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Monopole contributions to refined Vafa—Witten invariants

TIES LAARAKKER

We study the monopole contribution to the refined Vafa—Witten invariant recently de-
fined by Maulik and Thomas (work in progress). We apply the results of Gholampour
and Thomas (to appear in Compos. Math.) to prove a universality result for the
generating series of contributions of Higgs pairs with 1-dimensional weight spaces.
For prime rank, these account for the entire monopole contribution by a theorem of
Thomas. We use toric computations to determine part of the generating series and
find agreement with the conjectures of Gottsche and Kool (Pure Appl. Math. Q. 14
(2018) 467-513) for ranks 2 and 3.
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2782 Ties Laarakker

1 Introduction

1.1 Vafa—Witten invariants

In [20], Yuuji Tanaka and Richard Thomas proposed a definition of an SU(r) Vafa—
Witten invariant [22]. Let (S, H) be a polarized smooth complex surface with canonical
bundle wg. A Higgs pair is a pair

(E,¢) with E € Coh(S) and ¢: £ — E Q wgs.

Choose a rank r, Chern classes ¢; and ¢, on S, and a line bundle M on S with
c1(M) = cy. Assume that r, ¢; and ¢, are chosen in such a way that stability and
semistability of Higgs pairs coincide (see Section 3). Let

Nitvre, ={(E.¢) |trg =0, 1k(E) =r, det E = M, c3(E) = ¢3}

be the moduli space of Gieseker stable trace-free Higgs pairs with fixed determinant.
In [20] a symmetric perfect obstruction theory on N FM.co is constructed. Its dual
complex is given by the cone

(.1 Rs€omy (E, E)O —=> R¥omy(E,EQwg)y—> T,

where (E, ¢) is a universal Higgs pair on A/ rJ‘M 0 X S and
T J\/]\,ICZXS—)J\/']\,“2

denotes the projection. The C*—action on N rJ"M’ 0’ which is given by scaling the Higgs
field, can be lifted to an equivariant structure on E'. It gives rise to a localized virtual
class, which is used to define the Vafa—Witten invariant by

1

1.2 VW S - e

(12 rene(S) A(N{-M Cz)(c*]vir e(NVI)
where NI is the virtual normal bundle to (J\/'rJ-M CZ)C* in /\/,J‘M ¢, and e(NVIn)
denotes its equivariant Euler class.

A Higgs pair (E, ¢) in the fixed locus (N . M CZ)C* can be equipped with a C*-action
and hence decomposes into weight spaces. We may assume the 0 is the highest
weight appearing in the decomposition. As explained in [20], the Higgs field acts with

weight —1. Hence we can write

E=@Eot’ and ¢=(¢1.....¢1): E > EQug Ot
i=0
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where the E; are torsion-free sheaves of rank r;, and ¢ decomposes into maps

¢it Ei1 > EiQus®t fori=1,... k.

We will write
— 1L Cc*
M(”O:msrk) - M(rO:“'ark)ycl sC2 - (Nr,M,cz)
for the open and closed locus of Higgs pairs with weight spaces of dimensions rq, . .., 7.
The locus

My = {(E.§) € Wipr,)S 16 =0}

is called the instanton branch; see Lothar Gottsche and Martijn Kool [10]. It is
isomorphic to the moduli space of torsion-free rank r sheaves, and its contribution to
the Vafa—Witten invariant is the (localized) virtual Euler characteristic (up to a sign).
Its complement in the C*—fixed locus is called the monopole branch. In this paper,
we will discuss the contribution of the locus Mr = M(...;) of Higgs pairs with
l-dimensional weight spaces to the monopole branch. As an application of work of
Gholampour and Thomas [7], we will describe the structure of the generating series of
the contributions of M r to the Vafa—Witten invariant and compute them in some cases.

Maulik and Thomas (work in progress; see also [21]) define a refined version of the
Vafa—Witten invariant. It is a rational function in ,/y, rather than a rational number. It
specializes to the unrefined invariant at y = 1. The instanton contribution to the refined
Vafa—Witten invariant is given, up to a sign and a power of y, by the x,—genus—see
Fantechi and Gottsche [3] — of the component M,y , which refines the virtual Euler
characteristic; see Gottsche and Kool [11]. We will discuss the contribution of M- to
the refined invariant.

1.2 Nested Hilbert schemes

Fix a rank r. For an r-tuple of nonnegative integers n = (ng,...,n,—1) and an
(r—1)—tuple B = (Bi,...,Br_1) of classes in H?(S,Z), let

sl — Hilb™ (S)

denote the Hilbert schemes of n; points on S, and let Hilbg, (S) be the Hilbert schemes
of curves on S with class ;. We will also write

Hilb%(S) — Slnol ...« glnr—1] Hilbg, (S) x --- x Hilbg (S).

Geometry € Topology, Volume 24 (2020)



2784 Ties Laarakker

The nested Hilbert scheme

(1.3) i Sg’] <> Hilbl}(S)

is defined as the incidence locus
Ho,....l,—1.Cr,....Coy | i1 (=C) C i }.

The nested Hilbert schemes are studied by Gholampour, Sheshmani and Yau in [5], in
which a perfect obstruction theory is constructed. Write Z [i] for the universal ideal
sheaf on S x S, and let

D; — Hilbg, (S) x S

be the universal curve with class ;. Finally, write

. ¢lnl [n]
w: S 5 X S-S 8
for the projection.

Theorem 1.4 [5] The nested Hilbert scheme Sé"] admits a perfect obstruction theory,
the dual of which is given by a cone on

r—1 r—1

(@ R A omy (T, I[”i])) — P RAom (21, 1) (Dy)),
i=0 0 =1

in which the left-hand side is the cocone of the trace map

r—1

P rAomy (21, 7]y - R, 0.

i=0
In [7], Gholampour and Thomas give another construction of the perfect obstruction
theory, using virtual resolutions of degeneracy loci of complexes. Moreover, they give
a formula for the induced virtual class in the ambient space (1.3). We will give the
statement in the following restricted setting.

Let S be a surface satisfying
H'(Os)=0 and pg(S)>0.
Fori =0,...,r—1,let Og(B;) be the line bundle with ¢{(Os(Bi)) = Bi, so that
Hilbg, (S) = |05 (B)| :=P(H*(Os(B:))).
We will write

F(Bi) = F® Os(Bi)
for any sheaf F on S.
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Theorem 1.5 [7, Theorem 5.6] After pushforward by i, the virtual class of S[[;’] is

given by

r—1
i[Sg" = [ ] e(RmuOs(Br) = RAom (2711, ) (8:)))

i=1

n [S["o] X oo X S[”’—l]] X SW(B1) x---xSW(B,_1)
€ Ay, (HID(S)),
in which

SW(Bi) € 4o(|0s(Bi)) = Z

is the Seiberg—Witten invariant of f;, considered as a 0—cycle.

Remark 1.6 We write
e(RmOg(Bi) — RAomy (T~ TV (8,)))

for the (n;_;4n;)™ Chern class of the K—theory class in the brackets, which behaves
in some sense like a rank n,_;+n; vector bundle. For example, by the generalized
Carlsson—Okounkov vanishing — see Gholampour and Thomas [6] —its Chern classes
vanish beyond its rank.

Remark 1.7 For the definition and some basic properties of Seiberg—Witten classes
of algebraic surfaces with H'(S) = 0 and pg > 0, we refer the reader to Mochizuki
[18, Section 6.3.1] or Gholampour, Sheshmani and Yau [4, Section 4].

Remark 1.8 It is Theorem 1.5 that allows us to compute the M r contributions to
the Vafa—Witten invariant. A large part of our paper should be seen as an application
of the result by Gholampour and Thomas.

1.3 Results

The moduli space M- is a union of nested Hilbert schemes S}g"] [4; 20]. Moreover,
the C*-localized virtual class from [20] agrees with the virtual class from Theorem 1.4.
It follows that the contribution of each component M- to the Vafa—Witten invariant
is topological [7]. The observation that the generating series of these contributions is
multiplicative — see Gottsche [9] — leads to the following result.

Notation 1.9 We will write
ler,c‘l ,C2 (S7 y)
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2786 Ties Laarakker

for the contribution of M{r = Mjr ¢, ., to the refined Vafa—Witten invariant of Maulik
and Thomas (work in progress) and
q(l—r)/(2r)clz

Sy VWir S, €2
#Hz(S,Z)[V] Z 1 ,Cl,cz( y)q

Cr€EZ

Z.S',r,cl (q’ y) =

for the generating series of such contributions. Here
H?*(S,Z)[r]:=ker(H*(S,Z) - H*(S,Z))
denotes the r—torsion subgroup of H?(S,Z).

Theorem A Fix arank r > 1. There are universal Laurent series

A.B.Cij e Q(M(q"®7) for1<i<j<r-—1,

depending only on r , such that for any surface S with H'(Og) = 0 and pg(S) > 0
and any class ¢; € H*(S,Z) such that semistability of Higgs pairs implies stability for
all ¢, , we have

2 _ igi

(110)  Zs,o (q.y) = 42O BES N swph) . swprH [ /P
B i<j

where the sum is taken over tuples B = (B,.... 8"~ e (H*(S,Z))" ! with

= Ziﬁi mod rH?(S,Z).

1

Remark 1.11 The condition H'(Og) = 0 in Theorem A is superfluous. However, for
expository reasons, we will work with this condition throughout the paper. Moreover,
(1.10) can be shown to hold for all ¢c; when we extend the definition of the left-hand side
to the semistable case. This will be subject of future work.

Remark 1.12 For odd rank r, the Laurent series have coefficients in Q(y), rather
than in Q(,/y) (see Proposition 8.4).

The following corollary is implicitly in the statement of Theorem A.

Corollary 1.13 Fix arank r, and let S be a surface with H'(Og) =0 and pg(S) > 0.
Let c; be a Chern class for which semistability implies stability for all c;. Then
7. r. (g, y) is independent of the choice of a polarization of the surface S.

We will define the Laurent series in the theorem explicitly in terms of tautological
integrals over products of Hilbert schemes of points on the surface S (see Sections 5,
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7 and 8). Although for surfaces with deg(Kg) <0, the locus M- is empty by stability,
the Hilbert schemes and the integrals are still defined. We will prove universality of
these integrals for all surfaces (Proposition 7.6). As usual [9], the coefficients of the
power series can be determined by evaluating these integrals on P2 and P! x P!,
where we have access to toric methods, as we explain in Section 9.

1.4 Gottsche—Kool conjectures

In [10], Gottsche and Kool conjecture a formula for the generating series of the x,—
genus of the instanton branch for ranks 2 and 3. Moreover they conjecture, motivated
by S—duality [22], that the generating series of refined Vafa—Witten invariants has
modular properties that relate the contributions of the instanton branch to those of the
monopole branch. Using this, they give a conjectural formula for the contribution of
the monopole branch to refined Vafa—Witten invariants of ranks 2 and 3. For rank 2,
their conjectures refine the predictions in the physics literature [22].

The formulas of [10] that predict the monopole contributions to the Vafa—Witten
invariants in ranks 2 and 3 have precisely the structure of the generating series (1.10)
of the M contributions. This suggests that M- accounts for the entire monopole
contribution.

Conjecture 1.14 For S and ¢y as in Theorem A and r prime, we have

nopole — V\/ 2
VWH’NC)I ,cpz (S, y) V 17,c1,c (‘S » J )
for al] Co € Z

The conjecture has now been proved by Thomas in [21].
Theorem 1.15 (Thomas) Conjecture 1.14 holds.

It follows that Theorems A and 1.15 prove the structure of [10, Conjecture 1.5],
generalized to arbitrary prime rank. The rank 2 and 3 conjectures of [10] give the
universal series appearing in the formula explicitly in terms of functions

P-2,1(x. ), A(x), O4y,11,0)(x,y). n(x), O2(x,p), O3(x,y) and Wi(x,y),

which we give in Appendix A. The following conjectures imply [10, Remark 1.7 and
Conjecture 1.5].

Notation 1.16 To emphasize the dependency on r, we will write AY BW) . for
the series appearing in Theorem A.

Geometry € Topology, Volume 24 (2020)
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Conjecture 1.17 For rank 2, the universal series appearing in Theorem A, and defined
in Section 8, are given by

1 1
yi—yT2 ii(g)? —63(q.y)
AP (y) = . BO@)= . Py =
¢_2.1(g% y2)2 A(g?)2 03(q. ) 02(q. )
Conjecture 1.18 For rank 3, we have
1 _1 ~ 1
A0 () = y2 ) i B9 = (q)* W—(qlz,y),
d-2,1(q3, ¥3)2 A(g3)2 Ou4,,1,0042,)
1 1 1
CP) =Wilgz. »W-(qz.y). cPm=cPr)=—7F—.
W_(qz,y)

1.5 Toric computations

As remarked before, the universality result of Proposition 7.6 allows us to determine the
first few terms of the power series of Theorem A by toric computations. I implemented
the Atiyah-Bott localization formula for the surfaces P2 and P! x P! in Sage [19]
and found agreement with Conjectures 1.17 and 1.18.

Define multiplicative subgroups

Uy = 1+4" Q) lal < QU 2)(g" )"

for all », N > 1, and consider series
P=qu/(2r)(1+PIQ+p2q2_|_...) and P/=C/qz//(2r)(1+p/1q+P/2q2+-“)

with ¢, ¢’ € Q(/¥)*, pi. p; € Q(/¥) and z,z" € Z. The Laurent series appearing in
Theorem A and Conjectures 1.17 and 1.18 are all of this form. Then we have

P=P modU"

N1 (e P'Ple U]E/rq)Ll)

if and only if
c=c¢, z=7 and p1=p/1,...,pN=p§\,.

Theorem B Let S be a surface with H'(Og) = 0 and pg(S) > 0. The rank 2
conjectures of [10] correctly predict the first 15 terms of the universal series of

Theorem A. The rank 3 conjectures correctly predict the first 11 terms. In other

words, the equations of Conjecture 1.17 hold modulo U 1(?’

Conjecture 1.18 hold modulo U

and the equations of
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1.6 K3 surfaces

Let S be a K3 surface. Then 0 € H?(S,Z) is the only Seiberg—Witten basic class
of S, and for ¢; = 0, Equation (1.10) becomes

“Zs ro(g, y) = (A7)2.

Note that in our setting, the left-hand side has not been defined for r > 1, due to the
existence of strictly semistable sheaves. Hence we cannot apply Theorem A directly
to determine the power series A") We can, however, evaluate on S the tautological
integrals that are used to define the universal series AT | This leads to the following
result, which we prove in Section 10.

Theorem C We have
y% —y_%
1~ 1
¢—2,1(q",y")2 A(g")?2

(1.19) AV (y) =

foranyr > 1.

Remark 1.20 Refined Vafa—Witten invariants of K3 surfaces have been computed
in [21]. In [15], we will extend Theorem A to the semistable case, so Theorem C will
follow also from the results of [21].

1.7 A special case

Let S be a surface with H!(Og) =0 and pg(S) > 0, and assume the Picard group
Pic(S) =Z-[C]

of S is generated by a smooth very ample canonical curve C € |Kg|. Let ¢; = K. For
rank 3, only 8 = (Kg, 0) contributes to the right-hand side of (1.10) (see Lemma 11.1).
In rank 2, and in a slightly more general setting [20], the only contribution is given
by B = (Kg). By Theorem A, we have

(1.21) Zsrks(q,y) = (AP ())*X©) (B (1) D (1)) Ks

for r =2, 3. Here we have used the equation
(1.22) SW(Ks) = (~=1)XO9),

by eg Mochizuki [18, Proposition 6.3.4]. In this setting, our computations are slightly
faster, and we find the following result.

Geometry € Topology, Volume 24 (2020)
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Theorem B’ Let S be a surface with H'(Og) = 0 and pg(S) > 0, and assume that
the Picard group of S is generated by a smooth very ample canonical curve. Then

_(y% _y_%) )X(OS)(_'ﬁ(q)Z )K%
$—2.1(q% 1?2 A(g?)? 02(q.y)

L1 (©s) ~ 3 K32
—(y2—y72) XS (q) s
ZS’::,’KS(q,y)E( T — mod Ul(i)'
$—2,1(¢°.y°)2A(g°)? O4,.(1,00(q2,))

mod U 1(2?’

ZS,Z,KS (q’y) = (

For S a surface as in Theorem B’ and rank r = 2, the moduli space M2 g ., is
smooth for ¢; < 3. In [20] and [21], this is used to compute the Vafa—Witten invariant
by direct intersection-theoretic calculations. The rank 2 equation of Theorem B’ is
proved modulo U3(2) in [21]. In [20], it is proved modulo U, 4(2) in the unrefined case.

For rank 3, the moduli space M3 g ., is smooth if and only if ¢, <2 (see Proposition
11.2). This allows us to compute the Vafa—Witten invariants by the methods of [20]
and [21]. As a result, we obtain an alternative proof by direct calculations, discussed
in Section 11, for the rank 3 equation of Theorem B’, modulo U3(3).

Acknowledgements I thank Martijn Kool and Richard Thomas for sharing early drafts
of their papers [10] and [7] with Lothar Gottsche and Amin Gholampour respectively. I
thank Amin Gholampour, Richard Thomas, and especially my PhD supervisor Martijn
Kool for many useful discussions and suggestions.

This paper is partially based on work that was done at MSRI in Berkeley, CA, during
the Spring 2018 semester.

2 The moduli space

Let S be a smooth projective surface with H!(Og) =0, and fix arank r. As mentioned
in the introduction, the locus M- of Higgs pairs with 1-dimensional weight spaces is
a union of nested Hilbert schemes. In this section, we will introduce some notation
and describe universal Higgs pairs over the components.

Write s :=r —1 andlet L = (L, ..., Ls) be an r—tuple of line bundles on S.

Notation 2.1 Define classes

Bi=ci(Li® L, ®ws) € HX(S.Z)
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fori =1,...,s, and write

B=BL)=(B1,....Bs).
We will also write
B’ =Ks—Bi
fori =1,...,s and an s—tuple B = (By....,Bs) € (H*(S,Z))*. In particular, when
B = B(L), we have
B =ci(Li1 ®L))

fori=1,...,s.
Remark 2.2 We will use the convention
si=r—1
throughout the paper. Furthermore, L will always denote an (s+1)-tuple of line
bundles on S, and B an s—tuple of classes in H>(S,Z).

Consider the product of complete linear systems

Hilbg(S) = Hilbg, (S) x -+ x Hilbg, (S) = |05 (B1)] x -+ x |05 (Bs)].

and write
105 (Bi) x S 21— Hilbg(S) x S —1— §
I
Hilbg(S)
for the projections, where i =1,...,s. We will write Op, (1) for the canonical line

bundle on |Og(6i)|.

Define the following line bundles on Hilbg(S) x S
Lo := Ly,
Ly:=L;Qpr;0g (1),

Ly:=Ly®priog (1) ®---@prfOg,(1).

The tautological sections

OlosBixs = Op; (1) K Os(Bi)
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induce maps
¢rii Lio1 — Li® G ws

fori=1,...,s.

Let t be an equivariant parameter for the trivial C*—action on a point. Define the
locally free sheaf

Ep:=(Lo@t) @ @ (L; @)
The maps ¢.,; define a C*—equivariant Higgs field

bc=(bras-- ¢rs) Ec > EL®@q 05 ®t.

Now choose nonnegative integers n = (ng, ..., ng) and write
Hilbg(S) = S10) x ... x St x Hilbg (S),

as in the introduction. Let Zi] denote the universal ideal sheaf on S x S. Define
the following sheaf on Hilbg (S) x S, suppressing obvious pullbacks:

[n] . _ [n0] o (O . [15] o —S

E; =Ly @IM )@ B (L; T @t77).

The nested Hilbert scheme is by definition the maximal subscheme

i S},"] <> Hilb/}(S)

over which ¢, restricts to a Higgs field
o B L M @ wg ot
ie there exist (necessarily unique) dotted arrows completing the diagram

br.i
L4 — Li®q*ws

L

L

bri .
Ly @Ti—1] 7% S ,C,'®I[”’]®q*a)s
of sheaves on S[[gn] xS (where we suppress obvious pullbacks), defining the Higgs

field ¢[£n] , and the subscheme Sl[gn] c Hilb’é(S ) is maximal with this property.
Remark 2.3 Throughout the paper, the letter n is reserved for (s+1)—tuples of

nonnegative integers, and Hilb'é (S) will always denote a product of Hilbert schemes
as above.
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Proposition 2.4 [4; 20] The scheme M r is a disjoint union of components that are
uniquely represented by a triple

as constructed above.

By Proposition 2.4, M- consists of components that are naturally indexed by tuples
L=(Lg,...,Lg)and n= (ng,...,ns).

Definition 2.5 We denote a component of M represented by a triple (S;[Sn]’ E Eﬂ, ¢>[En])
by MU,

Obviously, not every pair (L, n) corresponds to a component of M. The nested
Hilbert scheme might be empty, or the Higgs pairs in the family (£ [ﬁn], ¢[L”]) might be
unstable. The other restriction is the Chern data of the Higgs pairs. We will address
stability in Section 3. We finish this section with a lemma regarding the second issue.

Lemma 2.6 The total Chern class (in cohomology) of any fibre E of E[Ln] over S g']

is given by

¢(Ey=1l+ci+nl-pt+ Y ec(Li)er(L))

0<i<j=<s
u S
_ - pi 2
—1+(S+1)C1(Ls)+l;lﬂ lnlpt 5 e
is+1—7j) . . i(s+1—i), i,
-y BT lgipi o S DT T iy,
1<i<j=<s s+1 1<i<s 2(S+1)

where
ci=ci1(Lo)+---+ci1(Ls) and |n|=no+--+ns,

and pt denotes the Poincaré dual of the homology class of a point.
Proof This is a straightforward computation. For the second equation, note that

(s+Der(L) =)y —kp*+ Y (s+1-k)p* +c

k=1 k=i+1
for i =0,...,s. Substituting this into
Y. allpea(l))
0<i<j=<s

and interchanging sums gives the result. |
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3 Stability

By Proposition 2.4, M- consists of components that are isomorphic to nested Hilbert

schemes S ;[3n] , with

B=(1,...,Bs) and n=(ng,...,ng)

tuples of divisor classes on S and integers, respectively. The Hilbert scheme is empty
if and only if one of the B; is not effective, or §; = 0 and n;_; < n; for some i.
Obviously, the virtual class of the nested Hilbert scheme vanishes in this case.

We will give dual conditions on § and n which hold whenever the Higgs pairs
parametrized by Sg’] are Gieseker unstable and which in turn imply the vanishing of
the virtual class. We recall the definition of stability of Higgs pairs.

Definition 3.1 Let H be a polarization of the surface S. A Higgs pair (E, ¢) is called
slope stable (resp. slope semistable) if
deg(F) _ deg(E) deg(F) _ deg(E)
< resp. =
rk(F) rk(E) rk(F) rk(E)
for every ¢—invariant subsheaf 0 # F C E with tk(F) <rk(E). It is called Gieseker
stable (resp. Gieseker semistable) if we have inequalities of polynomials in m

X(F(mH))<X(E(mH)) (res X(F(mH))<X(E(mH)))
rk(F) tk(E) " rk(F) T 1k(E)

for every proper ¢—invariant subsheaf 0 # F € E. By “(semi)stable”, we will always
mean Gieseker (semi)stable.

Let E=Eq®---® E; be a sum of torsion-free rank 1 sheaves, equipped with a Higgs
field

¢ =(p1,...,¢5): E—> EQug
given by homomorphisms
¢i: Ei 1> EiQwg fori=1,...,s.

Note that all Higgs pairs in M- are of this form.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that (E, ¢) is indecomposable, ie ¢; #0 fori =1,...,s, and
assume that
deg(E;—1) > deg(E;) fori=1,...,s.
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Then the pair (E, ¢) is slope semistable. It is slope stable unless

deg(Eg) = --- =deg(Ey).
Proof Let F C E be a ¢—invariant Higgs field. Let j be maximal, such that
3.3 FCE;j®---® Ejs.

I claim that F has rank s 4+ 1 — j. It follows that if F' is a destabilizing subsheaf, so
isEj@®---®Ejs.
In order to prove the claim, consider the filtration
F=F'>...o F /5 STl =9
of F given by
F' =K' ®¢° (F).
Then
F'CEj4i® - ®E;s

fori =0,...,s+1— /. Note that for i =0,...,s5— j, by injectivity of ¢;4;---$j11
and by the choice of j, the composition

FiCEj+i69--'69Es—>Ej+i

is nonzero, and hence its image has rank 1, since E;; is torsion-free. On the other
hand, its kernel contains Ft1. It follows that we have

tk F>tk F1 > .. >tk F¥H177 =0
and hence rtk(F) = s 4+ 1 — j by (3.3), proving the claim.
It follows that (E, ¢) is slope semistable if and only if
Zf=j deg(E;) - Z?:O deg(E;)  deg(E)

s+1—j = s+1 — rk(E)
for j =0,...,s. This clearly holds when deg(E;) < deg(FE;—1) forall i. Finally note
that (£, ¢) is slope stable if one of the inequalities is strict. |

The hypothesis of Lemma 3.2 certainly holds when c¢; (E;—1) — c1(E;) is effective for
each i. In this case, the condition

deg(Eo) = --- = deg(Es)
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implies that
c1(Eo) == c1(Ey).

Although such a Higgs pair is not slope stable, it might still be Gieseker (semi)stable.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that (E, ¢) is indecomposable, and assume that
c1(Eg) =--=c1(Es) and c3(Eo) =--- = c2(Ey).
Then the pair (E, ¢) is Gieseker semistable. It is Gieseker stable unless

c2(Eg) =+ = ca(Ey).

Proof The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.2. Simply note that by Grothendieck—
Riemann—Roch, the hypothesis implies

X(Ei—1(m)) = x(Ei(m))

fori =1,...,s, with equality whenever n;_; =n;. a

Now let S be a surface with pg(S) > 0 and H'(Og)=0. Let Ly, ..., Lg be line
bundles on S and let n = (ny, ..., ng) be nonnegative integers. Let § = (L) (and B;
and ,Bi fori =1,...,s) be given as in Notation 2.1, and consider the flat family of
Higgs pairs (Egﬂ, ¢[£"]) over the base Sl[gn] , as defined in Section 2.

In terms of 8 and n, Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4 tell us that whenever the family (EB'], ¢[En])
is not Gieseker semistable, there is an i € {1, ..., s} such that the divisor class I s
not effective or such that 8 '=0and n_; >n; (compare to the introduction of this
section!). As we will see in the following proposition, this suffices to show that we
have i *[‘S”ﬁ[,”]]Vir = 0 in this case (recall that we write i: Slg”] — Hilbﬁ (S)).

Proposition 3.5 Assume that
i[SE £ 0.

Then the family (E[ﬁnl, ¢r) of Higgs pairs is (Gieseker) semistable for any polarization
of S. It is stable unless Ly =---= Lg and ng = --- = ng.

Proof By Theorem 1.5, (1.22) and the hypothesis, we have
SW(B")---SW(B*) = (=1)* ¥ OISW(By) --- SW(B;) # 0.
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It follows that 87 > 0 for i =0, ..., s, by definition of the Seiberg—Witten class. By
Lemma 3.2, the fibres of (E[L”], ¢r) are slope stable, and hence Gieseker stable, unless
Ly=—---= Ls. Assume the latter. By Lemma 3.4, we need to show that n;_; < n;
for all ;. Assume that n;_; > n; for some i. Then the nested Hilbert scheme

i Slrini—il <y glnil o glni-1]
is empty, and we have by Serre duality and Theorem 1.5

(3.6) e(Rmxws — RAomy (T 1Ml @ () 6))
= (1)1 o(Ry,(Og) — R A omy (T, Tli-1l))
— (_l)ni—l+nii*[S[nt,nt—1]]Vir

=0.
By the assumption Lo = --- = Lg, we have in particular §; = Kg. It follows that
the expression of Theorem 1.5 has a factor as in (3.6). We find i,k[S'[[;’]]Vir = 0, which
contradicts the hypothesis. O

Recall from Proposition 2.4 that Mr ¢, ., is a union of Hilbert schemes Sgl]. We
will also write 7 for the morphism

it My ¢, — || HIbE(S)
B.n

which is given on each component of Mr ¢, ., by the inclusion

it ST — Hilby(S).

By the vanishing of Proposition 3.5, we can sum in the following proposition over all
pairs (L,n) or (B, n), rather than the ones that correspond to components of stable
Higgs pairs. In particular, the pushforward by i of the virtual class does not depend on
the polarization of the surface S.

Proposition 3.7 Let S be a surface with pg(S) > 0 and H'(Os) = 0. Fix r, ¢;
and ¢, such that Gieseker semistability of Higgs pairs implies Gieseker stability. Then

(8 Mg o] = Y ilSh 1
L,n

=Y iulSET ker(H2(S, 2) <5 HA(S. 2)).
B,n
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where the sums are taken over pairs (L, n) with

ci=) a(L) and e;=Inl+ Y ca(Le(l)),

i=1 0<i<j=<s

and, respectively, pairs (8,n) with

c1=) i’ mod(s+ 1)H*(S.Z),

i=1

i+ 1=J) i i(s+1—i) _;
ci - Z H—lﬂﬂJ—ZW(ﬁ)z-

1<i<j=<s 1<i<s

s
Cz—|n|+2(s+1)

Proof The c,—conditions on the pairs (L,n) and (8, n) appearing in the sums are
given by Lemma 2.6. Moreover, it is easy to see that for an s—tuple of curve classes f =
(Bi,...,Bs) € (H*(S,Z))", there is a tuple of vector bundles L = (L, ..., Ly) with

ci=) (L) and B=p(L)
i=1

if and only if

1 = Ziﬂi mod (s + 1) H?(S, Z).

i=1

Now assume that Sﬁ[,"] ~ Mg'] C Mir ¢, ¢, 18 a component (see Definition 2.5) . For

a curve class
y e ker(H2(S.2) ~S*s H2(S, 7)) =: K

there is a component
S;gn] = M[Lngy) C Ml",clgcz’
where

L(y)=(Lo®Os(y).....Ls ® Os(y)).
]

In fact, there is a K—torsor of components of Mr ., ., that are isomorphic to S 5 -

This explains the second equation of (3.8).

Finally, note that pairs (8, n) for which the scheme S‘E}n] is empty obviously do not

contribute to the right-hand side of (3.8). By Proposition 3.5, for pairs (8, n) for which
Sg’] parametrizes unstable Higgs pairs, the pushforward of the virtual class i *[S}[g"]]
vanishes. Hence these pairs also do not contribute to the right-hand side of (3.8). For
this reason, the sum can be taken over all pairs (f,n) rather than only over the ones
corresponding to components of Myr ¢, ¢, . |
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4 Tautological integrals

Choose line bundles L = (Lg,...,Ls) on S and let 8 = (L) = (B1,...,Bs) and
= (Lo, ..., Ls) be defined as in Section 2. Let n = (nyg,...,ns) be nonnegative
integers. Recall that we write

Ef=ry01mele. . or,01m e
for the sheaf on
Hilb(S) x § = S0l ... x St |0g (B1)| x -+ x |05 (B)| x S
and for its restriction to the nested Hilbert scheme

it S s Hilbly(S).

over which we have a canonically defined Higgs field ¢,: E[En] — EB'] Ruws R t.
Define a class
T := RAomy (EX, EM @ ws ® t)g — R omy (EL, EX),
€ K¢ (Hilb}(S)).

and denote its pullback to Sl[gn] by the same symbol. Note that TL[:n] depends only on S,
rather than on L (or on £). We will write

for its moving part. Let e denote the C*—equivariant Euler class, and define the rational
number

[n] | !
@.1) vwil .~ / —
P Sy (v

If (EB'], ¢r) represents a component
[n] (S["] [n] ¢[n]) C Myr o
5C1,627

then T "] is the class in K—theory of the cone (1.1) in the introduction and hence equals
the C*-localized perfect obstruction theory of [20] on M[Ln] Over M[ ] , the class N, [n]
is the virtual normal bundle to the C*—fixed locus (N, rJ‘M cz)(C in ./\/rJ‘M o By
definition of the Vafa—Witten invariant (1.2), the contribution from the component ./\/l[ ]
is given by VW["]
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If the Higgs pair (E[L"], ¢r) contains fibres that are not Gieseker semistable, it does
not represent a component of any M;r ., ., and hence does not contribute to the
Vafa—Witten invariant. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.5, we have VW'[B"] =0 1in
this case. It follows that, using the notation from Proposition 3.7, we have

VWir e ey = ZVW["]

B(L)
L.,n

=" vWil gker(H2(5.2) U 12 (S, 2))

- ﬂ ’ k) .
B.n

Now define a line bundle
KM= dey(T))

on Hilb%’](S ). Note that Tﬁ["] is defined as the difference between a complex and its
dual, up to a factor t. Hence its determinant is by construction a square, up to a factor t.
Hence, after choosing once and for all a square root of t, the line bundle K[En] has a
canonical square root, denoted by (K[L"])% . Over Sg’], the bundle K[ﬁn] restricts to the
virtual canonical bundle [21], and its square root restricts to the canonical square root
of [21, Proposition 2.6].

By [21], the contribution to the refined invariant can be computed by

[n]y L
in YW () [ (KL 2 iy i ‘C*} ;
4.2) g () /[Sl[snl]vir ch(A*(NIVy) (T )ch(t)=y

where ch and Td denote the C*—equivariant Chern character and Todd class respec-
tively. Again, in the language of Proposition 3.7, we have

(4.3) Ver,Cl,Cz (y) = Z Vw[;(]L) (y)
L.n

=Y VW) -#ker(H2(5.2) s HX(S. 7).
B.n
By Theorem 1.5, we have

i[SPT = [ e(Rra(O5 (1) — R omy @™i=1), ) (B;))

i=1

n [S[nol Y S[”s]] x SW(B1) x---x SW(By).
The factor

SW(B) := SW(B1) x -+ x SW(Bs) € Ao(|Os(B1)| x -+ x |Os(Bs)])
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annihilates all Chern classes in the integrands of (4.1) and (4.2) that are pulled back
from

|0s(B1)] X+ x|0g5(Bs)l.
It follows that we can rewrite (4.1) and (4.2) as integrals over
Hilb" (§) = Sl x... x sls],
Define the sheaf
EM— @M ee. .0 LyoI™ @t on Hilb"(S)xS

and classes

T = RAomy (EY, EM @ w5 ® )9 — RAom, (EV), EM),,

NI— i (e

KE’] = det(TIEn]V)
in Ko(Hilb"(S)). Again, note that since H!(Og) =0, the classes Tg'], N E’] and KE']

depend on 8 = B(L), rather than on L. We have, now considering SW(S) as an
integer,

[n] 1

[Hilb" ($)] e(N;")

x [ Te(RmO(B1) = RAoms (21i=1), 711 (8y)))
i=1
and

@5 vwily)
h((K))z .
i (5)] ch(A*(N}"))

N

x [ Te(Rmr0(81) — RAoms (2], I[ni](ﬂi)))]

i=1 ch()=y

S Removing trace

The generating series
] n
D VWg'q
n
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has leading term
1
vwil = SW(B)—-
e(N L )

We can renormalize the series by dividing through the factor 1/e(N E)]) (which is
F(S, B) in the notation below). In terms of the integrals of (4.4), this comes down to
considering “traceless” integrands. By this we mean the following. Note that the inte-
grand of (4.4) can be written as product of (equivariant) Euler classes of terms of the form

RZomy (€, F)

with £ and F torsion-free rank 1 sheaves. Then a traceless version of the integral
of (4.4) (denoted by O, (S, ) below) is given by replacing each such term by

Rtomy (E,F)og = R omy (€, F) — RAomy (det £, det F).

It is easy to see that the resulting expression computes the renormalized generating series
(see (5.1) below). In Section 6, we will deal with the normalizing factor separately.

We keep the notation from the previous section. Moreover, we will write
Er=Ef-Ly@t® 0L, ot
for the vector bundle on S, and furthermore
Ty := T = RHom(EL, EL ® ws ® t)o — RHom(EL, EL)o,
Ny = NIEO] =T, —(Tp)",
Kp = K = det T

for the classes in the equivariant K—group of a point. Finally, we will also use the
notation

[n] [n] [n] [n] [n] [n]
Ty o=T =T, N{g=N/"-N. and K] =K/"®K]

for the classes in Ko(Hilb”(.S)), where we suppress pullbacks from the point. Define

1
FS.B) = iy
1 N
2(S, B) = R O(B;) — R omy [”i—l]’ [n:] M),
Ou(S. p) /[Hﬂbn(s)]e(NE]o T e(Rm0(B) — Rofom 21~ 7015)
so that
1) VWi = SW(B) (S, B) 0u(S. B).
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In the refined case, define

F(S,B.y):= [ﬂ Td(T *)]
B Y Ch(A.(Ni/)) L ch(t):y,
ch((K}')?) o
2(S,B,y):= 2 Td(T
On(S.5.) |:/[Hi1b”(S)] ch(A’((NZ%))V)) (TLo)™)

x [T e(RmeO(Br) — RH omy (:r["f—ﬂ,z["f](ﬁi)))} :
ch(=y

i=1
so that

(5.2) VWL (y) = SW(B) F(S.B. ) Qu(S.B. ).

Remark 5.3 A priori, Q,(S, B, y) is arational function in ,/y, due to the fractional

exponent of the virtual canonical bundle. However, an easy computation shows that the

equivariant parameter t appears in Kl[gnz), with even exponent, and hence, Q,(S, B, y)

is in fact a rational function in y.

In Section 6 we will compute F(S, B) under the assumption SW () # 0. In Section 7
we will show that the numbers Q,(S, f) are given by universal polynomials Py (S, §)
in the Chern numbers of S and 8 = (B4, ..., Bs). We will deal with the refined version
at the same time.

6 The leading term
In this section we compute the factor F(S, 8, y). Let L = (Ly,..., Lg) be an (s+1)-
tuple of line bundles on S, and let 8 = B(L) be as in Notation 2.1. Also recall

Er=Lo@t°®---®dL; Q5.
Assume that

SW(B) =SW(B1)---SW(Bs) # 0.
Then, by [18, Proposition 6.29], we have (8/)> = (8 K ) or, equivalently,

x(BY) = x(0s),

fori =1,...,s. Using Serre duality, we can express 77, as follows:
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Tr, =RHom(E[,E; Quws®@t)g— RHom(Er,EL)o

=Z(t"+1—t—f)(2x<L;; oL ®ws)—ZX(Lf+j®Lj—1))—(t—1)'x(0s)
i=0 j=0 j

j=1

ZZ(f”l—f"')(Zx(ﬂl*f ok B+ Ks) =) x (B +---+/3"+")),

i=1 j=0 j=1

where the second sum starts with i = 1, since the coefficient of (t— 1) equals

(Z x(Ks)— Z X(,Bj)) —x(0s)=0
Jj=0 j=1

by the assumption SW(f) # 0. Note that, in particular, we have

(6.1) T, = Npr.

Moreover, note that

X(B 44 B+ K)
=3B+ B+ Ks)- (BT 4 7)) 4 4 (Os)
= Y BB +x0s).

j<k<I<i+j
and, similarly,

XB 4 BTy = 3 (B -+ BTTT) (B o+ BT — K5)) + X(Os)
= Y BB +x0s).

J<k<I<i+j
It follows that for & </, the multiplicity with which the term
(! iy gkp!
appears in 77, is given by
uwi k) =#j|0=j<k=<I<i+j=<s}—#j|0<j=<k<I=<i+j=s}
=#{j|0,/—i <j<k—-1,s—i}—#{j|1,/—i<j<k,s—iand k <I}
—1 if l-k <i<min(/,s—k+1),

_ 1 if max(/,s—k+1)<i <y, if k<,
o 0 otherwise,
min{i,s—k+1,k,s—i+1} if k=1,
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so we have

N

63 Ne=Ti= Y (109 + X utided) g4 )- (-7,

i=1 k=l

We define the following rational numbers:

—1 s
Fés-‘rl) = (=1

s+17
k
s+ . (=D°
stk = (s+1) for 1 <k <s,
k
s+ . s+1-k)
=—————>— for 1 <k<l<s.
ki (—is+n o TETi=s

Proposition 6.3 Recall that we assume SW(f) # 0. We have

k gl
F(S.,B) = (Fés+1))X(OS) H(Flg‘i‘l))ﬂ B
k=<l

Proof Applying 1/e(-) to (6.2), we obtain

2805

FEP =
s \—x(©s) s . BB
=e(Zt’+1—z—l) l_[e(z,u(i,k,l)(t’“—t_’)) .
i=1 k<l i=1

Note that we have | _
—i

e(ti+1 —t_i) = i+1°

S —1 .
i+ i It e B Gl O
G(Z(t _t)) T2+ s+l

i=1

and hence

For k < we find

s -1 min(/—1,s—k) L a—1
. Ll i _ —i )
i=1 i=l—k i=max(l,s—k+1)
_ ls+1—k)
S (=k)(s+1)

Finally, write

N

[T

a:=min(k,s +1—k) and b:=max(k,s+1—k),
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so that
e(gﬂ(i,k,k)-(tiH_t—i))ﬂ:ilj(%)ii:ljrl( ) lj(H_'l)SH_i
l---a (-1 ysk

(b+1)---(s+1) (+

=(n*

O

Notation 6.4 We will use quantum integers, which are given by

1
yzl —y —3i
[l ]y 1 _1
y 2 — y 2
We will also use the notation

(i) o [ily---[i —Jj+ 1]y
Iy [y ---[jly

for nonnegative integers i < j.

Define the following rational functions in y% :
[ +1])
(=1
+1
Ty
[[y[s +1—k]
B0 = R T IL
[l —klyls + 1]y

F,S:rl)(y) = for 1 <k <s,

~~

for 1 <k <l <s.

Proposition 6.5 Assume that SW(B) # 0. Then we have

k gl
F(S.B.y) = (FSTV ()@ TTESTV ()P
k=<l
Proof Recall (6.1) that 77, has no fixed part, so we have

1 1

ch(K?) ch(det(N,))2
F(S,B,y)= |:h.—Lv ((TL)(C ):| = |:.—L\/:| .
ch(A (NL ) ch(®)=y ch(A (NL ) ch()=y

Note that we have

ch(det((€+! —¢)v)3) IO s U 1
ch(A(@T=t) |, oo T ST T T 1

Now follow the proof of Proposition 6.3. |

(Sl
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Remark 6.6 If r = s+ 1 isodd, F(S, B, y) is a function in y, rather than in ./,
for any 8 = (Bo, ..., Bs) with SW(8) # 0.

Example 6.7 For rank 2 we have

_y% x(0s)+B' B!
FS, . == )
s.80=(72)
and for rank 3
x(0s)+BBL+p2p2 32 Bl p?
F(S.B,y) = (#) (&) .
I+y+)y? 1+ y+y2

7 Universality

Let S be a smooth projective surface, not necessarily with H'(Og) =0 or pg > 0.
For nonnegative integers n = (ng, ..., ns) and classes 8 = (B1,..., Bs), consider the
rational number Q,(S, B) defined in Section 5 as an integral over

Hilb"(S) = shrol g ... 5 glns]
Using the notation
ql’l = qgo .o .q?s

we form the generating series
> 0n(S.B)q".
n

The following universality result, Proposition 7.3, or rather its refinement, Proposition
7.6, is the main ingredient for the proof of Theorem A.

Remark 7.1 In Section 5, the integrals O, (S, 8) were defined in terms of a lift of 8
to a vector of line bundles L, such that 8 = B(L) (see Notation 2.1). Since we do not
assume H'(Og) = 0 in this section, this lift involves a lift of the f; to divisor classes
of S. We assume we have made such choice, and we consider 8 as a vector of classes
in 41(S). By Proposition 7.3, 0, (S, B) does not depend on this choice.

Notation 7.2 In the following we will use the formal symbols

x(Os). Kg. Ksp'. p'p/ for 1<i<j<s.
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Formally, they form a dual basis of the vector space of cobordism classes (with Q-
coefficients) of surfaces together with an s—tuple of divisors. In particular they can be
evaluated on (classes of) such pairs. For example, we have

KsB2(P2, (H, H,0)) = Kp> H = =3,
where H is the class of a hyperplane. In general we write, a bit informally,

N(S, ) =M.

Proposition 7.3 For each symbol

N e{x(Os), K_?q KsB' . B B }i<i<j<s.

there is a power series A(giﬂ) € Qlqos - - -, 95, starting with 1 and depending only
on s such that

1
> 0u(S. By = JagTH™
n N
for any smooth projective surface S and classes By, ..., Bs € A1(S).

Proof By the techniques of [2] (see also [12]), the integral O, (.S, B) can be universally
expressed as a polynomial P,(S, ) in the Chern numbers of S and the classes
B, ..., B*. Following [9, Proposition 2.3], it suffices to show that the generating series
is multiplicative, ie
D 0n(SUS B+B)q" =) 0n(S.B)g"- > On(S".8)q"
for surfaces S and S’ and s—tuples B and B’ of classes in A!(S) and A!(S’) respec-
tively.
Note that
Hilb"(S U S’) = (S u SHMl s x (s 1§l
— |_| (Stiol  g/lioly ... x |_| (STs] S/[js])

io+jo=no is+js=ns
— |_| sliol o g/liol ... 5 §lis] « g'Ls]
iot+jo=no,
ix+j‘:y=ns
(7.4) = || Hilb'(S) xHilb/ ("),
i+j=n
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in which the last sum is taken over (s+1)-tuples i = (ig, ..., i) and j = (jo,.- ., js)
of nonnegative integers with n =i 4 j. Consider the universal ideal sheaves

7] for k=0,....s

Sus’
on
Hilb"(SuS) x (SusS’).
For fixed i and j withi + j =n and for k =0, ...,s, we will write

pr: Hilb (S) x Hilb/ (§") x § — Slikl x s,
gx: Hilb! (S) x Hilb/ (8") x 8" — §'Ukl x g7
for the projections. Over the components in the decomposition (7.4), the universal
sheaves are given by

I[lk] I[]k]

[n]
Tg\ s i ($) i’ (sx(Sus’) = Pk D qy

Write

7S —>% w78 —>% and mUxR: SUS — %

for the projections. Let M and M’ be line bundles on S and S’ respectively. It
follows that for 0 < k,/ < s we have

(7.5)  RAompn(T0EL, T @ (M & M)

= 3 RAomz(piTi. p;Ti @ M)® Rt oma (g TG, gF T @ M)
i+j=n

in the ring

Ko(Hilb"(SUS) = €D Ko(Hilb! (S) x Hilb/ (5")).
i+j=n

For any pair i and j of (s+1)-tuples of nonnegative integers, write
p: Hilb* (S) x Hilb’ (S') — Hilb'(S) and ¢: Hilb’(S) x Hilb’ (") — Hilb’ (S”).

Let L and L' be (s+1)—tuples of line bundles on S and S’, respectively, such that
B = B(L) and B’ = B(L’) (see Notation 2.1). Consider K—theory classes

[n] [i] [/]
Nrgroo Npo and Npj,
as defined in Section 5. (Note that these classes may depend on the choice of L and L/,

but will only depend on B and S’ after passing to numerical K-theory. See also
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Remark 7.1.) By definition, N []

LiL/0 is a linear combination of classes of the form (7.5),

and we find

_ * Arli] * A7[J]
L+L/,0 = Z P NpoTa Npiy-
i+j=n

1 )3 1 1
e(N[[‘n_a_L/’()) i+j=n €(Nllii’]0) e(NI[j,}O)

Finally, the corresponding multiplicative property of the factor

It follows that

N

[ [ ¢(RmsOBi) — R omz (211, 101 (1))
i=k

in the integrand of O, (S, ) follows from the generalized Carlsson—Okounkov van-
ishing of [6] (see Remark 1.6). Integrating gives the result. |

The proof of Proposition 7.3 also gives the following refined result.

Proposition 7.6 For each symbol

Ne {x(Os). K5, KsB'. BB/ h1<i<j<s

there is a power series Agﬂ)(y) € Qlqo, - - - »qs], starting with 1, such that
1
> 0SB 1" = []ASTP )™
n N
for any smooth projective surface S and classes B, ..., Bs € A1(S).

Proof A similar proof holds, using the multiplicative properties of ch, A®, det and Td.
Note that, by Remark 5.3, the universal series take coefficients in Q(y), rather than

in Q(\/7). O

8 Proof of Theorem A

As usual, we fix arank r = s + 1. In this section, we will make the identifications

q::qoz-..:qs’
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so the equation in Proposition 7.6 becomes

8.1) 3 0u(S. 8. 1) g" =T]AF )T

N
in the ring Q(3)[¢]l, where we use the notation |n| = ng + - -- + ng.
Let L = (Ly, ..., Ly) be line bundles on a surface S, and let
B=B(L)=(B1.....Bs) = (Ks—B'..... Ks — B°)

be given as in Notation 2.1. For nonnegative integers n = (ng,...,ns) and ideal
sheaves I; € S [ni ], consider the sheaf

E=Lo®@Iy® - ®Ls R Is.

In the notation of Section 2, E is a fibre of the family E[ﬁn] of sheaves on S over
Hilb”% (S ). By Lemma 2.6 we have

e2(E) = [n|+

- D S D gy

i<j

2r

We will write

ap =Y D 5D g,

— - 2r
i<j i
so that we have

8.2) q(l—r)/(2r)61(E)2q62(E) — q\nl-l—d(ﬂ).

Finally, recall that for any surface S with H!(Og) =0 and pg(S) >0 and any 8 with

SW(B) =SW(B1)---SW(Bs) # 0,

we have, by Proposition 6.5,

&3 F(S..3) = (R 0O TTFP 07,
k=l

where F(S, B, y) is defined as in Section 5.
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Define the following Laurent series in ql/ (2r) with coefficients in QL)

A= F (1) Ao ) (=D,

B:=AQ ().
Cij = q’(f NIrFD (y) A;’)ﬂ, ) for 1<i<j<r—1,
Cii =g O ED () A () A () for 1< j<r—1.

Proof of Theorem A First note that, by definition, the Laurent series are universal in
the sense that they only depend on r. Now let S be a surface with H!(Og) =0 and
Dpg(S) > 0. We have

q(l—r)/(Zr)clz

LS,re (4, y) = ¥H2(S. 2)[] Z VWirepea (S, )%

Cr€EZ

=¢GN S S ywhil ()42 by (4.3)
c2€Z B,n

=Y > vwWhl()ghte® by (8.2)

B ne(Z=o)
= ZSW(ﬂ)F(s,ﬂ,y) D 0u(S.B.y)g" TP by (52)
nE(Z>0)"
- ZSW(,B ) Ax(©s) pK§ ]‘[Cﬂ'ﬂ] by (8.1) and (8.3).
i<j

Here the symbol Z denotes a sum over (r—1)-tuples 8 = (B1,..., Br—1) satisfying
B

r—1

= Ziﬁi mod rH*(S, 7).

i=1
The sum i is taken over 8 as above and n € (Z>¢)" with
B.n
Cyr = |I’l| + 2—61 +d(,3)
see Proposition 3.7. Finally, we have used the notation Y = (8',...,8"~!) and the
equation
SW(BY) =SW(B")---SW(B"™") = (=" DO sw(B),

which follows from [18, Proposition 6.3.4]. O
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Proposition 8.4 Let S be surface with H'(Og) =0 and pg(S) > 0, and let r, c;
and c, be Chern classes such that semistability implies stability. If r is odd, we have

VWirc1e,(S.7) € Q(y) C Q).

Proof By Proposition 7.6 and Remark 6.6, the Laurent series A, B and C;; have
coefficients in Q(y). |

9 Toric computations

We will see how to compute the coefficients of the series
AGTY for Me N 1= {4(Os). K3 KsP'. B B }1<i<j=s.

up to some degree N. In fact (see [9] and as we will explain in this section), it suffices
to evaluate the integrals

[Ti—, e(R7O(B:) — R#omy (Tni—11 Tlril(B;))
(9.1) Qn(S,ﬂ) :/ i=1 ( * l [n] /4 1 )
[Hilb" (S)] e(N;

for [n| <N on P2 and P! x P! and sufficiently many different B (see Section 5 for
notation and definitions).

Let w, ;s denote the Q—vector space of cobordism classes of surfaces with s—tuples
of line bundles, as defined in [16], and let B be a basis. For rank s + 1 = 2, we could
take

B =(P!'xP', 0][P? 0][P? wil)),

and for rank s + 1 = 3,
B=(P'xP',(0,0).[P% (0, 0).[P% (w5, O).[P?, (0. 03] [P% (ws. w5))).

We can view the symbols 91 as coordinate functions on w, is. For a surface S, with
an s—tuple B € (H*(S,Z))*, we write

NS, p) =",

so we have

X(OS)(S,,B):X(OS), K_%’(S?IB):K,%” M(S,ﬂ):Ksﬂl,

Then the fact that B is a basis can be expressed by the fact that the matrix

M(S—H) = [{)_’t(S, ﬂ)][S,B]eB,XGN
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is invertible. For the bases for ranks 2 and 3 given above, we have, respectively,

(1 8 0 0 0 0 0)
1 90 0 0 0 O
1 S 8 8 1 99 9 0 0 0
M® = and M®=]1 9-9 9 0 0 0
1 9 9 9
1 9.9 9 1 90 0 9 9 0
- 1 90 0-9 9 0
\l 9 9 9 9 9 9}
Recall that, by Proposition 7.3, we have
1
> 0a(s.B)g" = [Jag™)™
n N
for any surface S and curve classes 8 = (B4, ..., Bs). Taking the natural logarithm,
we obtain
log > 0n(S.B)g" = > Mlog AH .
n N
By definition of M, we have
[Iog > 0u(s. ﬂ)q"} = M -[log AS Vlyen
n [S.BleB -

Now assume we want to compute the power series Agﬂ) up to order N. Since M is
invertible, it suffices evaluate the integrals Q, (S, B) forall n € (Z>¢)**! with |n| < N.
Note that, by Proposition 7.6, the discussion above also applies to the refined case.

Let S be any toric surface with a torus 7', and assume that we have equipped all line
bundles appearing in the integral (9.1) with an equivariant structure. Then, by applying
the Atiyah—Bott localization formula, we obtain

H ) — o (7Ini—1] 7lnil g,
0.(5.H= Y /szle((Rn*O(ﬂ,) RAom (T=1, T)(8,)))| )

Fe(Hilb" (8))T e(N]E'f%ﬂF)e(THilb"(S),F)
0 = ¥ [ectfin
Fe(Hilb" (S))T

in which e(-) denotes the equivariant Euler class for the torus 7 x C*.

Remark 9.3 In the factor

e((RmxO(Bi) — R omz (2=, 01 ()| )
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in the formula above, the Euler class e(-) should a priori be the T—equivariant Chern
T (+), but by [1, Lemma 6] and Lemma 9.5 below, the K—theory class

class Chiy4n;

(R O(Bi) — R omy (2=, TN (y))) | o € K§ (F)

can be represented by an honest (#;_; +n;)—dimensional representation of the torus 7.
It follows that the 7'—equivariant top Chern class agrees with T—equivariant Euler class.

Remark 9.4 The compact form of the expression (9.2) is due to the fact that it is
obtained by applying the Atiyah—Bott localization formula twice. The virtual version
of the formula, due to Graber and Pandharipande [14], expresses by definition the
contributions (4.1) of nested Hilbert schemes Sg'] to the monopole branch of the
Vafa—Witten invariant for a surface S with pg(S) > 0. The second time, however, we
applied the formula to Hilbert schemes of points on a toric surface.

Similarly, we have
ch((Ky4)2 | F)
0SBy = Y [ Eas
Femin'(syr’ Ch(A(NL " |F))

y [T, e((R«O(Bi) — R omy (1), T[Mi)(B;))) | )
e(Tyi (s),F)

_ ¥ /ch((K%}o)hF)

o (7 [nlVv ’
Feminr(syr’ ShA(T o [F))

Td(T)"D) | p)

where ch and Td denote the (7' xC*)—equivariant Chern character and Todd class
respectively. By convention, we denote the Chern character of t by y = ch(t). Finally,
note that the second equation follows from the identity

e(L)

Td(L)

for any 1-dimensional 7T-representation L with ¢ (L) = «.

ch(A*(L*)) =1 —exp(—a) =

Let F € Hilb"(S) be a T—fixed point. Let 0 </, j <, and write
=7 and g =107,
The class TIE"E) | F is a linear combination of classes of the form
(Rre M — R#omy (T, 7M1 @ M) | p = x(M) — RHomg(I, J ® M),

where M is a (T xC*)—equivariant line bundle on S.
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Lemma 9.5 Let {Us}s—1,. c(s) be the maximal open cover of S by affine T—fixed
subsets; see [11, Section 4]. Then we have

9.6) x(M)— RHomg(I,J @ M)
e(S)
=Y T(Us, M) — RHomy, (I|y,, J|u, ® M|y,).

o=1

Proof Write Uy, = U, NU; for o < 7. Since I and J are ideal sheaves of C*—fixed
O—dimensional subschemes of S, and Us; does not contain any fixed points, we have

F(UUtngZj(Iv J ® M)) = F(UO' N UT’SXII.(I|UO--;7 (‘] ® M)|Uo’r))
=T(Uyz, Ext' (O, M))

for any i and a similar identity for intersections U, N U; N U,. Now use the
local-to-global spectral sequence and the Cech complex for the covering {Uy} (see
[17, Section 4.6]), to compare the classes x(M) and RHomg(/,J @ M). |

Now [1, Lemma 6] gives — as does the proof of [11, Proposition 4.1]— an explicit
expression for the right-hand side of (9.6). This allows us to compute the integrals
0,(S,pB) and O,(S, B, y). We have implemented the computation in Sage [19] for
S =P!xP! and S =P? and for any 8, n and rank. Part of the results for rank 3
are listed in Appendix B.

10 The universal series A4

Fix a K3 surface S and nonnegative integers n = (no, . . ., ng). Consider the inclusion
i: S < Hilb"(S) = sl x ... x glns]

of the nested Hilbert scheme. In the case that n = (k, ..., k) for some nonnegative
integer k, we write

Al ST Skl = glkl o ...« glA]
for the diagonal.
Lemma 10.1 Forn = (k,.... k),
l*[S[n]]VIr == [AS[I‘]XXSU‘]]

Otherwise,
l-*[S[n]]vir =0.
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Proof For the case n = (k, ..., k), see [5, Theorem 2] (note that in this case we have

sl — glkk] o ~ stk

A gkl ST S

and the perfect obstruction theory is just the cotangent bundle). Otherwise, note that,
by Theorem 1.5 and Serre duality,

ix[ S0 = TTe(x(O5) — RAomy (211, 21mi1)) O [Hilb™ (5)]
i
= (-1t [ e(x(0s) — R omy (211, T0i-11y) N [Hilb" (S)]
i

= (- l)n0+na [S[na, ,no]]Vlr
where j is the inclusion
ji Stsonol sy Hilb? ().

Now note that SU?0:+-7s1 o §lns>--n0] i empty unless ng = - - = ng. |

Set B =(0,...,0),sothat f = Kg—pB; =0 fori =1,...,s. By Proposition 7.3,
+1
Z 0n(S. B)a" = (Ayh )’
Recall that 0, (S, B) is by definition integral over the virtual class of S/E? nl _ gl

Hence, by Lemma 10.1, we have Q,(S,8) =0 or ng = --- = ng. Assume that we
have n = (k, ..., k) for a nonnegative integer k. We will compute Q,(S, f).

We let L = (Og,...,0Og) be the (s+1)-tuple of copies of the trivial line on S, so
that 8 = B(L). We write

EM .= pM — prirlkl g0 g ... @prizHl @ ¢
for the sheaf on Hilb”(S) x S, where pr; denotes the i™" projection
pr;: Hilb"(S) = Sl ... x Skl _, glk]

and its base change to S. We will write A: Sk — Skl » ... x S for the diagonal
embedding (which of course can be identified with the embedding i) and denote its
base change to S by the same symbol. We have an isomorphism

ANEM =T g0 g... g1kl g
of sheaves on SK1 x S. Write
E=® - - 9t*)®0y
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for the vector bundle on S. Using the notation of Section 5, we have the following

equality in the C*—equivariant K-group of SI:

N T = R A omy (A EM, A* EV @ t)g — R om, (A*EV), A* EV),
—(RHom(E, E®t)g— RHom(E, E)g)

s+1 K
=" RAom, (@™, 19y @ ' + ) (— RAom, (2, 1) @ 1)

i=1 i=0

S
10.2) =Tgm + Z(Ts[k] Rt — Tgra ® t)— Tgua @'
i=1
Note that T'gi« has even rank, so we have
e(Tgra ® t_i) =e(Tg ® ti),

and hence

K § .
—i j e(Tgiaa ®t™)
T t ! - T tl = _—— = 1
e(izg 1( Sk ® sk ® )) i|=|1 (T & t)

It follows that we have

0.(5.6)= [ :

(S5 e(N}"D)

1
N /S[k] e(A* (TL[”E))mov)

= / e(Tgi1 ® ts+1)
Slk]

= T
/s[kl e(Tgix)
= e(S),

By Géottsche’s formula [8], we have

(ASEIN2 =" 3" 0u(S.B)g"

ne(Zxo)* !

— Z e(S[k])qk(S"r‘l)
kGZZO

1 24
= (1_[ l_qk(s+l)) ’

k=1
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It follows that

12
(s+1) ,(s+1) s+1 _ 1 1
Fo AX(OS)( D - s—{—l(l_[ 1_qk(s+1)) ’
k=1

which is the specialization of the right-hand side of (1.19) at y = 1, as expected.

Now consider the integral

Ch((KEl]O)%) [n] C*
nS9 ) = -
0u(S.5.7) [/[Sgﬂ]vir e )

Since Tgix is self-dual and has even rank, we have by [21, Equation 2.28] the following

ch()=y

equation in the C*—equivariant K—group on S

(det(Ts[k] ® t_i _ TS[k] ® ti)V)z det( NG X tl) X A°® ( Skl ® t_i) i
A (Tgm @t — T ® tv) A(T¢ s @ )

It follows that, as above, the middle terms of (10.2) do not contribute to Q,(S, 8, »).

Remark 10.3 Taking the square root involves a choice. First of all, our choice here is
consistent with the one we made before. More importantly, after choosing a root /%,
the choice is unique up to 2—torsion in Pic(S/[gn]), which is killed by ch.

Since Tgx is self-dual, so is K g1, and hence ch(Kgw)) = 1. Writing r = s + 1,
we find

_ ch((det(Tg1 — Tgr ® f’)v)%)
On(S.B,y) = US[H (A (—Ty00 ® 1)) Td(TS[k]):|

ch(t)=y

= |:[ ch(Kgix ® ’trk) ch(A*(Tgu @t")) Td(TS[k])]
Sk ch()=y

2k
= yrk Z(—l)iy_ri /[k] ch(A' Tspa) Td(Tgixa)
i=0 St

— rkZ( 1)1 _”X(AiTs[k])
. (S[k]).
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The generating series of y,—genera of the Hilbert schemes S %] has been computed
in [13]. It follows that we have

AP = D" Ou(S.B.1)q" = 3" xoyr (ST
ne(Zzo)" keZ=o
_ 1_[ 1
k>1 qu)zo(l_y_rqu)z(l—yrqu)z'

We conclude

AV () = FP () A0 (1) =

I
[]ykl:[l(l g1 (1= y=rg ) (1—yrq)

1

y%—y_z
= 1~ 1’
$—2,1(q",y")2 A(g")?2

proving Theorem C.

11 Smooth components

In the case that the monopole branch of the moduli space of C*—fixed Higgs pairs
is smooth, there is a direct method to compute the Vafa—Witten invariants. Let S be
a surface with H!(Og) =0 and pg > 0, and assume that Pic(S) is generated by a
smooth very ample canonical curve C. In this case, the only Seiberg—Witten basic
classes of S are 0 and K. For rank 2, the monopole branch
Mz =Mz g e, TN 2 L0s, cZ)C*

is smooth precisely when ¢, = 0,1, 2, 3; see [20]. In particular, the virtual class is
given by the Euler class of the obstruction bundle and the Vafa—Witten invariants
can be computed using the intersection theory of (smooth) nested Hilbert schemes of
points on the surface and the smooth canonical curve. This method, which is carried
out in [20] (unrefined) and [21] (refined), can be generalized to rank 3, but only for
¢y =0,1,2. We have done the computations in this setting and have found that they
confirm our results (see the discussion after Theorem B).

Let (E,¢) € M3 g ., be a Higgs pair. Then E can be written as

E=0Rwid;®ul® s,
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where [; € Sl for i =0,1,2 and a, b, ¢ € Z such that a + b + ¢ = 1. Moreover,
we have ¢ = (¢1, ¢) for nonzero homomorphisms

¢1:Io®a)§—>11®a)g+l and ¢2:11®a)g—>12®w§+1.
Lemma 11.1 (a,b,c) =(1,0,0).

Proof Slope semistability of E implies that
CS% and %(b—i—c)f %
On the other hand, by the existence of the maps ¢ and ¢,, we have
a<b+1 and b=<c+I1.
It is easy to see that the only integral solution to these inequalities together with
a+b+c=1is (a,b,c)=(1,0,0). |
Proposition 11.2 Let S be given as above. Then M3 g .. is smooth if and only if
¢y < 2. In particular, we have
Mys ko1 = (S x|k UC,
Mys kg2 = (SPIx [Kshu st x| Kshu st xeyucly .

in which
C— S

|

|Ks|

is the universal canonical curve and C!3  — | K s| the relative Hilbert scheme of pairs

) IKs|
of points.

Proof Note that for I; € Sl for i =0, 1,2, we have
(o ®@ws ® 11 & I2) =ng +ny +ny.
By Lemma 11.1, we find
~ [no,n1,n2]
M137K53C2 = I—| S(O?KSI) ’ ’
|n|=c2,n0=n

[no,n1,n2]
where we have used that S(o, Ks)

1,0,0 0,0,1]
Mis kg1 = S([O,KS]) H S([O,Ks]) = (S[l] x|Ks|uc,

is empty whenever ng < ny. In particular, we have
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_ [2,0,0] [1,1,0] [1,0,1] [0,0,2]
M3 k5.2 = S0.k5) U S0.55) U S0.k5) U5 0.K5)

~ (S x| kghu (s x| kg usUxeyu Cﬁ(]sr

The total spaces of the universal canonical curve C and the relative Hilbert scheme of

e

points IKs|

are smooth by the assumption that Kg is very ample.
The component

Skl = (S x0)U (As x [Ks]) <> S x S x| K|

of Mys g 3 has two irreducible components with nonempty intersection. More
generally, let ¢, > 3. For an ideal sheaf 7 on S, let Z; denote the corresponding
subscheme. Then the component

See s =ipes 1esle™ Ce|Kg|: Z cCUp}

has two components given by the conditions p € Z; and Z; C C, respectively.
Hence, it is singular at points in the intersection given by p € Zy C C. It follows that
Mir kg, 18 singular. O

The connected components of M3 g ;, together with the restrictions of the universal
sheaf on M3 g | xS, are given as follows:

connected component restriction
sl |Kg| IN@ws @t @0k (1) @2
C ws ®t7 @ j* (TN ® Ogg (1) @72
We write

jiexS— Sx|Kg|x S
for the inclusion. We have suppressed pullbacks along the several projections.

For ¢, = 2, we have:

connected component restriction
S x| K| T @ ws) &t & (O 5(H) @ 2)
S % |Ks| IMN@ws) e @M@t @ (0kg () @t
stxe CMews)et™ @ (j*@MNe 0 (1) @ t7?)
Cls ws @171 & (j7TH 8 Oy (1) @172
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We have written
2
Jo: Clg %8 > SPIx|Kg|x S
for the inclusion. Again, we have suppressed pullbacks along projections. Now define
Higgs fields ¢ = (¢1, ¢,) by the several natural inclusions of ideal sheaves.

As the moduli spaces are smooth, we can compute the virtual class of each component
by taking the Euler class of the obstruction bundle. Write H := ¢;(O|g|(1)). Using
Theorem 1.4, we find, for ¢, =1,

[SM x| Ks|' = e(K§ + Qg5 (1) = (—1)P2 -[C],

] = eQkg() = (=DP7"-[C],
and, for ¢, =2,

(S x [Kg 1" = (@™ + Q kg (1)
= [C[g 1N (~H)Pe ! = (—1yPe=t . [Cl],

[SUx|Ks" = e(H%(ws) =0,
[SMx ™ = e(@§ +Qixg (1) = (=1)P-[C xC],
[Cl "= e@gg(1)  =(DPet[cl,

It follows that the computation of the contribution of the Vafa—Witten invariant reduces
to computations in the intersection rings of C and C 2], Using Grothendieck—Riemann—
Roch to compute the Chern classes of the relative Hom complexes, this is a straightfor-
ward computation. The details are similar to the computations in [20] and [21].

12 Comparison to the Gottsche-Kool conjectures

For rank 2, the Laurent series that appear in Theorem A, and are defined in Section 8§,
are given by

1 2 2
A® = Aoy ). B =450,
_ x(Os)
yTr4yz
2) -1 2 2
Cy'=—q* Agigp (1A (),
11 y‘%—i-y% B1B! B'Ks
and for rank 3 by
1
(3)_— 3) 3) _ 4,0)
AV = y_l Fi+y X(OS)(y) B —Akj(y)»
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3 1 1 3 3
A =0 A Ok, )
3 _ -1 1 4® 3) G _ -1 (1+y)? 4O
sz =4q Sy_1+1+ Bzﬂz(y)AlgzK s C12 = +y+ 2 Blﬁz( »).

In Section 9, we have discussed a method for computing the terms of the generating
series Ag) appearing above. In Appendix B we have listed the first few terms of the
rank 3 pgwer series. The computations allow us to check the equations of Conjectures
1.17 and 1.18 term by term, leading to Theorem B. As an example, let us just verify
one term of C; (3) . We have

-1 a + »)? 4®

() _
C = 1—|—y+251ﬂ2()
_ s (1+y)? (1 y +6y3+6y2+6y+1qu )
L+ y+ 2 (y+ D2y '

On the other hand we have

1
©4,,00,0(q2. )

W(g,y) = T
O4,,1,0(92, )
I € e o O e B e I/ s
O+ 14+37D)g + 2+ 1+ y72)g5 4+
- 1 T+ (2 +2y+2y L4y 2) g+
y+1+y1 I1+(y—1+y=Hg+---
:q—é( 1 y2+y+1+y‘1+y‘2q+_“)
y+1+y! y4+1+y! ’
and hence

Wig?, 1) =g 5 5(1+5q+-).
It follows that

1 1
Wi(g2, y)W-(q2.y)
— W(qZ,y)+3W(g2, 1)

1 ZHy+l+y P4y
(1+ _1+(y L y_l Y +5)q+-~)
y+1l+y y+1+y

q_;(y—i-z-l—y_l +(y +y+1+y_1+y_2+5(y+1+y_1)) +)
y+1+y7! y+1+y7!

q

W=
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_1 (14y)? (1 y4+6y3+6y2+6y+1q+m)
1+y+)? (y+1D?y
ECI(;)(y) mod U2(3),

where have used the notation

UP =14 ¢2Q0)q] c Q) (g5)*

from the introduction.

Appendix A Functions appearing in the Gottsche—Kool
conjectures

These functions appear in the rank 2 and 3 conjectures of [10]:

1 1 i 1 —x" 2 1—x" —1\2
d—2,1(x,p): (yi—y—i)z l_[ (I=x"y)*(1=x"y™")
n=1

(1—xm)4 ’

i) = [T (a1=x",

neZso
A(x) = 1_[ (1—x")**,
ne€Z=o
2
(x.p)i= Y x" ",
n€Z+%
2
O3(x.p) =Y _x" ",
nez
®A2 © 0)()6, y) — Z x2(m2_mn+n2)ym+n,
(m,n)eZ?
O4,.(1 0)()6 )= Z x2(m2—mn+n2+m—n+%)ym+n
2, 9 9 . b
(m,n)eZ?

©4,,0,0)(x, »)

W(x,y):= .
O4,,(1,0(x, »)

The functions W4 (x, y) are defined by the polynomial equation in w

0 —(W(x, p)? +3W(x, ) W(x, 1) o+ W(x,y)+3W(x,1) =0.
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We will use the convention that W_(x, y) is the one with leading term

SO + 14 ),

so we have
2 2

1 ye+y+1 1 2y +3y+2

W—(qz,y)=—q3(1+—q+-~- ;
y (y+1)?

1 (y+13?%y _z( YA 4+4y3 4392 44y +1 )
W- 2, == 31+ +-- ).
+(q2,y) y2+y+1q Or1)?

Appendix B Rank 3 results

We set ¢ :=qgo = ¢1 = ¢», and for

Ne{x(0s), K3. B Ks. B2 Ks. 8'B'. 88, B' B},

we print the first few terms of Ag)( ), each modulo ¢*:

6 3
(3) . y2+10y° +1 4

Ay05 ) = 73 q-

P Hy+1)? _(2y4+7y3+12y2+7y+2)(y2+y+1)2q2

@)
4 2() G+D2y 1 y2(y+1)4

+ = (5p" 2 +39p" +150y'% 4 382)° +-705y% + 1002y
o+
+1121y54+1002y° +705p* +382y3 +150p2 +39y +5)¢°,
3 3
Al ) = A )

107 +y+)(—=1)?

=14+
2 (y+D3y
1 (23y*+68y3+142y2 +68y+23)(y +y+1)2
+3 4
8 (y+D*y
v +y+1

——(15p'1°4+244)° +1006y® +2790y7 +-4719y°
“T6)7 (y+1)6( y y y y y
+5780y° +4719y* 42790y +1006y2 4244y +15) ¢°,

3 3
Afgl)ﬂl ) = Afgz)ﬂz »)
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AG () =1+

13 6p2 43y 4]
-2 (y+1)2y
: (598 4+30y7 +109y°+218y° +280y* 218>

T8 x4z
oD% +109y2 +30y+5) ¢*

11y 41159 4571104 1868y° +4205y®
+6845y7 +8026y° +6845y° +4205y*
+1868y3 +571y% +115y+11)¢°,
46y +6p2+6y+1 Y04y 48y +8y3+8y2+y+1
(y+1D?y - (y+1)2y? !
Y64 3p4 449343241 ;
y2(y+1)?

+—
16y3(y+1)¢
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