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ABSTRACT. We review some classical and modern aspects of hypergeometric
differential equations, including A-hypergeometric systems of Gel’fand, Graev,
Kapranov and Zelevinsky. Some recent advances in this theory, such as Euler-
Koszul homology, rank jump phenomena, irregularity questions and Hodge
theoretic aspects are discussed with more details. We also give some applica-
tions of the theory of hypergeometric systems to toric mirror symmetry.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

1.1. Hypergeometric functions

1.2.  From univariate to GKZ and back

1.3. Solutions

2. Torus action and Euler-Koszul complex

2.1. Torus action and A-grading

2.2. Toric category and Euler-Koszul technology
2.3. Fourier-Laplace transformed GKZ-systems
2.4. Holonomicity, Rank, and Singular Locus

2.5. Better behaved systems and contiguity

3. TIrregularity

3.1. The Fuchs criterion and regularity

3.2. Initial ideals and triangulations

3.3. Slopes and the (A, L)-umbrella

3.4. L-characteristic varieties

4. Hodge theory of GKZ-systems

4.1.  Section setup, and basics on mixed Hodge modules
4.2. Geometric interpretation of GKZ-systems
4.3. Hodge-filtration on GKZ-systems

4.4. Weight filtration on GKZ systems

5. Application to toric mirror symmetry

5.1.  Gromov-Witten invariants and Dubrovin connection
5.2. Landau—Ginzburg models

5.3. Reduced quantum Z-modules and intersection cohomology
Acknowledgements

Table of Symbols

TR was supported by DFG Emmy-Noether-Fellowship RE 3567/1-2.
CS acknowledges partial support by the DFG grant SE1114/5-2.

UW was supported in part by Simons Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians #580839.

1

o Ut NN

10
10

12
13
17
17
18
19
21
24
26
26
28
30
34
36
37
40
45
o1
51



2 T. REICHELT, M. SCHULZE, C. SEVENHECK, AND U. WALTHER

References 53

1. INTRODUCTION

Notational conventions. We use Italic letters M for rings, variables and modules;
calligraphic letters Z for sheaves; Roman letters FL for functors; Gothic letters for
prime ideals p and points ¢ of spaces.

Lattice elements a are in Roman bold; coordinate sets ¢ and other sets of func-
tions or operators @ in Italic bold. O

1.1. Hypergeometric functions. The study of hypergeometric functions started
more than two centuries ago and formed a important part of the work of Euler and
Gauf. A power series

fz)= Z a;zt /i
i=0

is hypergeometric if the quotient a;11/a; of consecutive coefficients is a rational func-
tion in ¢. Traditional convention dictates that the exponential function is regarded
as the standard hypergeometric function (to a;4+1/a; constant); this “explains” the
choice of a;/i! over a; as series coefficient. Further examples include Bessel, Airy,
trigonometric and (higher) logarithmic as well as all other special functions, and
the hypergeometric functions that express roots of algebraic equations | ]

The continuing interest in hypergeometric functions stems to some extent from
the fact that they are often solutions to very appealing linear differential equa-
tions taken from physics. For example, the Bessel functions Ji,(z) of the first
kind arise as solutions to a linear second order equation that shows up in heat
and electromagnetic propagation in a cylinder, vibrations of circular membranes,
and more generally when solving the Helmholtz or Laplace equation. Indeed, such
connections to physics through differential equations prompted the first studies of
(specific) hypergeometric functions. However, hypergeometric functions also ap-
pear in many other parts of mathematics: as we will see soon, each time an action
of an algebraic torus on a space is observed, one can expect to find some differen-
tial equation of hypergeometric type connected to this situation. The abundance
of toric varieties in geometry explains why there are so many different interesting
hypergeometric functions. We discuss in Section 5 below one prominent case where
hypergeometric differential equations prove to be useful: the so-called mirror sym-
metry phenomenon for certain smooth toric varieties. Other recent applications
that are beyond the scope of this article include the holonomic gradient method in
algebraic statistics (] ]) or Feynman integral computations in quantum field
theory ([Nas16],[Kla10],[de 19],] ).

As it turns out, it is exactly the type of differential equation satisfied by a func-
tion that determines whether the function should be considered as hypergeometric,
since these force the right kind of recursions on the series. The most successful
approach to generalize hypergeometric differential equations to several variables
was initiated by Gel’fand, Graev, Kapranov and Zelevinsky in the 1980s, and some
of the features of this theory form the topic of this article. We start with some
motivating examples.
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Ezample 1.1 (The error function, part I). The (GauB) error function erf(x) is
defined by

erf(z) = % /OZ exp(—t?)dt.

While this integral cannot be solved in closed form, it can be developed into a
convergent Taylor series

o (_,2)i
(1) erf(z) = %z;ai%

where a; = 1/(2i 4+ 1), so that

_ 2% CR G M G M G R o
erf(z)_ﬁ(1_§+ 0 4 216 1320$"')

is hypergeometric. O

The univariate hypergeometric functions are classified by the rational function
a;4+1/a;. More precisely, suppose that a;+1/a; = P(i)/Q(i) where P,Q € CJi]
are monic with P = [[_, (i + ;) and @ = [[]_,(i + B;). Then the univariate
hypergeometric function associated to P, Q) is

> aizi
(2) pFalon,. o opiBr . Briz) = D
i=0
where ag = 1 and
Qj+1 (i +a1)(i+az) (i +ap)

ai i+ B8)(i+Ba)--(i+ 8,

Ezample 1.2 (The error function, part IT). It follows from (1) that erf(z) is, up to
the factor 2z/y/7, equal to 1 F1(1/2;3/2; —22), where

z 22 28 24 2°
Fy(1/2;3/252) =1+ c + —+ =+ 5=
1F1(1/2;3/2; 2) +3+10+42+216+1320

is the Kummer confluent function which encodes all intrinsic analytic and combi-
natorial properties of erf(z) and, with 6, = zdiz, satisfies the differential equation

3) 0.(0.+1/2) e (f) — 2(0- —1/2) e (f) = 0.
The particular shape of this equation will be used in the next section for a conversion
process from univariate hypergeometric functions to A-hypergeometric ones. %

In the following example we document how hypergeometric functions arise nat-
urally from differential forms with parameters. The computation was apparently
already known to Kummer; compare [ | for details. In modern terms, it rep-
resents the birth of the notion of a variation of Hodge structures.

Ezample 1.3 (Hypergeometry and Hodge filtrations). The equation f, = 0 with
Fo,0) = 2 = u(u— 1)(u - 2)

defines for each z € C \ {0,1} a smooth curve E, over C. Its projective closure

E. C P2 meets the line at infinity in a single point and is smooth as long as

z € {0,1,00}. The natural projection from E, to C via “forgetting v” is generically

2 : 1 and branches at 0, 1, z; the induced map E, — ]P’(lc also branches at infinity.
The differential 1-form w, := du/v is everywhere holomorphic and nowhere zero

on E; the existence of this “form of the first kind” in Riemann’s language makes
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the elliptic curve E, a Calabi-Yau manifold in modern terms. The “form of the
second kind” w/, := w,/(u — z) has a unique pole, at v = z, at which it is residue-

free. Considering v = v(u, z) as dependent variable and writing w,,w’, in terms of

u and z, one notes that 2 (w.) = 2w/, and (compare especially | , Page 685])
o, , 3du 1 -1+2z , v
0z (@) do(u—2)?  4z(1—2) n z(1—2) wa <2(u —2)22(1 - z))
——— ————

p(2) q(2)
the differential on the right being taken in w, v with z constant (and noting that on
E one has d(u(u — 1)(u — 2)) = 2v dv).
Let A € Hi(E.;Z) ~ Z® Z and set [;(\) = [yw. and Ir(\) = [, w’, multi-
valued functions on E, defined via elliptic integrals. The differential equations for
w,,w’. imply (compare | , Lemma 12]) that I;(\) and I5(\) are solutions to

(4) f"—af" =nf,
with singularities at 0,1 and oco. It is the special case 1 = 2a = 2b = ¢ of the general
Gaufl hypergeometric differential equation

w c—(a+b+1)t,  ab
7 z(1—2) ! _z(l—z)f
with solution space basis given by Gauf}’ hypergeometric functions
— [aln[b]n 2"
P = —_
! 1;) [c]n n!’

Bo— VY [a][z][b]n (1—2)"
n=0 n

n!
which have singularities at 0, 00 and 1, oo respectively.

Suppose A, A, are the standard basis (the minimal geodesics) for the first ho-
mology group of the torus E,. Then two elementary (but non-trivial) computations
reveal:

(1) analytic continuation of the solution space basis F' = (Fy, F3)T around the

points z = 0 and z = 1 corresponds to multiplication of F' by My = (_12 (1)> and

1 2 .
My = (O 1) respectively;
(2) the map
7: PZ < {(1,0,0),(1,1,0),(0,0,1)} — Pg,

wu(u —w) <~ 2o,

wo? —ud —vPw = oz,

is a bundle with fiber Ezl /= that admits an Ehresmann connection. In particular,
the cohomology classes of the fibers allow parallel transport. The induced vector
bundle with fiber Hq(E,;Z) = Z\, + ZX, admits a monodromy action, lifting the
loops around z = (0,1) and z = (1,1). Analysis of the geometry of 7 shows that
this monodromy is given again by the actions of M; and M respectively.

More abstractly, the D-module on the base of 7 corresponding to the (derived)
direct image (compare Notation 4.1) of the structure sheaf on the source of , also
known as the Gaufl-Manin system, has monodromy action via Mj, Ma.
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On the complement of the points 0,1, 00 this D.-module is a vector bundle
with a flat connection. The fibers of this vector bundle are the cohomology groups
HY(E., /205 C). This vector bundle is actually a variation of pure Hodge structures of
weight 1 where the (1, 0)-part is generated by the differential form w,, the variation
of this (1,0)-subbundle being described by (4).

It follows that, up to scalars, I1 (\,) = Fi(2), I2(\;) = F2(z). In particular, the
ratio 7(z) = I1(A;)/I2(A;) is the modulus of the elliptic curve in the sense that the
fiber over z is isomorphic to the quotient of C by Z + /—17 - Z.

We will take up the discussion of Hodge structures associated to more general
univariate hypergeometric operators (see equation (7) below) later in Section 4 (see
page 33). O

1.2. From univariate to GKZ and back. In the 1980s, the Russian school
around I.M. Gel’fand found a universal way of encoding univariate hypergeometric
functions by way of certain systems of PDEs that arise from an integer matrix A and
complex parameter vector 8. We start with the general definition and then explain
how univariate hypergeometric functions arise as solutions of these D-modules.

Notation 1.4. In the first three sections of this article,
A=(ay,...,a,) € 29"

denotes an integer matrix with d rows and n columns. In the last two sections, A
will still be integer, but at least sometimes of size (d + 1) x (n + 1). O

For convenience, we place the following constraints on the matrix A; they make
concise statements possible, or at least easier to make.

Convention 1.5 (Standard assumptions on A). With A as above, A spans a
semigroup

NA:=) Na; C ZA
Jj=1
inside Z?. Throughout we assume that
e the group ZA generated by A agrees with Z¢ (A is full);
e the semigroup NA contains no units besides 0 (A is pointed). We note that

pointedness of A is equivalent to the existence of a group homomorphism
from Z% to Z that is positive on every a;.

¢
We now give the definition of the main character of our story.
Definition 1.6 (A-hypergeometric system, | ]). Fix A € Z%*" as in Con-
vention 1.5 and choose 3 € C%. Let
D4 := Clx](8)

be the n-th Weyl algebra over C. Here © = z1,...,2,,0 = 01,...,0,, and 0; is

identified with the partial differentiation operator 62 -. We also let
J

Ry :=C[0] C Dy

denote the polynomial subring.
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Letting 0; stand for =;0;, the Euler operator E; is

n
Ei: E ai7j9j.
j=1

For each u € Z™ in the kernel of A its box operator is
Oy = 0" — 8",

where (uy); = max{0,u;} and (u_); = max{0,—u;}. The toric ideal I is the
R 4-ideal generated by all O, with u € ker A. Finally, the hypergeometric ideal and
module to A, 5 are

Ha(B) := DaIa, {E; — Bi})), Ma(B) == Da/Ha(B).
O

Before we embark on a general discussion of these modules we wish to distinguish
two special subclasses that will play a lead role.

Definition 1.7. The matrix A is homogeneous if the following equivalent properties
are satisfied:

e there is a group homomorphism from Z? to Z that sends every a; tole€Z;

e the vector (1,1,...,1) is in the row span of A;

e the ideal 14 is standard graded and thus defines a projective variety inside
projective (n — 1)-space.

O

Definition 1.8. The semigroup NA is saturated if NA agrees with the intersection
of ZA with the cone R>¢A spanned by the columns of A viewed as elements of
R™ = 7" @z R. O

In a series of articles, including [ , , ], LM. Gel'fand and
his collaborators M. Graev, M. Kapranov and A. Zelevinsky developed the basic
theory of these systems of linear PDEs. The initial motivation came from Aomoto
type integrals

(5) Y(Bix) = /C 17 exp <th> i_fll%
i=1

tq

depending on a complex parameter vector f € C?, It is not hard to verify that a
hypergeometric function defined by the integral (5) is annihilated by both the Euler
operators and the box operators [ , ] but it took a decade to arrive at
the general formulation given here.

It turns out that every univariate hypergeometric function arises as a solution
of an A-hypergeometric system; we sketch next the steps to construct the proper
A, B. The general hypergeometric univariate differential equation is

v;—1 |vj]—1
(6) II II wib=+ci=0) = = I JJ (vib-+¢ —0).
v;>0 £=0 v;<0 £=0

It is elementary, but not always trivial, to bring a differential equation derived
from a series expansion of a hypergeometric function into this shape; it may require
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changes of variables in z. Note that ,Fy(a; 5; z) is a solution to the special form
q P
(7) 0. [J0-+8;-1) = z-[]0-+a))
j=1 j=1

as one can see from applying the two operators to the power series (2).

Let v and c be the vectors with entries v; and ¢; respectively. For o F; (equal to
the function 7} in Example 1.3), v = (1,1, —1, —1) while for the Kummer confluent
function 1 Fy, v =(1,1,—1).

Now, in order to manufacture A and 8 from equation (6), choose an integral
matrix A such that Z-v = ker A and set 8 = A-c. Then the solutions of H4(f) (in
other words, the functions annihilated by every operator in this left ideal) “contain
the solutions to (6)” in the following sense.

Ezample 1.9 (The GKZ-system to the Kummer confluent function). Consider the
system of partial differential equations

(8) (16; + 103) e (u) = (=1/2)u
(9) ( 105 +105) e (u) = (0)u
(10) (0102 —35) e (u) = 0

in x1, 22, 3. This is the A-hypergeometric system to

(L) (1)

since v = (1,1, —1) is the Z-kernel of A.

Equation (8) forces any solution u to be homogeneous (and of degree —1/2) under
the grading that attaches the weights (1,0, 1) to (21, 2, z3). Similarly, Equation (9)
asserts that u is homogeneous of weight zero if (x1,z2,23) — (0,1,1). It follows
that one can write

w(w1, 2, 73) = a{aha§ g(v122/3)

where the monomial 2§ x4x§ is of bi-degree (—1/2,0), and g is a univariate function.
Set z = x1z2/x3 and write

9(z) = Zgzzz
i=0
Enforcing the vanishing of 9102 — 93 on u(x1, 22, x3) as suggested by Equation (10)
implies the recurrence relations
(C — i)gi = (a +i 4 1)(b + 17+ 1)gi+1
for all ¢, and the starting condition
D10; @ (x025) = 0.

For a = 0, observing that x¢z%x§ is of bi-degree (—1/2,0), we infer b = —c = 1/2
and thus the recurrence is

(=1/2 =i)gi = (i + 1)(1/2 4+ i+ 1)gita,

showing that g(z) essentially agrees with the Kummer confluent function. O
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Ezample 1.10 (GKZ-system to 2F;). Take the equation (7) with p = ¢ = 2 and
c=(1,¢,a,b). Then v=(1,1,—1,—1) and the matrix A can be chosen as

1 1 1 1
A=(1 0 0 1],
01 01
so that 8 = A-c = (¢—1, —a, —b). The three Euler operators {ijl a;,j0;—Bits,

annihilate each solution, so every monomial z" in the power series expansion of
every solution to the A-hypergeometric system must satisfy the three conditions

(ur +us +us+uws) = P
(u1 tus) = B
( (&) +ug) = Bs.
For a monomial 2", we call A-u € ZA the A-degree of x*. Then, every solution

. o .  riag o
u(w1, T2, w3, 74) can be written as a univariate function g in 7 o multiplied by a

monomial of A-degree 8. As in the previous example, one can use the fact that O,
kills v to show that g satisfies the Gaufl hypergeometric differential equation. ¢

Of course, the kernel of A being Z - v means that A € Z(~V*" and I, = (Oy)
is principal. On the other hand, the A-hypergeometric paradigm also encodes
multivariate hypergeometric series of higher rank (namely n — d) when d < n —
1. The solutions to H4(3) use n variables and satisfy d homogeneities, so that
effectively they are functions in n — d independent quantities. Some aspects of the
translation between the two setups is discussed in | ]. The advantage of
the A-hypergeometric point of view is that it allows hypergeometric functions to
be studied with methods coming from algebraic geometry, commutative algebra,
and the theory of torus actions. We describe in the following sections some of the
advances and some of the new problems that have been created through these new
techniques.

1.3. Solutions. While we do not focus very much on solutions of A-hypergeometric
systems in this survey, it is only fair to indicate to some extent the development
of the understanding of their solution space over time. We also refer the reader to
Remark 3.14 below, where we list and discuss some more references, after having
explained issues like irregularity and slopes of hypergeometric systems.
Classically, functions were considered as hypergeometric if they could be devel-
oped into a hypergeometric series. They typically arose from specific differential
equations and the hypergeometricity was a consequence of the recurrence relations
that came out of the differential equation. While introducing A-hypergeometric
systems, Gel'fand and his collaborators Graev, Kapranov and Zelevinsky devel-
oped a similar paradigm for the multi-variable homogeneous case, see Definition
1.7. With setup as in Section 2, so A -~ = 8 and L4 the kernel of A, the series

d a2/ ] Tly+a+1)
acLa 1<j<n

formally is a solution of H4(3). Assuming a certain amount of genericity for ~
(such as non-resonance, see Definition 2.7) the article | ] also finds that the
regions of convergence of these series contain an open cone of the same shape as

(Rx>0)"™.
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The series approach to solving differential equations of hypergeometric type was
then taken further by Sturmfels, Saito and Takayama in their book [ ] through
the technique of Grébner bases. As part of this mechanism, triangulations arise.
The connection between certain special solution series on one side and and trian-
gulations on the other appears already in [ ]. In the homogeneous normal
case (see Definition 1.7) it can be used to count the number of solutions as the
simplicial volume of the convex hull of the columns of A; | | provides various
generalizations.

The first functions that were identified as hypergeometric were the I'-type in-
tegrals [t%(1 —t)’(1 — 2t)°dt of Euler for the Gaufi hypergeometric function. In
[ ], the authors consider integrals

/ T P(t)*dty ... dtg

where P;(t) are Laurent polynomials and the integrals are functions in the coef-
ficients of the polynomials P;. Here, o is a k-cycle; in the Euler integrals o is
a curve. Gel’fand, Kapranov and Zelevinsky show that the above integrals are
A-hypergeometric and under suitable conditions span the solution space. This
approach generalizes Aomoto’s integrals on complements of generic hyperplane ar-
rangements | ], a source of inspiration in the search for the right definition of
A-hypergeometric systems.

There has always been a strong trend towards the study of “special” hyper-
geometric systems, namely those for which the solution space is spanned by spe-
cial classes of functions. This starts with Gauf’ observation [ , page 125,
Formel 1.-V.] that some parameter choices in the Gaufl hypergeometric differen-
tial equation yield algebraic solutions. Kummer in [ ], Riemann, and Gauss
[ , page 207] developed tools to search for other such instances. Then Schwarz
constructed his famous list | ] of the Euler-Gaufl hypergeometric differential
equations whose solution space is spanned by algebraic functions. The case of all
pFp—1 was dealt with much later by Beukers and Heckman in | | as part of
their study of the monodromy. For irreducible such equations with real parame-
ters a1, ...,0p,B1,...,Pp—1 set B, = 1. Their exponentials on the unit circle are
interlaced provided that the images of o; and ; are encountered alternatingly on
a trip around the unit circle. Then | ] shows that interlacing is equivalent
to the solution space of the differential equation being spanned by algebraic func-
tions. Other cases were characterized in | , | (Appell-Lauricella Fp),
[ y ] (Appell F27F4).

For saturated irreducible homogeneous A-hypergeometric systems M4 (8) with
rational 3, Beukers discovered the following fact about the number of algebraic
solutions. Let Ca g = (8 + ZA) N (R>0A) and consider it as a module over the
semigroup NA. Let 04(8) be the number of generators of C4 g over NA. Then,
Beukers shows in [ ] that o 4(5) never exceeds the volume of A, and equality of
oa(kB) = vol(A) for all 1 < k < D coprime to the least common denominator D of
051, ..., 84 happens precisely when the solution space is spanned by algebraic func-
tions. We remark that irreducibility is linked to non-resonance (compare Definition
2.7) by | , , .

The story for inhomogeneous (i.e., confluent) systems is more complicated, both
theoretically and algorithmically. Since the solutions do not need to lie in the
Nilsson ring, a systematic search in the sense of | ] using Grobner bases is not



10 T. REICHELT, M. SCHULZE, C. SEVENHECK, AND U. WALTHER

possible. Nonetheless, in [ ] an idea of Adolphson [ ] is completed that
casts solutions of non-resonant A-hypergeometric systems as integrals

n
/exp D wpt |t dty  dt.
,Yz

j=1

Here, v is a continuous family of real d-dimensional topological cycles in the torus,
on which the integrand decays rapidly at infinity in the sense of Hien | ]. This
was also already studied in the context of integrals from hyperplane arrangements

by [ ].

2. TORUS ACTION AND EULER-KOSZUL COMPLEX

In this section we start exploring algebraic properties of the system H4(8) by
introducing a homological tool from [ ] that has proved to be very successful:
the Euler—Koszul complex. It has been used to study the number of solutions, their
monodromy, and several other aspects. We refer to the start of Subsection 1.2 for
basic notations and assumptions regarding A.

2.1. Torus action and A-grading. Given a D 4-module Q, its Fourier—Laplace
transform @ is equal to @ as a C-vector space and carries a D 4 := C[£](8) structure
given by

(12) gj cm = (91]. -m, 6@

¢, T = —Tj M,

for any m € Q. See (19) for a functorial description, and compare Subsection 4.4
for a related construct, the Fourier—Sato transform.

The polynomial ring R, is naturally identified with the coordinate ring C[£] of
the Fourier—Laplace dual space C™ of C". The matrix A defines an algebraic action
T x C* — C*

of the d-torus

T := (C*)¢ = Spec(C[ti?, ..., tF1])
with coordinates t = t1,...,t; on cr by
(13) (m,&) = mn- &= 0", ....n"" &)

This action induces a grading

Ry = @ (Ra)a

acZA
on Ry, where
deg(9;) = ay;
we refer to this as the A-grading. There is a natural extension to D 4 if one sets
deg(z;) = —a;
that makes every Euler operator A-graded of degree zero.
The coordinate ring of the orbit closure through (1,...,1) is the toric ring

Sa:=C[t?, -t = C[NA] = Ra/I4.

Remark 2.1. The semigroup ring S,4 is normal (and hence Cohen—Macaulay by
Hochster’s Theorem 1 in | ]) if and only if NA is saturated in the sense of
Definition 1.8. O
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We shall identify subsets of columns of A with subsets of column indices or
submatrices. For such a subset 7 C A, set

1 if a; e,
(1T)j = {O i !
if a; ¢,

denote by O7 the orbit of 1., and its Zariski closure by 62. Moreover, we write

S7 for the coordinate ring of 0.
Let I be the R4-ideal generated by I4 and all 8" with A-u & 7. It is A-graded
and prime and we have S; = R4/I}. Note that

% = Var(I3) ~ | J Var(13),
T'CT
with dim(7) = dim(Var(I7})) = dim(07%).
The following sets are then in one-to-one correspondence:

{faces 7 of R>g - A} <> {A-graded primes I} D I4 of R4} » {T-orbits O }.

2.2. Toric category and Euler—Koszul technology. The following set of con-
structions and results is taken from [ ]

Note that E; — 8; € D4 can be viewed as a left D-linear endomorphism on
A-graded D 4-modules M by sending a ZA-homogeneous y € M to

(14) (Ei = Bi) oy := (E; — B; — deg;())y,
and that these morphisms commute with one another.

Definition 2.2 (Degrees and Euler-Koszul complex). Let

N:@Na

acZA

be an A-graded R4-module and pick 3 € C?. Let tdeg (M) be the true A-degrees
of N, given as the set of points A - u in ZA for which the graded component N, is
nonzero,

tdeg,(N) := {a € Z? | N, #0}.

Write qdeg 4 (N) for the Zariski closure of tdeg ,(N) C ZA inside C¢.

The Euler-Koszul complex K4 o(N; () is the Koszul complex of the endomor-
phisms E — S on the left D 4-module D4 ®pr N equipped with the natural A-grading.
Its i-th homology

Hai(N;B) = Hi(Ka,o(N;5))
is the i-th Fuler—Koszul homology of N. Note that H4 0(Sa;8) = Ma(8). O

Remark 2.3. A (commutative graded) precursor of the Euler—Koszul complex when
N = S, appears already in | | for proving holonomicity of M4(8) when Sy
is a Cohen-Macaulay ring, and in Adolphson | , | a modified version of
the complex is discussed. O

The properties of the Euler-Koszul complex are most pleasant when N is in
the category of toric modules. These are A-graded R4-modules that have a finite
composition series whose successive quotients are ZA-shifted quotients of S 4.
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Remark 2.4. There is a generalization in [ ] to quasi-toric (i.e., certain non-
Noetherian A-graded) modules that is useful for the interplay of Euler—-Koszul com-
plexes on local cohomology modules or on localizations such as C[ZA].

A different generalization (toral modules) is given and used in | ] O

By | ], short exact sequences 0 — N’ — N — N” — 0 of toric
modules give rise to long exact sequences of Euler-Koszul homology modules that
are all holonomic (see Definition 2.12). Moreover, vanishing of H4 o(N; ) implies
vanishing of all H4 ;(N; 3) and this vanishing is equivalent to —3 not being in the
quasi-degrees of N.

Remark 2.5. While Euler—Koszul complexes were initially defined for the study of

the size of the solution space of A-hypergeometric systems [ ], they have
turned out to be remarkably successful when investigating other issues such as irreg-
ularity (see Section 3 and | ]), reducibility of the monodromy [ , 1,

comparisons with direct image functors (see the next subsection as well as | ,
, ]), more general classes of binomial D-modules | , ,

], the study of Horn hypergeometric systems | , ], reso-

nance | ], or Hodge theoretic aspects (see sections 4 and 5 as well as | ,

, : , RW]). 0

2.3. Fourier—Laplace transformed GKZ-systems. We noted in section 2.1
that the torus T acts on the Fourier-Laplace dual space C™. The orbit closure
through (1,...,1) is an affine toric variety X4 := Spec(S4). We identify its dense
open orbit O4 with the torus T. This gives rise to inclusions
T 24 X, 24 Cn

where j4 is an open embedding and 74 is a closed embedding. We set
(15) ha:=1i4074.

We denote the Fourier-Laplace transform of M4 (8) by M 4(B), and the cor-

responding quasi-coherent sheaves by .#4(f) and ,////,\4(@ respectively. Using the

definition of the Fourier-Laplace transform (12) one easily sees that .#4(0) has
support on the toric variety X 4. In | | the parameters 8 were identified for

which there is an isomorphism ///l;(ﬂ) ~ (ha)+ ﬁ,ﬁ? between the Fourier-Laplace
transform of .#4(8) and the direct image under h4 of the twisted structure sheaf

ﬁvj? = @'ﬂ‘/@'ﬂ‘(atltl + 61, ceey 6tdtd + ﬁd)
The relevant definition is the following one.

Definition 2.6. | | The elements of

sRes(A4) := U sRes; (A)

j=1
where
sRes;(A) := {8 € C?| B € —=(N+1)a; +qdeg, (Sa/(t*))}
are the strongly resonant parameters of A. %

Strong resonance, as the language suggests, is a strengthening of resonance,
defined next.
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Definition 2.7. The parameter 3 is resonant for A if 3+Z% meets the complexified
boundary hyperplanes of the cone Rx>qA. O

Remark 2.8. Strongly resonant parameters are resonant. The resonant parameters
contain NA, but the strongly resonant ones usually do not. For example, if the
semigroup NA is saturated, then NA N sRes(A) = @. In particular, 0 is not an
element of sRes(A) in this case, a fact that will become useful later. O

Ezample 2.9. Consider the matrix
-1 0 1 2
A= ( 111 1)
the sets tdeg,(Sa) and sRes(A) and the cone R>oA are sketched below. Since
d = 2, fullness of A implies that we have qdeg4(Sa) = C?. O

=

. R A ® tdeg,(S4) — sResa(54)

Figure 1: Cone, true, and strongly resonant degrees.

Theorem 2.10. Let A € Z%¥™ be as above, then the following statements are
equivalent

(1) ﬂ/g sRes(A)
(2) Ma(B) = (ha)+OF _
(3) Left multiplication with &; is invertible on M4 (8). O

Remark 2.11. The idea of linking //Z;(ﬂ) to the direct image (ha)+ ﬁ’q’? originates
with [GGZ87] where it was shown that § non-resonant gives the desired isomor-
phism. The precise computation in Theorem 2.10 comes from [SW09]. These results
were refined and extended to the strongly resonant case in [Stel9a, Stel9b] where
Steiner uses a combination of direct and proper direct image functors. O

2.4. Holonomicity, Rank, and Singular Locus. Suppose M = D4/I is some
left Ds-module, and # = Pcn /7 the associated sheaf of Zgn-modules. Then
its analytification .#Z** = P21 /P& 7 is obtained by replacing Zc» by the sheaf
28% of analytic linear differential operators on C™ where now . C Yo C ZEn
generates a left ideal of analytic linear differential operators.

Choose ¢ € C™ and denote stalks by subscripts. Consider the functor

Soly (=) = HomgggyI (-, O¢n y)
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from germs of left Z3",-modules to vector spaces.! If /™ = 93 /P37 then
1 € Soly(.#?") corresponds to the analytic solution n(1 + 2&:.#) near r. The
dimension of the vector space of solutions to .# at ¢ is the rank of M at x. When
we mean the rank at a generic point ¢ we speak of just the rank of M.

Typically, Sol,(.Z") is infinitely generated. But for the select class of holonomic
modules it is always finite.

Definition 2.12. Any principal D 4-module (resp. 221-module) M (resp. .#) with
generator m has a natural order filtration F2™ by R a-modules (resp. Ocn-modules)
where Fr4(M) (or, on the stalk, FP*(.#,)) is generated by the cosets of " with
|u] < k. The notion readily extends to any module with chosen set of generators
and behaves well under analytification.

If #4 = 285 is the sheaf of differential operators itself, the associated graded
object is on the stalk isomorphic to the regular ring &;[y] where y = y1,...,yn
is the set of symbols to 01,...,0,. For any M (resp. .#), the associated graded
object grf’(—) becomes a module over grf’ (D) (resp. grf (Z21)).

The module is holonomic if the associated graded module has Krull dimension

n. O

It was shown in | ) ] that many, and then in [ ] that in
fact all A-hypergeometric systems are holonomic; an elementary proof is given
in [ ]. Holonomicity was then extended in | , ] to all Euler—

Koszul homology modules derived from quasi-toric input.

By | , ], the characteristic variety is always involutive and has all
components of dimension n or larger. This implies that holonomic modules have
finite length and satisfy a Krull-Remak-Schmidt theorem (have well-defined sets
of simple composition factors with multiplicity taken into account). Moreover, the
quantity

rk(M) = dimc((C(:B) AC|x] M)
agrees with the rank of M in a generic point r € C" by the Cauchy—Kovalevskaya—
Kashiwara Theorem | , p- 37].

For many important A-hypergeometric systems, a search of explicit natural

power series solutions leads to rank many independent solutions, compare | ,
]. It was claimed in | | that the rank of M4(5) is

rk(Ma(B)) = vol(A),

where vol(A) is the (simplicial) volume of A, a purely combinatorial quantity given
by the quotient of the measure of the convex hull of the origin and the columns of A,

divided by the measure of the standard n-simplex. Adolphson | ] pointed at
a possible flaw in the argument, and | | eventually provided a counter-example
that is worth looking at.

Ezample 2.13 (The 0134-curve, [ D). Let A = (1) 1 il)) i) The volume of

A is 4, equal to the volume of the interval (0,4) inside R. (Since the interval is
1-dimensional, usual volume—length—and simplicial volume agree).

The toric ideal I4 is homogeneous here, defining the pinched rational normal
space curve. In | ] it is shown that series solution methods based on weight

INotice that we do not consider derived solutions here; so our use of the symbol Sol differs
from many other texts on Z-modules.
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vectors and the computation of certain initial ideals of H 4 () always lead to volume
many independent series solutions, as long as A is homogeneous. This generalized
the naive series written out in | , ] to the case where logarithmic terms
can appear in the series solutions.

For almost all /3, the rank of M 4(/3) in a generic point is 4, spanned by functions

“ey

451*52)/4x52/4 +. x§4ﬁ1*52*3)/4x2xiﬁ2*1)/4 + ..

x§4ﬁ1*ﬁ2*6)/4x§xiﬁ2*2)/4 4.

2§
x§4ﬁ1*ﬁ2*1)/4$3xiﬁ2*3)/4 +.

“ey

where the dots indicate a (usually infinite) series of terms ordered by the weight
vector (0,1,2,0). (The particular weight is immaterial, but it needs to be sufficiently
generic; this one is so for this example). If one now deforms /3 into (1,2) then the
four independent solutions above degenerate into a linearly dependent set of rank
three. On the other hand, the functions

2 2
T2 ’3
I17 Xrq

are new, not-deforming (in J) solutions to M4((1,2)). It follows that the “rank
jumps at 8= (1,2)", from4 to5=4—1+2. %

Shortly after the discovery of rank jumps, the case of homogeneous monomial
curves was completely discussed in | ]: the “holes” of NA (the finitely many
elements of (R>gANZA)\NA) are exactly the rank-jumping parameters, and each
rank jump is by 1. It was then shown in | | that as 8 varies, the rank
of M4(p) is upper-semicontinuous, so that it can only go up under specialization
(formation of a limit) of 8. In fact, | , Cor. 9.3] shows that the ezceptional
set &4 of points where rank exceeds volume is Zariski closed and equals a certain
subspace arrangement. To understand the origins of &4 one must view the local
cohomology modules Hé(S 4) with ¢ < d as quasi-toric modules; their elements
are then witnesses to the failure of S4 to be Cohen—Macaulay, while the union of
their quasi-degrees forms the exceptional arrangement. The fact, also observed in
[ |, that this arrangement has codimension at least two explains why finding
rank-jumps at all turned out to be very hard and involved extensive computer
experiments in | ].

Ezample 2.14 (Continuation of Example 2.13). In Example 2.13, d = 2 and so
&4 can be at most a finite set of isolated points. The local cohomology H3(S4)
is zero and H}(S4) is a 1-dimensional vector space generated by the Cech cocycle
(03/01,03/04). To see this, note that (9, 04) is primary to 8 in S4. Thus, Hj(S4)
can be computed A-degree by A-degree from the Cech complex on S, induced
by 01,04. Each degree component in S, and its monomial localizations are 1-
dimensional C-spaces; we use this to depict these localizations in the Cech complex
by dots as follows:
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000000000000
©0000000

C[NA] C[N(A, —a1)] @ C[N(A, —ay)] C[zA]

Figure 2: The Cech complex to the 0134-curve

In this picture, the blue area indicates the directions in which the semigroup
in question extends, black dots are the elements of A and the red dot indicates a
“missing” element in the semigroup. Taking cohomology “dot-by-dot” one identifies
the local cohomology groups HL(S4), HS(S4) as claimed.

It is remarkable that the components of the H (S4)-cocycle are precisely the
“new” solutions that appear at 8 = (1,2) that do not deform to other 8. While
this is not always literally true, a weaker form is typical and an explanation of
this phenomenon involving Laurent polynomials is given in | , 1,
especially for d = 2. Compare also Remark 3.14. %

Remark 2.15. In | ] it is proved that there is a purely combinatorial recipe
(involving the relative positioning of 3 to the degrees of NA) that determines the
rank of M (). The procedure to arrive at the exact rank is very involved.

The only known closed rank formula is for non-jumping parameters, where the
rank is just the volume.? The best known general bound is exponential | ], in
the sense that the rank of M4 (8) is bounded above by 22¢vol(A). It was shown in
[ | that for every d there are rank jump examples with rk(M(3)) = vol(A) +
d — 1. This is improved in [ ] to the existence of a € R greater than 1 and
families of matrices A(g) of size d X ng and with parameters 3y such that the
rank of My, (B(4)) exceeds a?vol(A). It would be interesting to know how far the
bound from | ] is from the the worst examples that exist. O

There is an open subset of C™ on which the solutions for M4(3) form a vector
bundle of rank rk(M4(8)). The complement (the singular locus of the module) of
this set is algebraic, cut out by the A-discriminant, a product of individual dis-
criminants to polynomial systems, one for each face of the cone over A. For a
very detailed discussion on this, see the books [ ], and [ ]. If one moves
from general to special g, rank can go down due to singularities in the solutions.
In contrast to rank in generic points, rank at special ¢ is not known to be upper-
semicontinuous. For the case of A as in Example 2.13, this is worked out in | 1,
which discusses the more general question of stratifying C™ by the restriction di-
agrams, which encode the behavior of the D-module theoretic (derived) pull-back
to ¢ € C™; the elementary pull-back just counts rank at r.

2This is not entirely true: if d = 2 and the columns of A lie in a hyperplane not containing the
origin, then all rank jumps are by 1, as shown in [ ].
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2.5. Better behaved systems and contiguity. For each 8’ = a; + f there is a
natural contiguity morphism

C,pray: Ma(B) 25 Ma(B)

of degree a;, induced by right multiplication with 9; on S4 through the Euler—
Koszul functor. The existence of these morphisms is a consequence of the fact that
(E;—B;)-0; = 0;(E; — Bi —a, ;); this is a special case of Equation (14) when y = 0.
Since elements in I4 act as zero on S4, any composition of contiguity morphisms
of fixed total degree v € NA acts the same way as morphism cg gy, from Ma(f)
to Ma(8+ 7).

Contiguity morphisms have turned out to be a very useful tool in the study of
A-hypergeometric systems since for k > 0, Chika, B+ (k+1)a; a0d C5_(ki1)a; B ka,
are isomorphisms (and one can determine explicit bounds in terms of A, S for
k being sufficiently big). Contiguity maps have been used in | ] to identify
combinatorially the isomorphism classes of A-hypergeometric systems, in [ ]
to study irreducibility and holonomic duality of M4(8) as a D4-module, and in
[ , | for investigating the Hodge module structure on certain .#4 (). For
a study of Gaufl hypergeometric functions via contiguity operators see | ].

On the level of solutions, a map in the reverse direction is induced that liter-
ally takes the derivative by x;. For certain applications in mirror symmetry it is
desirable to know that every contiguity operator induces an isomorphism on (the
solutions of) M4 (8). In case one has a generic 3, this is automatic. But in practical
situations it is more likely that § is integer, or at least resonant. In the present
context, resonance encapsulates the lack of genericity of a parameter 3 to admit con-
tiguity isomorphisms (in both directions). Resonance and contiguity operators were
refined and used in | , , , , ]
to study reducibility and general structure of M A(B)

Now consider the quasi-toric module F4 equal to the ring C[ZA]. It arises as the
localization of S4 at all 9;, or alternatively at one monomial whose degree is in the
interior of R>¢A. By definition, multiplication by d; on F4 is an isomorphism, and
therefore the same applies to the generalized A-hypergeometric system that arises as
the Euler—Koszul homology H 4 o(Fa; 3), for every 8. Since F4 is a maximal Cohen—
Macaulay S4-module, there is no other Euler—Koszul homology, | , ]

This module HA,O(FA,ﬁ) was studied in [ , ] and termed better be-
haved GKZ-system. A variant of these systems, considered in [ ], can be
described as the Euler-Koszul homology Ha o(C[R>0A N Z9]; 3) of the normaliza-
tion of S4. In Section 4 below we will discuss Hodge theoretic ramifications of the
main result of | ]

3. IRREGULARITY

In this section we discuss regularity issues of hypergeometric D-modules; this is a
multi-variate form of essential singularities. We start with discussing more general
filtrations than the one by order. A combinatorial object can be derived from this
process that governs the convergence behavior of solutions to A-hypergeometric
systems near coordinate hyperplanes. Via results of Laurent and Mebkhout we
discuss a generalized classical Fuchs criterion this gives information on the irregular
solutions.
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3.1. The Fuchs criterion and regularity. A univariate function f(t), analytic
on a small open disk around ¢ = 0 but singular at ¢ = 0, can behave in two essentially
different ways: the growth of f(¢) as t — 0 could be bounded by a polynomial, or
not. In the former case, f has a pole, in the latter an essential singularity. If f
arises as solution to a differential equation we say 0 is a regular singular point of
the equation in the first, and an irregular singular point in the second case.

For linear differential equations P e f(z) = 0 in the local parameter z, Fuchs
gave the following practical procedure for determining regularity of the origin. If
Oy := C{z} is the ring of convergent power series near z = 0, write P as a linear
combination

P = Zpk (2) B
k=0
m being the order of P, and py = Zink c;m-zi € Oy with ¢y, 7# 0 indicating the
lowest order term of py(z). Writing 0, for differentiation by z, for a monomial 2”93

we use the two weights

V(z"0) =s—r V-filtration at 0;
F(z"0)) :=s order filtration.
Then plot for each k the weights of ¢y ,, ¥ in the (F,V)-plane:
v |4
—o—@ F —® F
®
P=z0,+1 P=2%,+2

Figure 3: Two Fuchs polygons

The shaded region (the Fuchs polygon of the operator) is the lower left convex hull
of the (finitely many) points so obtained. It is, by definition, stable under shifts in
negative F'- and V-direction, and hence unchanged under analytic automorphisms
that keep the origin fixed (this is a consequence of taking the lower left hull).

Two cases arise, indicated in the picture:

(1) The Fuchs polygon has one vertex, in the upper right corner (left).

(2) There are two or more corners. This is tantamount to the boundary of
the shaded region having one or more finite boundary segments with slopes
different from 0 and —oo (right).

Fuchs’ criterion (see [ , ] for a detailed account) states that P has a
regular singularity at the origin if and only if the Fuchs polygon of P has no slopes.

Regular differential equations are much better behaved than irregular ones, both
theoretically and practically. On the theoretic side, they form an ingredient of the
Riemann—Hilbert correspondence that links regular holonomic D-modules to per-
verse sheaves, which for irreducible modules restricts to a bijection with intersec-
tion cohomology complexes; on the practical side regular differential equations are
amenable to the Frobenius method since their solutions come from the Nilsson ring

[ Y Y ’ ]



ALGEBRAIC ASPECTS OF HYPERGEOMETRIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS 19

In higher dimensions, the concept of regularity is more difficult. One way of
defining it proceeds via pullbacks: the Z-module .# on the analytic space C" is
regular if and only if the pullback of .# along any analytic morphism ¢: A* — C™,
where A* is a punctured disk, leads to a module with regular singularities at the
origin on A*. The problem is that there are many such morphisms to be tested.

Laurent | ] and later with Mebkhout [ | found a way to translate regu-
larity in more than one variable into a condition that resembles the Fuchs criterion.
For that, we need to discuss filtrations and initial ideals on D-modules in more
detail.

3.2. Initial ideals and triangulations. A general technique to understand (non-
commutative) algebraic structures is the reduction to a simpler (commutative) sit-
uation by applying a grading with respect to a filtration. For D-modules, the
filtration by the order of differential operators leads to the characteristic variety
which carries various bits of information on the D-module. The process of grading
is rather cumbersome but can be performed algorithmically in various situations
using Grobner basis methods. The simplest case is that of a generic weight vec-
tor because the resulting graded ideal will be monomial; this invites the use of
techniques developed in [ ] and | ].

So, let L = (Ly,...,Ly,) € Q™ be a generic weight vector on R4; genericity is
needed to assure that gr”(1,4) is a monomial ideal. (In R™ there are weights L that
are generic for all ideals of R4 simultaneously. There is no rational weight with
this property, but for a finite number of ideals a Zariski open set of the rational
weight space consists of generic weights.)

1 01
0 1 1
bullets, the following picture sketches the possible initial ideals that arise from the
weights in the family L' = (1 1 t), ¢ > 0. Note that a; = a;/L} and ay = ay/L}
for all ¢. Plotted with hollow bullets are the points az/L% for the indicated choices
of ¢.

Example 3.1. For the matrix A = , with columns indicated with solid

Iy = (0,05 — 85) = gr™" (1)

Lt <(91(92> if 0<t<2
<63> if t> 2.

Collinearity of {a;/L!,as/L,, a3/L,} is equivalent to L'-homogeneity of I4. ¢

Definition 3.2. Associated to the generic weight L and the R4-ideal I is an initial
simplicial complez ¥F that arises as follows. A collection 7 of indices contained in
[n] forms a face of £ if and only if there is no monomial in gr’(I) whose support is
precisely 7. Put another way, X% is the simplicial complex whose Stanley—Reisner
ideal is the radical of grl(T).

If I = I, we write X4 for ©7, . O
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For example, suppose 14 is the principal ideal generated by 019205 —940%. Then

14 admits two distinct monomial initial ideals whose corresponding simplicial com-
plexes are:

3 5 3

5 .
o
4 1 2 4 1 2
(a) The join of a line segment with (b) The join of two points with a tri-
a 3-cycle, grl(I4) = 910205. angle, grl(I4) = 940s.

Figure 4: The initial simplicial complexes Eﬁ for T4 = (010205 — 64852).

The generic weight L also induces a triangulation of [n] as follows. Consider the
points A = {(a;,L;) € R x R}1<j<,. The faces of the triangulation are those
faces of the cone R>oA of A that are visible from the point (0, —oc); these are
exactly those faces whose outer normal vectors have negative last component. A
triangulation of [n] is regular (or coherent) if it arises this way for some L. This
property is strongly tied to A, and not all triangulations of A have to be regular.

Figure 5: A non-regular triangulation of a triangle.

The collection of regular triangulations of A turns out to be in (the obvious)
bijection with the initial complexes of A. There is a third combinatorial object
associated to L and A, namely the collection .#(gr®(14)) of standard pairs of
grl(14), introduced in | ]. A standard pair (8®,0) of the monomial ideal T
is a monomial and a subset of [n] such that

e supp(b) N o =0
e 8° mod T is not (I1;e, 0j)-torsion, but
e 8® modTis I (I1,e, 05)-torsion for all k & o.

For example, if the monomial ideal is (9,02) the standard pairs are (1,{1,2,3,4}),
(05,{1,2,3,4}), and (1,{1,2,3,5}). The standard pairs yield immediately a de-
composition into irreducible ideals by

T= () «igod.

(8P,0)e” (1)

For I as above we obtain I = (95) N (02) N (8}).

The standard pairs hence contain all information needed to recover I and its
triangulations. In particular, the facets of Zﬁ are precisely the subsets o that are
listed in the standard pairs.
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Example 3.3. We consider Example 3.1 from this new angle. We fix the weights
Ly = Ly = 1 and vary the weight t = L3. For Ly < 2, gr¥ I, = (0,0:) and the
facets of X4 are {1,3}, {2,3}. We could interpret this as the complex of faces, not
containing 0, of the convex hull of 0 and the columns of A. Similarly we obtain
YL = {1,2} for L3 > 2, which can be read as a convex hull as before, but with
a3 not in the picture. For L3 = 2, gr’’ [4 = I is prime and X% should now equal
{1,2,3}: we would like to view a3 as “collinear with a;, as” in this case. This is the
topic of the next section; the following is a teaser: in order to view the three cases
from a unifying angle, note that scaling a weight component L; by A and “scaling
the degree a; of 9;” by 1/ have the same effect on the initial terms (and also on
the face complex of 4). One is thus led to replace a3 by az/Ls; then the resulting
convex hull yields the face complex generated by {1,2,3} if Ly = 2, by {1,2} is
L3 > 2, and by {1,3} and {2,3} if L3 < 2. O

3.3. Slopes and the (A, L)-umbrella. In case of a D4-module M = D4/J, J an
ideal in D 4, we will want to grade with respect to a filtration on D 4 defined by (and
identified with) a weight vector L € Q¢ x Q¢ for the variables 1, ...,7,,01,...,0n.
We denote the L-leading term of P € D4 by ol(P) and call it the L-symbol.

Convention 3.4. We assume that there is a positive real constant ¢ such that
Ly, +Lp =c>0
for all j simultaneously. O
This hypothesis has the effect that
Wa = gr¥(D,) = Clz, 8]

is a (commutative) polynomial ring whose spectrum is naturally identified with
the total space of the cotangent bundle T*C™ of C". Moreover, each E; is L-
homogeneous of positive degree.

The W-ideal gr’(.J) defines the L-characteristic variety ChV* (M) of the mod-
ule M for a holonomic module M it is purely n-dimensional by a result of G.G. Smith

[Smi0t).

We record the special case
ChV*(M4(8)) = Var(gr"(Ha())) € T*C"

when M = M4 (). Our plan is to connect this construction to analytic information
as follows.

Suppose X’ C X = C™®" is an analytic subspace with a smooth point r € X'.
Then in suitable local coordinates at x one can write X’ as the zero set of the first
n—dim X’ coordinates on X. In the stalk at ¢ consider the grading of the D-module
M by the filtrations induced by the weights LP/9 := pF 4 qV where as always F is
the order filtration and V' is the V-filtration along X’ (compare Subsection 3.1):

V(z;) =V(9;) =0if i >n—dim(X'); ~V(x;) =V(9;) =1ifi <n—dim(X").
(There is an obvious identification of graded objects for LP/? and LP'/9" when
pla=p'/q).

Definition 3.5. With notation as just introduced, p/q € Q is a slope of M along

X' if ChvE (M) = supp(gr’(M)) jumps at p/q. This means that ChVL" (M) is for

small € € Ry constant on (—e+£,2) and (2,2 +¢) but not on (—e + 2,2 4¢).
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This definition is taken from [ ]. By | |, Laurent’s algebraic slopes
constructed from filtrations agree with Mebkhout’s transcendental slopes given as
jumps of the Gevrey filtration on the irregularity sheaf and hence provide a measure
of growth for the solutions of M. The central question in this section is to study
the behavior of ChV¥ (M (3)) under changes of L and 3.

We illustrate the link of slopes of M4 () with Fuchs’ criterion in an example.

Ezample 3.6. Tt is clear from the series expansion (2) that the Kummer confluent
series 1F1(a;b; z) is analytic at every finite z for all a,b. On the other hand, it
follows from the integral definition of the error function that at z = oo there
is an essential singularity (and algebraic changes of coordinates do not eradicate
essential singularities). If we denote —1/z by wu, then the differential operator
0.0, +1/2) — z(0, — 1/2) turns into ub, (6, — 1/2) — (6, + 1/2) for the resulting
inverse Kummer confluent series.
The Fuchs polygons are:

v V

F —'—I_. F

Figure 6: Fuchs polygon for Kummer (left) and inverse Kummer (right)

So, the Kummer series has (of course) regular “singularities” at the origin, while
the inverse Kummer series has a slope of —1. This reflects the fact that, up to
multiplication by a function bounded by a polynomial, the Kummer series at 0
behaves like exp(zY), while the inverse Kummer series behaves like exp(z~1): the
Kummer series grows (up to polynomially bounded factors) near co like exp(z).

For the translation to the A-hypergeometric setting we can use in both cases
A= (é (1) 1), with v being (1,1,—1) or (—1,—1,1). The toric ideal is then
Iy = (0102 — O3).

We know from Example 3.1 that for the family L' = (1,1,t) there is a jump at
t = 2in the L!-graded ideal of I 4 since at that moment (], becomes L-homogeneous.
It turns out that the Lf-characteristic variety of Ha(3) for any 3 also changes at
t =2, so that M4 () has a slope of 2 along the hyperplane 3 = 0.

The correspondence between these numbers is encapsulated by the equation

é = 1/15/55 7, where sp is the slope of the Fuchs polygon (and indicates exponen-
tial growth behavior with exponent sg), and sy, is the slope at which Laurent’s
filtrations jump. O

We now discuss “regular triangulations to non-monomial graded toric ideals”
coming from non-generic weight vectors in greater generality, the details being
taken from | ]. For the transition, suppose J is generated by elements inside
R4 C D4. Then one can restrict the weight to Lg on R4 and compute gr’® (JNR4)
in the commutative situation of Subsection 3.2. Note that then gr®(J) = grf(D,)-
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grle(J N Ry4). Specifically, we write
I =gt (1) N Ry, Sk :=grf(Sa) = R4/I5.

Let L = (Ly,...,L,) € Q™ be any weight vector on R4. As L may have zero
components, possible division (as suggested in Example 3.3) by L; = 0 forces us
into work in a projective space:

al,...,adEZAdegPé.

In Pé, any two distinct points a,b € ]P’é are joined by two line segments. If the

hyperplane H in IP’% contains neither a nor b, one may define the convex hull of
a, b as the line segment not intersecting H. Similarly one can define the convex
hull convy (S) of a subset S C P% disjoint from H as the convex hull of S in the

affine space ]P’% N H.

Definition 3.7 (The (A, L)-umbrella ®4). We set aJL =a;/L; € ]P’é. Choose a
linear functional f: ZA — Z for which f(a;) > 0 for all j and € > 0 such that
|f(a;)| > e |L;|; such form exists since A is pointed. Let H. := f~!(—¢) and call

AL = convy ({0,al,... al}) C ]P’é

the (A, L)-polyhedron. Let the (A, L)-umbrella be the set ®4 of faces of AL which
do not contain 0; write @i’k for its k-skeleton.
The matrix A is called L-homogeneous if all aJL lie on a common hyperplane of

]P’é. Every A is 0-homogeneous and we call ®4 := ®Y the A-umbrella. Note that
® 4 can be identified with the face lattice of the polyhedral cone R>A. O

Parts of this definition, taken from | | are foreshadowed by | , Prop. 4].

0 1 1 3
for various filtrations in the family L' = (1,1,1,¢). While moving the parameter,
@ﬁ jumps exactly at t = 2 and ¢t = 3. For the intervals t < 2, t =2, 2 < t < 3,
t = 3, t > 3, the corresponding complexes ®4 are generated by {{1,4},{2,4}},

{{1,3,4},{2,4}}, {{1,4},{2,4}, {3, 4}}, {{1,3},{2,3,4}}, {{1,3},{2,3}}. %

Ezample 3.8. Figure 7 shows the (A, L)-umbrella for the matrix A = <1 0 1 2)

Figure 7: (A, L)-umbrellas for Example 3.8. (Blue AL with boundary ®%.)

Remark 3.9. In order to see how ®L generalizes X% for positive weights, embed
]P’é - P(‘éﬂ as the hyperplane {a4s+1 = ao}, and assume that L is positive and
generic. A subset of {al ... al} C A(‘é, C ]P’é maximizes a linear functional
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q(t1/to, ..., ta/to) with value ¢ if and only if the corresponding subcollection of
a;, L(a, - - maximizes with value zero the linear functiona
i, L(a;)}t € AZT € PG maximi ith val the linear functional
q(t1/to, ... ta/to) — tasr1/to- So, the faces of AL x {1} C A(d@ﬂ are in bijection
with those of the cone spanned by it from the origin in A%H that have outer nor-

mal vector “pointing down”, and this is the same cone as the one spanned by the
appropriate collection inside {(a;, L(a;)}7. O

Just like Eﬁ in the monomial case, fbﬁ corresponds to minimal prime ideals of

grl(I4). More precisely the following holds.

Theorem 3.10 ([ , Thm. 2.14]). The set of A-graded prime ideals containing
1% equals {15 | 7 € ®L} and so
Spec(S%) = Var(Iy) = U 0, = |_| oy, c C".
redpldt TEPY

In particular, the (A, L)-umbrella encodes the geometry of S. O

3.4. L-characteristic varieties. Equipped with the knowledge from the previous
section, we can return to the question of describing

Y% = ChV*(M4(B)).

For a weight L € Q™ x Q", the L-symbols o*(E;) span the tangent spaces of every
torus orbit and hence impose the conormal condition to O7 for all 7 € ®4 (compare
[ , ]). The inclusion

(16) gr”(Ha(B)) 2 (o™ (E)) + gr" (D4 - Ik)

appears already in | , ] and shows that ChVZ(M4(3)) must be con-
tained in the union of the closures of all these conormals.

One might hope that (16) is always an equality; this would simplify the problem
of describing ChV*(M4(B)). The right hand side is the fake initial ideal and

equality holds if Ik is Cohen-Macaulay, [ , Thm. 4.3.8]. Unfortunately, this
inclusion can be strict in general as the following example shows.
11 11

Ezample 3.11. For A = 01 3 4 and L = (0,1) inducing the order filtration

one has gr(HA(B)) = gr¥(Da - 14) + (cL(E)) for B = (1,2), but in fact for all
parameters
gr’(Ha(B)) = gr™(Da - L) + (" (E)) + (P)
where
P = (Ba—2)x107 4+ (Ba — 1 — 1) 220105+ (Ba — 381 + 1)230204 + (B2 — 451 +2) 2405
O
Notwithstanding this example, the following is true.
Theorem 3.12. The L-characteristic variety of the A-hypergeometric system is
Th =Chvi(aB) = U Ta= [ T4
Tedl Tedl
where for T € L, we denote by Y7, C T*C" the conormal to the orbit oj cCn,
and where we use the identification T*C" = T*C".
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By Theorem 3.12 the two ideals in (16) differ along minimal components only by
their multiplicities. Taking into account this information turns the L-characteristic
variety ChV* (M4 (B)) into the L-characteristic cycle ChC*(Ma(B3)) of Ma(f). Let
uiig(ﬂ) be the multiplicity of Y7 in ChC*(H(8)). This number is bounded from

below by the intersection multiplicity ui’T between the Fuler variety
Var(grL (Ela cee Ed)) - cr

and the component of gr”(I4) along Y7. Moreover, uf‘f) (B) agrees with this lower
bound for a Zariski-open set of parameters 3, but may exceed it for special values
of f; see [ ]

Forr C 7' e @ﬁ’dil, denote

Tr g2 L7 — Z1' [(Z7' N Qr)
the natural projections, and define the polyhedra
Pr = conv(m, (7" U{0})), Qrr :=conv(m, (7' N\ 7T)).

Using this notation, with volume functions normalized such that they return unity
on the standard simplex,

= Z [ZA :Z7') - [(Z7' N Q7) : Z7] - voly o/ (Pr 7 N Qr rr) > 1.

L,d—1
TCT'ED,

In particular, this formula proves that the slopes of the D-module M4 () are deter-
mined entirely by combinatorics of A, since this is true for their L-characteristic
varieties. (For the empty face 7, if NA is saturated, this simplifies to the formula
already in [ ] that rank is then equal to the volume of A).

Remark 3.13. If an A-hypergeometric system is homogeneous, it can have no slopes
since it is regular holonomic | ]. On the other hand, an inhomogeneous H 4(3)
has at least one slope along the subspace cut out by the variables corresponding to
any of the faces of the umbrella of A that do not touch the boundary of the umbrella,

as moving it will eventually change the shape of the umbrella (compare | D-
By Laurent’s results, regularity of M(3) is hence equivalent to homogeneity and
independent of 5. O

Remark 3.14. A natural question is whether one can find a stratification of the
parameter space such that rank is constant on each stratum and whether one can
give a family of parametric solutions that deform analytically to rank many so-
lutions on the chosen stratum. This is indeed so; the details are worked out in
[BFP14, , I

For confluent systems, when the Nilsson ring does not contain all solutions,
the approach of Gevrey series can be used. Early focus was on the irregularity

sheaves of Mebkhout introduced in [ ]. In a series of papers, Castro-Jimenez
and Fernandez-Fernandez | , , , |, study theory and
construction of solutions. Another point of interest is asymptotics. In [ | it

is worked out how this plays out in the d = 1 case (A is a single row matrix):
Gevrey series solution along the singular locus of the system appear as asymptotes
of holomorphic solutions along suitable paths of integration. A similar result for
modified systems is proved in | ]

A related problem is that of determining the monodromy of A-hypergeometric
systems. This turns out to be an extraordinarily difficult problem, and only limited
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information is available at this point. We mention the work of Ando, Esterov
and Takeuchi | | that determines the monodromy at infinity for confluent
(inhomogeneous) systems, building on [ ] for the homogeneous case. Hien’s
rapid decay cycles (| ]) make an entry here via | |, replacing the classical
integral representations of Gel'fand et al. %

4. HODGE THEORY OF GKZ-SYSTEMS

In this section we show that certain GKZ-systems carry a mixed Hodge module
structure in the sense of | | and investigate some consequences of this fact.
Since the definition of mixed Hodge modules (MHM) is rather involved, we give
here a simplified version which is enough for our purpose. Assuming the reader
to be at least somewhat acquainted with the Riemann—Hilbert correspondence, we
start with a brief outline of the cornerstones of the theory of mixed Hodge modules.
We then give (certain) A-hypergeometric systems an interpretation as GauB—Manin
systems and use it to define an MHM structureon these A-hypergeometric systems.
We then discuss two induced filtrations on these GKZ-systems.

4.1. Section setup, and basics on mixed Hodge modules. An algebraic
mixed Hodge module on a smooth algebraic variety X is an algebraic, regular
holonomic Zx-module .# together with an increasing filtration by coherent Ox-
modules Fi°%° 7 called the Hodge filtration and an increasing Zx-module fil-
tration We.# called the weight filtration. The Zx-module .# and the filtrations
FHedse s and We.# are required to satisfy rather subtle compatibility conditions;
in particular there are strong conditions concerning the boundary behavior along
every divisor of X. The category MHM(X) of algebraic mixed Hodge modules on
X is Abelian. Given a mixed Hodge .#, its graded parts

GI"ZV(/%) = ij//wk—l/%

are pure Hodge modules. The category HM(X) of pure Hodge modules is semi-
simple; i.e., each graded part is a sum a simple objects. The simple HM(X )-objects
correspond via the de Rham functor to intersection complexes ICy () supported
on an irreducible subvariety Y of X, where .Z is an irreducible local system on an
open, smooth subset of Y. In particular, the restriction of a pure Hodge module
to the Zariski open set on which the underlying Z-module is smooth turns it to a
variation of pure Hodge structures on that smooth locus.

The standard example of a (mixed) Hodge module on a smooth variety X is the
structure sheaf Ox: it carries a canonical mixed Hodge module structure, which

satisfies
FHodge

Grp

Ox =Flet gy [P0y =0 if p#0,
GrZVﬁX:O for p # dim X.

Notation 4.1. If f: X — Y is a morphism of smooth complex algebraic varieties,
four basic functors on Z-modules are induced. The most immediate one is the (left
exact) naive inverse image functor that arises from the chain rule, | , §1.3].
Its left derived functor, shifted by dim(X)—dim(Y"), is the inverse image functor f+
that is denoted by fTin | , Rmk. 1.5.10]. Conjugating fT by the holonomic
duality functor from [ , §2.6] leads to the exceptional inverse image f1 that
is denoted f* in | , Dfn. 3.2.13].
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There is a direct image functor as well, but its definition is more technical because
the chain rule cannot be reversed in general. Again, one proceeds by defining
a naive version (neither left nor right exact) as in [ , §1.3], from which a
derived functor fi can be defined; this functor is denoted |[ ¢ in [ , - 40].
Conjugation by the duality functor leads to the exceptional direct image functor
fT, which is denoted Join | , §3.2]. O

Due to the groundbreaking work of M. Saito ([ , ]), for each morphism
f: X — Y there are lifts of the functors fy, ft, f*, fT to the category of mixed
Hodge modules which we denote by

fe, fi : D°MHM(X) — D* MHM(Y))
£ f* . DY MEM(Y) — D® MHM(X).

The proof of the existence of these functors on MHM require various rather deep
results from Hodge theory (such as the existence of a Hodge structure on the coho-
mology of a degenerating VHS on a curve which was established by S. Zucker using
L2-cohomology), the theory of filtered Z-modules, compatibility properties of V-
and F-filtration (also known as strict specializability), as well as a tricky formalism
of induced modules.

Our starting point is Section 2.3, where we have seen that if 8 & sRes(A) then

e~

/Z/:;(ﬂ) o~ (hA)Jr@?. So, in particular, if @? is in MHM(X) then so is .Z4(8)
whenever 5 & sRes(A). Now in order for its (inverse) Fourier-Laplace transform to
be a mixed Hodge module, the GKZ-system .#4 () should of course in particular be
regular holonomic. By Remark 3.13 and Definition 1.7, this property is equivalent
to I4 being homogeneous. In other words, for the GKZ-system to have any hope
of being an MHM module we must require that the vector (1,1,...,1) is in the row
span of A. Fortuitously, this requirement on A provides also the solution to the
translation of MHM structures from .#4(8) to .#4(3). Indeed, while the (inverse)
Fourier-Laplace transform does in general not preserve mixed Hodge modules, we
shall employ a Radon transform (which makes only sense in the homogeneous case)
in/\order to construct a mixed Hodge module structure on the GKZ-system via
AMa(B).

In order to simplify the statement of some formulas in the remainder of the
article, we make now the following convention on A.

Convention 4.2. From now on, A is in Z(#D*(+D) and we assume that A is
homogeneous, full, pointed, and generates a saturated semigroup. O

Since a GKZ-system derived from a pair (4, ) is unchanged under an invertible
Z-linear transformation of the rows we can moreover assume that the matrix A has
the following shape

(17) A=

where B € Z4*™ is full but is not necessarily pointed or homogeneous. Notice also
that if NA is saturated, then so is NB; however, the converse implication is not
true in general.
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4.2. Geometric interpretation of GKZ-systems. The aim of this section is
to express certain GKZ systems as objects which are built from consecutive appli-
cations of (possibly proper) direct image and (possibly exceptional) inverse image
functors applied to a structure sheaf. From the discussion above it follows then that
these GKZ systems carry a mixed Hodge module structure. In order to achieve this
we have to introduce various integral transformations and their relations.

Define a pairing

(18) (=, =):CtlxCcrt! — C
j=0

and a free rank one ﬁ@nﬂxcnﬂ—module
£ = ﬁ@nﬂ «Cn+1 * €XP ((=1) (= =)
which acquires a @@nﬂxcnﬂ-module structure via the product rule. We denote

by p1 and ps the projections from C"! x C™*! to the first and second factor
respectively. The sheafified version of the Fourier-Laplace transform is given by

L

(19) FL(A) = pay (P]N ®0 L) [n +1]
and one has FLoFL = —id. Although defined at the level of derived categories,
FL is an exact functor, and an instructive exercise shows that on the level of global
sections it is given by formula (12). Theorem 2.10 now implies that, whenever
B & sRes(A), we have

FL((ha)+67) = FL*(Ma(B)) = M(B).
Here, the final identification holds due to the homogeneity of I4 even though FL?
is not the identity.

The second type of transformation we will need is the Radon transformation of
Z-modules introduced by Brylinski | |; some variations were later discussed
by d’Agnolo and Eastwood | ].

Let

U = { njr; # 0} C B(CrH1) x €
j=1
be the complement of the universal hypersurface

Z:= {5, =0} CP(C"F1) x
j=1
defined by the vanishing of the pairing (—, —). For the sake of readability, we denote

]P’((E;‘*\l) form now on simply by P. Consider the following commutative diagram

U
Lid _ ™y
Ju

=~ T L
P~ 1 P" x (CnJrl 2 CnJrl

XTZ%
1 2
A
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The Radon transformation is the functor RT: D% (Z5,) — D% (Zen+1) given by
RT(A) = (nf ) (1) N = (m2) 1 (i) siym] N,
and it permits variations RT¢, RTcst : DY (Z5,) — DY, (Zcn+1) given by
RTZ(A) = (m5 ) (nf ) A = (m2) (i) i) A
RT s (A) 1= (ma) 7] A

The adjunction triangle (jU)Tj,TJ —id — (iz)+iTZ N gives rise to a triangle
(20) RT® — RTe — RT 5
Let

7 CM {0} — P
be the canonical projection and denote by
my: V— pn
the total space of the tautological bundle &%, (—1). Recall that V can be identified
with the blow-up of the point {0} of ((A:”jl and P" with the exceptional divisor
E. We denote by 7y p: E — {0} — C™*! the restriction of the blow up map
7wy V— C*1. The following proposition relates the Fourier-Laplace and Radon

transformations.

Proposition 4.3. | , Proposition 1] Let A € D% (%s,). There are the fol-
lowing isomorphisms

RT(A) = FL((mg)+(mv)*A),

RTS(AN) = FL(jyrtA),

RTest (/) =~ FL((79,p)+A),
where j : C"+1\ {0} < C+! is the canonical inclusion. O
In particular, if .4 is a mixed Hodge module, then the above isomorphisms allow
us to equip the right hand sides with induced MHM structures.

To simplify the presentation, we will focus now (and this until Definition 4.6
below) primarily on the case 8 = 0. For § # 0 a twisted variant of the Radon
transformation is needed: see | | for details. We start with the following com-
mutative diagram

ha

T — Cn+l \ {0} — Cn+l
A

™o J/ﬂ‘

9B I/P\m

(21)

—

=l

where B
m: (CHH =T — (C*)4 =T
is the projection to the last d variables and where
(22) gp: T < P"
(b, tg) =t = (L:Pr: P,
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In particular,
ha: T —s C"1
is as in (15) earlier (with the caveat that now A is as in Convention 4.2). We then

observe that (ha)1Or =~ (ha)17f O ~ jint (gp)+ O, and with Proposition 4.3,
the isomorphisms

(23) M(0) ~ FL((ha)+ 6x) ~ RT((g5)  Or)
endow the GKZ-system .#4(0) with the structure of a mixed Hodge module.

We now consider a part of the long exact sequence of the adjunction triangle
(20) applied to (9B)+Og. In order to identify the individuals terms we introduce a
family of Laurent polynomials defined on (C*)? x C* = T x C" using the columns
b1, ..., by, of the matrix B from (17). We define

(24) : TxC" — C"'!
(25) (t?) = (_ijtbi;xla' .. axn)
j=1
Theorem 4.4 (| , Cor. 2.3]). There is the following commutative diagram with

exact rows where all vertical maps are all isomorphisms; just for this statement we
abbreviate for typesetting reasons gp by g and denote the Radon transform by just
R.

A" (Rest (94 O5)) —— A" (R(9405)) — A" THRU(9+05)) —» A" (Rest (94 O5))

| | l !

HYT;C) @¢ Ocnin — A9y O onr) ——— Ma(0) ———» HY(T;C) @¢ Opnin

As a consequence, the lower exact sequence underlies a sequence of mized Hodge
modules. (]

4.3. Hodge-filtration on GKZ-systems. Although the isomorphism (23) equips

the GKZ system .#4(0) with the structure of a mixed Hodge module, it is far from

clear what the Hodge and weight filtrations look like. The first step in this direction

was carried out by Stienstra | ], relying heavily on work of Batyrev | ], who

computed the Hodge and weight filtration on the smooth part of the GKZ system.
Denote

A = conv(ag,...,a,)

the convex hull of the points ag,...,a,, and note that this is the decone of the
A-polyhedron from Definition 3.7. Let 7 C A be a face of A, let ¢ € C™, and set

FA—,; = Z xjtaj.
jia; €T
The Laurent polynomial Fy , := Fxf,}l is called non-degenerate (see, e.g., | ,
Definition 3.3)) if for every face 7 of A the equations
0 0

Fy,=to—F,,)=...=tq—(F} ,) =0
A,z Oato( A,z) datd( A,m)
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have no common solutions in T. Then, for 0 < ¢ < d, define the differential
operators

n
Pri=) (aiget™ +t;0;)
=0

which are elements of the Weyl algebra Dgp+) onty, ..., tq localized at i - - - t4. One
checks that these operate on the semigroup ring S4 C (C[t(jfl, cee tfitl], P;(Sa) C Sa,
so they are differential operators on the affine toric variety X4 = Spec(S4).

Before we can state Stienstra’s result mentioned in the introduction to this sec-
tion, we need some more terminology. Let

1O criPc...crcrii® =g,

be the ascending sequence of homogeneous ideals in S4 where IXC) is generated by
all elements t* with a € NA that are not contained in any codimension k face of
R>0A. Define a decreasing sequence of C-vector spaces in Sy

e N e W St e S B o s Y St B
where &~F is spanned by monomials t¢ such that ¢ = (co,...,cq) € NA satisfies

Co S k.
Stienstra proved the following result

Theorem 4.5. | , , | Let t € C"™L be such that the Laurent polyno-
mial Fay is non-degenerate and consider the canonical inclusion iy : {r} — C"TL.
Then, with ¢ denoting the family from (24),

d
HYT,p (1);C) ~ it Ma(0) ~ S’A/Z P.Sy.
i=0
Under this isomorphism, the Hodge filtration is given by

d
(26) FIRFHYT, o7 (x); C) ~ im (5’“ — S/ PiSA> :
i=0
If the matriz B € Z™ is homogeneous, then the weight filtration on HY(T, ' (z); C)
is given by

d
27)  Wipa 1t HY(T, o '();C) ~  im (12“’ — S5/ > PZ-SB> ,
=1

where the semigroup Ting Sg, the ideals Igc) and the differential operators P; are

now derived from B. O

Equation (26) is shown in | | for homogeneous A; the general case is treated
in [ ]

The surjection Dy — Ma(f) induces from the order filtration Fo* on Dy a
filtration on M 4(B3) which we denote by F2*M 4(3); we proceed similarly to define
a filtration F™ on the sheaf .#4(8). The following theorem gives a comparison
between this order filtration and the Hodge filtration Fa°8°.# 4(B) (in the sense
of mixed Hodge modules), this extends the first part of the above Theorem 4.5.
Since we will formulate the result for certain parameter vectors 8 different from 0,
we first need to introduce the following definition.
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Definition 4.6. The set of admissible parameters 3 € R* C C*! is defined by

W= ) {R-T—[o,é)-eA}

T:7 facet

where 4 ;= ag+...4+a,, e; := (nr,€4) € Z~o and n, is the unit, inward pointing,
normal vector of 7. O

Ezxample 4.7. For the matrix

the following picture

— sRes(A) HE R>oA B 2,

shows the sets sRes(A) (see Definition 2.6 above) and A 4. O

We can now state a result, taken from [ , Theorem 5.35] which describes the
Hodge filtration on the GKZ-systems in a rather precise way.

Theorem 4.8. Let A € ZW@HDX(+1) pe g in Convention 4.2, B € A4 and By €
(=1,0]. Then the Hodge filtration on #A(B) is given by the shifted order filtration,
so that we have the following equality of filtered Pon+1-modules

(A (B), FJI¥°) = (Ma(B), FIi7)

It has been shown in | , Theorem 5.43] that the first part of the above
Theorem 4.5, and so Formula (26) is a rather direct consequence of the comparison
between the Hodge and the order filtration on .#4(0).

Remark 4.9. As already noted in Section 2 above, a variant of Borisov—Horja’s
better behaved GKZ-systems has been considered in | ]. If we suppose that
A is normal (as we do throughout this section), then the definition in | ]
coincides with the one for ordinary GKZ-systems as given in 1.6 above. However,
the matrix A is not supposed to be homogeneous in | ]. The module .#Z4(3)
will have irregular singularities then, as discussed in Section 3 above. One may ask
what kind of Hodge theoretic information can be derived from .#4(53) in this case.
This is similar to the statements on the ordinary versus irregular Hodge filtration
on univariate hypergeometric systems that we will discuss below.

In | , Prop. 1.4], Mochizuki proves the the following statement which can
be considered as an irregular variant of Theorem 4.8 above. Let B € Z4*™ be such
that ZB = Z®. Suppose for the simplicity of the exposition that NB = R>oBNZ.
Consider the non-commutative “Rees ring”

(28) Rexen = Clzyxy,...,22](2%0,,20,,, ..., 205,)
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and the corresponding sheaf Zcxcn. Let 525 (0) be the left Zcxcn-ideal generated
by

E’O = 229, + Z 20y
(29) E, = Z i 2250y, for k=1,...,d;
Ou =[] o)™ = ] (20:,)™  for all u € kex(B).

Jiu; >0 Jiu; <0

Then the left Zcxcn-module Zexcn /75 (0) underlies a mized twistor module on
C™, a notion that in many respects is the correct replacement of a mixed Hodge
module in the irregular setup. In particular, any mixed Hodge module can be
considered as a special mixed twistor module, and therefore the case § = 0 of
Theorem 4.8 can be deduced from Mochizuki’s result. Using a filtered variant of
the Fourier-Laplace transformation (compare the discussion in Section 5 below),
one can also obtain the latter from Theorem 4.8, as has been demonstrated in
[ , Corollary 4.8]. O

As another application of Theorem 4.8, we will describe some results about
the Hodge structure of univariate hypergeometric equations (see the discussion in
Subsection 1.2 above). Consider again the operator

(30) P=1]10--X) ﬁ9 — 1) € C[2)(0:)

1

3

i

(compare with equation (7), where m’ = ¢+ 1, m = p and where \; = 0, \; =
1—Bi+1, tj = —a;) for some real numbers A;, ;. The corresponding cyclic module

A1) = Do [ D - P,

is irreducible if and only if for all 4, j we have \; — p1; ¢ Z. The modules S (X; p)
are the most basic examples of rigid Z-modules (see [ , D). A first con-
sequence of this property is that if J#(\;p) is irreducible, then it is isomorphic
to some JZ(N';u') whenever u — p/ and A — X are integer vectors. We can thus
assume that 0 < Ay < ... < 1,0 < g < .00 <y < 1 and that A # p;
for all 4, 5. It is obvious that S (\; u) is regular exactly when m’ = m and in that
case it has the three singular points {0, 1,00}. On the other hand, if m’ # m then
Sing (' (A; 1) = {0, 00}

In the regular case, that is, if m’ = m, the rigidity property can be stated at
the level of the the local system . on P!\{0, 1,00} of solutions of P: it simply
says that the local monodromies around the singular points determine the (global)
monodromy representation defined by .. From there it follows by [ , Cor. 8.1]
and also | , Prop. 1.13] that % underlies a complex variation of Hodge struc-
tures. Then the following formula for its Hodge numbers has been shown in | ,
Thm. 1]

dlmngHOdgLZ = dim(F HOdng/F,?_ffgCZ)
(31)
= H#{s:1<s<m k=#{Li: N <pus}—s}.
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The Picard-Fuchs equation of the family of elliptic curves in Example 1.3 corre-
sponds, as we computed there, to the hypergeometric differential equation given
by the module #(0,0;1/2,1/2). Applying Fedorov’s formula yields dim(grf’ &) =
dim(grf’ .#) = 1, confirming our computation in Example 1.3. Notice also that in
this case the local system £ underlies a real (and even rational) variation of Hodge
structures, which is consistent with [ , Theorem 2].

If m" # m (and, up to a change of the coordinate z +— 1/z we can assume
that m’ > m), then J#(X; u) is irregular and can no longer support a variation of
Hodge structures. In | ], a category of irreqular Hodge modules is developed,
which can roughly be seen as lying between the category of mixed Hodge modules
and the category of mixed twistor modules. A possibly irregular Zx-module .#
on a complex manifold X underlying an irregular Hodge module comes equipped
with an irreqular Hodge filtration, an increasing filtration FI'*.# by coherent €'x-
modules indexed by the real numbers (contrarily to the regular case); we write
Fir o = s<aF E,”/// . However, the indexing set is determined by a finite set

[e3%

I C[0,1) having the property that
ol =FTMF M =0  ifad [+

In | ], the following formula for the irregular Hodge numbers has been found
(see also [ ] and | |, where the Hodge filtration itself is determined
in some cases, using Theorem 4.8 from above):

(32)
dimgr?" (M p) =#{s: 1 <s<m',a=#{i:p <A} +(m —m)a, —s}.

For m’ = m, this gives back the formula (31) up to the fact that the local system
Z is in the regular case in | ] the one of the solutions of 5#(\; i), whereas
formula (32) gives (for m’ = m) Hodge numbers of a filtration defined on the dual
local system of flat sections.

4.4. Weight filtration on GKZ systems. In the remainder of this section, we
discuss results concerning the weight filtration on GKZ-systems. Recall that we
equipped the GKZ-system .#4(0) in subsection 4.2 with a mixed Hodge module
structure by rewriting it as certain Radon transform of a direct image of a structure
sheaf (cf. (23)). In this subsection we endow the GKZ systems with an a priori
different mixed Hodge module structure. If the matrix A is chosen to be homoge-
neous then the GKZ-system .#4(0) is a monodromic Z-module. In this case the
Fourier-Laplace transformation can be replaced by the Fourier—Sato transforma-
tion (or monodromic Fourier-Laplace transformation) (cf. | , Théoreme 7.24])
which happens to be a functor of mixed Hodge modules.
Denote by

6:C* x C"' — Ct!
the standard C*-action on C"1. We refer to the push-forward 6, (z9.) as the Euler

vector field €, where z is a coordinate on C*. A regular holonomic Z-module .#
is called monodromic, if the Euler field € acts finitely on the global sections of .Z .
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Consider the diagram

@nJrl % (CnJrl

/ \
Crt C. x CPH1 2 {0} x CH

where p; is the projections to the first factor, ig is the canonical inclusion and the
map w is given by

w:Ct xCc"tt — ¢, x C"H!

(9,1) — (3= mei, r)

The Fourier—Sato transformation (or monodromic Fourier transformation) is de-
fined by

FS : MHM(C™*') — MHM(C")
M rwip M0+ 1]

where ¢, is the vanishing cycle functor along z = 0.

It was shown in [RW, Proposition 4.12] that the Fourier-Sato transformation
respects the weight filtration of monodromic Z-modules which are localized along
{0} € C*! (up to a shift). Hence, a weight filtration on the GKZ-system is induced
by the following isomorphisms:

Wiins144(0) := Wiy nt1 FS((ha)+ Or) = FS(Wi(ha)+Or)

Since the Fourier—Sato transform is an eql/li\valence of categories it is therefore
enough to compute the weight filtration on .#4(0) = (ha)+ 01 which will be done
below.

Recall that the graded parts GrkW A of a mixed Hodge module are pure Hodge
modules and as such are semi-simple, splitting as direct sums of intersection com-
plexes (which are simple Z-modules). Because the number of simple objects (counted
with multiplicity) is independent on the chosen (weight) filtration this also gives us
the simple objects occurring in the weight filtration induced by the Radon trans-
form (but possibly in another order). However, we conjecture that the Fourier—Sato
transformation and the Radon transformation are actually isomorphic on the level
of mixed Hodge modules.

Conjecture 4.10. For ./ € MHM(P"):
FS(j,m'N) ~ RTS(A)

C

We will now proceed to state the result on the weight filtration of ////,\4(0) =

(hA)+ﬁ'ﬂ‘I
Let 7 C v C o be faces of a cone 0 C R¥*!, The quotient face of v by 7 is
defined as:

v/7 = (v + &)/ C R¥ /mp
where 7R is the linear span of the cone 7. Define

7® = {f € Homg (R, R) /7" | f(x) >0 Vr € 7}
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The cone ~Y is the dual of v in its own span, hence independent of o. For cones
7 C 7y denote by X,/ the spectrum of the semigroup ring induced by the cone /7
in its natural lattice. Set Y, . := X, -yo.

In the following, we denote the cone R>oA by o. The Fourier-Laplace trans-

formed GKZ system ,////,\4(0) is isomorphic to (ha )4+ Or and has support on the affine
toric variety X4 = X,. For a face 7 of o write d, for its dimension. We have seen
in Subsection 2.1 that the d.-dimensional T-orbits O7 in X, are in one-to-one
correspondence with the faces 7 of o. The closure of an orbit 07 is X-.

It turns out that the varieties X, are exactly those which occur as support
Varietm/f of the summands in the semisimple decompositions of the graded parts
gtV #4(0).

Let Z(7 a+e) be the constant local system of rank dim IHdH*dT*e(Yg/T) on O7F.
In order to simplify the notation, we use the symbol ICy (.¥) for the intersection
cohomology Z-module on some smooth variety X with support on the closed subset
Y C X, and where .Z is a local system on a Zariski open subset of Y.

Theorem 4.11. Let A € ZWHDX(+1) be full pointed, saturated, but not necessar-
ily homogeneous. The weight graded parts of the mized Hodge module .#4(0) are
given by

gr‘d/[jrlJre ‘%A (O) = @ ICX.,- (Dg(r,d-l—l-l—e))'

7Co

Corollary 4.12. Let A € ZWHD*(+1) be g5 above. The length of the GKZ system
M4 (0) is

d+1—d,
Y dimIH(Y,),) = > dimIH*(Y, ;).
7Co e=0 7Co

5. APPLICATION TO TORIC MIRROR SYMMETRY

The aim of this final section is to discuss some results concerning the so-called
mirror symmetry phenomenon, which links enumerative geometry of projective al-
gebraic, and more generally symplectic varieties (called A-model) to complex ge-
ometry, in particular, Hodge theory of their so-called B-models. The B-model is
usually given by a family of algebraic varieties which may have singularities and
which need not be projective (which forces one to consider compactifications, see
below). Often these families on the B-side are referred to as Landau—Ginzburg
models.

The first example of mirror symmetry was given by Candelas, de la Ossa, Green
and Parkes | | who predicted a virtual number of rational curves on a
quintic threefold (later referred to as the genus 0 Gromov—Witten invariants) by
period computations for the mirror partner (the B-model). These predictions were
verified and also generalized to numerically effective smooth complete intersections
in toric varieties by Givental | 1, 1 ]. His celebrated mirror theorem shows
that the J-function, a generating function for the genus 0 GW-invariants of such
varieties, is computable in terms of a cohomology-valued hypergeometric function.
Givental also conjectured that the components of this function are given as oscil-
lating integrals. This was much later proved by Iritani in [ | (even treating
the case where the toric variety in question is an orbifold), some details of the
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construction described below are parallel to his paper. However, an algebraic con-
struction of the correct Hodge theoretic B-model was still missing. Our purpose
in this section is to give an overview of techniques and results (mainly referring to
[ , , | as well as to | ]), where the machinery of GKZ-systems
as discussed in the previous sections is used to obtain a purely algebraic Hodge
theoretic (and Z-module based) mirror correspondence for certain smooth toric
varieties resp. subvarieties of them.

5.1. Gromov—Witten invariants and Dubrovin connection. Let X be a toric
smooth projective variety. For the purpose of this exposition, we assume further
that X is Fano, so the anticanonical class [—Kx] is ample. A good part of the
results discussed below also applies if one considers weak Fano manifolds, meaning
that [— K x] is a numerically effective (nef) class. There are however a few technical
modifications needed in the nef case, which is why we refrain from discussing it
here. Developing the mirror symmetry picture described below in the absence of
any positivity assumption on X remains a subject of active current research (see,
e.g., [I1i08], [GKR17, [Iri17]).

Let 8 € Hy(X,Z) and choose v1,7v2,7v3 € H*(X,Q). The genus zero, three point
Gromov—Witten invariants

<IO,37,@>(_7 ) _) : H*(X, @)®3 —Q

intuitively count the number of stable maps f from rational curves C' with—in
this case—three marked points, satisfying f.([C]) = 8 and f(C) N PD(y;) # 0 for
i =1,2,3. (Here and elsewhere, PD(—) denotes the Poincaré dual). Technically,
they are obtained as follows: pull back the (three) arguments of (I3 ) to the
moduli space of such maps (along the three induced evaluation maps to X), take
their cup product and evaluate against this product by integration over a certain
virtual fundamental class on the moduli space. Constructing this latter class is a
major issue in Gromov—Witten theory (see, e.g. | ] and | D.

We choose a homogeneous basis Ty, Th,...,Tr, Tri1,...,Ts of H*(X;Z) such
that Ty € H(X;Z), the classes T, ..., T, € H?(X;Z) lie in the nef cone of X and
Trt1,...,Ts € H>2(X;Z). Let g;; := (T3, T;) be the Poincaré pairing between the
elements 7; and T} and define

Ti = Z gijTj-
J

With 6 € H?(X;C), the three point Gromov—Witten invariants can be used as
structure constants for a family of multiplications

(33) nryzi= Yy, > exp(8(B)) - (losp) (1,72, THT'
BEH,(X,Z) i=0

on H*(X;C). This product structure is the small quantum product of X and
parameterized by the cosets of d in the complexified Kdhler moduli space

K := H*(X;C)/2rv—1- H*(X, 7).
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A priori it is far from clear that the sum in (33) is convergent. However, the
Gromov—Witten invariants satisfy (among others) the following properties:

Effectivity : (Io;3,3) =0  if 8 does not lie in the Mori cone
3
Degree : (Iosp)(T:, Ty, Tk) =0 unless Y deg(Ti) = 2dim X — 2¢1(X)(B)
i=1

Point Mapping : (lo3,0)(T3, T}, Tk) = (T; UT; U Ty)([X])

where we recall that the Mori cone is the cone in Hy(X;R) of effective classes
of curves. It is dual to the cone of nef divisors in H?(X;R). The effectivity
axiom together with our assumption that X be Fano— so that the class ¢ (X)
be ample—show that (Iy 3 g) is zero unless ¢1(X)(8) > 0. The degree axiom now
tells us that for fixed T;, T}, T} there are only finitely many § in the Mori cone such
that (I 3,8)(Ti, Tj, k) is non-zero. Hence the product defined in (33) is finite and
therefore defined on the whole space K.

It can be seen from other axioms that the small quantum product is commutative,
associative and that Ty acts as identity. Let n1, ..., € Hao(X,Z) such that T;(n;)
is the Kronecker ¢; ; for 1 <<¢,7 < r. If we write

§ = uTi+...+tT. € H(X;C),
Bim + ...+ Brnr € Hy(X;C),

and set ¢; :=exp(t;) for i =1,...,7, we get
exp(3(8)) = a/" ... g

.....

.....

explicit isomorphism K =~ (C*)". Since Ti,...,T, lie in the nef cone, the cone
generated by the dual basis (7;);j=1,.. r contains the Mori cone and therefore all
monomials g;" ...qP" have non-negative exponents. Hence the quantum product
extends to the partial compactification

(34) K:=C" + (C) =K.

The point mapping property of the Gromov—Witten invariants shows that the small
quantum product degenerates to the ordinary cup product at ¢ = 0.

Example 5.1. Consider the first Hirzebruch surface F; which is induced by the
following fan (left); on the right is shown the space H?(F;;R) using the coordinate
system given by the classes of D; and Dy. (See the start of Subsection 5.2 for
information on how to view H?(X;Z)).
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D,

[D1], [Ds]

Ds D,
Fan of Hirzebruch Fy B nef cone of Fy inside H?(Fy;R)

We choose the homogeneous basis Ty = 1, Ty = [D1], T2 = [D2], T3 = PD({pt}).
The small quantum cohomology product of Fj is determined by

TyvxTo=T1, Th*Th=—qTh+qTs, T1*xTy="1T;3, Ty x T3 = q1q27To

Ty xTy=Ta, ToxTy=Ts, T xTo = qTo+ T3, ToxT3=qT1+ qg210
since one can conclude that
T3 % Ty =Ty * (Ty + To) = (T3 T1) * Te = q1q2To * Ta = q1g2T>.
The small quantum cohomology ring of F} is therefore given by
Cla, g2, T1, o)/ (TE + Ty — q2To, T3 — TiTy — g2, TATS — q2Ty — q1q2) -

Restricting this ring to ¢1 = g2 = 0 gives C[Ty, T3]/ (T2, T4 — ThT>, Ty T3) which is
isomorphic to the cohomology ring (cf. [Ful93, Section 5.2]),

H*(Fy;C) = C[Dy, Dy, D3, D4 /(D1D3, DDy, D1 DDy, Dy — D3, Dy — D3 — Dy)
under the map Ty — D1, Ts — Ds. O

We are going to give a reformulation of the quantum cohomology algebra in terms
of certain differential systems. The intrinsic reason of the appearance of differential
equations in this context is best understood when studying the big quantum product
instead of the small one as we have done above. It basically means to have a product
on H*(X;C) which is parameterized by any class § € H*(X;C) instead of a class in
H?(X;C) (more precisely, instead of a representative of a coset in K). One can show
that the structure constants of the big quantum product can be obtained as third
derivatives of a generating function, referred to as the Gromov-Witten potential.
This fact reveals an intrinsic integrability property of the (big) quantum product.
Moreover, the associativity then boils down to a famous third order non-linear
partial differential equation satisfied by the GW-potential, abbreviated as WDV V-
equation (after Witten, Dijkgraaf, Verlinde, Verlinde, see, e.g. [Man99]). It turns
out that using the next definition, this equation can be rewritten as a flatness
property of a system of linear differential equations, that is, a vector bundle with
a connection.

Definition 5.2. The small Dubrovin connection (H*,V*) of X is a flat mero-
morphic connection V4 on a trivial, holomorphic vector bundle H* over P x K



40 T. REICHELT, M. SCHULZE, C. SEVENHECK, AND U. WALTHER

with fiber H*(X;C). The connection is given by

1
(35) Vétl (TJ) = ;Tz * TJ
1 1 deg(T;
where we denote by z the coordinate centered at 0 € C C P o

Notice however that this convention from quantum cohomology literature leads
to some slight clash of notation. Namely, the variable z from above (a coordinate
on P!) is different from the variable z used for univariate hypergeometric equations
in Section 1 as well as in Formula (30). In order to be consistent with the literature,
we stick to these conventions and hope that it does not lead to confusion.

It is an easy but instructive exercise to check that the flatness of the connection
VA implies the associativity and commutativity of the small quantum product.

Ezxample 5.3. The small Dubrovin connection of the first Hirzebruch surface is given
by

0 0 0 qge 0 0 ¢ qe

1 =1 0 0 |da 0 0 0 ¢ |dg
vA=d & 492

0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0

0 0 —2p -3qgo 0000

-1 0 -2 d d

n q1 @2 |4z 0 1 0 0fdz
-2 —q 0 0 22 0O 01 0 z
0 —2 -3 0 0 0 0 2

5.2. Landau—Ginzburg models. Let X x be the fan of the toric smooth projec-
tive Fano variety X defined on the d-dimensional vector space N ®z R (N = Z4
being a lattice), with X x (1) the set of one-dimensional cones whose primitive ele-
ments in N form the columns of the matrix B € Z%*". Denote by M = Homz(N, Z)
the dual of N which is identified with the group of torus-invariant principal divisors
and by Divr(X) the group of torus-invariant Weil divisors. There is the following
(split) exact sequence

(37) 0 — M — Divy(X) — H*(X,Z) — 0
Applying (—) ®z C* one obtains the (split) exact sequence

1 — M @7 C* -2 Divy(X) @7 C* - H(X,Z) @7, C* — 1
——— —_——
=T =K

of algebraic tori, where b is the monomial map encoded by the transpose of B, K
is as in Subsection 5.1, and T as in (22). Recall that the standard basis ey, ..., eq
of M gives coordinates t = (t1,...,tq) on T.

The canonical basis of torus-invariant divisors Dy, ..., D, for Divy(X) corre-
sponding to the one-dimensional cones induces an isomorphism Divy(X) ®z C* ~
(C*)™. Let W : Divp(X) ®z C* = (C*)™ — C be the function given by summing
the coordinates.
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Definition 5.4. The Landau—Ginzburg model associated to the smooth, toric,
Fano variety X is the map

(W,c) : Divp(X) ®z C* — C x K.
O

If we view K as an abstract algebraic torus, defining the morphism (W, c) re-
quires only the matrix B (that is, the generators of ¥ x (1)), but not the full data
of the fan ¥x. We shall later wish to (partially) compactify I, as we have done
before (see Formula (34)). For this, we need to equip K with the coordinate system
{gi}i=1,...r, corresponding to the basis {T}};=1,. , on H*(X;C). The compactifi-
cation is designed to contain the point g1 = ... = ¢, = 0, since there the quantum
product collapses to the cup product. This will be the case if the basis {T}}i=1,.. r
of H?(X;R) consists of nef classes (this choice has already been made above at
the beginning of Subsection 5.1). Hence, fixing such a good coordinate system
{¢i}i=1....r on K depends on the geometry of the toric variety Xy and not just
on the ray generators given by the matrix B (see | , Section 3.1] for a more
detailed discussion).

Since (37) splits, we can find a section of the map Divy(X) — H?(X,Z) which
then induces a section

(38) s: K — Divy(X) ®z C*.

Again, s, seen as a monomial map from (C*)" to (C*)", will depend on the fan
structure of Y x via the choice of coordinates on K. From now on, we will always
fix such coordinates and consider K as the concrete r-dimensional torus (C*)". The
isomorphism

(b,s): T x K — Divy(X) ®z C*

gives a different presentation of the Landau—Ginzburg model, namely as a family
of Laurent polynomials

(39) Y= (F,pry) :Tx K —CxK
(tla"'vtdaqlv"'vq?“)H (qujtijqlv'-'vqr)
j=1

where S = (s1,...,8,) € Z"™*" and B = (b1,...,b,) € Z¥" represent the maps s
and b respectively.

Ezample 5.5. We continue Example 5.1. The exact sequence (37) is given by

1 0
0o 1
—1 —1 101 —1
0o -1 010 1

where we have chosen the basis 71 = [D1], Tz = [D2] as a basis in H*(X;Z), as we
did in Example 5.1. The Landau—-Ginzburg model is given on the level of coordinate
functions by

(W,¢): Divp(X) ®zC* = (C*)* — Cx (C*)*=Cx K
03

0— 72 74 7?2 —0

o
(01 4+ + 1oy,

,Wat0g) < (£ q1,92).
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The corresponding family of Laurent polynomials is
YP: TxK=(C)?x(C")? —Cx(CHYP=CxK
1 1
(t1,t2,q1,92) — (qlt1+Q2t2+—+ ,ql,ﬁm)

where we have chosen the section s : K — Divy (X ) ®zC* as the one induced from

the map

HY(X;7) =72 — 2 74 = Divp(X).

10
01
00
00

O

It was conjectured by Givental (see, e.g. [ ]) that oscillating integrals over
Lefschetz thimbles with respect to the Landau—Ginzburg model give flat sections of
the Dubrovin connection. An algebraic replacement of these oscillating integrals,
localized and partially Fourier-Laplace transformed GaufZ—Manin systems of the
Landau-Ginzburg model.

We briefly explain this version of the ordinary Fourier-Laplace transformation
functor (see Formula (19) above). In the following, Oc, xc, xy - exp(—1t7) denotes a
free rank 1 module with twisted differential given by the product rule.

Definition 5.6. Given a smooth variety Y and a holonomic Z¢xy-module .4, the
localized, partial Fourier—Laplace transform of A" is the sheaf

(40) FLY A = (4.) 47 (p2)+ (PF A @6 Oc,xc, xv -exp(—t7)) [—1]

where p;1 : C; xCr xY — Cy; xY and ps : C; x C, xY — C, X Y are the
indicated projections, and where j, : C: xY — C, xY and j, : C: xY —
(PI\{0}) x Y = C, x Y are the canonical open embeddings with the understanding
that z = 1/7. O

The name “localized” comes from the fact that by using the direct image (j,)+,
the action of z is invertible on the resulting module (and so is the action of 7).

The localized, partially Fourier—Laplace transformed Gau3—Manin system of the
Landau—Ginzburg model v is then defined as

GV = FLX® A" (4 Oz ).

It is an exercise (using the definition of the direct image functor, see, e.g. |
Sections 1.3, 1.5]) to show that the module of global sections Gl/’ of 4% has the
following presentation in terms of relative differential forms

v~ O (Qe+d + _
GV~ H (QTX,C//C[ ], 20 dF/\),

where 0 is the differential on the complex Q,'H,Jrjlc K Following an idea from singular-
ity theory (see | , , 1), one defines the Fourier-Laplace transformed

Brieskorn lattice by

(41) Gy = (Q;ij[ ], 20 — dF/\) cav.
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We will see below, using GKZ-systems, that Gg’ is Ocx-free. In order to connect
@Y% to a GKZ-system we observe that the family of Laurent polynomials % is a
pullback of a larger family

: TxC" — CxC"
(b1 ta)s (61 ka)) = (= S5, 1)
j=1

by the map
(42)
t:Cx K

X)L ¢ Divp(X) @2 CF —= C x (C*)" <0, C x Cn
where s : K — Divp(X) ®z C* = (C*)" is as in (38) and the middle map is the
identification induced from the standard basis on M.

In Theorem 4.4 we have connected the GauB—Manin system of ¢ to a GKZ
system via the 4-term sequence

0— Hd_l(T§ C)@ﬁﬁcnﬂ — %0(<P+ﬁT><(cn) — ///A(O) - Hd(T; (C)@‘ﬁﬁ(cn“ =0,

where A € Z(+1)x(n+1) g the homogenization of the matrix B constructed from
the ray generators of the fan ¥ x. Since the outer two terms are free Ocn+1-modules,
they are in the kernel of the localized partial Fourier—Laplace transform. Indeed,
on the level of global sections, FL%?C is the composition the localization at J; with
the ordinary Fourier-Laplace transformation FLy, and C[t] = D;/D; - 9; naturally
localizes to zero. Thus, the localized partial Fourier—Laplace transform being the

composition of two exact functors, the previous display implies
@9 = FLES A (01 Opyon) ~ FLES (M 4(0)).

The module of global sections of FLES (.#4(0)) is the cyclic left module Dexen [2%] /1
over the ring

Dcxcen [zi] = (C[zi,xl, ces X {02y Oy y oo O )y

where I is generated by the operators Eo, (Ei)i:17,,,7d, (ﬁu)uekcr(g) from Equa-
tion (29). We like to compare this computation to a presentation for the Fourier-
Laplace transformed Brieskorn lattice 47 C ¢¢ for the map ¢ instead of . For
this, we use again the Rees ring Rcxcr = Clz,x1,...,2,](2%20,,204,,...,20:,)
from Equation (28). The module of global sections of the Fourier-Laplace trans-
formed Brieskorn lattice G§ can then be described as Rcxen/HE(0), recalling
from Section 4 that H%(0) is the left Rcxcn-ideal generated by the operators
Eo, (Ey)i=1,....d> (Ou)ueker(B)-
Using techniques borrowed from | ] one can show:

Lemma 5.7. | , Lemma 2.12] The restriction of the Fourier-Laplace trans-
formed Brieskorn lattice 95 to the Zariski open subset C x (C*)™ C C x C™ is a
free Ocy (c+)yn-module. O

One can prove by base change that the Fourier-Laplace transformed Brieskorn
lattice ¢ is the inverse image of fféﬁ under the map ¢ in (42). We therefore arrive
at the following result where, for u € ker(B), we read it as an element of Ha(X;C)
via the dual of the sequence (37):
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Parallel to Zcxcn from (28), we define
R(CX/C = C[Z, qi‘:a cee 5qit]<z2825 Zalna e azalIr>
and denote by Zc«x the associated sheaf on C x K.

Proposition 5.8. The localized Fourier-Laplace transformed Brieskorn lattice %8/’
is Ocxic-free. As a sheaf over Zcx i, it is isomorphic to the cyclic module Zexic/ 7
where the left ideal 7 is generated by (here, u runs through ker(B) and {qa}a=1...,r
are coordinates on K as always)

E = 220, +ch )a2qa0.

—u;j—1

B, : H @ ) TT T (i0dendn e

jiu; <0 v=0 a=1

uj—1 r
- H qu a (W) H H Z 7 aZQaaqa - VZ)

a:T,(u)< jiu; >0 v=0 a=1
where [D;] =Y _[DiloTa and c1(X) =Y. _; c1(X)oTo-
Set

R(lcoilc =Clz,q1,--.,qr] <z282, 2G10qy 5 - - -, 2qr0q,.)

and denote by %éjoff the associated sheaf on C x K. Then the following state-

ments on some cyclic %éjoff—modules are proved in | ] using methods from
toric geometry, including the notions of primitive collections and relations (see,

e.g., | , D.

Proposition 5.9. Let /IOg C Z'°% be the left ideal generated by E and O, from
Proposition 5.8. Then

%log /jlog is O -free.
(%éjoxg,c/flog)\cwc ~ Hcexk/ 7 -

In order to construct an object which matches the small Dubrovin connection
coming from the Gromov-Witten invariants of X we have to go one step further.
Recall that the small Dubrovin connection (35) is a family of vector bundles on
P!, parameterized by K, equipped with a certain connection operator. As of yet,
starting from the Landau-Ginzburg model ¢ from (39) of X, we have constructed
a vector bundle %éofz / #'°¢ on C x K with a differential structure, and it is easily

verified that the behavior along the poles ({0} x K)U(C x (K\K)) of the connection
operators on both bundles are of the same type. If we want to compare %éoff /7 log

to the small Dubrovin connection, it thus remains to extend this bundle (together
with its connection operator) over the divisor {0} x K to all of P* x K. This is
of course always possible if no other condition is imposed. However, if we want
to reconstruct the Dubrovin connection, this extension needs to satisfy two strong
conditions simultaneously: the resulting object must be a family of trivial P'-
bundles and the connection must have a logarithmic pole at infinity. Fulfilling both
requirements is not always possible, and goes under the name (Riemann-Hilbert-
)Birkhoff problem; for a modern account see | , Chapter IV]. However, under
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the current circumstances, a solution to the Birkhoff problem can be found locally
near the boundary K\K, as the following result shows.

Theorem 5.10. (] , Proposition 3.10]) There exists a Zariski open neigh-
borhood U of 0 € K and sections Qo,...,Qs of (L@gfz//bg)mﬂ] which extend

(%éjoff//bg)mﬂ] as a (trivial) holomorphic vector bundle over P! x U, called
HB, such that the associated connection VB has a logarithmic pole along the nor-
mal crossing divisor ({z = oo} x U) U (PL x (K \ K)).

With all these preparations, we can state the following result, which can be
considered as the Hodge theoretic mirror statement for smooth toric Fano varieties.

Theorem 5.11. ([ , Proposition 4.10]) Let, as before, X be a smooth projective
toric Fano variety, (H*, V) the small Dubrovin connection and (H®,V®) the
solution to the Birkhoff problem from Theorem 5.10. Then there is an isomorphism
of holomorphic bundles over P' x U with meromorphic connections

(HA, V) prp ~ (HB,VE).

We remark that in | , Proposition 4.10] a similar result for the more general
case of weak Fano toric manifolds is given, albeit with a weaker conclusion: the
extension H® there only exists on an analytic open subset of K (see the remark
after | , Proposition 3.10]).

Ezxample 5.12. When X is the Hirzebruch Fj surface, the Fourier-Laplace trans-
formed Brieskorn lattice of the Landau—Ginzburg model is given by

GZJ/J ~ Clz, qliv q2i]<228m 20q,,20q,)/J
where the left ideal J is generated by the operators
E =220, + 2q10q, +22¢204,,  Ou, = (20194,)* + q1(2010q,) — 41(220,,),

Iillz = (Zq18q1 )2(3q28¢12) — 4192, Iills = _(quatn)(zq28%) + (Zq28q2)2 — 42,
where u; = (1,0,1,—-1), us = (1,1,1,0), us = (0,1, 0, 1) generate the integer kernel
of B.

The logarithmic extension is equal to C[z, g1, ¢2](220., 2q10,, , 2q20, )/ J°® where
J'°¢ is generated by the same operators as .J.

The basis which solves the (Riemann-Hilbert)-Birkhoff problem is Qo = 1, Q1 =

2q10q1, Q2 = 24204, Q3 = (2q10y, )(2¢20,, ). These sections are identified with the
sections Ty, T1, Ts, T3 of H* under the mirror isomorphism from Theorem 5.11. ¢

5.3. Reduced quantum Z-modules and intersection cohomology. In this
section, we are going to discuss a mirror statement that concerns weak Fano smooth
complete intersections inside smooth projective toric, possibly non-Fano, varieties.
From the point of view of physics, this is an even more important class of examples
than the one considered previously since it includes Calabi-Yau manifolds that
are subvarieties of toric manifolds, although they are not toric themselves. The
most prominent example, namely, the quintic in P* (where the first enumerative
predictions using the mirror symmetry principle were made, see | ]) is
of this type. We will discuss a non-affine version of the Landau—Ginzburg models
introduced above. The mirror statement that we aim for will relate (part of) the
quantum cohomology of the complete intersection subvariety to the lowest weight
filtration step of a GKZ-system. It follows from the results in Section 4.3 that the
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lowest weight filtration step is a single intersection cohomology Z-module which
arises as the image under a natural morphism from the holonomic dual of the GKZ
system to the GKZ system itself. In the cases we discuss here this holonomic dual
is isomorphic to a GKZ system with the same matrix A but different parameter
vector 8. Hence the intersection cohomology Z-module can be described as the
image of a morphism between two GKZ-systems by a contiguity morphism. Our
main reference in this section is | ]. We start with setting the notation.

Notation 5.13. As before, X will be a smooth projective toric variety of Picard
rank 7 attached to the fan ¥ x of dimension d, whose primitive rays form the
columns of the matrix B. In contrast to the previous case we do in this subsection
not make any positivity assumption on X here. Let &(Lq),...,0(L.) be globally
generated line bundles; since X is toric, this amounts to asking that each L; be
nef—their classes should lie in the nef cone in H?(X,R). We shall assume also that

(43) —Kx—Li—...— L. isnef.
If Dy,..., D, are the torus invariant divisors on X we can write
(44) Lj=3 dyD;

i=1

for suitable non-negative integers d;;. Set
E=0L)®...00(L),
and consider a generic global section v € T'(X, &). Our assumptions imply that
Yi=y10)CcX

is a smooth complete intersection subvariety for which —Ky is nef; we call this
property weak Fano. %

In this paragraph we briefly review a variant of the above quantum product that
is designed to encode enumerative information about stable maps to Y. The first
point is that one can generalize the definition of Gromov—Witten invariants (5.1) to
the twisted (three-point) G W-invariants; these are also maps from H*(X,Q)®3 —
Q, but Chern classes of certain tautological bundles (on the moduli space of stable
maps) derived from & come into play. We denote by (lo.35)(71,72,73) € Q the
value of such a three point twisted GW-invariant for given cohomology classes
Y,%2,7v3 € H*(X,Q) (see, e.g. | , Section 4.1] for a more detailed discussion,
including an explanation for the process v3 ~» 73). Then one defines in complete
analogy to Formula (33) the twisted (small) quantum product by

tw > ~ a
(45) Mo* Y2 = Z Z 0" (To.3.8) (1,72, Ta)T*
a=0 B Hy (X Z)

where, as before, ¢ are coordinates on K and ¢° := exp(6(83)) for 8 € Ha(X;C).
We now follow the definition of the small Dubrovin connection, Equation (35),

and define the twisted quantum 2-module, denoted by QDM(X, &), as the vector

bundle on P! x K with fiber H*(X;C) together with the connection given by

W 1 tw
ngi Tj = ;Tz * Tj

deg(T;) — dim(X) + rk(&)
2

1 tw
Vingj = —;(tng + Cl(X) — Cl(@@)) * Tj + Tj
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Notice that, unlike in the Fano case discussed in Subsection 5.2, the convergence of
the twisted quantum product is not automatic. We will therefore later restrict to
some analytic neighborhood U C K of the point ¢ = ... = ¢, = 0 in K, on which

tw .
* 18 convergent.

As we are interested in enumerative information about maps to Y := v~1(0), the
cohomology space H*(X;C) is not a well suited object for a quantum cohomology
theory of Y. We therefore consider the Gysin morphism

me: H(X) — H*(X)
a — ep(f)Ua

and define the reduced cohomology of (X, &) to be

H*(X) := H*(X)/ ker(mg).
One checks that the twisted quantum Z-module QDM(X, &) has a quotient bun-

dle QDM(X, &) with fiber H*(X), and that the connection V" on QDM(X, &)
descends to QDM(X, &). We call this vector bundle on P! x K with connection
(QDM(X, &), VW) the reduced quantum Z-module (see | , Definition 4.3] for

more details).

We proceed by describing the relevant Landau-Ginzburg models attached to the
given data (X, &). Denote by &V the dual bundle of &, and by

V:=V(E&Y) D X

its total space. Then V is a (non-compact) toric variety, whose fan

Sy C(NaZ)@zR
is given as follows: The set of rays of Xy are the columns of the matrix

B On.c c)x(n+c
(46) B = (b,....bl,,) = < S > € Zl+axtte),

C

where B is the d x n-matrix constructed from the primitive rays in Yx and where
dj;i are as in (44). Then the fan Xy consists of all cones

R>ob;, 4 ...+ Rxob], +Rxob +... 4+ Rxobj,
such that R>ob;, + ...+ Rxob;, € ¥x and j1,...,j¢ € {n+1,...,n+ c}. Notice
that we have H?(V;Z) = H?(X,Z) = Z" and that Divy(V) & Z"F¢. Similarly
to the discussion in Section 5.2 we then consider a family of Laurent polynomials
associated to these toric data.

Definition 5.14. ([ , Definition 6.3.]) Let (X, &) be as in Notation 5.13 and
consider the complexified Kéhler moduli space K & H?(X;Z)®7C* = H*(V;Z)®z
C* of both X and V. Write Ty := (C*)?*¢ for the (d + c)-dimensional torus. Then
the affine Landau—Ginzburg model of (X, &) is the morphism

(47) ¢ = (F,pry): Ty xK° — CxK°
n n—+c

(48) v — -

a9+ > g,

1 j=n+1
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where

KeCkK
is a Zariski open subset on which the Laurent polynomials ¥(—, q) satisfy a non-
degeneracy condition (see [ , Section 3.2]) and where (s}, ...,s/, ) € Z"*("+)
is a section of the projection Divy (V) — H?(X,Z). O

One can establish a mirror symmetry theorem for the twisted quantum Z-module
which involves the affine Landau—Ginzburg model, very much in the same spirit
(without looking at logarithmic extensions over the boundary K\K though, and
also neglecting the extension to families of bundles over P') as Theorem 5.11 above
(see | , Theorem 6.13, 6.16] and also | ]). However, in order to re-
construct the reduced quantum Z-module QDM(X, &), we are forced to look at
a compactification of the morphism . In order to define it, consider the map
gp : Ty = (C*)4+e < P+ (see Formula (22) above). Then define

(49) Z°:=Tp
to be the closure in P**¢ x C x K° of the graph I'r C Ty x C x K of the function

F : Ty x K° — C defined in (47). Notice that Z° is a partial compactification of
Ty x K°, that is, quasi-projective but in general not smooth.

Definition 5.15. Let (X, &) be as above. Then we call the restriction
vU:Z°—CxK°

of the projection
pr:P""¢x Cx K° = Cx K°

the non-affine Landau—Ginzburg model of (X, &). O

Clearly, VU is a projective morphism, and hence should be considered as a partial
compactification of the affine Landau—Ginzburg model .

In a rather similar way to the case of Landau—Ginzburg models of projective
toric varieties, we obtain the following description of the relevant Gaufi—Manin
cohomologies by GKZ-type systems. As a matter of notation, consider the the
matrix A’ € Z'tdteltnte ghtained by homogenizing the matrix B’ defined in
equation (46), that is

/ 1 | 11,n+c 1 117” 1170
A = 0 | B’ = Od,l B On,c
d+el 0071 (dji) Idc

We choose the parameter vector

v:=(=¢,0,...,0,—1,...,—1) € Z}*++e,
—_—— —
d copies c copies

With these definitions, we have the contiguity morphism (see Section 2.5)

Opt1teeOnte
Cy 0t Mar(y) TS A40(0),

due to the special shape of the matrix A’. Notice that here we use the coordinates
(20,15, Tnye) on C x C* ¢ and 9y, Oy, - . -, Onye for the corresponding partials.

We can now formulate the following statement about the non-affine Landau-
Ginzburg.
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Theorem 5.16 (| , Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 6.7]). There is an isomorphism
of Dcxxco-modules

FLRE . O, o 2 0 FLED o M a1 (0)

where we denote (with a slight abuse of notation) by ¢ : Cx K° — Cx C"¢ the em-
bedding already used above (see Equation (42)). Moreover, there is an isomorphism
of Dcxxco-modules

FL}‘C)S A0 pry IC(QTW,CO) =¥ FL}é’,iH im (cy,0 : AMar(y) — Ma(0)).

Notice that by definition, the intersection cohomology module IC(Cg, , x--) to the

constant sheaf on Ty x K° becomes a Zpn+eycxjo-module via Kashiwara equiva-
lence (using the locally closed embedding Ty x K° 2 T'p < T'p < P"¢ x C x K°);
this is the reason for using the direct image by pr from Definition 5.15. Since
it has support on the subvariety Z°, the corresponding perverse sheaf under the
Riemann-Hilbert correspondence is the (zeroth perverse cohomology of the) direct
image under the morphism ¥ applied to the intersection complex of Z°.

Finally, we want to state a mirror statement close in spirit to Theorem 5.11 which
concerns the reduced quantum Z-module. For this, we first need an extension of
the localized partial Fourier—Laplace transformation functor FLI{/’C as defined in
Formula (40) to a functor acting on the category of filtered Z-modules. Without
giving the actual details (see, e.g. | , Appendix A] or | , Definition 6.2]),
let us just state that starting from a filtered Zy-module (.#, F,), this version of the
Fourier-Laplace transformation yields an Z-module, where again & is the sheaf of
Rees rings, as discussed in Section 4.3 (see Formula (28)). We denote this Z-module
by FLESy (A, F).

Moreover, in order to properly state the mirror theorem for nef complete inter-
sections, we have to take into account the so-called mirror map, which was not
present in Theorem 5.11 since we restricted our attention to the Fano case there.
For a sufficiently small € € R, write AX := {t € (C*)"|0 < |t| < e} C K°. Then
the mirror map is a morphism

Mir : AF — H°(X;C) x U

that has been defined in | , ]. Here, U C K is the set on which the
twisted quantum product **™ is defined (converges).
With these preparations, our final mirror theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 5.17. (| , Conjecture 6.15], | , Theorem 6.5, Theorem 6.6]) We
have an isomorphism of Xcx ax-modules

(50)  FLRS (A0 pro IC(Cy, g0 ), FEO%)|cyn: — (ide xMir)* QDM(X,, &).

This result depends in an essential way on the computation of the Hodge filtra-
tion on GKZ-systems, that is, on Theorem 4.8, since the expression of the Hodge
filtration as the shifted order filtration on the modules .#4/(8) for various param-
eters (3 allows us to describe explicitly the left hand side of (50).

Notice that, by the very definition of the Dubrovin connection, the restriction of
the (reduced) quantum Z-module to Cx A has the structure of an Zcx a:-module.
A consequence of Theorem 5.17 is the following Hodge theoretic property of the
reduced quantum Z-module.
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Corollary 5.18. (] , Theorem 6.6]) Suppose X,&,Y are as in Notation 5.13.
Then the reduced quantum Z-module QDM(X, &) underlies a smooth pure polar-
izable twistor Z-module on KC° (in the sense of | 1); that is, a (pure) non-
commutative Hodge structure in the sense of | , , ].

Ezample 5.19. We discuss a concrete example taken from | , Section 1]: a (2, 3)-
intersection in P° (so, Y C P® is the intersection of zero loci of generic sections
of A = Ops(2H) and % = Ops(3H), where H is the hyperplane class). The
adjunction formula shows that this is a Fano variety. The (fan of the) total space
of the bundle & = & & % has ray generators corresponding to the columns of the
matrix

10000 —-100
01000 -1 0 0
00100 -1 00

B=|00010 -1 0 0]ez™s
00001 -1 00
01100 0 10
00011 1 01

Then Ty = (C*)7, K° = C* and the quasi-projective subvariety Z° of P® x C x C* =
Proj(Clwo, . .., ws]) x Spec(C[\, ¢*]) is given by

2,3 _
Zo _ { WoWFWR — W1 wW2w3wswswe = 0,

CP® x C x C*.
/\w0+w1+...+w5+qw6+w7+wg=O}— X

The affine and the non-affine Landau-Ginzburg models of (P°, &) are given by
P: (CH"'xC* — CxC*

t
(t, ... tr,9) — (—11 —tate — f3tg — taty — tst7 — qﬁ —t6 — f77‘1)
and
v:Z° — CxC*
(wg:...:ws,Lq) — (I,q)
It follows from the calculations presented in | , Section 1] that we have the

following explicit representations of the Z-modules mentioned above: First define
the operators Py, Po» € Dc~:

Pr = q-(3q0; +1)(3¢94 +2)(3q0; + 3)(2904 + 1)(2q0; + 2) + (¢0,)°

= (g0y)*- (6q - (3q0y +1)(3q0y + 2)(2¢0, + 1) + (q9y)*) =: (q9y)* - Q>3
Q2:3)

Py = q-(390,)(3q0, + 1)(3‘1&1 + 2)(2‘1&1)(2‘1&1 +1)+ (qaq)ﬁ

= (6q ) (3q<9q + 1)(3q8q + 2)(2q8q + 1) + (q(?q)4) '(qaq)z = Q(Q"B) ) (qaq)z

Q@3
Then we have (we denote by 7 the Fourier-Laplace dual variable of A, and consider
the restriction to {7 = 1} for simplicity)

H° ((C*, [FLLe jf@mﬁm,@]h:l) > De. /(P2)
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and
HO (<c*, [FLJS #° pr, IC(Cx, oo )]‘721) =~ im(D),
where D is the left Zc«-linear map
D :Clg™[(0g)/(P) — Clg™(0q)/(P2)
Q — Q-(q0y)*

The map D is well defined, its kernel is generated by Q(®3) and we see that

+
n(D) = LI = €142,/ (@),

The operator Q23 is confluent, univariate and hypergeometric (compare Subsec-
tion 1.2) with a regular singularity at ¢ = 0 and irregular singularity at ¢ = co.

(51)

Notice that if instead we consider a (2,4)-complete intersection Y C P°, then YV’
is a Calabi—Yau manifold, and we have

HO ([FL}SS A pr, IC(QTW,CO)]h:l) ~ De. /(QB2Y),
where
QPY =8¢ - (290, + 1)(4g0, + 1)(4gy + 2)(4g0, + 3) — (q0,)*

is a homogeneous, hence, regular (non-confluent) hypergeometric operator, with
singularities at ¢ = 0,271, 0o. In this case, the Hodge theoretic result Corollary
5.18 simply states that @C;/ @CZ - Q% underlies a pure polarized variation of
Hodge structures; this is consistent with | , Corollary 8.1] and | , Prop.
1.13] (see the discussion on page 33 above). O

Finally, let us remark that unlike in the previous example(s), it is in general
not easy to give a cyclic description of the intersection cohomology Z-module
FLS #° pr . IC(Cg, ko). In other words, even though we know that it has a
description as an (Fourier-Laplace transform of an) image of a contiguity mor-
phism, it is not clear how to describe the kernel of this morphism and how to give
a presentation of the image as a quotient of & (see also | , Section 6] for some
examples and conjectures).
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TABLE OF SYMBOLS

Single letters (by alphabet):

o A c 74" with columns aj, ...,a, that span ZA = Z¢ and permit a linear
functional having positive values on them.1.5 but also 4.2 for notation in
last two sections
B a d x n submatrix of A in final two sections, Convention 4.2
D+, ..., D, torus invariant divisors on X, Subsection 5.2
j counts columns (and hence x;,0;,a,), i counts rows (hence E;).

K the complexified Kihler moduli space, the image of H?(X;C) under
the exponential map, hence the quotient by the integer cohomology lattice
scaled by 2my/—1, Subsection 5.1
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K partial compactification of K, Subsection 5.1

[n] ={1,2,...,n}

q coordinates on K inherited from chosen nef basis on H?(X;C), 5.1

r = dim¢ H?(X;C)

T the d-torus, Subsection 2.1, but see Convention 4.2 and (21) for the final
sections

T the quotient torus modulo 0-th component of T in final two sections

U complement of Z

V total space of tautological bundle &pn(—1)

X smooth projective toric variety to fan Y x, often but not always Fano,
Subsection 5.1,

Y complete intersection in X of codimension c,

Z tautological hypersurface in P* x C"*!

Z° the closure in P"*¢ x C x K° of the graph of the function defined in
(47), see (49)

Compounds (by alphabet of first occurring letter):]

2 4 the admissible parameters, Definition 4.6

conv(.S) the convex hull of S, before Definition 3.7

cgp s Ma(B) — Ma(p') contiguity operators, Subsection 2.5

Divy(X) equivariant divisor group of toric variety X, isomorphic to actual
divisor group, generated by rays of fan X x, (37)

E; Fuler operators, Definition 1.6

e FHodee the Hodge filtration on the mixed Hodge module .#, Subsections

4.1, 4.3, (31), (32)

o FL(.#) the Fourier-Laplace transform, (18)
e F°d the order filtration on rings of differential operators
o GV, 9V, Gg’ Fourier-Laplace transformed Brieskorn lattice and variations,

(41) and following page

e hy: T — C" the monomial map induced by A, Subsection 2.3
e (H*,V*) small Dubrovin connection, (35)
e H, ;(N; ) the i-th Euler—Koszul homology of the toric module N for the

parameter (3
H () the hypergeometric ideal, 1.6

—

A the Fourier-Laplace transform of the module .#

M 4(B) the hypergeometric module, 1.6

qdeg 4 (N) the quasi-degrees of an A-graded module, Definition 2.2

R, Z the twisted Rees ring/sheaf of differential operators on various spaces,
Definition 28, Proposition 5.8

RT(.#) the Radon transform, Proposition 4.3

Sa the semigroup ring C[NA], Subsection 2.1

S% the L-graded ring of S4, Theorem 3.10

sRes(A) the strongly resonant parameters for A, Definition 2.6

tdeg 4 (N) the true degrees of an A-graded module, Definition 2.2

Ty the (n + c)-torus, Definition 5.14

(W, ¢) Landau—Ginzburg model on K, Definition 5.4, (39)

Wy # the weight filtration on the mixed Hodge module .#, Subsections
4.1 and 4.4
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e X, affine toric variety and spectrum of S4, closure of T-orbit through

(1,...,1), Subsection 2.3

Greek letters and other symbols:

o []

a=0" — 8" foru € kerA,.

o " twisted quantum product, (45)

[Ado94]
[Ado99]

[AET15)

[Aom77]
[Ari10]
[Bat93]
[BCW92]
[Berl1]

[Beu07]

[Beul0]
[Beull]
[Beul6]
[BF97]

[BFM18]

[BFP14]

[BHS89)

AL the (A, L)-polyhedron, the convex hull of the origin and all aJL , Ag
special case to L = 0, Definition 3.7 and Subsection 4.3

A small ball around origin in K°

L initial complex of ideal for generic weight L, Definition 3.2

Yx fan of X

¢: T — C" family of Laurent polynomials, Theorem 4.4

L the (A, L)-umbrella, Definition 3.7

1 affine Landau—Ginzburg model on Ty x /IC, Definition 5.14

¥ non-affine Landau—Ginzburg model on C x K°, Definition 5.15
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