant disk parameter A to oo, so that the K-theoretic variable q goes
to 0. This limit corresponds to the horizontal arrows in eq. . Moreover, as we explain
below, in this limit the infinite towers of poles coming from the functions I' and I'y are sent
to infinity and only classical poles survive. For this reason the QJK contour can be shrunk
back to the classical JK contour when A is infinitely large.

The limit corresponding to vertical arrows in eq. , in which the circle S* shrinks
to zero radius, is modulated instead by the parameter h going to 0. This implies that all
K-theoretic parameters go to one, as one would expect from the reduction of K-theoretic
computations to cohomology.

The two limits can be composed in two ways. First reducing along the disk and then the
circle or vice-versa. We consider these two cases separately. The main goal of this section is to
show that these two paths lead to the same result, thus proving that we have a commutative
diagram of partition functions

0
ZP(T,q;q) % Z(T,q)

Jhao J{h—)O (52)
FP(t,e;\) Anoo, F(t,e)

5.1 From 3d to 1d to 0d

The degeneration of ZP(T,q;q) to Z(T,q) is rather straightforward to implement. Each
g-Pochhammer factor in the integrand can be expanded using eq. (4.3) and in the limit g — 0

17



we find ) .
i ) 5.3
ql_I)I(l) (e hx; - q) 1 _ efhmi ( )

All the poles at x; + n\ = 0 for n > 0 are killed by the A — oo limit and one is left with the
integral representation for the 1d partition function Z(T, q)

ZP(T, q;q) =0 [Ma" =2(T.q), (5.4)

Qn=T i=1 Qn=Ti=1

which agrees with previous results [42].

Next we reduce along the circle. This is the cohomological limit of the Witten index
Z(T,q) and it is known to reproduce the equivariant volume F(t,¢€). We review here how
the limit goes. Using the series representation of the Todd genus

hr N Bn(—hx)"
1 —e e nZ::O n! (5.5)
we can write
B dgp; e2a ot B B
Z(T. 0\ = I N]{ e _ p—d d+1y .
Ty =1 f S (e 0m) = O . (56)

Higher order corrections in A correspond to insertions of characteristic classes of Xj.

5.2 From 3d to 2d to 0d

The degeneration of ZP(T,q;q) to the 2d partition function FP(t,¢;)\) is slightly more
involved and it requires to use the representation in terms of Jackson I'y function as in
eq. . The function ZP(T, q; q) has infinitely many poles at q = 1, therefore one needs
to multiply it by (q; )% to get a well-defined Laurent expansion. Using the standard identity
lim,,; I'y(2) = I'(2), we then obtain

(@02 (T, q;q) = hOF (¢, A) + O(h=) . (5.7)

The product is still divergent but it has a finite number of negative powers of A in its Laurent
series expansion. Moreover, in the same limit we have

(1—A)=(1—-e"P) =hD; +O(h?) (5.8)
so that the leading order in A of the difference operator 1 — 4A; is the differential operator D;.

The next limit is the zero-volume limit of the disk, A — oco. The function FP(¢,¢; \)
depends on A through factors of I'(%) in the integrand. The limit of the integrand can be
computed using the series expansion of the I'-function

hmlF(/\):l. (5.9)
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The QJK contour surrounds infinitely many poles of the I'-functions, located at xz; + Ak = 0.
In the limit A — oo all of these poles run away to infinity except for classical poles at k = 0.
Therefore we obtain limy ., FP (¢, e; \) = F(t,€). While the A — oo limit of FP(¢,¢; \) is
well-defined, its Laurent series expansion is not. The reason is that one can expand FP(t, ¢; \)
as a sum over infinitely many residues, each residue at x; + Ak = 0 giving a contribution
proportional to e *4t times a power series in A™'. Schematically,

D(t,e; \) Ze_’\dt (Laurent series in A™") (5.10)

for d a vector of integers ranging over a convex subset of Z" as we show in section [7.2] In the
A — 0o limit, the e~ contributions go to zero exponentially fast (provided d - ¢ > 0, which
we show in proposition , therefore only the classical contributions at d = 0 survive. The
limit can then be computed by expanding Fr(t,€) as a Taylor series in A™! as in eq. .
Hence we can write

Folt, ) = F(t, ) — ;/Xt o= ee 4 O(A2) (5.11)

where we use the expansion of the Gamma-class of TX; as in eq. (A.1).

Due to the expansion in eq. , one should regard contributions from higher poles as
higher-order instanton corrections to the classical partition function with instanton counting
parameters z, = e . By analogy with the genus zero Gromov-Witten theory of the target
X, one can interpret such contributions as coming from higher-degree maps. See section [J]
for a more detailed discussion.

6 Shift equations

As discussed in section , the disk partition function Z”(T', q; q) is a graded count of integer
points in X;, or equivalently the graded dimension of the space of sections of a certain
prequantum line bundle over the space of maps from the disk to X;. We want to know
whether this function is well-defined when T-equivariant parameters are turned off. This
corresponds to the limit in which all ¢; are set to zero, i.e. ¢ - 1 fori=1,...,N. As a
generalization of the volume of X, we can immediately see that this limit is not defined if
X is non-compact, as the sum over integer points is divergent. As a simple example consider
the non-compact case of X; = C, then ZP(T, ¢;q) = (q1;q)%}, which has a simple pole at
¢1 = 1. On the other hand, if X; is compact, then the disk partition function is a sum over a
finite number of points and therefore it has a well-defined limit for ¢; — 1.

We argue that while Z” (T, ¢; q) does not have a non-equivariant limit for X; non-compact,
one can extract a convergent quantity by applying a finite difference operator corresponding
to a compact toric divisor of X;. This generalizes the shift equation from ref. [42 Section 4]
to the disk partition functions FP(t,¢;\) and ZP(T, ¢;q). The statement of regularity for
ZP requires an analysis of the ¢; dependence of the disk function in the q expansion.
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For simplicity, we assume that HZ, (X) is non-empty. Let ¢ : HZ (X;) — H*(X;) be the

map sending cohomology classes with compact support to ordinary cohomology classes. One
can decompose its image over a basis of H?(X}), so that ¢» = 3" _, ¢,1*. For a toric Kéhler
quotient X; with charge matrix ¢, the map v can be represented by a matrix of integers

UPD(D;) = —Q% . i € Iy . (6.1)

7 )
If there are no compact divisors then the set I.p is empty and the -map is identically zero.

Proposition 6.1. Let M = ,c;  M'PD(D;) € HZ,(X;) with M* € Z. Assume that

cpt

T + (M) is in the same chamber as T'. Then the difference

ZP(T,q;q9) — [ ¢ 2°(T + (M), q;9) € Zlgi, - ., qn] [[a] (6.2)

ielcpt

is a formal power series in q, with polynomial coefficients in the variables g;.

Proof. The expression in eq. (6.2]) can be rewritten as

(1 — e_hzz'elcpt MiDi) ZD(T,q C| (1 — H AM) T,q q) (63)

’LEIcpt

We first consider the case when M = PD(D;) for some i € I . Using egs. and (| .

we can write
oo

(1—-2)2°(T,q;q9) = Z > I (6.4)
ni=0 (qu ) Ay (T,nt) j#i ( q)nf
where the set
N . .
N(T k) =< (n',...,n") € 25| > Qin/ =T and n' = k (6.5)
j=1

is finite by the assumption of compactness of divisor D;. By repeatedly applying eq. ,
we see that a given power of q in eq. only receives contributions from a finite number of
A’s. This shows that (1 — A;)ZP satisfies the thesis. Next we consider the case when M is
an integer multiple of a generator x;, i.e. M = M*PD(D;) with M* € Z (no sum over i is
implied here). We then have

(1=AM) Z2P(T, grq) = (1+ A+ + AN (1= A)ZP(T, g5q) - (6.6)

Since the r.h.s. is a regular operator acting on the regular expression (1 — A;)ZP, we can use
the previous result to the deduce that the Lh.s. is also regular for any M* > 1. For M" <0
we use that (1 — A™M") = —A=M'(1 — AM"),

Given any pair of compact divisors D; and D;, with ¢, j € I, we have
(1=aMAM) = (1-AM) + (1-A)) = (1-aM) (1- A1) . (6.7)
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Applying our previous result to terms on the right, we deduce that (1 — AM ' Aé‘/f j) ZP satisfies
the thesis and by induction we conclude that (1 — [Lier,,, AY ) ZP satisfies it as well. [

By taking the 1d limit q — 0, we find an analogous compact divisor shift equation

1-A)2(T.q)= > Tld" €Za,....qn] (6.8)
Ai(T,0) 574

for the S! partition function [42]. In this case the quantity on the r.h.s. is a polynomial in
¢;’s with integer coefficients, hence lim,_,;(1 — A;)Z(T, q) is an integer.

If instead we reduce along the circle (cohomological limit # — 0), we find that
D; FP(t,e; \) s analytic at € = 0 (6.9)
if the divisor D; is compact.

A different 2d limit is the double scaling A — 0 and M — oo with m := hM constant, in
which case eq. (6.2]) becomes the shift equation of ref. [42], namely:

Proposition 6.2. Let m = ¥ ,c;, - m'PD(D;) € H?

oot (Xt). Assume that t +(m) is in the
same chamber as t. Then the difference

FO(t,6:\) — e et ™ FD (¢ 4 b(m), e A) (6.10)
is reqular in the non-equivariant limit ¢ — 0.
If HZ,(X}) is empty, then we look at any set S C {1,...,n} of divisors such that their

intersection is compact; the action of the corresponding product of operators makes the disk
function regular in the non-equivariant limit

() D; compact = [[(1 — A)ZP(T,q;q) is analytic at ¢ =1 . (6.11)
ieS =
The proof of this statement is a straightforward generalization of the argument in proposi-
tion [6.1] By reducing along the circle (h — 0), we find that

() D; compact = [[ D; FP(t,e; A) is analytic at € =0 . (6.12)
ieS €8
In this case the analog of the shift equation corresponds to some higher-order difference
equation. We consider examples without compact divisors in section [I1]

7 Quantum cohomology and quantum K-theory

7.1 Equivariant Picard—Fuchs equations

Let us fix a chamber €, and work in cohomology for simplicity (everything can be rephrased
in K-theory terms). We define the equivariant Picard—Fuchs operator

L4 . — H D; . e_)‘Za Yal®

B 7.1)
vy 3 ) (
{il Za Y Q¢ >0} Za VaQj

B .
{ Zalv_a[czg<0} ( ’ ) =20 a0
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Then, for any v € €V NZ", egs. (3.9) and (3.10]) imply the relations
e D . _
LEAFE(te6N)=0. (7.2)

By the formal identification of differential operators D; and Chern roots z;, we can interpret
eq. (7.2)) as a differential operator representation of the Batyrev or Quantum Stanley—Reisner
ideal Igsr defined by products

H :1712“ " _ H z)a H T, 2o nae (7.3)
{il >, 7 Q¢>0} @ {il >, 7 Qe<0}

We argue that by eq. (7.2) the disk function F? is a D-module for the Quantum Coho-
mology ring of the toric quotient X;

QH'T'<Xt) = (C[¢1, ey ¢7«,€1, ey ENG Ry ZT]/IQSR . (74)

See refs. |4, [26] for a discussion of Batyrev description of quantum cohomology and quantum
deformations of the Kirwan map.

Differential equations of the type of eq. encode a quantum deformation of classical
cohomology and are known as equivariant Picard—Fuchs (PF) equations. In fact, it follows
that in the classical limit A — oo (or large volume limit ¢ — oo) the quantum deformation
vanishes (by the assumption on ) and the operators L? provide a realization of the classical
cohomology relations as elements of the Stanley—Reisner ideal.

The usual non-equivariant PF operators are recovered when we send all ¢; to zero,

L, = 11 (—Z ean) et 11 (—Z HaQ?), (7.5)
{3 Za YaQ¥>0} a Za Ya QS {dl Za ’YanSO} a Za Ya QY

with 6, := 9/0log z, = —%8/ 0t*. Observe that while the PF operators themselves always
have a well-defined non-equivariant limit, this might not be the case for the disk function. In
fact, we have that for any non-compact manifold X;, the disk function is singular at € = 0,
and therefore eq. generically does not have a non-equivariant limit.

The equivariant K-theoretic Picard-Fuchs operators are defined as

E/I;(eq = H (Aﬂ q)za 'YaQ;-l - an TaT" H (AZ) q)_Za ’yaQ? (76)
{il >, 7 Qe>0} {il Y=, 7Q2<0}

and they annihilate the K-theoretic disk function,

Keq zD . q) —
‘C'y zZ (T7Qa CI) =0 ’ (77)
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thus providing a representation of quantum K-theory relationsf| The non-equivariant K-
theoretic PF operators are obtained by using the formula

lim A; = q~ 20 %aQf (7.8)

q—1

7.2 The Givental [-operator
Definition 7.1. Inspired by work of Givental [23, [21], we define the equivariant /-function
> g dat AYT L dat® .
P LR Hl( )ZdaQa, (7.9)
where A := €Y N Z" is the intersection of the lattice Z" with the dual of the chamber]
Our considerations in this section follow from the following fact.

Proposition 7.2. There is an identity

ngKHd% >, %taHF(:pZ) %KHd¢aIXtHF(xZ> | (710)

27 2mi

Proof. Let us discuss the identity one JK pole p at a time. On the L.h.s. we use the definition
of the QJK contour to write

LHS = 3 7( H d9a 3, st [Ir (”*Z; ¢“Q?>

kGZ’ ¢=0(p)— a 2mi
7.11
_ Z 7{ d¢a zﬂ%tanr <si+za¢ac9?> (7.11)
2 A ’
tZT b= (z) ﬂ—l 7

where we relabeled the sum in terms of d, = > k4(Q,')5. On the r.h.s. we use the definition
of the I-function and the change of variables ¢, = ¢, — A,

RHS = Z% d¢a ¢>a Adq )t* HF <€z+z PaQ Zd Qa)

27T1
deh ) (7.12)
o Z% d¢a ez Gat® HF <6H—Z§ ¢aQ§l>
deA 27” i

3The correspondence between 3d N/ = 2 gauge theories and quantum K-theory has been previously
observed in ref. [35], where a dictionary to match the two sides was worked out. Here we extend the discussion
to the equivariant setting for arbitrary toric CYs. Moreover, our results follow directly from the choice
of integration contour for the integral representation of the disk function that we postulated in egs.
and . This choice is motivated by the symplectic geometry of the target and extends naturally to any
toric example. For simplicity, in our discussion we omit any reference to the level structure of quantum
K-theory [44], in other words we assume level 0.

4This choice guarantees that the classical cohomology limit A — oo is well-defined.
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The difference between the two sides of the equation is in the range of the sum over instanton
charges d. At first glance one would like to show that the two cones (Q, 1)'Z", and A coincide
for every fixed point p. On closer inspection, however, we realize that a weaker condition is

sufficient, namely that
(Q,")'ZL C A . (7.13)

This is because if d ¢ (Q,")'Z’, then some of the k, become negative and the corresponding
residue integral picks up a zero of one of the I'-functions instead of a pole. We therefore
need to prove eq. for any fixed point p. The L.h.s. is the cone generated by the column
vectors of the matrix (Q,')*. For brevity we indicate this as Cone((Q,")"). The cone on the
r.h.s. is by definition the integer cone dual to the chamber, i.e. A = €Y NZ". Hence we need
to prove the inclusion

Cone((Q, ")) C eV Nz . (7.14)

p

We can now use the simple fact that
Cone((Q,")") = Cone(Q,)" (7.15)
and the fact that inclusion of cones is reversed under duality, to rewrite eq. as
C€NZ" C Cone(Q,) - (7.16)

By definition this is true for any JK pole p and so the content of the proposition is true. [

The argument used in the proof indicates that JK poles are the only ones that allow for
the integral over the quantum contour to be expressed via the I-function. This observation
then leads to the conclusion that JK poles, together with their towers of quantum corrections,
are in one-to-one correspondence with solutions of equivariant PF equations, and that there
is a basis of solution labeled by fixed points of the T-action.

Definition 7.3. By replacing z; with D; in the I-function, let us define the Givental operator

~ AT dute N D,
Ix, ::%\e oo da 1;[1 <A>—ZadaQ? . (7.17)
This definition together with proposition imply the following.
Corollary 7.4. The I-function and the f—opemtor are related by the identity
Ix, = Iy, - e2a %t (7.18)
therefore the disk function satisfies the relation
FP = Iy Fr. (7.19)
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Remark 7.5. Any solution to the classical cohomology equations can be written as an integral
over the classical JK contour for some cohomology class o, €) € Hy(Xy)

_ d¢“e§: pat? wr—He
Fa(t,e)—%m];[%l [ oo A= [ e (7.20)

The semi-classical partition function Fr corresponds to the choice of o equal to the [-class of
the manifold X;. Moreover, for every fixed point p there exists a class PD(p) that evaluates
to 0 on all fized points but p. Since these classes form a basis for the (localized) equivariant
cohomology, we can then write any classical solution as a linear combination

Falt,€) = Z O‘p(G)]:PD(P)(tvd » Frp@) (t,€) = e H®) ) (7.21)

peFP

where oy,(€) are the coefficients of o in the fized-point basis.

One can then use the operator I x, to construct arbitrary solutions to equivariant PF
equations out of any solution to the classical cohomology relations.

Proposition 7.6. For a generic solution Faolt,€) of classical cohomology equations, the disk
function Ix, - Fo(t,€) is a formal solution to the equivariant PF equations.

Proof. If F,(t,¢€) solves the classical cohomology equations, then it can be written as a linear
combination of integrals over classical JK poles. By proposition [7.2] the function

Ix, Falt,e) = 3 ap(e) Ix, - Fonp)(t, ) (7.22)

peFP

can be written as a linear combination of integrals, each of which satisfies equivariant PF
equations in eq. 1) (In this sense, we call Ix, - F, an equivariant period.) O

In the K-theoretic case we define

Zqza L daT® H AZ,CI R ]Xt _ ]A}I((t _Hw;Ta (7‘23)

deA

and we have the identity

]{QJKH dqj”@ H TaH L

L 2miw, i q

dw, K 1
—_. 7.24
fi}K H 2miw, Ix, S (Lirq) o (7.:24)

Similarly to the cohomological case, we can generate solutions to the PF equations by applying
the I®-operator to a classical K-theory solution, written as a linear combination of fixed
point solutions.
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7.3 Non-equivariant limit, singularities and instantons

The non-equivariant limit is defined by sending all T-equivariant parameters ¢; to zero. In
this limit, the equivariant (quantum) cohomology of X; reduces to ordinary (quantum)
cohomology and the operators D; simplify to linear combinations of derivatives

lim 2 = Z Q= Y Q. (7.25)

which act as operators inserting ordinary cohomology classes 3, ¢.Q¢ € H*(X};). Picard—
Fuchs operators L are analytic in the €;’s, hence they also degenerate in this limit to the
non-equivariant PF operators £, and similarly one can set all ¢;’s to zero in the I-operator.
However, the function F,(t,€) might have a singular behavior near e = 0, and in that case
the disk function Iy, - Fa(t, €) is not analytic at e = 0. This follows from the observation that
the degree-zero term in the instanton expansion of I x, is the identity operator. Corrections
at higher instanton degree might or might not cure the singularity in F,(t, €), according to
the details of the geometry of X;. The main result of this section is proposition [7.8] which
establishes a criterion to determine whether instanton contributions to the disk function are
singular or not in the non-equivariant limit. In our case, the semi-classical part Fr is indeed
singular in the non-equivariant limit for non-compact manifolds X;, as Fr is a deformation
of the volume. In the compact case this function is regular and so also F? is regular, since
instanton corrections cannot introduce singular behavior.

In order to study the behavior of the instanton corrections we introduce instanton operators

P, e oA, dat? H (D'> for deA. (7.26)
=1 Z d’lQa

From the definition of the I -operator it follows that we can write

x, =Y Pa. (7.27)

deA
Proposition 7.7. The instanton operators Pq form an abelian monoid isomorphic to A.

Proof. The composition of instanton operators is commutative and gives:

PaPy = e 2" TT (%) >, daQ e BT (R) 3, dhQe

% A

— o A2, (datdy)t D; d Qa> D;
1:[ < " Z Y, da? 5 >7Z“d/“Q? (7.28)
oA, datd)te TT (Ds
© 1:[ ( A )_Za(dﬁdg)Qg
= Pd+d’
for d,d € A. This completes the proof. n
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We can then discuss the behavior of the instanton corrections in the limit e — 0 by
making use of the fact that the instanton operators are proportional to products of divisor
operators D; and when such products correspond to compact intersections their action makes
the integral regular as ¢ — 0.

Proposition 7.8. For any fized instanton charge d € A, if the intersection

N D (7.29)
{1l Y, 4aQ2 <0}

. . . . . — a .
is compact in Xz, then the instanton corrections proportional to e AD o, dat” = Hd gre analytic

at € = 0. Conwversely, if the intersection of all divisors D; with Y-, d,Q? < 0 is non-compact,
then the instantons of degree d are singular in the € — 0 limit.

Proof. Using the definition of the Pochhammer symbol in eq. (A.3)) we can write

i3, duqe<oy (%Lza da Qs

Py = T

s dagesoy(—1)

Moy, aaror (145 S da@i 1
> da Qe (1 _ 737)

— oA, dat?

I1 Yi (7.30)

H{i‘ Za daQ?>0}(_1) Za da Q2 {ﬂza da Q¢ <0}

Therefore, if Ny T daQe<0} D; is compact in Xy, by the shift eq. {} the function Py - Fr is
regular in the non-equivariant limit. All singularities of the semi-classical integral are cured
by the insertion of the compact class [y S duQe <0} Ti- If this class is non-compact, then the
integral is still singular at e = 0, which implies that this instanton is singular. O]

The K-theoretic instanton operators are defined as

N
Pé( = an daT* H (AZ, q)_za daQ? (731)
i=1
so that R
I, =" P§ (7.32)
deA

and an analogous statement to proposition ﬂ holds. One can check that limy_,q T )I((t =1 X,-

8 Regularization

In the previous section we observed that for non-compact CY manifolds both the classical part
of the disk partition functions and the instanton corrections can have singular behavior in the
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non-equivariant limit. This implies that some PF solutions, such as the disk function itself, do
not admit a limit and therefore cannot be used to extract information about non-equivariant
GW theory and other enumerative geometric invariants. In this section we argue that one
can come up with some prescription to regularize the singular PF solutions using the shift
equations in section @ We argue that there is no canonical way to split the function F? into
a regular and a singular parts. However, using compact divisor operators D;, with ¢ € .y,
we can construct a family of functions that are both regular and in a certain sense contain
the same amount of information as the original function.

We define a “regularization” of " to be any function F2, such that

D; F2

reg

=D, FP, Vi€l . (8.1)

It clearly follows from this definition that F2, differs from 7" by some singular function that
sits in the common kernel of all compact divisor operators, and fgg is no longer a solution of
PF equations, but it does solve an extended set of PDEs related to the original PF equations
in a specific way, such that solutions to this system contain the original PF solutions as a
subset. The main feature of this regularization procedure is that generically eq. only
defines Frgg up to arbitrary elements of the kernel of the compact divisor operators and
therefore contains an intrinsic ambiguity corresponding to the fact that the splitting between

regular and parts of the disk function is not canonically defined.

The extended system of PDEs are sometimes known as “modified Picard—Fuchs equations”.
Some specific cases of extended systems of quantum equations in the context of local mirror
symmetry have previously appeared in ref. [18] for manifolds with no compact divisors. Here
we give a systematic treatment of these equations in the toric CY case while also working in
the fully equivariant setting.

We start by defining the sub-lattice of singular instantonic contributions as
Aging == {d € A|Pgq - Fr is singular at e =0} C A . (8.2)

If the manifold X, is compact, then F? is regular and the singular sub-lattice is empty.
For non-compact X;, the disk function is singular and therefore Ay, contains at least the
origin, i.e. the semi-classical contribution. Higher degree instanton contributions could also
be singular as discussed in the previous section. Then Ag,g is a sub-cone of A. Similarly, let

*stijng = Z Pd : fF (83)

dGAsing

so that FP — FL, is regular by construction.

We give a prescription to regularize F? for a non-compact manifold X; by making use
of the shift equation. For simplicity, we consider the case when X; admits at least one
compact divisor. The strategy we adopt is the following: we remove the singular part of
the disk function and add it back again after applying to it the shift operator in eq. ([6.10).
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By construction, the resulting function is regular, but we also show that it differs from the
original disk function by a term that is annihilated by all compact divisor operators.

First observe that
(j-'D . ]_—S%g) + (1 —e Zielcpt m’ Di) fs?ng (8.4)

is a regular function in the non-equivariant limit. To define a regularized disk function we
give a prescription to fix the values of m’s: we look for a matrix R’ such that

S RIQI =6, fori,j € Ly, (8.5)
a=1

i.e. a left-inverse of (minus) the ¢»-map in eq. (6.1)). If it exists (it may not be unique), we let

m' =Y Rt (8.6)
a=1
and we define the regularized disk function
fgg(t, &N =FP(t,e\) —e 20 Dicton eiRétafs?ng (t+U(R(L)),€eN) . (8.7)

For this choice of m’s and for every i € I, we have

D (FP—FL) = (- Y RIQMe = Srcton o FD (4 1 (R (2)), 6 )

a je]cpt
- e;Rite i 8J:£1
e e e TS Qual - 3T QIR (4 w(R).6X) =0, (83)
a,b jelcpt

where the last equality follows from the property in eq. (8.5)).

Proposition 8.1. For every PF operator L5 with v € A and every compact divisor D;,
t € Iepy, we have the modified Picard-Fuchs equations

D; L-FR, =0 if Yol <0,

reg

(DAY Q) L9FL =0 if S 72 > 0. (8.9)

Proof. Since FP is a solution of ordinary PF equations, it is also a solution of modified PF
equations. We compute the commutation relation between D; and the PF operator. There
are two cases: if >, 7,Q¢ < 0, then

D; L9 = I %) e T [T (Br+ay

D D.

A a ) a o
> VaQ? =3 7aQC

{13, 7Q2>0} a1e%d (1Y, 7aQ2<0} R

(8.10)
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If instead >, v,Q¢ > 0, then

(DA Y 7aQ) £50 =
= H (% + 527‘7)2 o — e_AZa’yata H (%)_E Qo DZ . (811)
(13, 7Q4>0} e {13, 7Q4<0} e
Applying this to ffgg together with eq. 1) we obtain the claim. O

Remark 8.2. In the second case the semi-classical limit of the modified PF equations is the
same as that of the ordinary PF equations, while in the first case the semi-classical limit gives
different classical relations. In particular, the order of the PDFEs is increased by one. This
implies that in the non-equivariant limit there are logarithmic solutions of degree higher than
those of the ordinary non-equivariant PF equations.

We argue that F2, is obtained as a sum of two solutions of the modified PF equations in
such a way that the singularities in the two cancel out and give a regular solution. While this
is somewhat nice, we remark that ]-'r’gg is not itself a solution of the ordinary PF equations.
This follows from the fact that its semi-classical part does not satisfy the classical cohomology
relations. However, the Givental operator associated to the modified PF equations is the

same as the operator associated to the ordinary PF equations.

9 Enumerative geometry

We elucidate the relation of our disk partition functions to Gromov-Witten theory and related
computations in the enumerative geometry of the target X;. The discussion focuses mostly
on the cohomological version of the story, as the K-theoretic version is less understood [24,
25, 139, |35} 136, 20, |12]. While a connection to genus-zero GW theory is expected on general
grounds, the details of how to match the disk function FP with counts of stable maps to
X; from first principles are still to be worked out. Nevertheless, we are able to make some
speculations deriving from explicit analysis of the disk function in various examples.

First, we review the connection to enumerative geometry for compact CY manifolds. Next
we discuss the generalization to non-compact CY manifolds with focus on toric quotients,
where the need for equivariance becomes manifest.

9.1 Review of the compact case

In this subsection, we consider compact CY targets X to which Givental’s formalism can
be applied, e.g. compact toric complete intersections [21]. The solutions to non-equivariant
PF equations are obtained by acting with the corresponding f—operator on solutions to
non-equivariant classical cohomology relations. In the compact case, these classical solutions
are polynomials in the Kahler moduli ¢* and there is a one-to-one map between solutions
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and compact cycles in the homology lattice of X. In particular, there are always the solution
corresponding to the point pt € Hy(X) and the fundamental class [X]. More generally, the
mapping between solutions and cycles goes as follows. Let C' be a (compact) cycle, then
there is a classical solution I1¢(C') defined as

™t PD(C) = Q—A)ﬁmccﬂz;ewt. (9.1)

(¢ = (_)\)dimCC/

X

This solution is a polynomial in ¢* of degree equal to the complex dimension of the cycle C.
The coefficients of the polynomial encode information about the intersection numbers of C'
with all other cycles.

From this definition it follows that
Mpt) =1, TINCY) = -M*=logz,, ..., IINX)=(=\)pq4(t), (9.2)

where we used [p. @y = t* for C* a basis of Hy(X) and pq4(t) is the intersection polynomial
of X. The full non-equivariant PF solution is obtained by acting with Givental’s operator,

~

I(C) := Ix - IYC) . (9.3)

Since I1¢(C) is polynomial in #*, one can compute the full solution by expanding the I-
operator as a power series in the derivatives ata up to order equal to the degree of the classical
solution. All contributions of higher order annihilate the polynomial and do not contribute to
the solution. This gives an efficient algorithm to construct PF solutions, completely equivalent
to the standard Frobenius method.

Let us consider the familiar example of the quintic X5. The PF operator is

L=6"—52(1450), with 0=—-12 =22 (9.4)

from which we can construct the Givental operator

= (1+50)s,
Ix = d : (9.5)
5o

which can be expanded as

fx = GO+ G+ (36 — 5260 g2 4 (160 1+ 40((3)G — ZEGD) g8
(HGW - H60 + 0¢GN ~ 6 ot (9.6)

with
Gl .— ;}Zd (8@) Fizdjl)) . (9.7)
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Classical solutions are polynomials of degree not higher than 3, which are annihilated by 6*.
The homology lattice has dimension 4, hence we have 4 solutions to the PF equation, which
are usually referred to as periods,

=
o]
-
I
Q
e

G)

~ (2) (1))2 2
= GO 3105 5% +5 (25 — s — )] (9.8)

(2) (1)y2 2 ~
I(X5) = G(O)[ log #* 45 (2%(0) — 72((%(0)))2 — 57) log Z ,

a® aLa®@ G(1)H3
+ 3 (4()((3) t 500 — 2(G©)2 + 3((6‘(0)))3)] ’

)
n(ct) = G© {logz + @} =G 1og 2,

(C1)

)

where C' is the generator of Hy(X35) and O} is the generator of Hy(X5).

One can introduce flat coordinates 2, := z, e/ (?)/%0(2) defined so that ITI(C®)/TI(pt) = log Z,,
where [y, I{ are the coefficients of the Givental operator in the series expansion in §,, i.e.

fX = Z Z Ish---,aneal o 'gan . (99)

n=0a1,...,an

Observe that for general CYs the zeroth-order term I, can be non-trivial, but for all toric
CYs this function is identically 1. The change of coordinates Z(z) is known as mirror map.

Mirror symmetry predicts that solutions to the PF equations for a compact CY manifold
encode information about its genus-zero Gromov—Witten invariants NJ. More specifically,
one can read the GW potential ®° from instanton corrections to the classical solutions

CI)()(g) = (_A)dpd(i) + q)?nst(2> I 1nst Z Nd ) gd = Hgga ) (910)
d#0 a

where d = (dy, ..., d,) is a non-zero effective class in Hy(X,Z) that labels the degree of a
non-constant map from a genus-zero surface to X. The classical part of the potential is a
generating function of classical intersection numbers

ad

Ray,...ag = mpd(t) : (9.11)

It is then conjectured that the potential ®°(%) can be re-expanded over a basis of PolyLogs
with integer coefficients defining the Gopakumar—Vafa (GV) invariants nj that enumerate
rational embedded curves of class d and genus zero. In the following we drop the label for
the genus since we are only considering genus-zero invariants.

As all CY twofolds are Hyperkahler, their GW invariants are trivial, so PF solutions in
complex dimension two only encode classical information (after mirror map)

I(X)

I(pt) = Iy , =logz,, —+~ = %Z“ab log Z,1og % . (9.12)
a,b

II(pt)
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The case of CY threefolds is the most studied one. The GV conjecture can be stated as

1nst Z ng L13 (913)
d#0
and the GV invariants can be obtained via the Mobius inversion formula
(k)
=Y Nau ERE (9.14)
k|d

where (k) is the Mobius function.

The solutions to the PF equations are conjectured to be

H(X) Zfaaq)o
II(pt) ote (9.15)
=5 Z Kabe log Z, 1og Zy log 2. + anlog )L12 -2 anng ) ,
a,b,c d#0 d+£0
I(c,) 1909°
= = abe L log Z. d, L , 9.16
M) = % gie = 40 a8 1085+ 3 nad L) (9.16)
(C“) . "
= =\t = log Z, 9.17
II(pt) (8-17)
with C* € Hy(X) and C, € Hy(X) such that C*N Cy, = §f.
In the case of a CY fourfold it is conjectured that
In(c,
( ) =3 Zﬁabcd IOg Ze log Zd + Z nd ab ng( ) s (918)
I1(pt) d£0

where Cy, € Hy(X) and
=d _ . (ad (k)
g Ngz® = E ng Lis(Z29), ng= g Nayk ) (9.19)

2
d#0 d+#£0 kld k

Solutions with higher order classical behavior have more complicated expansions in GV
invariants that we do not reproduce here. See refs. [37, 28] for explicit formulas.

For CYs of higher dimension such formulas are not known and we do not consider such
examples in this section (even though solutions to PF equations exist in any dimension).

Let us go back to the example of the quintic X5. Matching the solutions we found to the
conjectural formulas for CY3, we obtain the identities

2) G(1)2 2 - i (3
5 (350 — aigoe — 5) = D nad Lia(3%) (9.20)
d=1
and
(3) MG G)3
5 (40C(3) 4 6%(0) _ g(gg))2 + ((G(O)) ) —2 an L13 5 (9.21)

which give the well-known GV invariants of X5.
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9.2 Non-compact case

In the non-compact case the discussion is more involved, as the volume is only defined
equivariantly and it is a divergent quantity in the non-equivariant limit. This is the case
relevant to our story, since all toric CY quotients are non-compact. In the following, X; is a
toric Kéahler quotient with vanishing first Chern class as described in section [2]

We consider the fully equivariant PF operators £°. The solution is obtained by acting
with the I- -operator on a basis of classical solutions to the equivariant cohomology relations.
These solutions are naturally labeled by fixed points of the torus action, i.e. basis elements
of the localized equivariant cohomology ring. By the localization formula eq. 7 we
can write F(t,€) as a sum over this basis. Generically, to each fixed point p € FP we can
associate the classical solution

9(p, ) i= [ o™ PD(p) = e~ 17 9.22)
Xi

with H.(p) as in eq. (2.21)) and PD(p) € H3(X;) defined as the pushforward of 1 € HY(p)

along the inclusion of the fixed-point p — X;. When comparing with the non-equivariant

case, we immediately notice that each of these solutions goes to one in the € — 0 limit. A

better choice of basis to perform the comparison is obtained by performing the equivariant
upgrade of eq. (9.1). We then define for each cycle C' the equivariant solution

(C, €) = (—A)dimeC / o= =1 PD(C) | (9.23)

Xt

which expands naturally over the basis of II¢(p, €). These are classical solutions that give
rise to full quantum solutions when we act on them with the equivariant Givental operator

(C,e) = Ix, /X = HPD(C) = LOTI(C,e) =0 . (9.24)
t

By analogy with the compact case, we call the functions II(C, €) equivariant periods, since

they solve equivariant PF equations. When C' is compact, the integral in II¢(C, €) restricts

to an integral over a compact space, therefore it defines an analytic function in the ¢;’s and

its non-equivariant limit is a finite quantity. As the I- -operator cannot introduce singularities,

the same is true for the full PF solution. Then we have

lg% II(C,e) =1I(C) for C' compact . (9.25)

On the other hand, when C' is non-compact, the solution IT1(C,¢€) is not analytic at e = 0. As
X, is non-compact, there is no fundamental class in homology and this is reflected in the
fact that II( X, €) does not admit a non-equivariant limit of the form eq. (9.15]). To obtain a
well-defined non-equivariant quantity, we need to perform some regularization[]

5For instance, even classical intersection numbers are not uniquely defined unless the intersection locus is
compact (see ref. |19] for earlier attempts at regularization).
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The number of independent solutions of the equivariant PF equations is equal to the
number of fixed points, which is the same as the Euler number y. By definition, this equals
the dimension of the homology lattice, i.e. the number of independent compact cycles C'. This
implies that compact equivariant periods generate all PF solutions and the non-equivariant
limit preserves the total number of independent solutions.

The GV expansion of the GW potential is expected to have an equivariant generalization
but these formulas have not been derived yet. Nevertheless, we can read some non-equivariant
invariants from the ¢ — 0 limit of the solutions II(C,€) when C' is compact. The numerical
invariants obtained this way are well-defined and non-ambiguous. However, not all GV
invariants ny can be obtained this way. Those that do not appear in the limit of compact
solutions are only defined equivariantly. A regularization scheme for these solutions is
necessary and we show in examples that this allows to compute the integers ngy. The result
however depends on the chosen regularization scheme and we argue that there is an intrinsic
ambiguity in their definition as non-equivariant quantities.

We argue that, for solutions with regular behavior in €, the same type of GV formulas
hold once the non-equivariant limit is taken, while for those that do not admit a limit a
regularization needs to be performed first. For the latter, GV formulas only hold up to
a correction term ¢ that is annihilated by all compact divisor operators. This term can
bring both classical and quantum corrections that depend on some non-canonical choices.
In particular, we argue that ]:£g as defined in section [§ provides a regularization for the
equivariant solution IT( Xy, €).

For toric CYs with HZ  (X;) # 0, we define a regularized volume as any function Freg(t, €)

that is analytic at ¢ = 0 and such that
Di freg(ty 6) = DZ ./T"(t, 6) y Vi € Icpt . (926)

If prt(Xt) is empty but H fpt(Xt) # 0, then we define a regularized volume as any regular

function such that
D;Dj Freg(t,€) =D; D; F(t,e) , Vi,js.t. D;ND,is compact . (9.27)

and similarly for higher-codimension compact intersections. This condition guarantees that
when the intersection is compact the corresponding intersection numbers are the same before
and after regularization. From this we can define regularized intersection numbers

ad

reg -z
:‘iah,,.,ad - atal . atad freg(t, O) 6 Q . (928)

Remark 9.1. If HZ, (X;) = Hag_5(Xy) is non-empty, then there is at least one compact
divisor D; = 3, DC,, and the corresponding equivariant period I1(D;, €) is reqular. Then by
eq. (9.26)) this period is equal to its reqularization,

g (Ds, €) = (D €) (9.29)
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Similarly, if Hy,(Xy) = Hya_4(Xy) is non-empty, we can find two divisors that intersect to a
compact subspace and the corresponding period is reqular

ey (D; N Dy, €) = I(D; N D, €) (9.30)

From the remark it follows that for a toric CY three-fold with a compact divisor D;

, 00"
ot

H(Di,O)zli_r)%Za:DfH(Ca, :—*Z i

=>"D¢ 12> KiElog Hlog Ze + D nad, Lix(2%)| . (9.31)
a d#0

While the combination of derivatives of the GW potential in eq. is well-defined in the
non-equivariant limit, this is not necessarily true for each single derivative 9®°/9t% as the
periods II(C,, €) might not have a regular behavior when considered individually. In the next
sections we show this explicitly for some concrete examples (see sections _ 6| and [10.7]). For
a toric CY four-fold with a compact intersection D; N D,, we obtain

II(D; N D;,0) = lim 2; D{ DY TI(Clp, €)

=Y D{DY |5 kagglog Zelog Zg + D na(Cap) Lia(24) | . (9.32)
d+0

While the limit of the double sum is well-defined, each term II(C,, €) may be singular.
Let us define the function
Mreg (X, €) 1= (=A) Ix, Freg(t, ) (9.33)
which by construction satisfies the following properties:
e it is analytic at € = 0,
o it satisfies the modified PF equations in eq.

Observe, as previously pointed out, that the choice of regularization is not unique and the
prescription in section [§|is different from Il eq(Xy, €). It is however true that both choices carry
a certain amount of “universal” enumerative geometric data that is regularization independent
and leads to well-defined integer GV invariants. The difference between the two regularization
schemes is due to some intrinsic ambiguity in the definition of the non-equivariant limit of
I1( X4, €). The exact relation between the two regularizations is clarified by the following.

Conjecture 9.2. Let Xy be a smooth toric C'Y three-fold. The following GVformula holds

hm Hreg Xy, €)= 5 Z ko log Z, log 2, log 2. + Z n® log(2%) Lig(24) — 2 Z ng® Lig(Z9) |
a,b,c d#0 d#0
(9.34)
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where the GV invariants are also reqularized. The reqularized disk function in eq. (8.7) and
the reqularized period Il,e( Xy, €) are related as

(=\)? hme (t,€;A) = Tleg (X, 0) LRl cslog 2. + ¢(3)x + 6, (9.35)

reg 2 KRabe
a,b,c

where co = %Za,b g, dy is the second Chern class and § is in the kernel of all compact
divisor operators. If Xy has a compact divisor D; and ng can be read from eq. 1} then
that integer is uniquely defined, ng® = nq. If instead ng® only appears in eq. 4) (i.e.
when Y., d, D¢ =0 for all i € Ip), then its value is not guaranteed to be integer and zt might
depend on the choice of regularization.

We observe that not only classical intersection numbers need regularization but in some
cases also the instantonic contributions that define the GV invariants. As discussed in
proposition this happens when ]:s?rlg contains both classical and instantonic contributions.
We see two instances of this in the examples of K, and local As geometry.

For general toric CYs the analogous claim reads

(=) l1m]—"£g(t €; A) = ILee (X3, 0) + sub-leading + § | (9.36)
where Il (X4, €) is obtained by regularizing the classical intersection numbers and then
applying the Givental operator. The sub-leading terms are fixed by the expansion of the
Gamma-class, see eq. - The presence of the correction term ¢ is due to the fact that
regularization and I x, operator do not commute, which means that .ngg is not necessarily in
the image of the Givental operator.

10 Examples with compact divisors

10.1 O(-2) over P!

Consider X; = Kp1, the total space of the canonical bundle over P!, defined by charge matrix
@ = (1,—2,1) and chamber ¢ > 0, also known as the A; space. Its symplectic volume is

dg25 e¢t efflt efegt

FO= ot @5 o200 79~ (@ 20—l @) via)
(10.1)

where JK contour selects poles at ¢ = —e; and ¢ = —e3. We define differential operators

D1:€1+%7 D2:€2—2%, D3:€3+%. (102)

Acting with the operator D; D3 we kill both poles inside of JK, so we get the relation

DDy F(te) =0, (10.3)
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which corresponds to the description of equivariant cohomology of X; as

H3(Xy) = Clg, €1, €, €3]/ (2173) (10.4)
The generic solution to eq. (10.3|) takes the form
F(t,e) =ci(e)e " +c3(e) e (10.5)

with ¢; and ¢y integration constants, which may depend on ¢; but not on ¢t. Indeed our
symplectic volume is of this form, with

1 1
s C3 = .
(62 + 261) (63 — 61) 3 (EQ + 263) (61 — 63)

C1 = (106)

The space X; has a single compact divisor D, corresponding to the P! base of the bundle.
It follows that

Dy F(t,e) 1is analytic at e =0 . (10.7)
The cohomological disk partition function is
do _ ,
D . o\ ¢t e1+¢ e2—2¢ e3+¢
FP(t e ) =173 o F( )r( - )1“(3A ) (10.8)

with QJK selecting poles at ¢ = —e; — kX and ¢ = —e3 — kX for k € Z>o. The classical
cohomology relation gets deformed to the quantum cohomology relation

D1 Dy —e (A + Dy) Do| FP(t, ) =0, (10.9)
which we can prove as follows:
d¢ _
D i o\ — d)t €1+o+A €a—2¢ €3+d+A
DD FP(t, e A) = A7" <2 r(1 )T (2522) 1 (o)
d¢ ’ ’ ol ’
— ! @ =Nt (atd ) 1 (e2=20/+2\ ) [ (et
A fémc 2mri ( ) ( A ) ( A ) (10.10)

= MDD O etr (252 1 (352 1 (232

= e M(Dy + N)DoFP(t, e )) .

Here we repeatedly use the property xI'(z) = I'(x + 1) together with the change of variable
¢ = ¢ + X\. Under this change of variables, the QJK contour goes to QJK', which picks the
poles at ¢' = —e1 9 — KA with ' =k —1 > —1, but at £’ = —1 there are no poles in the
integrand, so we can use the original contour: when we act with D; D3, the two classical
poles at k = 0 are killed and the contour retracts until the next poles at k =1, i.e. ¥’ = 0.

An explicit residue computation yields the series expansion of the disk partition function

fD(t,E; )\) — )2 ied)\t(_dll)d [efqtr (% + 2d> T (% _ d)
d=0 '

+e oD (a5 — d) T (2522 4 2d)| , (10.11)
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where z = e ™ can be regarded as an instanton counting parameter that distinguishes

between contributions of maps of different degree. If we restrict to zero-instanton sector (the
contribution of classical poles) we obtain the classical part of the disk function

Fr(t,eA) = A2 e (2529) T (959) 4o o (959) T (282a)] (10.12)
This is of the same type as the solution in eq. (10.5) and it satisfies the relation
Dl Dg Fp(t,e; )\) =0 (1013)

of classical cohomology. In the limit A — oo both F? and Fr reduce to the equivariant
volume F. Let us analyze eq. (10.9)) and its solutions. Through some formal manipulations
we can re-write it as

| _on_ (P2AA)Dy
¢ D —N(Ds N

] FP(t, e N) = Fr(t,e; ) . (10.14)

We can invert the operator on the LHS to obtain the solution

o d
FP(teA) = (e_’\t (D(1D—2)\j;()\1>)?i)\)> Fr(t, e N)

SN
Z e~ M = 2d 5 Fr(t, e N)
1)d (1 N i)d

A

(10.15)

:3F2(1,@+%,@;1—%,1—— 4e_>‘t)}"p(t €A,
where we used the identity
(e™f (2 )) e H F(5—iA) . (10.16)

Substituting as initial condition Fr(¢,€; A) as in eq. (10.5) we obtain

FD<t, € )\) _ Cle_ethFl (eg—i—2617 )\+261+62’ €1— 63 +1: 4e—>\t)

2\ 2\
+ 03e763t2F1 (62423?63’ /\+22€§\+€2’ €3—€ 1 4e™ ) (1017)
so that for
)\ I (62+2€1> T (63;61) ’ )\ T <€2+263) I (61;63> (10.18)

we can reproduce the computation of FP via residues as in eq. (10.11)).
The K-theoretic disk partition function is represented by the integral

1
ZP(T,¢;q) = —]{ dw
Q

10.19
JK 2miw (q1W;q)oo(qu_2;q)oo(C]3w;CI)oo ( )
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with poles at w = ¢; 'q™* and w = g5 'q7* for k € Z>g. A residue computation gives

D — q’" ql
Zhee = ; (a; oo (™% Da | (22079°% @)oo (@301 7% D)oc
a
00 0 D (B @) | Fo8)
where q7 can be regarded as instanton counting parameter.
We define the shift operators
Al =q(TH™, Ay=@(TH?, As=qg(TH™*. (10.21)
The K-theoretic compact divisor equation is
D . D ) D ) — (qu2)n2 Q?lqgg
1= 20270 00) = 27T ~w2”(T+200) = 3 T 3 b
(10.22)

where Ay(T,n?) = {(n',n?) € N*|n' + n® =T + 2n?}. By the argument in proposition
the RHS is regular in the ¢, ¢2, g3 — 0 limit.

The classical equivariant K-theory ring

Kr(Xe) = Clw™, g7, 43, 3 1/((1 — qiw) (1 — gzw)) (10.23)

is defined by the relation
(1—-A1)(1—-A3)2r,(T,q) =0, (10.24)

whose generic solution is
Zr,(T,q) = c1qi + 3@ (10.25)

The quantum K-theory ring is then defined by the relation
(1= A)(1 = A3) = q"(1 = qA)(1 — Ag)| Z°(T,q39) =0, (10.26)

which can be derived similarly to eq. (10.10) by using the property in eq. (A.11]).

The quantum K-theory relation can be rewritten as

[1 o (1—g89)(1 = Ay)
(I=q7'A)(1—q7'4y)

|22 0 = 20,10 (10.27)

and its solution is formally given by

Z0(T.qq) = (qT a <_1 q__lqAAl 2))(<11__ qA_f)Ag)> 2r,(T,q)

d=0
= [ ar (AQ, q)Qd d] Zl"q (T7 Q) )

(10.28)

2V (I q)ala-10y: q)
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where we used o
d - .
(a"f (17))" =™ I] £ (a'T") (10.29)
i=0
With the initial data
1 1
= _ ) C3 = —
(43 @)oo (92473 D)oo (9341 5 0o (03 @)oo (42035 @)oo (0165 5 @)oo
we reproduce the function ZP obtained by residues in eq. (10.20)).

(10.30)

The solutions to the equivariant PF equations are

(=)
(p;, € —z*Zz( A i=1,3 (10.31)

1= %)d (1 N %)d’

one for each fixed point. The non-equivariant I -operator is

> 29
hmIXt Z d 2d

e—0

=1+ 2G(2)0 + 2G(2)*0* + ... (10.32)
d

with 6 = 20, and

s 2d) 14+ v1—4z
=—1 el 10.33
V=2 g~ ( 2 ) 05
The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are
II(pt) =1,
(bt) (10.34)

I(P') = log 2 + 2G(2) = log 7 ,

corresponding to the degree-zero and degree-two generators of the homology lattice. The
solution of logarithmic degree one defines the mirror map to flat coordinates z = ze?¢(*) As
D, = P! is compact, we have the identity

li_{%(—/\)fxt D, Fr = II(PY) . (10.35)

The fundamental cycle of X; is non-compact and therefore only defined equivariantly. Its
regularization is annihilated by the modified PF operator

D1 Dy D3 —2Dy(Dy+N)(Dy +2N) (10.36)
and it can be computed using eq. as
ILeg(Xz) = —1log?Z . (10.37)
Moreover,
A7 = Tl 5 (10.38)
so that in the flat coordinates z = ( +m)2 there are no instanton corrections and the GV

invariants are all vanishing, which is compatible with the fact that X; is Hyperkéhler.
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10.2 A, geometry
Consider the Ay geometry defined by the charge matrix

1 -2 1 0
and chamber t!,#% > 0. Its symplectic volume is

- d¢1 d¢2 efititoata
Flt.e) = 7§K (2mi)2 (€1 + d1)(e2 — 261 + da)(e3 + d1 — 2¢)(ea + ¢2)

(10.40)

where poles are located at (—e;, —es — 2¢1), (—€1, —€4) and (—e3 — 2¢4, —€4). We have the
following classical cohomology relations

DDy F(t,e) =0, D1D3F(t,e) =0, DyDyF(t,e)=0, (10.41)
so the equivariant cohomology ring is given by
Clor, ¢a, €1, €2, €3, €]/ (T174, 173, T2T4) . (10.42)

There are two compact divisors Dy and Ds.

The K-theoretic disk function is

_ml _m2
dw; dw, wlT w2T

ZP(T,q;q) = f (10.43)

QIK (2m1)2wi1ws (115 q) oo (G201 W23 §) 0o (G3W1W5 25 G)oo (q4W2; §)oo

—k1 —k1—2k2

with poles at (97" q ", g7 "2q7%¢; "), (q7Mqr ', g7™2¢5) and (g g5 qi°,q "q; ") for
k1, ks > 0. The three towers of poles correspond to instanton contributions coming from the
three fixed points in X;. We get the following quantum K-theory relations

(1= A1) = A0) =" (1 = A9)(1 - Ag)] Z2°(T, g39) =0,
(1= A)(1 = A3) = q" (1= A9)(1 — qAy)| ZP(T.q59) =0, (10.44)
(1= 25)(1 = Ag) = g7 (1 = Ag)(1 = q23)] 2°(T, q39) = 0.

We define the K-theoretic Givental operator

o= 3 qB TR (AL q) g, (Ags q)ad—ay (D33 ) —ay 120, (A 0) (10.45)
dy,d2=0

so that we can write the solution as
ZP(T,q;q) = I%, - 2r,(T, q) (10.46)

with
1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2
Zr(T.q) =cioqi ™" g +ciaqi @1 +csaqs a3 . (10.47)
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The integration coefficients c; 2, ¢4, ¢34 are not fixed by the equations and they parametrize
the moduli space of solutions. The solution corresponding to the function Z” defined by the

integral in eq. (10.43) is given by the choice of semi-classical data

1
Ci2 = )
(0 9)% (34303 9) 0 (0102 ' 445 0) oo
1
C14 =
(0:9)2%(3d3a5 " 9)oo (01" 4303: )
1
C34 =

)

(05 9)% (0105 ' 4175 @)oo (02030 0)oo
In the cohomological limit we have
FP(t e\ = fxt - Fr(t,€)

with

I A2 (3) L (5 a s (B) s, (B)
X = Z 1 =2 A —dy A 2d;—ds2 A —d1+2d2 A —d2

dl7d2 0
( ) —
A 2d] dg

=1 d1 . do
’ 2dlzd2>0 e (1 N %>d1 (1 a %)d1—2d2 (1 - %)dg

—d] +2d2<0
(Dg)
A _d1+ 3d2

_ dy d2
: 2‘11_2:‘1250 s (1 - %)dl (1 - %)—2d1+d2 (1 - %)dz

7d] +2d 2 >0
A d] 7d2 A 7d1 =+ dg

+ Y (Fa) M ()™ D >
g (1=%), (=%,

A

and initial data
fp<t 6) =19 6*61(t1+2t2)*62t2 + ¢4 6761751*647ﬁ2 + ¢34 e*€3t1*64(2t1+t2)
? s s s

and
Clo = )\—2 I (3€1+2>\62+63) r (72517;2+e4) 7

Cla = AT (261+2)\62—64) r (—61+§\3+264) ’
0374 — )\*2 F (El_ei_2€4) F <52+26§+364> )

The function FP is annihilated by the following set of equivariant PF operators

E(l 1) D1 D4 —Z1%9 D2 Dg s
‘C‘(al,O) = Dl Dg —21 DQ(DQ —|—)\) y
L’(E(C)l,l) = D2 D4 —Z9 Dg(Dg —|—)\> s
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which encode the quantum cohomology relations of Xj.

The non-equivariant I -operator can be expanded as

liy Ix, = 1+ (2M; — My)6y + (—My +2Mo)0y + ... | (10.54)
where we define
I'(2d; — dy) d d
Mi(z1, 20) := 27 (—29)"
1(z1:22) Qd;@o I(dy + )T (dy — 2dy + 1) D(dy + 1) (=)
—d1+2d2<0
[(—d; 4 2dy) b d
Ms(z1, = —21)" 257,
(21, 22) le_zdﬁo T T T2, +dy + DTG r 1)) 2 (10.55)

—d14+2d2>0

My ey TCh )T+ 2
3\<1,%2) -—
vdycdeso F(di+1)I(d2 +1)
—d1+2d2>0

(—21) " (—2z)® .

The elementary solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations

[I(pt) =1,
H(Cl) = lOg 21+ 2M1 — M2 = IOg 21 s (1056)
I1(C?) = log 25 — M, + 2M>5 = log 2, ,

correspond to the class of the point and the two generators C', C? € Hy(X;). We have
(=) lim Iy, Dy Fr = T(CY)
e—

R 10.57
(=) lim T, Dy Fr = TI(C?) . (1057)

The modified PF equations admit an additional quadratic solution that corresponds to the
regularized fundamental cycle

Ieg(X:) = —3(log? 21 + log 7 log 2, + log® 25) | (10.58)
and we have the identity
(_)\>211L% ‘Frle)g - Hreg<Xt) s (1059)
where 5 o
Fo(t e \) = FP(t 6 A) — e CHHITTERR 70, ¢) (10.60)

for a choice of left-inverse matrix

—2/3 —1/3
R= ( 13 203 ) (10.61)

as defined in eq. . This solution (after mirror map) has no instanton corrections, which
can be explained by the fact that X; is Hyperkéhler.
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10.3 O(—n) over P!
The space Xy = Kpn—1 is a toric CY defined by the charge matrix

Q=11 .. 1 —n) (10.62)

and the chamber ¢ > 0. The symplectic volume is

Flt.o=¢ do ! (10.63)

,€) = - oy s .
IK 271 (€n11 — 1) T, (6 + B)

where we take the poles ¢ = —¢; for i = 1,...,n. We have the following classical relations

[H D; ] =0 (10.64)
providing a representation for the equivariant cohomology

HY(Xy) 2 Clp, €1, €9,y €pp1]/{T1 ... 20) - (10.65)

The K-theoretic disk function is

dw w-T
Z0(T,q:q) = — j{ : , 10.66
( ) QIK 27w (¢r1W ™" ) oo [Ty (Giw; 4) 0o ( )

and it satisfies the quantum K-theory relation
[Hu— )~ H (- q*Au)| 22T i) = 0. (10.67)
i=1

This is the K-theretic PF equation and it has the solution

ZP(T,q¢;q) quT n ("tlc}g)"‘;) Zr,(T.q) (10.68)

with
T

" _ . (10.69)
; (05 @)oo (904" @)oo T2 (5655 ) oo

In the cohomological limit we have the disk function

- de €yl —NO\ i (6T O
Pty \) = A0 f S8 et p (SR T (20 10.70
F ( ) € ) QIK i € A lzl_[l A ) ( )
which satisfies the quantum cohomology relation
lH D; —e M H (kX + Dnﬂ)] FP(t,eN)=0. (10.71)
=1
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The compact divisor of X; is D,,.1 and we have
D, 1 FP is analytic at e =0 . (10.72)

The Givental I- -operator can be written as

o Sy )
Iy, = 3 (—1)mze Sl (10.73)
d=0 =1 (1 B TZ)gz

which implies that all instanton contributions for d > 0 are regular and the only singular
term comes from the semi-classical contribution at d = 0. In the non-equivariant limit

L(nd) 0+ 0(6?) (10.74)

T = _1\nd d
g%lxt—1+n2( 1) Zif(d—l—l)

d=1

we can read the mirror map

> ['(nd)
logz =1 —1)ndpd 10.75
og z ogz+nd2:%( )"z Tt 1) ( )
The solutions to equivariant PF equations are labeled by fixed points
. (€n+1+n€i)
M(p:) = 2% Y ((—1)"2)'——2—rmd i=1 . n. (10.76)
=0 j=1 (1 3 )d

The case n = 2 is discussed in section In the following sub-sections we discuss the
examples n = 3,4 in more detail.

10.3.1  O(-3) over P?

For n = 3 the non-equivariant I -operator can be expanded as

lim Iy, = > (—2)* (53?;;3 =1+3GY0 +3GW¢* + 3(G® - ?GNe* + ..., (10.77)

0
€E—> d=0

where we define the functions

, > i T'(3d)
GI(2) =Y () (L) = . 10.78
()= 22 (8) gy 17 (10.78)
The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are
[I(pt) =1,
II(PY) = log z + 3G =1log 7 , (10.79)

M(P*) = 1log”z — 3 (3(G")* - GW) .
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The modified PF operator
admits an additional cubic solution associated to the regularized fundamental cycle,

Mo (X7) = _%8 log® % +log 2 (%(G(O))Q _ G(l)) _9 (%(G(O))?’ _ %G(O)G(l) + iG(Q) _ %QG(O)> )
(10.81)

Moreover, R
(=\)? lim I, Dy Fr = I1(P?) + 7*TI(pt) , (10.82)
(=)) 111%th D,D; Fr =P, i=1,2,3, (10.83)
e—
lin Ix,DsD;D; Fr =I(pt) , i,j=1,2,3 (10.84)
and we have
(=0 lim F2, = Mg (X)) — FIL(P) . (10.85)
The GV invariants ng can be read by matching eq. (10.82)) to eq. (9.16)), i.e.
3G -GV = Z dng(P?) Lig(z%) (10.86)
d=1
or equivalently by matching I .. (X¢) to eq. (9.34), i.e.
3G - 2GOGW 4 1@ — an ) Liz(29) , (10.87)

which give the same numbers as in ref. [11, Table 1]. The only singular contributions are the
classical ones, therefore all GV invariants are uniquely defined and the only ambiguity is in
the regularization of the classical intersection numbers.

10.3.2 O(—4) over P?
For n = 4 the non-equivariant I -operator can be expanded as
ll_r}%] = Z z )d = 1 + 4G09 + 4G1€2 + 2(G2 — 27T GO)Q
+ (2G5 — 472Gy +80C(3)Gy) L 0* +... (10.88)

where we define the functions

GO (2) = f: 2 (%) m . (10.89)
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The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are

II(pt) =1
II(P') = log z + 4G9 = log 2
I(P?) = Llog® 7 + 4GM — 8(GV))?
I(P*) = Llog® 2 + (4G<1> - 8(G<0>)2) log z + & (G©)? — 16GOGY — 47*G® + 2G?
(10.90)
The modified PF operator

admits an additional quartic solution associated to the regularized fundamental cycle
Mheg(Xy) = — g5 log* 2+ ((G©)? = 1GD) log” 2
+ (_LG(G(O))i% +4GOG0 L 2G0) _ lg(2)> log 2

3 2
+ (8(GO)* = 8(G)*GM) — 4r*(GO)? 4+ 260G 472G — LGE) — 20G0¢(3)) .

(10.92)
Moreover,
2

(=N\)? hmffe’g = TLeg(Xy) — Z-I1(P?) + 5¢(3)IL(P') , (10.93)
(=A) lim Ix, D5 Fr = T1(P*) + 557 11(PY) — 20¢(3)T1(pt) , (10.94)
(=A)lim Iy, DsD; Fr = (P + " I(pt) , i=1,2,3,4. (10.95)

The GV invariants ngq can be read by matching eq. (10.93)) to eq. (9.18), i.e.
2(G)?2 — gV = an ) Lig(29) | (10.96)

which gives the same numbers as in ref. [37, Table 1]. Instantons are non-singular in this
case and GV invariants are uniquely defined.

10.4 O(—2,-2) over P! x P!

We consider X; = Kp,, the canonical bundle of the Hirzebruch surface Fj, realized as the
quotient of C® by U(1)? with charge matrix

1100 =2
Qz(o 01 1 _2>. (10.97)

The chamber is chosen so that t!,#2 > 0. The K-theoretic disk function is defined as

ol 2
dw; dwy wi T wy T

ZOT,qa) = § - —
( ) QJK (27T1)2w1w2 (Q1w1; Cl)oo(Q2w1; Cl)oo(%wz; CI)oo(Q4w2; Cl)oo(Q5w1 2“’2 2§(C|)oo )
10.98
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with poles for (wy,ws) in the set

{lata™ g a™) (@ 'a ™ a '), (6 a ™™, g5 '), (g 'a ™ qi ') dy, d € N}

(10.99)
The function ZP satisfies the quantum K-theory relations
(1= A0)(1 = ) — g™ (1 = As)(1 - qAs)| Z°(T.q30) = 0., 0100,
(1= A)(1 = Ag) = 9™ (1= As)(1 — q25)| Z2P(T g59) =0,
whose formal solution is
> 1 2 A 'q)Zd +2d
zD _ qh T +d2T (A5 Q)2 +20, Zr, (10.101)
d%;o (™A q)a (71 A2 q)a, (972 A3 9)a, (4P AL )y |
with
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Zr,(T,q) = c13q] @3 +craqi @i + 238 G5 + C2ads G4 (10.102)
and initial data 1
13 = - - : (10.103)
(05 0o (22015 D)oo (0405 5 0) o0 (6563635 9) o
1
Cl4 = - — , (10.104)
(05 0o (2015 000 (0301 5 )50 (0567435 9) o
! (10.105)
C23 = — — s .
(0o (0102 5 D)oo (1G5 5 0) e (6563635 9) o
1
Cou = - - . (10.106)
(05 90)oo (0102 5 000 (0301 5 0) o0 (0503635 9) o

The total space O(—2, —2) — P! x P! has a compact divisor Dj corresponding to the zero
section (i.e. the base P! x P!) and therefore we have that

(1 —A5)ZP(T,q;q) is analyticat ¢; = 1 . (10.107)

In the cohomological limit & — 0 we have

Ds
FPo | Y e ij)%”_d?pg | A (10108)
d1,d2=0 (1 A >d1 (1 A )dl ( A )d2 ( A )d2
with
Fr(t,e) = Cl,i’»e_eltl_%t2 + 01,463_61t1_64t2 + 02,36_62t1_63t2 + 02,4e_€2t1_64t2 (10.109)
and semi-classical data
crs = AT (259 I (a52) I (af2qt2e) (10.110)
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Cla = )\—3 r (eg;q) T (63;64) T (654—26)%4—264) 7 (10111)

Co3 = )\—3 r (61;62) T (64;63) T (e5+2e)\2+253) 7 (10112)
Coq = AT (61;62) r (63;64) r (65”;2”64) . (10.113)

The disk function FP is annihilated by the equivariant PF operators

E?io) = Dl DQ —21 D5(D5 +)\) 5

. (10.114)
‘C((()l,l) = Dg D4 —2Z9 D5(D5 +>\) y
which shows that the instanton operators
<%)2d 2d
Py, = 251252 11207 (10.115)

(L=%), (0 -%), 0-%),0-%),

are proportional to the compact divisor Dj if (dy, ds) # (0,0), and therefore that the instantons
are all regular in the non-equivariant limit.

>3

The solutions to the equivariant PF equations are

o0

N di d
e ) dl,%:_o 211222H2:1 (1 — 5 El) IT=s (1 - w)@

( e5+2€¢;+2¢;

X )2d1+2d2 Gl =Gt =192 j=23/4
) Y Y *

~ (10.116)
The non-equivariant /-operator expands as
lin Ix, = 142G 0, + 6,) + 261962 4 2GOVg2 1 2(G1MY + GOV)g, 0,
+ (260 4 G0 _ %G(OO))QQH + (261D 4 GO _ %G(OO))&@%
+ (G — ZGO)gs (GO =GOS 1 (10.117)
where we define
g ['(2dy + 2d
G (dl,dgaf:é(o,O) . zzQadlaZlQF(d J<F )12 F(d;jr 1)? (0-115)
The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are
M(pt) =
I(CY) =log 2 + 2G) = log 7, , (10.119)

log 2, + 26 = log 7, |
log 7 log Zp — 4(G©)2 4 2GOD 4 2G10) |

I(C*)
(P x P)

20



where C! and C? are the homology two-cycles corresponding to the two P!’s. The modified
PF operators
Dl D2 D5 —2Z1 D5 (Dg, —l—/\) (D5 —|—2>\) s

D3 D4 D5 —2Z9 D5 <D5 +/\) (D5 +2)\>

allow us to define the regularized cubic solution

(10.120)

yeq (Xt) :ilog?’ -1 log Zilog Zo — = log % log? 2, + 54 log Zs
+ (G2 — GO log 2, + ((Gwo )2 — GO ) log % (10.121)
_9 (%(G(OO))3 — (00)(01) _ (00) (x(10) _ %ZG(OO) + %G(H)) .

Then we have,

img(— )"0, = Tg(X6) + 5 (1C") 110 (872 4 (160 —3) (10(C) —10(C™)) )
(10.122)

where II(C') — I1(C?) is annihilated by the compact divisor operator Dj and « parametrizes
the intrinsic ambiguity in the choice of left-inverse RJ,

R=(a-1/4 —a—1/4) . (10.123)

Changing the value of a changes the semi-classical data in Frlgg but it leaves the instanton

part of the solution unchanged, therefore the GV invariants do not depend on this choice.

Observing that

lim(—A)*Ix, D5 Fr = I(P' x P') + 2 11(pt) (10.124)
e—
we can match with eq. (9.16]) to read the GV invariants ng, 4,, namely

— 4(G)2 4 2GOD 1 2G10 = N (—2d; — 2dy)ng(P' x PY) Lig(3{1282) , (10.125)

(d1,d2)#(0,0)

which reproduce the results of ref. |11, Table 9]. We can also match eqgs. (9.34) and (10.122))

1(GO0Y3 — GOGOY _ GO0 G(0) _ %2(;(00) 1600 = 3 (P x PY) Lig(3 52 |
(d1,d2)#(0,0)

(10.126)
which gives the same GV numbers. Comparing to ref. [28], the redefinition of Euler’s constant
~ amounts in our setup to multiplying by a factor of e(V="(#)) in the shift equation. A similar
remark applies to all other cases.

10.5 SU(3)y geometry
Consider the Calabi-Yau three-fold X; given by the quotient of C° by U(1)* with

111 -3 0 0
Q=001 -2 1 0 (10.127)
000 1 -21
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and chamber ¢! > 2 > 0, 3 > 0. This CY geometry corresponds to a 5d gauge theory
with SU(3) gauge group and zero Chern-Simons level. This manifold has two compact toric
divisors D, and Ds. The disk function is defined as

- déy dda dos 41 g2 g
D t. e )\ — )\ 6 it hat ¢1t +pat°+pst F e1+¢1 F ea+o1
FoEad) QK (2mi)3 ( A ) ( X )

r (63+¢A1+¢2) T <E4—3¢1;2¢2+¢3) r (es+¢§—2¢s) r (@) (10.128)

and the poles are located at (¢1, @9, ¢3) equal to

( —65 — 266 (kg + ng))\, —€g — ) (1, 5, 6) y
( 62 —65 — 266 (k?g + 2]€3))\ —€g — ) (2, 5, 6) 3
( k‘l/\ €1 — €3 — ( —|— k?g) , —€1 — 263 — €4 — (k?l —|— 2]{72 —|— k?g) ) (]_, 374) s
(— k’l)\, €9 — €3 — ( k’l + k?g) , —€9 — 263 — €4 — (k’l + 2]{,‘2 + kﬁg) ) (2, 3, 4) s
( —€3+€1 — (—kl +l€2))\,—€6 ) (1,3,6) s
(—€ A —€3+ €2 — (ki + ka)A, —e6 — k3 M) | (2,3,6) .
(10.129)
The equivariant cohomology ring of X; is
H(Xy) = Cloy, b2, ¢3, €1, - - -, €]/ (¥172, 1375, 1326, T4T6) (10.130)
and the quantum cohomology relations are encoded in the equivariant PF operators
Ly 10 =DiDy—e” XY D, Dy |
=Dy D5 —e " Dy(Dy+A ,
010 = DsDs +(Ds+) (10.131)

£(0 1,1) = D3Dg —e™ A+ D, Dy |
’C(O 0,1 — D4 DG —e D5(D5 +)\) s

whose generic solution is

D1 Do D3 Dy Ds Dg
A2 (B, (3 (B) s, (B caay (B) s, (B) 7
= 2 AaE (5 i NN gy NN o \ N ) 3dy42da—ds \ N ) —dyt2ds WA ) gy 7T

d1>0,
d22—d1,
d3>0

(10.132)
with semi-classical data

.Fl"(t 6) =C156 6761t17(65+2€6)t2766t3 + Ca56 6762t17(65+2€6)t2766t3
? 39y 39y
+ 134 efe1t1*(*51+€3)t2*(51+2€3+€4)t3 + o34 e*EQtl*(*€2+€3)t27(62+2€3+€4)t3 (10133)

761t17(7€1+€3)t2766t3 762t17(762+63)t2766t3

+ci36€ + co36€

The instanton sum in eq. (10.132)) contains only positive powers of z1, z3 but also negative
powers of z. This is consistent with the choice of chamber for the Kéhler moduli ¢! > #2.
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After a change of coordinates in the Kéhler cone given by the unimodular matrix

1 -1 0
0 1 0|eSLB,27) (10.134)
0 0 1

we can bring back the instanton sum to the standard cone di,ds,d3 > 0. This choice of
Kéhler coordinates corresponds to the choice of transformed charge matrix
110 -1 -1 0
=10 01 -2 1 0 (10.135)
000 1 =21

and the chamber is mapped to the region t!,¢2,t3 > 0, where we use the same symbols for
the new coordinates on the transformed Kihler cone. This geometry corresponds to two P?
connected by a P! in one of the phases related by a flop transition as described in ref. [11].

The Givental I -operator is

o et ()4 (30 (30 (3 (), s (2
Xe = Z 1 2 3 —dy \ A —dy \NA S —dy \ A Jdi42dy—ds \ A Jdi—da+2d3 \ A/ —ds

d1>0,
d2207
ds3>0
(%)
A
— _ dy d2 _ ds d1+2dg—dg
=1+ > (—z) M2 (—2s) D1\ (. D2\ (,_Ds\ (,.Ds 1-Ds
d14+2d2—d3>0, A d T d A A dq +do—2d- R d:
d1—da+2d3<0 1 1 da —dy+dy—2dg 3

D

v)
_ dl o d2 d3 ( dj —do+2dg
+ Z (—21)" (—22) ™23 (1_&) (1_732 (1_D3) (1_&> <1_&)
d1+2d2—d3<0, A dy dq ds A —dj —2dg+d3 A ds

d] 7d2+2d3 >0
( 4) + — ( 5) —do+
A d1+2dg—dg A dy—dog+2d3

, (10.136
NG NG N )M

where all instanton operators are proportional to at least one of the two compact divisor

operators Dy, D5 except for P = 1, hence the only singular contribution to the disk
function comes from the semi-classical part Fr.

+ D A () ()
d1+2ds—d3>0, (
d1—do+2d3>0

If we define the functions
(ijk) . __ o N\d1da( . \ds i I'(dy+2do—d3)
L™= Z (—21)"25*(—23) 05,04 adar (D)2 T(dat ) T (—dy +da—2d3 1 1) D(dz 1)
d1+2d2—d3>0,
d1—d2+2d3<0
(ijk) . _ o Ndi(_ . \de d3 i ['(dy —dz+2ds)
Ly = Z (—21) " (—22)%25° 05,04 adar (D)2 T(dat 1) T (—di —2datd3 + 1) D(dz 1) °
d1+2d2—d3<0,
di1—do+2d3>0
(i7k) . __ di( da ds k T(d1+2da—d3) T'(d1—d2a+2d3)
Ly = Z 24t (—22) % (—23) 8dlaglzad3 T(di+1)2 T (da+1) D(d311)
d142d2—d3>0,
di1—do+2d3>0

(10.137)
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and L, = L°% we can write the solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations as

II(pt) =1,

I(CY) =log 2 + Ly + Ly = log 7, ,

I1(C?) =log 2y + 2L, — Ly = log 2 ,

I(C?) =log 23 — Ly + 2Ly = log %3 ,

TI(Dy) =1 log? 2, + log 2, log Zp — 4L + Ly Ly + 112 + 20" — L§"% 430" — Ly |
TI(Ds) =1 log? 25 + log 2, log 25 + S L% + Ly Ly — 412 + 205" — L1 4305 — Ly,

(10.138)
where C* € Ho(Xy) are such that [n. ¢p = 0ff and Dy, D5 € Hy(Xy) are the compact divisors.
Matching with eq. (9.16) we can read the GV invariants ng, 4, 4, and we obtain the same
result as ref. [11, Table 6].

The additional solution to the non-equivariant modified PF equations is

Mg (Xy) = —3 (log %1 log? 2, + log 2 log 2, log 25 + log Z; log? 23)
+ 3 (log2 %, log Z5 + log 2, log? 23)
+{L} = LiLy + L3 + Ly — L™ — 1§V} log 2
+ {303 — LY — L og 2, + {213 — L™ — L§™ } log 75
+ {L§L2+L1Lg S(L3+ L3) + (I + L) (3 — Ls)
b Ly 200 — [0 | g P10 oy pop(00)  p(100) | gy 00 _ p o
B %L§020) B %Lgooz) (o _ pgon L(lOO)} (10139

which corresponds to

(=N’ lim F2, = Theg(Xe) — 257 TI(C?) — 2571(C)

reg
+ 4 (8a® =326 + 60 — 3 — 6af + 85° + 65°) (I(C") — TL(C?) — (C¥))”

+ 22 (a + ) (I(C") = TN(C?) = TI(C?)) , (10.140)

where the combination I1(C") — TI(C?) — II(C?) is in the kernel of the operators Dy, Ds,

as differential operators in the mirror variables ¢*. Here «, 3 are arbitrary numbers that
parametrize the choice of left-inverse RJ,

[ a —a—-2/3 —a—-1/3
R—<ﬁ 513 —6—2/3> . (10.141)
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The K-theoretic uplift of the disk function is

T =, éfiﬁl”ffﬁi,
w " wZ‘_T;w?’_ " - (10.142)
(115 @)oo (G2101; 9) o0 (G3W1W25 )00 (qaw1 w5 W33 4)oo (G5W2w5 ™3 ) o0 (G6W3: q) o
satisfying the quantum K-theory relations
(1= A1 =Ag) =" (1= A1 = A5)] Z°(T.q:0) = 0.
(10.143)

(1 A8)(1 - Ag) = g™ (1= A1 - A,

Ay) )| Z2°(T, ¢; )
(1= A3)(1 = A5) —q™* (1 = A)(1 — qA)] Z°(T, ¢;9) =0 ,
) )| Z2°(T, ¢;q) =
(1= A1 = A6) =™ (1= A5)(1 — q25)] Z2P(T. g59) =

o?

The K-theoretic I-function operator

e 1 2 3

IF, = Y gl TETHET (A ) gy (Ao q)—ay (A3 ) —ay—dy X
d1 >0,
do>—d1,
d3>0

X (A4 q)3dy+2ds—ds (D55 9) —dy+2ds (D65 q)—dy »  (10.144)

creates a solution to PF equations when acting on semi-classical data

1 1 2 3
Zr (T, q) = + 5601 Qo qu e + o560 G5 qu o
+ c134q1T T2+T3qT2“T ¢+ eygaqh T IR T (10.145)

-T2 T2 T -T2 T2 T3
+ 136 Ch q3 q6 + 23642 43 Qg

10.6 Local F)

We consider the toric quotient Xy = Kp, corresponding to the canonical bundle of the
Hirzebruch surface Fy. This local CY geometry is defined by the charge matrix

11 -2 0 0
Q_<O 0 1 o 1) (10.146)

and chamber t!,#2 > 0. The total space of the line bundle has one compact toric divisor D,
corresponding to the base Fj.

The disk function is defined by the integral

- A1 ddy 4114 g,2 n (e e e— e ¢
FD _ \-5 o (217“) 2 (brt'+o tQF( 1J;¢>1> F( 2J;¢>1> F( 3 2<;)5\1+¢>2) F( 4 /\2¢2) F( 5(+)\1¢;>147>
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with classical poles in the set
JK ={(1,3),(1,5),(2,3),(2,5)} (10.148)
and quantum poles at the values of (¢1, ¢2) equal to
(—€1 — k1, —€3 — 21 — 2ky — ko)
(—€g — ky, —€3 — 2e9 — 2k — ko) ,

(_61 — ki, —e5 — k2) )
(—62 - k‘1, —€5 — k‘2) .

(10.149)

The equivariant cohomology ring is given by the quotient of C[¢1, ¢a, €1, ..., €5] by the ideal
]SR = <$1[L‘2,I31’5> . (10150)
The equivariant PF operators are then defined as

E??,O) = Dl DQ —ei)\tl ()\ + Dg) Dg y

5?8‘71) = D3 D; _e—At2()\ +D,) Dy . (0151
The I -operator is
Ix, :dl%zo 242 <%)—d1 <%)—d1 (%>2d1—d2 (%)2@ (%>—d2
=1+ i P (%Ldl
di=1 (1 - %)dl ( B %)dl
(74)2(12 (10.152)

di da

+ 21z
2 A 1D _ D 1_&) (1_&>
2d1- G20 A Jdy A Jdy A/ —2dy +dy A dy

d2>0
A dl d2 A d2

+ Z Zih(_ZQ)dQ D D D )
(1-%), (1-%), 0-%),

A A By

All instanton operators are proportional to the compact divisor operator Dy, except for those
of the form P, o. These span the singular cone of the disk function, which is non-trivial in
this example. It follows that infinitely many terms in the partition function are singular in
the non-equivariant limit and a regularization is necessary to get a cubic PF solution.

The regular solutions to the PF equations are in correspondence with the four generators
of the homology lattice and in the non-equivariant limit can be written as

II(pt) =1,

I(C) =log 2, +2G =log 7 ,

I1(C?) = log 2o — G+ 2H, = log 2, ,

TI(D,) = log % log % + log® %, — 2(2H? — H' — 2H{VY |

(10.153)
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where we define the functions

o T(2d;)

GO = Y 2t L (10.154)
dlzl P D(dy + 1)2
B(z) pp— dygi T \=Y%1)(0) 2 101
4122121 3dlr(d1+1)2¢ ( 1) (0 55)
(@) di da 5 A ['(2dy)
= 422" 00,0 10.156
1 zd;dzgo L2 T BT (g + 1)2T(=2dy + dy + 1) T(dy + 1) ( )
d2>0
ii i D(2dy — dg) T'(2ds)
1y = 4 (=2)"0,,0; (10.157)
i 2d1§d:2>0 ' WP (dy +1)20(dy + 1)
d2>0

and it is understood that where we do not write superscripts we mean that they are all zero.
The quadratic solution corresponding to the compact divisor D, then satisfies

lim(—\)*Ix, Dy Fr = II(Dy) + Z-I(pt) . (10.158)

e—0

Using the regularization scheme in section |8 with

R=(a -1/2) (10.159)
we can compute the regularized disk function
(=\)3 11_{% ]—"rfg = —% log %, log? Z, — %log3 Zy — %2 log 2,

+log 2 ((3G — H1)? + Hy — H™) +log % (2H} — H{"" — 2H"")
— 163 4 G?H, - 3H} — GH{") —2GH, - =
+ 4 H 425, H + 2 H, — B — B + B 1 2(log 2, — 2G)

((4o(4a +3) + 3)G* — (4a(4a + 3) + 3)Glog 2 + a(4a + 3)log” 2 + 277) , (10.160)
which is a cubic solution to modified PF equations, obtained by operators

D1Dy;Dy—2z D3(D3s+)\) D
DyDiDs DD (D, 2 o161
The regularized cubic solution associated to the fundamental cycle of X; is

2
Hreg(Xt> = —i lOg 21 10g2 22 — %IOgS :7;2 + log 51 <_§B — %G —+ (%G — Hl) — H1(01) + HQ)

+log 7 (20} — H{" — 21" — 2(}18(1) — 1BG - 1G* + LG* - JG*H, + 31}

2

HQ(IO) -5 - 7T32H1> )

— 2l B + 1™ 4 1aH!" — HH? + LHM' + GH, — -
(10.162)

1
2
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and it differs from J—“};g by a lower-degree term proportional to the period IT1(C?) = log Zs
and also by a correction term ¢ that only depends on z; (and not z5). As lim, oDy = it

follows that § is in the kernel of the compact divisor operator, as in eq. (9.35)).
The GV invariants ng, 4, can be read by matching eq. (10.162) with eq. (9.34),

Z Ny ,do 1Og(21 22 )L12<21 22 ?) =
(d1,d2)#(0,0)

tl?

=log# ( 1G + (1G H1> Hf01)+H2>
+log 2 (2H7 — H'” — 2H{™)  (10.163)

or

ST naya Lig(2{1292) = 1B( —1BG - 1G°+ LG® — 1G°H, + 3 H;
(d1,d2)7#(0,0)
— 2 H" + 1g® y leu!” — HH" + 1Y + GH, - 1HY - TG - T,
(10.164)

which give the same results as those in ref. [11, Table 11], including n; o = —1/2. We should
remark, however, that from I1(D,) one can read all ng with dy # 0 and since D, is compact
these numbers are uniquely defined. The GV invariants ngq, ¢ instead only appear in the
expansion of Il (X;), which is regularization-dependent, hence they are not guaranteed
to be integers, as it is clear from the result n; o = —1/2. If we were to read ng, o from the
non-equivariant limit of Fgg instead, we would get different results (precisely because of the
correction term §). This signals that when instantons are singular then some of the GW
invariants (as computed from PF solutions) need regularization and no canonical choice exists.
The discussion can be easily generalized to the K-theoretic case and also there we observe
that the instantons of charges (dy,0) are singular in the ¢ — 1 limit.

10.7 Local A,
We consider the CY manifold corresponding to the charge matrix

11 -2 0 0 0
Q=00 1 -2 1 0 (10.165)
00 0 1 -21

with chamber t',#2 #3 > 0. By geometric engineering arguments this geometry corresponds
to a bd gauge theory with gauge group SU(3) and Chern-Simons level 3. This manifold has
two compact toric divisors D, and Ds. We define the disk function

— doi1dgados 4o piiv 2i.s
Dt e:\) = \"6 eP1t To2t°+s3t” P (eatdr ) P (e2tdn
F ( ) € ) QIK (271.1) ( A ) ( A )

T (53—2<§1+¢2) I <e4—2<§>\2+¢3) r (65+¢2/\—2¢3) T (#) (10166)
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with poles in (@1, ¢o, ¢3) located at (minus)

(€1 + k1, €3 + 2€1 + 2k1 + ko, €6 + k3)

(62 + ]{31,63 + 262 + 2/{?1 + /{32,66 + I{J3) y

(61 + k?172€1 + €3 + 21{?1 + k2,4€1 + 263 + €4+ 4]61 + 2]€2 + k?3) s (10 167)
(€2 + k1,269 + €3 + 2k + ko, 4€x + 2e5 + €4 + 4ky + 2ky + k3) '
(61 +k’1,€5+266+l€2+2k‘3,66+k3) 5

(

€a + k1, €5 + 2¢6 + ko + 2k3, €6 + k3) .
The equivariant cohomology ring is the quotient by the ideal
Isgr = (X179, X375, T3T6, T4Tg) - (10.168)
The quantum cohomology relations / equivariant PF operators are
Log =D1Ds—e ' (A +D3)Ds |

E?&LO) = Dg D5 —e_)\tQ <>\ —|— D4) D4 N

E(E((]l,l,l) _ D3 D6 _e—)\(t2+t3) D4 D5 7

L1 =DaDs—e (A +Ds) D5 ,

(10.169)
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from which we can derive the Givental I- -operator

j\X = 1 + i Zfl (%>2d1
t
dhr=1 <1 o %)dl (1 - %)dl

(%)
)
dy dy ds 2da—ds
+ 21729 (—2
D DI L (I (I (R Sy (T Ry (s 7y
Sdy—daS0 AJdy AJdy A —2di+ds A ) dy—2ds A ds
—d2+2d3<0
(%)
)
dy dz ,d3 —d2+2d3
+ 21 (—29)72
R (T B (I B () B (-0 B (R
Sdy—da<0 Ay Ady A ) —2dy+do A ) —2dy+d3 A ds
—dy+2d5>0

(&) (&)
A 2do—d3 A —do+2d3

1- %)dl ( - %)—2d1+d2 (1 N %)dg

(&) (&)
A J)2d1—ds \ A ) 2do—ds

+ D A ()P (o) 5
=
2do—d3>0 1

—do+42d3>0

+ D A(m)P(-a)® (

Dy D, Ds 1 Ds
22 1=%), 0=%), (0-%), ., 0-%)
2da—d3>0 dy dy do—2d3 ds
—da+2d3<0
(), (%)
di dz .d A J2di—dy \ A /) —dy+2d
S DR = 2ot
2dy —dy >0 (1—&) ( —@> (1—&) (1—%)
2dy—dy <0 A dy A dy A ) —2dy+ds A Jds
—dy+2d3>0

o

~|9

Dairitn 3ty (3)
2d1—d2 A 2do—d3 A —do+2d3

+ Y e (—z) (1 &) ( &> (1 %) . (10.170)
220 T T e U T g
—do+2d3>0
The instanton operators are regular except for those of the form
D3
_ d ( A >2d1
P(dl,0,0) - 211 (1 ~ &) < - &> (10171)
A dy A dy

which are not proportional to any of the compact divisor operators Dy, Ds. It follows that
the z; instantons are singular in the non-equivariant limit, similarly to the local F» case. All
other instanton operators either contain D, or D5 in the numerator and the corresponding
instanton contributions are regular.

Observe that for z; = 0 the I- -operator reduces to that of local F3, since the two charge
matrices are equal once we remove the last line from the one of local A,. Similarly, for z; = 0
the I- -operator reduces to that of the A, case, which corresponds to removing the first line of
the charge matrix.
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The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are

[I(pt) =1,
I(CY) =log 21 + 2M, = log
H(CQ) zlog Z9 — M() + 2M1 — M2 = log 22 s
I(C?) =log 23 — My + 2My = log 73 ,
T1(Dy) =(log 2, + log 3) log 2 — AM? + AM, My — M2 — 4Mj (10.172)
i 2]\41(100) i 4]\41(010) _ M2(100) _ 2]\42(010) :
I1(D5) =(log 2, + 2log Z, + 2log 23) log %3 + 2M? — 2M; My — 4M3 + 2Ms
- 1(100) _ 2M1(010) 4 2]\42(100) n 4]\42(010) i 6M2(001) 7
where we define the functions
0 r'(2d) L - T(2dy)
My:=S zh——22 RO .= N digh 227U 024, | 10.173
’ 2%11Wh+ﬂ2 221 “W%+4Pw (2h) ( )
(i5k) .__ dy do(_  \d3
M7 = Z 21282 (—23) @ x
2d1—d2<0
2do—d3>0
—d2+2d3<0
o I'(2d, — ds)
ot & ok . (10.174
X 00, 00,00, B G 1P T (—2dh + d + 1) T(ds — 245 + DT (ds 7 1) 01T
My = 3T (—20) 2400, 04,08,
2d1—d2<0
2ds—d3<0
—da+2d3>0
D(—dy + 2d
X (=d> + 2ds) . (10.175)
D(dy +1)2T(=2dy +do + 1) T'(=2dy + d3 + 1) ['(d3 + 1)
5 o ['(2dy — d3) ['(—dy + 2ds)
M(Uk) — Zdl — > do — dgaz a] 8k 7
3 Méi@ 1 (=22)% (=) DT (4 1)2T(—2dy 4+ do + 1) T(ds + 1)
2do—d3>0
—da+2d3>0
(10.176)
’ . T'(2d; — do) T(2dy — d3)
M(Uk) = Zdl — > do — dgaz a] 8k .
4 Méiw 1 (=22)%(=20)% 0, 04, BT (dy + 1)2T(dy — 2d3 + 1) D(ds + 1)
2do—d3>0
—da+2d3<0

(10.177)

The GV invariants ng, 4,4, can be read from II(Dy4) or II(Ds) if —2dy + d3 # 0 or
dy — 2ds # 0, respectively. If dy = d3 = 0, then ng, ¢ cannot be read from either of these
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regular solutions and a regularization for I1( X4, €) is needed. The regularized cubic solution
of the modified PF equations is

Hreg(Xt) = —% 10g 21 10g2 22 — % log 21 10g2 23 — % 1Og2 22 IOg 23 — % 10g 52 1Og2 23
— % log 21 log? %, log 3 — % log® 2, — % log® 2,
t+log 21 {~2(B + Mo — “48) — MMy + M} — My My + M + M + My — M — M{™}
+log 2 {2M} — 2M; My — 2M{™” — M{"* + 2M7 — 2M™ + 20}

+log 25 {3M3 — AM™Y — 200 — M
+ { — 2(BM — g M2 — 2MyB + LME — T M) + M2M; — 2MoM, + AMZ M,
— My M2 — AMy My + 2My My — S (M} + M3) + 22 (My + My) — MoM{*™
—|—M1 (4M1(010)+2M1(100) _2M2(010) —MQ(IOO))+M2 (4M2(010)+2M2(100) _2M1(010) _M1(100)+6M2(001))
B Ml(o20) _ Ml(no) . 2M2(002) _ 2M2(o11) _ M2g101) i 2M§010) X M?EIOO) + MLEIOO)} (10.178)

and by matching against eq. we can read all GV invariants and reproduce the results
of ref. [11, Table 4] (modulo some typos); we also get 1199 = —2/3 as observed in ref. |29,
Section 4.1.8]. The numbers affected by typos are ny 4, 4, = —2(dy — 1)d3 + do(dy — 1) for
ds > dy, as well as the bold entries in the tables

dy\ds 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
3 -6 -10 -12 -12 —-10 —-14 —18
di=2: 4 -32 =70 =96 -—-110 —-112 —126 —192 (10.179)
) —110 —-270 —416 -518 —576 —630 —784
da\d3 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
dy =3 4 -8 -14 -18 =20 -20 -—-18 -24 (10.180)
) —110 =270 —-416 —-518 —576 —630 —784

Since ng, 00 can only be read from Il,e.(X;), it is not surprising that the obtained GV
invariants are not all integer.

The regularized disk function F2, can be obtained from eq. (8.7) by using the left-inverse
matrix

a —2/3 —1/3
R:<ﬁ s _2/3> , (10.181)

where «, § parametrize the ambiguity in the choice regularization.

11 Examples without compact divisors

In this section we present three examples with empty HZ, (X¢) and non-empty Hg, (X;). The
elements of H (X;) are in one-to-one correspondence with compact double intersections of

non-compact toric divisors.

62



11.1 Resolved conifold
The resolved conifold X; = O(—1) @ O(—1) — P! is defined by the charge matrix

Q=11 -1 -1) (11.1)
and the chamber ¢ > 0. The equivariant symplectic volume is
d¢ ¥t
F(t,e) = % — , 11.2
)= fi i (e + D) + 0)(ea — O)(ea — 9) -2
where we take poles at ¢ = —e; and ¢ = —e;. We have the classical cohomology relation
DDy F(t,e) =0 (11.3)

so that the equivariant cohomology ring is

H3(Xy) = Clo, €1, €2, €3, €4) /(€1 + 0) (€2 + 0)) - (11.4)
The K-theoretic disk function is defined as

ZP(T, q;q) = —]{

QIK 2w (W5 q)oo(2W; §)oo(@3W 5 ) oo (@aW ™ q) oo

dw w™T

(11.5)

with two towers of poles at w = ¢;'q~? and w = g3 'q~? for d > 0. The quantum K-theory is
encoded in the difference equation

(1= A1 = Ag) — q"(1 = Ag)(1 = Ay)] Z°(T, g39) = 0 (11.6)

with solution
(As;9)a(Ag;9)a

A1 q)a(q A2 q)a

ZP(T,q;9) =" da(q Zr, (T, qq) (11.7)
d=0

where the function

Zr (T, q;q) = a1q{ + c2qz (11.8)
with
— 1
1 — _ )
(0 D)oo (92011 D)oo (3013 @)oo (9915 4) oo
1 (11.9)
Co = -
(@5 @)oo (@102 5 @)oo (43023 @)oo (92025 0) oo
satisfies the classical K-theory relation
(1= A)(1 = A)Zry(T,q:9) = 0 . (11.10)

The resolved conifold has no compact divisors, but the intersection of D3 and D, is the base
of the fibration P! that generates Ho(X}). It follows that the disk partition function satisfies
a generalization of the compact divisor equation, namely

(1—A3)(1—A)ZP(T,q;q) is analyticat ¢; =1 . (11.11)
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To see why this is the case, we rewrite

n3 )n4

1 2
a1 gy
(1—A3)(1—A)ZP(T,q;q (11.12)
’ ) EMEO (a9 )n (q7q> 4A3,4(Tz,ng,n4) (a5 9t (0: )2

with
A3 (T, n? n*) = {(nl,n2) € N? ‘ n'+n*=T+n+ n4} (11.13)

so that each term in the q expansion is finite and polynomial in the ¢;. Sending all the ¢; to 1
is therefore a well-defined limit.

The cohomological limit 7z — 0 is straightforward to compute. The disk function becomes

FPte) =Nt SR e T ()1 () 1 (52 1 (%52) (11.14)

satisfying the quantum cohomology relation
D1 Dy —e M D3 Dy | FP(t,6) =0 (11.15)

We can write the instanton expansion

Dt e N) Zz ( Fr(t, e M) (11.16)
with

e—Elt

Foltei) = ST (35) T (a9 1 () 4 €7D (a5 T (59) T (232 L (1117)

The instanton operators

P, — .d (%>d (%)d (11.18)
’ %>d (1 N %)d |

are proportional to the product D3 D,, which corresponds to the intersection of divisors
D3, D,. Since the intersection is compact, by proposition [7.8] the instanton corrections are
non-singular. Hence we can compute

lim []:D(t7 €N — Fr(t, € )\)} =

e—0

~[log 2 Lis(2) — 2Lis(2)] . (11.19)

The equivariant Givental I-function is

(11.20)

o0
_ Z oA+t
d=0 (
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and the solutions to the equivariant PF equations are
o0

4 €5—€;
M(p:) = 2% 3 2 z‘r[j:?’(]t)j =12, (11.21)
d=0 j=1 (1 N %)d

The regular periods that survive the non-equivariant limit are

[(pt) =1,

11.22
I(P') = log 2 , ( )

which correspond to the two generators of the homology lattice. The modified PF operator
Dl DQ Dg D4 —Z(Dg —f-)\) Dg(D4 —f-)\) D4 (1123)

admits the following quadratic and cubic solutions

e(D;) = —1log? 2z — Lix(2) , i=3,4,

I _ _ (11.24)
e (X¢) = §log” z 4 log z Lis(2) — 2 Lis(2) ,

corresponding to the non-compact cycles of X;. By compactness of D3 N Dy we have

lim(—\)Ix, Ds Dy Fr = II(PY) . (11.25)

e—0

Since there are no compact divisors, we cannot use eq. to read the GV invariants and
we cannot apply the regularization procedure to F”. What we can do in this case is restrict
to a non-compact divisor and regularize the restricted disk function. The non-compact divisor
has itself a compact divisor corresponding to the P!. Define

FP|p, = Ix, Dy Fr (11.26)
which is still singular but can be regularized via the procedure in section [§ namely
FR.®)|p, = FP(t)|p, — e FP(0)|p, , (11.27)
where we used the fact that D3 is a compact divisor inside of D4. This function is regular
lim (=) F, 0 ()| ps = Treg (D) (11.28)

and from eq. (9.16) we can read the GV invariants ng = d41. The same can be done upon
exchanging the divisors D3 and Djy.
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11.2 O(-1,-1)® O(-1,-1) over P! x P!

The charge matrix is
1100 -1 -1
QZ(O 011 1 —1> (11.29)

with the chamber defined by ¢!, ¢ > 0 and the disk function is

7= o o P (S5 T (5 (552 (452)

r (Es—qﬁ;—@) T (66—¢£—¢2) , (11‘30)
which is annihilated by the equivariant PF operators

DDy —2D5Dg ,

(11.31)
Dg D4 —2Z29 D5 D6 .

Similarly to the resolved conifold case, we have two non-compact divisors D5, Dg that intersect
to a compact four-cycle corresponding to the base P! x P!. The instanton operators are

(%), (3)
di _do AJdi4ds \ A Jdi+ds

P —
BRI, (-, (1-5), (1-B),

so that instanton corrections of degree (di,ds) # (0,0) are regular in the non-equivariant
limit. The non-equivariant I-operator expands as

(11.32)

lim Ix, =14+ Gz, 2) (00 + 62)2 + ... | (11.33)
€—>

where )
d ['(dy + da)

G(Zl’ 22) — Z Ziil 22 .
(d1,d2)£(0,0) D(dy +1)2T(dy + 1)2

Since there is no linear term in the expansion, it follows that the mirror map is trivial,

(11.34)

The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are

(11.36)

where C} and C, are the homology two-cycles corresponding to the two P's.

66



We can compute the following regular solution to the PF equations

lim(—\)*Ix, D5 Dg Fr = II(P' x P') + TTI(pt) (11.37)

e—0

from which we can read the GV invariants ng, 4,(P' x P') by using ([9.18)). It follows that

G(z1,22) = Y. naya (P x P') Lip(2252) (11.38)
(d17d2)¢(070)

and the ng, 4,(P' x P') match those in ref. [37, Section 3.3].

In this case there are no singular instantons and we can read all GV invariants from
the period IT(P* x P'). Similarly to the resolved conifold case, one could also compute a
regularized cubic solution and read the same GV invariants from that solution.

11.3 O(-1) ® O(-2) over P?

The charge matrix is

Q = (1 1 1 -1 —2) (11'39)
with the chamber defined by ¢ > 0 and the disk function is
o= f 39 () () T (539 T (550 T (552) (1

which is annihilated by the equivariant PF operator
Dl DQ Dg —ZD4 D5(D5 +)\) . (1141)

Similarly to the resolved conifold case, we have two non-compact divisors D,, D5 that intersect
to a compact four-cycle corresponding to the base P?. The instanton operators are

L E,
Py — (—2) S (11.42)
(1_T>d( _7>d( _T)d

so that instanton corrections are regular in the non-equivariant limit.

The non-equivariant I -operator expands as
lir%th —1+GR)P+..., (11.43)
e
where

G(z) = Ci(—z)dm =2Lip (3 (1-v1+42)) - Li} (3 (1 - VI+4z)) . (1144)

Since there is no linear term in the expansion, it follows that the mirror map is trivial,

F=2z. (11.45)
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The solutions to the non-equivariant PF equations are

II(pt) =1,
(P! = log 2, , (11.46)
II(P?) = Llog” 2 + G(z) .

We can compute the following regular solution to the PF equations

lim(—\)?Tx, Dy D5 Fr = I1(P?) + 2 T1(pt) (11.47)

e—0

from which we can read the GV invariants ng(P?) by using eq. (9.18)). It follows that
=2 Z ng(P?) Liy(2%) (11.48)

and the numbers ng(P?) match those in ref. [37, Section 3.2]. In this case too there are no
singular instantons and all GV invariants can be read from the period TI(P?).

12 Conclusions

In this work we study the disk partition function FP(t, ¢; \) and its K-theoretic generalization
ZP(T, q;q) for toric non-compact Kéhler manifolds. We concentrate on structural issues
related to the dependence of FP(t,¢;\) on equivariant parameters €’'s and the ability to
extract a non-equivariant answer. For non-compact manifolds the singularities in F2 (¢, e; \)
at ¢ = 0 are controlled by compact divisors (if Hcpt(Xt) is non-empty). The nature of
singularities depends on how compact divisors appear in the equivariant quantum cohomology
relations. Using the formalism of Givental’s equivariant I and J functions, we discuss the
nature of singularities in €’s, the possibility to extract a non-equivariant answer (as well as
the ambiguities involved), and its impact on the enumerative geometry of the corresponding
non-compact toric manifolds. We explain the relation between equivariant and modified PF
equations, which are a natural generalization of PF for non-compact manifolds. We perform
a similar analysis for the K-theoretic function ZP(T, ¢; q).

Physically, FP(t,¢; \) is a GLSM disk partition function with a space-filling brane (all
boundary conditions are Neumann) |30} |46, 27]. Our considerations on Givental’s equivariant
function, operators and the contours and formalism extend to a more general setup

A OEPVESSE S || d%z‘f’“t“HF(x")agg

QIK ;5 27l

_ A N%IKH XtHr(xl> )= Ix, - Far(te), (12.1)

27
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where a(z) is a periodic function in all its variables with period A. This object satisfies the
equivariant PF equation, and semiclassically it can be identified [30] with the central charge
of a brane B, with « being the Chern character of B

FP(t, e 0) :/ =P, ch(B) + O(e™) . (12.2)

Xt

For example, if we split the set {1,2,..., N} into two disjoint subsets that we denote Neu
(for Neumann directions) and Dir (for Dirichlet), then we can define the periodic function

a(z) = ] (1 — ety (12.3)

1€Dir

The corresponding object

. " d a a Hz eu (5 i i

FP(t, e \) = )\_N(—Qﬁi)mlrl% 11 i e2a bl N ()‘2 ™2 jenir X (12.4)
QIK ;2 27 [ljepin I ( - 7])

is the GLSM disk partition function with mixed boundary conditions [27]. We use the identity
eq. (A.14) and the same contour QJK as before but, due to the property that the function in
eq. (12.3]) vanishes at some towers of poles, these disappear from the final answer.

All our considerations are applicable to these objects, and depending on the choice of
boundary conditions the result may (or may not) contain singular terms in €’s at e = 0. It’s
worth noting that, even when such objects are non-singular, for example for branes with a
compact support, they cannot be used to fix (regularization scheme dependent) ambiguities
in the GV numbers, as they are blind to such sectors. The semiclassical part of eq.
can be interpreted as an integral

fe TM im
/ et Lea M) e vnny | 03 (12.5)
M Leq(NM)

over the submanifold M = N;cpi. D;, where we denote by the same symbol w; — H, and its
pull-back to M, T'M stands for tangent bundle and N M for normal bundle of M in X;. This
is the equivariant extension of the curvature terms of the D-brane effective action [3], with
the [-class replaced by some square root of A. The story can be generalized to K-theory [48].

The disk partition function FP (&, ¢; \) is well-defined only when equivariant parameters
are turned on, and for non-compact spaces some non-canonical choices are always involved
when we try to extract the non-equivariant part of the answer. Since FP (¢, e; \) satisfies the
equivariant PF equation, we can think of it as a generalized period on the mirror [31]. We
think that equivariant parameters should be taken seriously and one needs to understand
their role in mirror symmetry. We hope to come back to these issues in the future.
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A Useful formulas

We collect useful formulas that we refer to in the main body of the paper.

The Gamma-class of a complex vector bundle F (whenever E is omitted, it is understood
that £ = T'X) is defined in terms of its Chern roots z; as the power series

NE) =TT (1+%)=1-1en ' +[(T+5)d - e A7
+[(CB) + ) e — (42 + 2 +22) ¢ — ((3)es] AP
+ [(% +v¢(3 )) c1e3 — (ﬁ + Z% +7C( )) cico
+ (24 + 722 + = ﬁ + 7C(?’)) - c4 + 36002} AP0, (A1)

where 7 is the Euler—-Mascheroni constant and the r.h.s. is expanded over a basis of Chern
classes ¢;. The equivariant version feq is obtained by replacing Chern roots with equivariant
Chern roots. (For £ = TX, it is thus a function of the equivariant curvature.) From the
expansion, it follows that for X = C'Y}

d_2:>/ = T(TX) /w—f/@,

d—3:>/ =TT X) /w— /w02 W e (A.2)

w wt 7.2
d= 4:>/ FTX 24/73—12/\2/120 Ag)/)(w03—m/)((c4—102)

with the caveat that equivariant versions should be used for non-compact X.

The Pochhammer symbol is defined as the function

I'(z+n)

n = A3
@)= 55 (A3)
for n € Z. 1t satisfies the following useful identities
n—1
[[z+7) ifn>0
=0
(2)n = if n=0 (A.4)

ifn<0

i (2 41)



and . (1)
(2)_p = C—n). = =2, (A.5)

The g-analog of the Pochhammer symbol is known as the g-Pochhammer symbol (w; q),.
For n € 7Z it is defined as

n—1
[I1-gw) ifn>0
i=0
(w;q), =<1 ifn=0 (A.6)
— if 0
EL 1 qw) if n <
and it satisfies the following identity
n(n—1)
1 (—qu')"q =
w;q)_p = = . AT
(i) (@ w; q)n (qu=t;9)n (&.7)

Then one can introduce the Jackson ¢g-Gamma function
oy o @@l — )™
q(2) == 2.
(9% 9) oo

which we regard as the g-analog of the Euler Gamma function. Similarly to eq. (A.1]) one
can use the g-Gamma function to define a g-Gamma-class in K-theory as

: (A.8)

i ; r —c 1
Lq(E) := Hrq (1 + %) = (g )" (1 — )~ H (aLiq). (A.9)
where L; = e~ are the K-theoretic Chern roots of £ and q = e "
The g-Gamma function satisfies the recurrence relation
1—¢7
g Fy(2) =T4(z+1), (A.10)
which is the g-analogue of the standard identity z['(z) = T'(z + 1).
The infinite g-Pochhammer satisfies the g-difference equation
1-— 1
(1-2) _ (A.11)
CH S CER I
as well as the g-binomial theorem
1 (0.9] n
P (A.12)




where we can write the coefficient as a sum over integer partitions p of length < n

= > g, (A.13)

Finally, we recall Euler’s reflection formula

omz (—2miz)e™
Fl1+2)T(1—-2)= Sn(rz) (1= 2 (A.14)
and its g-analogue
1—g°)(a: 9)%
D14+ 2) Tyl — 2) = . e(qZFq) ) (A.15)

' q)s is a theta function.

where 0(w; q) := (w; q)o(qu~
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