arXiv:1103.0833v7 [math.AG] 12 Feb 2019

A NEW METHOD TOWARD THE
LANDAU-GINZBURG /CALABI-YAU CORRESPONDENCE VIA
QUASI-MAPS

JINWON CHOI AND YOUNG-HOON KIEM

ABSTRACT. The Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence claims that the
Gromov-Witten invariant of the quintic Calabi-Yau 3-fold should be related
to the Fan-Jarvis-Ruan-Witten invariant of the associated Landau-Ginzburg
model via wall crossings. In this paper, we consider the stack of quasi-maps
with a cosection and introduce sequences of stability conditions which enable
us to interpolate between the moduli stack for Gromov-Witten invariants and
the moduli stack for Fan-Jarvis-Ruan-Witten invariants.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence. In 1993, Witten in [39]
introduced Landau-Ginzburg (LG for short) models as diagrams of morphisms

w

cv C
[CY/Gl

where G is a finite group and W is a G-invariant polynomial. In this paper, we will
concentrate on the case

7

W : C® — C defined by W (z1,...,s5) :Zx5 and G =75 < C*.

i=1
There is a corresponding Calabi-Yau (CY for short) model for an LG model.
Consider the stack

[C® x C/C¥]
where C* acts with weights (1,...,1,—5) and let
5

W(ml, cey X5, D) = p(z ).

be the invariant polynomial on C® x C. Then we have two open substacks

Ops(—5) = (C5 = 0) x C/C* C [C® x C/C*] 5 C° x (C — 0)/C* = C*/Zs.
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On the left side where x = (21, ...,25) # 0, called the CY model, the open substack
is Opa(—5) and W descends to a section W = Z?Zl 22 of Opa(5). Let

Y, =W0) cP*

denote the quintic Calabi-Yau 3-fold defined by W = 0. The invariant we like to
calculate on this CY side is the Gromov-Witten (GW for short) invariant GW (Y7.)
which virtually enumerates stable maps C' — Y, from prestable curves.

On the right side where p # 0, called the LG model, the open substack is C°/Zs
with Zs < C* (as fifth roots of unity). We can let p = 1 and thus W becomes
W(x1,...,x5) = S0, 2} to give us the LG model

Y. = ([C%/Z5] 5 ©).

The invariant for the LG side is the Fan-Jarvis-Ruan-Witten (FJRW for short)
invariant which is defined as the degree of Witten’s top Chern class

FJRW (Y_) = #{(C, L) | C twisted stable curve, L° = w'} N e(R 7, L)

if 7, £ = 0 where L is a universal line bundle [21I]. Here, L is an invertible sheaf on
C, wd :=wc (Y i) is the sheaf of sections of the dualizing sheaf we possibly with
poles of order 1 at the orbifold marked points q;, and 7 is the natural projection
from the universal curve to the moduli stack. In general, the FJRW invariant can
be defined algebro-geometrically by the cosection localization [6], [28].

The Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence is a conjectural equivalence
between the GW theory of Y, and the FJRW theory of Y_. Chiodo and Ruan
in [IT] proved that in genus zero the two theories are related by an explicit sym-
plectic transformation followed by analytic continuation. The result is extended to
complete intersections in projective space in [I§].

Classical mirror symmetry compares the GW invariant of Y, with the variation
of Hodge structures around the large complex structure limit point A = oo for the
family (327, 27 = A[[_, ; = 0) with X € P* while the FJRW invariant for the LG
model Y_ is related to that at the Gepner point A = 0. By the analytic continuation
of the variations of Hodge structures on P! —{0, 1, 00}, one may expect that the GW
invariants of Y should be related to the FJRW invariant of Y_. So, the following
question seems quite natural.

Can we relate GW (Yy) with FJRW(Y_) by wall crossings?

On the CY side, a sequence of stability conditions, called the e-stabilities with
e > 0, was introduced by Toda [38] interpolating the moduli of stable maps and
stable quotients (See [35]). Ciocan-Fontanine and Kim in [I5] [I6] worked out the
wall crossing of the invariants as ¢ varies from oo to 0T, where ¢ = co means ¢
being sufficiently large so that the e-stable quasi-maps gives the Gromov-Witten
theory and € = 0% means ¢ being positive and sufficiently close to zero. On the LG
side, a corresponding theory for ¢ < 0 and wall crossing of invariants as e varies
from —oo to 0~ was worked out by Fan, Jarvis and Ruan in [22] and Ross and
Ruan in [36] for g = 0, where e = —oo means e being sufficiently small so that the
e-stable quasi-maps gives the FJRW theory and e = 0~ means € being negative and
sufficiently close to zero. However, it has been unclear how the ¢ = 0" -stability on
the CY side and the € = 0~ -stability on the LG side are related from the A-model
point of view.
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As we will see below in Section [3| (See [B] [6]), all these moduli stacks are open
substacks of the stack of quadruples (C, L, z,p) where C is a prestable or twisted
semistable curve, L is a line bundle on C, x € H(C, L®®) and p € Home (L%, wl).
Note that w&" (resp. wlc?g) allows simple poles only for orbifold (resp. smooth)
marked points and hence wf¥ = we when there are no orbifold marked points.
When all the marked points are orbifold points, wf¥ is wlc?g (resp. wieg) in the
notation of [5] (resp. [22,[36]). All the invariants can be defined as integrals on the
cosection-localized virtual cycles [28].

The purpose of this paper is to show that there are further stability conditions
interpolating the € = 0T -stability on the CY side and the ¢ = 0~ -stability on the
LG side. We call the new stability the J-stabilities with § > 0 (resp. § < 0) for the
CY side (resp. LG side). In this paper, we will show that

(1) for given topological type (g,m,d), there are only finitely many d-walls
where the moduli space of d-stable quasi-maps changes;

(2) for general § > 0 (resp. § < 0), the stack of d-stable quadruples (C, L, x, p)
with & # 0 (resp. p # 0) is a separated Deligne-Mumford stack equipped
with a cosection-localized virtual cycle whose support is proper;

(3) the § = +oo-stability is very close to € = 0*-stability. The precise relation-
ship 6 = oco-stability and € = 0T -stability for genus zero will be clarified in
Section

(4) a quadruple (C, L, x,p) is § = 0T-stable (resp. § = 0~ -stable) if and only
if L is (Gieseker-)stable over C' with respect to the ample line bundle wlcf’g
where p : C — C is the stabilization of C (resp. the stabilization of the
coarse moduli space of the twisted semistable curve C) and L = p, L (resp.
L = p.(L75w)); there are no constraints on = # 0 and p (resp. = and
p #0);

(5) via the torus localization (See []) for the cosection-localized virtual cycles,
the 0 = 0F-invariant is given by the residue of an integral on the moduli
stack P of pairs (C, L) of stable curves C' and stable sheaves L on C (See
[37]), where the formulae on § = 0~ and § = 0T are of the same form.

To prove the full LG/CY correspondence, we need a wall crossing formula for
cosection-localized virtual cycles, which gives a relation between the virtual invari-
ants as § varies. But in the present paper, we do not provide a wall crossing formula.
We give a description of the moduli spaces and leave pursuing the derivation of a
wall crossing formula as future work.

In Section [7] we show that the e- and d-wall crossings are all given by regular
morphisms when g = 0. If we further specialize to the case of d = 1, we show that
these morphisms are in fact blowups. As a byproduct, we obtain a new construction
of Fulton-MacPherson configuration space of P! as a sequence of blowups from a
projective bundle over the moduli space Mo,m of stable curves via the moduli
spaces of e- and J-stable quadruples (Example [7.15)).

Perhaps the moral of this paper may be phrased as follows: Through magnifying
glasses, we discovered that between ¢ = 07 and € = 07, there is another line of
wall crossings which we call the d-line, where the ¢ = 0*-stabilities are very close
to the § = Foo-stabilities and the invariants for the § = 07 and § = 0~ -stabilities
are given by the same residue formula (See Figure [1f).
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FIGURE 1. e and d-line of stability conditions

1.2. GW and FJRW invariants by cosection localization. Recall that the
GW invariant enumerates stable maps f : C — Y, C P4, which amounts to giving
a line bundle L = f*Opa(1) and a multi-section z = (xq,...,x5) € H°(C,L)®®
such that z : (925 — L is surjective. The map f is a stable map to Y, if and
only if Ele 2? = 0 and wgg ® L? is ample. On the other hand, the FJRW
invariant enumerates twisted stable curves C' € mtgfvm with spin structures (or p-
fields) p : L iwg"’ by Witten’s top Chern class. When there are no orbifold
marked points, the isomorphism p can be thought of as a section in H°(L%wc).
In [5], Chang and Li studied the GW theory of Y, by enlarging the moduli stack
by including sections p € H°(L~®w¢) which are called p-fields. They considered

the stack X=°° of quadruples (C, L, z, p) defined by
X7 ={(C,L,2,p)|(C,L,x) € Mym(P*",d), p€ H (L °wc)}.

Here M ,,(P*,d) denotes the moduli stack of stable maps to P*, i.e. x : (9%5 — L
is surjective and wlc?g @ L3 is ample. They proved that the moduli stack X~ is
equipped with a perfect obstruction theory whose obstruction sheaf Obxi:oo admits
a cosection

5 5
(1.1) 0 =0W : Obxe= — Oxi=o, OW|(Cop)(#,0) =p Y 2} +p Y b,
=1 =1

where i = (i;) € HY(L®%) and p € H'(L °w¢e). The degeneracy locus D(o) =
o7 1(0) consists of stable maps to Y, so that D(o) is proper. The cosection local-
ization of [28] then defines a virtual cycle (XS]} supported in D(c), which is

up to sign. Hence [X{=°°])2"

proved to be equivalent to [M,,(Yy,d)]V" gives the
GW invariant of the Fermat quintic Y5 .

There is a similar story on the LG side. Let X°°~°° be the moduli stack
parametrizing quadruples (C, L, z,p), where C € E)Jigfvm is a twisted stable curve
(See [2]), L is a line bundle with fixed nontrivial orbifold structures on orbifold
marked points, x € H°(L®5), and an isomorphism p : L5 = w@". (See [21} [6] or
Section |§| for more detail.) The perfect obstruction theory and the cosection on

X< are defined similarly as on X¢=°°. The degeneracy locus D(c) = o~ *(0) in
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XT7°° is precisely the locus where x = 0, which is finite over Sm;“’m Chang, Li
and Li in [6] proved that integrals on [X=~*°|VI' gives the FJRW invariant of Y_
up to sign when all marked points are orbifold points.

Note that both the GW and FJRW invariants are defined by moduli stacks of
quadruples (C, L, x,p) with C either prestable or twisted stable, L € Pic(C), x €
H°(C,L%%) and p € Home (L°,wlY), satisfying certain stability conditions. Let X
denote the stack of all quadruples (C, L, z, p) (without any stability conditions) and
let X1 (resp. X_) denote the open substack defined by x # 0 (resp. p # 0). By the
cone stack construction (See [5]), X (resp. X4) is an algebraic stack. Observe that
}Cit:ioo are open substacks of X_. We will see below that there are many stability
conditions on X1 that give rise to open Deligne-Mumford substacks equipped with
localized virtual cycles. The moduli stacks for the CY side are all contained in X4
with C' € 9P, prestable while those for the LG side lie in X_ with C' € MY,
twisted semistable.

1.3. Comparison of GW and FJRW via wall crossing. In this subsection,
we review the known sequence of stability conditions on X1 and introduce a new
sequence, called the J-stabilities, on X1. Both of € and § takes values from oo to
0T for X, and from —oo to 0~ for X_.

1.3.1. e-wall crossing. For € > 0, a quadruple (C, L,z,p) € X for C € mes,, L €
Pic’(C), z € HY(L®5) = Homc(OF°, L) and p € H(L™%wc) = Home (L%, we) is
called e-stable if
(1) w® © L° is ample;
(2) the cokernel of x : (’)25 — L has 0-dimensional support disjoint from special
points (i.e. marked points or nodes);
(3) €-length,(coker(z)) < 1 for all z € C.

Note that we do not require any condition on the p-field p.

Let X< denote the open substack in X of e-stable quadruples. The definition
of e-stability (without p) is due to Toda in [38] generalizing the MOP stability
in [35). When e is sufficiently large (¢ = c0), no base points are allowed and an
e-stable quadruple is nothing but a stable map to P* with p-field so that we get
back to X¢=°° for the GW invariant in Section as we should. Furthermore, the
moduli stacks X¢ vary only at finitely many values of € > 0, called the walls, if we
fix the topological type (g,m,d). For a non-wall € > 0, X% are all equipped with
cosection-localized virtual cycles [.’fi]lvolf: whose supports are proper.

When € = 07, the e-stability equals the MOP stability which reads as
(1) wlgg ® L* is ample for all a > 0;
(2) the cokernel of z : 025 — L has 0-dimensional support disjoint from special
points.

As we will see below, if we drop the phrase “disjoint from special points” and allow
exceptional components (i.e. rational components F with wlgg| g = Og) in the
support, we get the 6 = oo-stability that we will introduce.

On the LG side, for € < 0, a quadruple (C,L,z,p) € X_ for C € fmgfvm, L e
Pic’(C), z € H(L®®) and p € H°(C, L™ 5w’) = Home (L®, wi) is called e-stable
if

(1) wi ® Ll is ample where [ = L~5wg;
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(2) the cokernel of p : L5 — w" has 0-dimensional support disjoint from special
points;
(3) €| - length, (coker(p)) < 1 for all z € C.
Note that we do not require any condition on the z-field . Obviously, the condition
(1) may be rephrased as the ampleness of (wf')!~¢ @ L5¢.

Let X¢ denote the open substack in X_ of e-stable quadruples. This definition of
e-stability is due to Fan, Jarvis and Ruan in [22] and Ross and Ruan in [36]. Ross
and Ruan in [36] further studied the wall crossing for ¢ = 0. When e is sufficiently
negative (¢ = —o0), no base points for p are allowed and an e-stable quadruple is
nothing but a spin structure with z-field so that we get back to the moduli stack
X7 for the FJRW invariant in Section As before, the moduli stacks X¢
vary only at finitely many values of € < 0, called walls, upon fixing the topological
type (g,m,d). For a non-wall ¢ < 0, X¢ are all equipped with cosection-localized
virtual cycles [X€]}T whose supports are proper.

When € = 07, the e-stability reads as

(1) Wi ® L* is ample for all a > 0 where L = L™5w;
(2) the cokernel of p : L5 — w" has 0-dimensional support disjoint from special
points.
If we only drop the phrase “disjoint from special points,” we get the § = —oo-
stability that we will introduce in Section @ Again obviously, the condition (1)
may be rephrased as the ampleness of wf¥ ® L* for all a < 0.

1.3.2. §-stability. What we propose in this paper is that there are sequences of
wall crossings between € = 07 and ¢ = 0~ in both sides, which we call the §-wall
crossing.

For § > 0, we define the d-stabilities on X as follows (See Definition and
Lemma : A quadruple (C, L, x,p) € X4 with C € MY, , L € Pic’(C), z #0 €
HO(L%) and p € Hom¢ (L5, we) is called §-stable if

(1) w® © L* is ample for all a > 0;

(2) (L, ) is a 0-stable pair on C' in Le Potier’s sense (See [31]) with respect to
the ample line bundle wlgg, where p : C — C is the stabilization morphism,
L = p,L and & = p,x. See Definition for the notion of J-stable pairs.

Let %i denote the open substack of X, which consists of d-stable quadruples.
We prove in Section [5{that when d+4§ > g—1, %‘i is a separated Deligne-Mumford
stack over C for any § > 0 except for finitely many values (once we fix g, m,d),
called the walls (See Theorem . By [l [14] 28], for a non-wall § > 0, %‘_5._ are
all equipped with perfect obstruction theories and cosections o : Ob%a+ — (’)xi of
the obstruction sheaves as well as the cosection-localized virtual fundamental cycles
[ Iy,

We also show that if d + 0 > 3(g — 1) + m, the degeneracy locus D(c) of the
cosection o in 3€‘i is proper so that we obtain a sequence of invariants of the quintic
3-fold by integrating cohomology classes against the localized virtual cycle [ffi]i’olf:
(See Theorem [5.13)).

When § is sufficiently large, denoted by § = oo, the §-stability reads as

(1) w® @ L* is ample for all a > 0;
(2) C is quasi-stable and the degree of L on a rational bridge is 1;
(3) the cokernel of 7 : (925 — L has 0-dimensional support.
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Obviously this is very close to the ¢ = 0*-stability above. The wall crossing from
the ¢ = 0%-stable triples (C, L, z) to the § = oo-stable triples (without cosection
localization) is described in Section

For the GW invariants of Y, , we may assume that 2g — 2 4+ m is coprime to
d— g+ 1 where d = deg L because we can add a marked point and cancel its effect
by the formula

(1.2) (29 =24 m) - [Mgm(Ye,d)]"™ = [Mgms1(Ye, d)]™ N thppr.

Under the assumption that 2g —2+m is coprime to d — g+ 1, there is no strictly
§ = 0"-semistable quadruples and the § = 0" -stability of (C, L, z, p) is equivalent
to the stability of (C, L). We have a proper Deligne-Mumford stack P = P, ,, 4 of
pairs (C, L) where C € My ,, is a stable curve and L is a (Gieseker-)stable sheaf on
C with respect to the ample line bundle wlcf,’g by the general construction of Simpson
(See [37]). Moreover, by a result of Faltings [20, Theorem 4.1], P is smooth. We
will see (See the proof of Theorem that when (C,L,x,p) is § = 0T-stable
and d > 3(g — 1) + m, we have the vanishing p = 0. Hence Xi:(ﬁ is in fact the
stack of triples (C, L, ) with 2 # 0 where (C, L) € P. It is easy to see that (C, L)
determines (C, L) uniquely by inserting a rational bridge at a node where L is not
locally free and hence %fsfo is the projectivization of a cone stack over P. Applying

the torus localization formula in [4], we find that (See Proposition

§=0"qvir __ [P]
(1.3) X Tloe = rCSt:Oe(Rm(ﬁ@5 ® Hom(LP, wep)))

where 7 : C — P denotes the universal curve and £ is the universal sheaf on C.
Here e(-) stands for the equivariant Euler class of the perfect complex.

There is analogous d-stability on the LG side (Section@. We consider the stack
X_ of quadruples (C, L, z, p) of twisted semistable curves C' € Sﬁg‘f’m, line bundles L
on C, z-fields z € H(L%?) and nonzero p-fields p € Home (L?, wl). Exactly in the
same manner as X; in the CY side discussed above, we introduce the J-stabilities
on X_ and discuss the wall crossing for § < 0. The perfect obstruction theories,
cosections, localized virtual cycles and so on can all be constructed in the same way.
When 6 = —oo, the stability is exactly the same as the e = 0~ -stability without
the phrase “disjoint from special points.” When 6 = 0~ and d < f%(g —1+4+m),
we will find that £ = 0. We may assume the numerical condition such that there
are no strictly § = 0~ -semistable quasi-maps as there is also dilaton equation for

FJRW invariants [21, Theorem 4.29]. Then we have a forgetful map from X%=°" to
P and [X2=0 VI is given by

loc

(P, .l
e(Rm. (LD © Hom (L5, we/p)))

(1.4) [X0=0 W = 7 - resy—o

loc

where r is the degree of the finite morphism sending L to L = L=%w™. Note the
symmetry in formulae and .

The key point is that when § = 0%, the moduli stack ff‘i:oJr and x99 are
projective bundle over a Deligne-Mumford stack of pairs of a stable curve and a
line bundle on the curve, because p = 0 for § = 07 and z = 0 for § = 0~. Therefore
we can apply the torus localization formula.
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It is our hope to shed insightful light on the LG/CY correspondence through the
€ and ¢ stabilities. In summary we will have the following diagram:

xj_:oo xi:—oo
A A
e-wall crossing e-wall crossing
~ ~
—0t+ -0
xe_o xe—O
+ —_
A A
~ ¥
x5 xXo=
A A
§-wall crossing d-wall crossing
N ~
—0t —0—
x40 x=0
forget x forget p
e e
P P

The cosection-localized virtual cycle for the top left gives the GW invariant while
that for the top right gives the FJRW invariant. The wall crossing formulas for
both sides will relate the GW invariant and the FJRW invariants with integrals on
P = P, ,, 4. By combining them, one may deduce a correspondence between the
two invariants.

In summary, as the e-wall crossings on both sides have been studied by many
authors, the LG/CY correspondence may be achieved by working out the wall
crossings for §-stable quasi-maps on each side. In this paper, we focus on developing
the moduli theory for d-stability. To complete the full LG/CY correspondence, we
will need to derive a wall crossing formula for the cosection-localized virtual cycles.
We hope to address the issue of wall crossing formulas in future work.

As an application, we also study how the moduli spaces change on the CY side in
the special case of g = 0 (prior to cosection localization). By the stability conditions

it is easy to check that p = 0 on the CY side when g = 0. So the moduli space %i/[s

is the same as the moduli space of triples (C, L, z) which is denoted by Qi/(s. Then
we show that there are contraction morphisms (Theorem [7.5))

(15) Q:_:OO R — Qj_:OJr s Di:oo SN Qi_:O+,

and that Qi:o* is a projective bundle over the moduli space My ,,, provided that
d+ 1 and m — 2 are coprime.

When we further specialize to the case where d = 1, these contraction morphisms
are all given by blowups (Theorem . As a byproduct, we obtain the Poincaré
polynomials for Mg, (P"~!,1). When the target space is P!, the blowup maps
(1.5) give a new construction of the Fulton-MacPherson configuration space P![m]
from M, (Example [7.15).

We remark that there is a master space approach for the LG/CY correspondence
for all genera by Chang, Li, Li and Liu [7]. Chiodo and Ruan in [I1] proved the
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LG/CY correspondence in genus zero. Also in genus zero, Lee, Priddis and Shoe-
maker [32] establish a proof of LG/CY correspondence assuming the crepant trans-
formation conjecture. In [24], Guo and Ross verified the Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-
Yau correspondence in genus one. The correspondence for higher genera remains
open.

1.4. Outline of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] and
Section [3] we review the general theory of quasi-maps and define a cosection on
the stack of quasi-maps with p-fields following [5]. In Section [4) we review the
theory of d-stable pairs by Le Potier. In Section [5] we construct the moduli stack
of d-stable quasi-maps and the cosection-localized virtual cycle. In Section [ we
describe the parallel theory on the LG side. In Section[7} we study the wall crossing
when genus is zero. In Section [8] we show that when § = 0%, the invariants on
both sides are given by the same residue formula. Finally in Section [ we give the
definition of the descendent invariants for cosection-localized class of the moduli
space of quasi-maps.

Acknowledgement: We thank Huai-Liang Chang, Emily Clader, Tyler Jarvis,
Bumsig Kim, Jun Li and Yongbin Ruan for useful discussions.

2. DIRECT IMAGE CONE AND THE STACK OF QUASI-MAPS

In this section, we define the stack Q4 = 9Q4(g,m,d) of quasi-maps of degree
d > 0 to a projective space P* for g,m € Zx( and recall the result of Ciocan-
Fontanine and Kim [I4], independently Chang and Li [5] that it is an algebraic
stack and that any open Deligne-Mumford substack of 9, is equipped with a
perfect obstruction theory.

Definition 2.1. An m-pointed prestable curve is a connected reduced curve C
which has at worst nodal singularities, together with m distinct smooth marked
points q1, . . ., ¢m in C. An m-pointed prestable curve (C, g1, ..., ¢n) is stable (resp.

semistable) if WSt == wo (Y7, ¢;) is ample (resp. nef).
When it is obvious, we will write C instead of (C,qi,...,¢n) for an m-pointed

prestable curve.

Definition 2.2. A quasi-map to P* is a tuple (C, L, r) where C is an m-pointed
prestable curve C, L is an invertible sheaf on C' and z : (9635 — L is a nonzero
homomorphism. The sum of degrees deg L|c, where C' = UC; is the irreducible
decomposition is called the degree of the quasi-map (C, L, z).

Remark 2.3. Although we have defined quasi-maps only when the target is P*,
we can also define it for general P"~! by setting x to be in H°(L)®". All results in
this paper which do not involve a cosection hold for general n.

A stable map to P* is a quasi-map.

Lemma 2.4. Let (C,L,x) be a quasi-map to P*. Suppose x is surjective. Then
the morphism ¢, : C — P* induced by x is a stable map if and only if wlgg ® L3 is
ample.

The proof of this lemma is an elementary exercise.
Let us define the stack of all quasi-maps to P* of degree d over m-pointed

prestable curves of genus g. First of all, we consider the stack 9°, of m-pointed
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prestable curves of genus g whose sections over a scheme S are flat proper mor-
phisms C — S of finite type with m disjoint smooth sections qi,..., ¢, whose
geometric fibers are m-pointed prestable curves of genus g. It is well known that
IND%,, is a smooth algebraic stack.

Next the stack By := P (g,m,d) of line bundles of degree d over prestable
curves is defined as a stack over the category of schemes over C whose sections
over a scheme S are pairs of (C — S) € MP*, and L € Pic(C) of relative degree d
with obvious pull-backs as arrows. It is also well known that B, is also a smooth

algebraic stack and there is a forgetful morphism

The stack Q4 = 9. (g,m,d) of quasi-maps is now defined as the stack whose
sections over a scheme S are triples (C — S, L, zg) where (C — S, L) € P,(S5) and
g : 0?5 — L is a homomorphism which is not trivial on any fiber of C — S. Given
(m:C — S, L) € PL(9), it was shown in [5, Proposition 2.2] that the groupoid of
all sections x is represented by the cone

(2.1) C(m L) := Specg (SymR'm, [(LY)®° @ weys])

where SymF denotes the symmetric algebra of a coherent sheaf F. This construc-
tion defines a cone stack over . and £, is obtained by deleting the vertex of
the cone. Therefore 9 is an algebraic stack and we have the forgetful morphism

D+ —)m_;,_.

Theorem 2.5 ([14, [5]). The stack Q4 is an algebraic stack. Any open Deligne-
Mumford substack of Q. admits a perfect obstruction theory induced from ([2.2)).

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of [B, Proposition 3.1] (See also [14]
Section 5]). Let Lo, denote the universal line bundle over the universal curve
7 : Cq, — Q. By applying [5, Proposition 2.5] to the evaluation morphism
¢:Co, — Egi induced from the universal section u € F(CQ+,£85+), we have a
perfect relative obstruction theory

(2.2) ¢: LY, yp, — RmLE

for Qy — Py. Since P, is a smooth algebraic stack, this gives us a perfect
obstruction theory for . O

Corollary 2.6. Let i be an open substack of Q. such that

(1) 4 is a Deligne-Mumford stack;

(2) L is separated;

(3) U is proper.
Then M is equipped with a perfect obstruction theory and hence the virtual funda-
mental class [U]'" of dimension

Bg—34+m)+g+bBd—g+1)—1=—(9—1)+m+5d.

One can check (2) and (3) using the valuative criterion (See Section [5.2). For
(1), if we can write 4 as the quotient V/G of a scheme V by a reductive group
G, it suffices to show that the stabilizer groups are all finite and reduced by [19,
Corollary 2.2].
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Example 2.7. (Stable maps) By Lemma the moduli stack M, (P4, d) of
stable maps is an open substack of 3y which is a separated proper Deligne-Mumford
stack [5, Proposition 2.7]. It was shown in [14] Section 5.3] and [0, Lemma 2.8] that

the perfect obstruction theory of Behrend-Fantechi coincides with that obtained in
Theorem 2.5

Example 2.8. (Stable quotients) If a stable quotient Og5 — @ has rank 4 so that
the kernel S is invertible, the dual (’)25 — SV of the inclusion S < (’)25 defines
an object in Q. These objects form an open substack @g’m(IP"*, d) of Q4 which is
a proper separated Deligne-Mumford stack by Marian, Oprea and Pandharipande
[35]. See also [38].

In Section [5] we will introduce the notion of §-stable quasi-maps and find that
the substack Qi of §-stable quasi-maps for general § is also an open substack which
is a proper separated Deligne-Mumford stack.

3. GSW MODEL FOR Q4

In [B], Chang and Li further enlarged the moduli stack Q4 (g, 0,d) to include an
additional section, called the p-field. The cosection localization technique of [2§]
then enables us to define localized invariants which are related to curve counting
invariants on a quintic Calabi-Yau 3-fold X. The same construction also applies
when there are marked points.

Definition 3.1. A p-field of a quasi-map (C, L, z) € Q is a section
pE Homc(LE’,wc) = I‘IO(C’,Li5 ® LUC).

The stack X4 = X4 (g, m, d) of quasi-maps with p-fields is defined as the stack whose
sections over a scheme S are quadruples (C — S, L, xg,ps) where (C — S, L, xg) €
9.(S) and ps € H°(C,LEY™° @ weys). Arrows are defined by pull-backs.

By the direct image cone construction of [5 Section 2] again, we have the fol-
lowing.

Proposition 3.2. X is an algebraic stack equipped with a relative perfect obstruc-
tion theory

LY, jp, — B (LY @ [£3° ©wa))
of X1 — P4 where m: Cx, — Xy is the universal curve and Ly, is the universal
line bundle over Cx .

The natural map
WL @ (L3° ®@wn) —we, (2,p) DY 7}
has derivative
(81) 0 =0W:O0bx, y, = B'm. (L2 0 [£5 @ wr]) — Rlmwn = Ox,
defined by
(#,p) =Py _ab +p Yy bajd;, for (i;,p) € H'(C,L)* & H'(C,L™° @ wc)

at (z;,p) € H°(C,L)®> & H°(C,L™° ® wc). Moreover, Chang and Li show in [5]
Section 3.4] that the map (3.1]) can be lifted to a cosection o : Obx, — Ox,.
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The locus where the cosection o in (3.1)) is not surjective is called the degeneracy
locus of o and denoted by D(o).

Lemma 3.3. Suppose i is an open substack of X which is a Deligne-Mumford
stack. If the support of the multi-section x : 0%95 — L contains the support of p for
all (C,L,x,p) € ﬂ, then the degeneracy locus D(o) of o in 8l is the closed substack
ofﬁjl which consists precisely of (C,L,x,p) € 1 satisfying p =0, >, x? = 0 where
x=(1,...,T5).

The proof is identical to that of Proposition 3.4 in [5]. When D(o) is proper, we
can apply the localized virtual cycle construction of [28§].

Corollary 3.4. If D(o) in 8 is proper, we have the localized virtual fundamental
class

[UWioe € Am(D(0)),

integrals against which define invariants for Yy. When m = 0, the degree of [
defines an invariant of quasi-maps with p-fields.

o~ .
vir
loc

For instance, if 4l is an open substack of £, which is a proper separated Deligne-
Mumford stack and 4 = il x5, X, satisfies the assumption of Lemma then
D(0) is a closed substack of 4 since p = 0 and hence D(c) is proper.

In [5, Section 5], it was proved that when i = M, o(P*,d)? is the moduli stack
of stable maps with p-fields, the localized invariant

deg[M,o(P*, d)" )i
coincides with the ordinary GW invariant of a quintic 3-fold up to sign (—1)%4=9+1,
Remark 3.5. The theory of quasi-maps to GIT quotients is developed in [I7].
When the target is P"~! (See Remark [2.3)), the quasi-map in [17] is precisely the
stable quotient in Example Upon restricting the target, one obtains the virtual
cycle associated the stack of quasi-maps to a quintic 3-fold. We expect this also
coincides with the cosection-localized virtual cycle

Qg (P, d)P i
up to sign. When the genus is zero, since there are no nonzero p-fields, the cosection-
localized cycle is given by the Euler class of the obstruction sheaf coming from the

p-field. Hence, by [I'7, Proposition 6.2.2] the two cycles coincide up to sign, where
the sign change is due to taking the dual of tangent-obstruction complex.

Remark 3.6. We will define and show in Section [Bl that the moduli stack
xi = Qi Xa, X4

of d-stable quasi-maps with p-fields has proper degeneracy locus D(o) if d +§ >
3(g—1)4+m > 0. Therefore we obtain the GW-type invariant of §-stable quasi-maps
to P* with p-fields by integrating against [X7 |}t

loc*

4. MODULI OF STABLE PAIRS WITH MULTI-SECTIONS OVER A NODAL CURVE

In this section, we review the notion of d-stability for a pair (F, «) of a coherent
sheaf ' and a multi-section « : (9609” — FE over a polarized nodal curve. We con-
struct a projective moduli scheme of d-semistable pairs (F, o) over C via geometric
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invariant theory. This type of construction is standard by now thanks to [26] and
we will closely follow [25].

Let C be a fixed m-pointed prestable curve of genus g. Let us fix an ample
line bundle O(1) on C. For a polynomial P(t) € Q[t] of degree 1, we write either
P(t) =rt+ x or P(t) =r(t+ u) in what follows. Let 6 > 0 and n € Z~.

Definition 4.1. Let E be a coherent sheaf on C' with Hilbert polynomial P and
a: Og” — E be a homomorphism which we call a multi-section.
(1) For a subsheaf E’ of F, let (E',a) = 1 if « factors through E’ and 0 if
not. We write the Hilbert polynomial of E’ as
Pp/(t) = x(E'(t)) = r(E")t + x(E') = r(E') (t + p(E"))
where F'(t) = E' ® O(1)! and x denotes the Euler characteristic. Let
P o(t) = Pe/(t) + 0(E', )0
When r(E’) # 0, we define the reduced Hilbert polynomial of (E', «) as
P/ (t) + 0(E', )6 1)
) 1) / E ) / ’
’ t - P ’ t E - - t E 0 E — .
PE ,a() E,a( )/T( ) T(E/) +/”L( )+ ( ’Oé)T(E/)
(2) For a quotient ¢ : E — E” = E/E’, let (E",a) =0if goa =0 and 1 if
otherwise. We write
Ppo(t) = x(E"(t)) = r(E")t + x(E") = r(E") (t + n(E")) ,
Pg//’a(t) = Pgn (t) + 0(.EN7 a)5
When r(E") # 0, we define the reduced Hilbert polynomial of (E”, o) as
P, //(t) + Q(E” a)5 0
) ) E s
halt) = Pl o(0)/r(B") = =0 = o u(B) 4 0(E )

Definition 4.2. (1) A F on a scheme is called pure if the support of any
nonzero subsheaf of F' is of the same dimension as the support of F.
(2) We say a subsheaf E’ of E is saturated if E” = E/E’ is a pure sheaf.

Definition 4.3. A pair of a one-dimensional sheaf £ on C' and a nonzero homo-
morphism « : O%" — F is §-semistable if F is pure and for any nontrivial subsheaf
E' #E,

r(B)Ppy o(t) < 7(E')Ppo(t)
i.e. F is pure and

X(E') +0(E,a)d _ x(E) +9
r(E) Tor(E)
We get d-stability if < is replaced by <.
Remark 4.4. By definition, it is clear that
Pho+ P =P r(E)+r(E")=r(E).

Hence « : O%" — F is d-semistable if and only if for any one-dimensional quotient
E" of E,

T(E>Pg”,oc(t) Z T(EH)PI%,a(t)'
Definition 4.5. A homomorphism ¢ : (E,a) — (E’,a’) of pairs on C is a ho-
momorphism ¢ : E — E’ of Og-modules such that ¢ o @ = o’. An isomorphism
¢ : B — E' of Og-modules which satisfies ¢ o a = o’ is called an isomorphism of
pairs.
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Lemma 4.6. Let (E,«) and (E', o) be two d-stable pairs of dimension 1 on C
with the same reduced Hilbert polynomial p%ﬂ = p‘SE,,a/. Then any nonzero homo-
morphism ¢ : (E,a) — (E', &) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let E; denote the image of p : E — E’. We have poa=a’. Let ¢: E — E;
be the surjective homomorphism induced from ¢. Suppose 0 # E; # E’. If goa = 0,
we have 6(F1,«) =0 and

x(E1) X(E1) +0(Ey,a')0
st Ey St (B

) )
= pEl,a’ (t) < pE’,oz’ (t)

which is a contradiction. If ¢ o a # 0, then p o a« = o’ # 0. Therefore §(E;, o) =
6(E1,d’) =1 and thus
5 s 5 s
pE,a S pEl,a = pEl,a’ < pE’,o/
which is also a contradiction. Hence for any nonzero ¢, ¢ is surjective. If keryp # 0,

X(E)+ 0 - X(E")+0(E', a)d < X(E")+96
r(E) r(E) - r(E)

and thus p‘SE o < p‘sE, o Which is a contradiction. Therefore, ¢ is an isomorphism.
O

Remark 4.7. (1) For a quotient ¢ : E — E” of E, let o' = q o a. For a subsheaf
E' of E, let o/ : (’)g" — E’ be the homomorphism induced by « if a factors through
E’ and let o/ = 0 if not. We call o =: ag/, " =: ag- the induced multi-sections
of E' and E” respectively.

(2) Let F C G C E be coherent sheaves and o : Og" — E be a multi-section
of E. Then the induced multi-section of G/F as a quotient of G is the same as
the induced multi-section of G/F as a submodule of E/F because both are the
compositions of a with the obvious projections.

Proposition 4.8. Let (E, a) be a §-semistable one-dimensional pair on C' for some
0 > 0. There exists a filtration

O=FEyCE,CEyC---CFE;,=F

called a Jordan-Holder filtration such that the factors gr,(E) = E;/E;_1 with the
induced multi-section ag, g, , are 6-stable with the reduced Hilbert polynomial p5E7a.
Furthermore, the pair of

gI‘(E) = @grz(E) and gr(a) = ZaEi/Ei—l

i—1

is independent of the choice of the Jordan-Hélder filtration, up to isomorphism.

Proof. If (E, «) is §-stable, we are done. Suppose not. Let E' # E be a submodule
of FE with p%,@ = p‘SEﬂ and r(E') < r(E) € Z maximal. Then E/E’ with the
induced multi-section is d-stable. Thus by induction we obtain a Jordan-Hdélder
filtration. The uniqueness follows from Lemma [4.6 (]

Definition 4.9. Two d-semistable pairs (F, a) and (E', ') with p‘SE’a = Py o are
called S-equivalent if (gr(E), gr(a)) = (gr(E’), gr(a)).
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Theorem 4.10. Let d > 0 and C be a prestable curve with an ample line bundle
O(1). Let P(t) = rt + x € Z[t]. There is a projective scheme Fc(P)° which is
a coarse moduli space for the functor which associates to a scheme T the set of
isomorphism classes of T-flat families of 0-semistable pairs (E,a) on C whose un-
derlying sheaves have Hilbert polynomial P. Moreover, there is an open subscheme
which represents the functor of families of §-stable pairs. A closed point in Fo(P)?
represents an S-equivalence class of §-semistable pairs.

Since the construction is more or less standard, we only give a sketch of the
proof. When n = 1, the theorem is just a special case of [3I]. The first step of
the proof is to show the boundedness of the collection of all d-semistable pairs with
fixed Hilbert polynomial. By the J-semistability, the slope of a subsheaf
0 X+ 9

r(E") = r

W(E') < p(E') + 6(E, 6)

is bounded uniformly from above and the boundedness follows by [26, Theorem
3.3.7]. From the boundedness, we obtain the ¢-regularity of the underlying sheaves
of all d-semistable pairs for some uniform ¢ which enables us to identify §-semistable
pairs with some orbits in the product

W = Quot(CP® ® Oc(~t), P) x PHom (Ho(oc(t)@n), CP@)

of the Quot scheme and the projective space. By choosing an integer [ > 0, the
Quot scheme is embedded into a projective space

Quote:(CP® © O (~t), P) < P (/\P(l) ((CP(” ® HY(Oc(l - t))))

and thus we have an ample line bundle Ogquot(1). Then it is easy to see that the
moduli space we desired is isomorphic to the GIT quotient of a closed subscheme
Z of W by PGL(P(t)). The rest is the comparison of the GIT stability with the
é-stability above. One should be careful about the choice of a linearized line bundle
Ow (n1,n2) on W but it is okay to choose (n1,ng) satisfying

ny _ P() - P()

ni  P{)+0 0

for [ sufficiently large (independent of §). We leave the detail to the reader because
it is almost identical to the calculation in [25].
It is also standard to relativize the construction as in [26] Theorem 4.3.7].

Theorem 4.11. Let f : C — S be a flat family of prestable curves and let Oc(1)
be a line bundle on C, ample relative to S. Let P be a linear polynomial. Then
there exists a scheme FC/S(P)‘S, projective over S which universally corepresents
the functor

F° . (Schemes/S)° — (Sets)

which associates to an S-scheme T the set of isomorphism classes of T'-flat families
of §-semistable pairs on the fibers of C xg T — T with Hilbert polynomial P. For
closed points s € S, the fiber FC/S(P)‘S\S over s is isomorphic to the moduli space
Fco(P)? of 6-semistable pairs on the fiber C|s over s.
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5. MODULI OF §-STABLE QUASI-MAPS

In this section, we introduce the notion of §-stable quasi-maps on pointed prestable
curves and prove that they form an open substack Di of 4 which is a proper sep-
arated Deligne-Mumford stack for general § > 0. By Theorem D‘i has a perfect
obstruction theory and thus a virtual fundamental class [Di_]"ir. The GSW model
%‘i =Xy X, Q‘j_ admits the localized virtual cycle [i’i}f’(jz whose support is con-
tained in D‘i and hence proper, for d > 3(g — 1) + m. Throughout this section, we
let 29 —2+m > 0.

Definition 5.1. An m-pointed semistable curve (C,q1,...,qn) is quasi-stable if
the length of any chain of rational bridges is at most 1 and C has no rational tails.
Here, a rational bridge is a rational component with only two nodes and no marked
points. A rational tail is a rational component with only one node and one marked
point. An exceptional component means a rational bridge or a rational tail.

5.1. é-stable quasi-maps and their moduli. Recall that a quasi-map to P* is
a pair (C, L,z) with C a prestable curve, L € Pic?(C) and = € HO(L®®).

Definition 5.2. For 6 > 0, we say a quasi-map (C,L,x) is d-stable (resp. o-
semistable) if the following hold:

(1) wlc?g ® L€ is ample for any € > 0;

(2) Given any line bundle A on C' such that wlcog ® A€ is ample for any € > 0,
z: OF° — L is d-stable (resp. d-semistable) with respect to wlc?g ® A°
for € > 0 arbitrarily small, in the sense of Definition [£:3] The polarization
wlgg ® A€ is used to define the Hilbert polynomial.

Recall that wlc‘;g :=we (D q;) where g1, ..., g are the smooth marked points on
C. The first condition implies that wlcog is nef and thus C is semistable admitting
a stabilization morphism p : C — C to a stable curve which contracts rational
components with only two special points, i.e. the exceptional components.

Since e is arbitrarily small in the second condition of Definition[5.2] this condition
is enough to be checked for one line bundle A. The §-semistability implies that
C cannot contain a rational tail and that for any rational bridge £ =2 P!, L|g is
Og(1). Indeed, by the first condition we must have deg L|g > 0 for any exceptional
component E. If deg L|g > 1 on arational tail E or deg L|g > 2 on a rational bridge
E, then L contains the destabilizing subsheaf L' = Op. Note that x(L') = 1 and
r(L') = e-deg(A|g) so that u(L') is arbitrarily large, and hence L’ is destabilizing
regardless of x. By the same reason, no two exceptional components are adjacent.
Therefore, the curve C has to be quasi-stable (Definition .

Let p : C — C be the stabilization morphism. In fact, by the following lemma
we can replace the second condition of Definition [5.2] with

(2') psx : 025 — p«L is a d-stable pair with respect to wlgg = wa(d0 ) for

@ = p(;)-
Lemma 5.3. Let A be any line bundle on C such that wlgg ® A€ is ample for any
e > 0. Suppose (C,L,x) be a quasi-map such that wlgg ® L€ is nef for all € > 0.
Then (L,x) is a 0-stable pair on C with respect to wlgg ® A€ for € > 0 arbitrarily
small if and only if the direct image (L,%) := (p.L, psx) is a 6-stable pair with

respect to wlcf’g.



LG/CY CORRESPONDENCE VIA QUASI-MAPS 17
Proof. Assume first that (L,Z) is a é-stable pair with respect to wlcf)g . Since L is
pure, the degree of L restricted to any connected subcurve contracted by p is either
0 or 1. Suppose L’ is a destabilizing subsheaf of L with respect to wl((;g ® A€ for
sufficiently small € > 0. We may assume L’ is saturated. We claim that L' := p, L’
is a destabilizing subsheaf of L with respect to wlgg . Since the total degree of L
on any contracted chain is at most 1, we have x(L) = x(L) and x(L') = x(L')
by saturatedness. Since e is arbitrarily small, 7(L’) (resp. 7(L)) is very close to
r(L') (vesp. r(L)). Note that 7(L') is a positive integer. Since the inequality for
the J-stability is strict, a very small perturbation does not change the inequality.
Hence we find that L’ = p,L’ is a destabilizing subsheaf of L.

Conversely, assume that (L,x) is d-stable with respect to wl(i?g ® A€ for any
€ > 0. Then 0 < deg L|g < 1 for all exceptional component E and hence L is pure.
Suppose L' is a destabilizing subsheaf of L. Since p~!(g) is a chain of P!’s with
deg L|,~1(g) = 0 or 1 for any contracted node ¢ € C, we can find a subsheaf L’ of
L such that p.L' = L’ such that (L', x) = 0(L',Z). Again since strict inequality
is preserved by small perturbation and 7(L'), r(L) are integers, we find that L’ is
a destabilizing subsheaf of L. O

Definition 5.4. Two quasi-maps (C,L,z) and (C’,L’,2') are called isomorphic
if there exist an isomorphism 7 : C' — C’ of m-pointed prestable curves and an
isomorphism ¢ : 7*L' — L such that p o 72’ = x.

Definition 5.5. A family of J-(semi)stable quasi-maps over m-pointed curves pa-
rameterized by a scheme S consists of

(1) a flat family C — S of m-pointed quasi-stable curves and

(2) an invertible sheaf £ on C and a homomorphism zg : OF® — £

such that for every closed point s € S, the fiber (Cs, Ls,x5) is a 0-(semi)stable
quasi-map to P*.

Two families zg : OF® — £ and 2 : OF° — L' over S are called isomorphic if
there exist an isomorphism 7 : C — C’ over S and an isomorphism ¢ : 7*£' — L
such that ¢ o 72’y = xg.

Definition 5.6. Let Di be the substack of Q4 which associates to each scheme S
the groupoid 9% (S) of families of -semistable quasi-maps parameterized by S.

Remark 5.7. Since ampleness and stability are both open conditions, the d-stable
quasi-maps form an open subset for any family in 9, (S). Hence Qi is an open
substack of Q.

Definition 5.8. We say § > 0 is general with respect to a polynomial P(t) =
rt + x € Z[t] if there are no strictly §-semistable quasi-maps (C, L, x) with Py = P
where p : C — C is the stabilization morphism and L = p,L. Here strictly -
semistable means d-semistable but not d-stable. We say § > 0 is a wall if it is not
general.

In fact, there are only finitely many walls.
Lemma 5.9. There are only a finite number of walls for Q‘i.

Proof. We use Lemma Suppose (L, ) is strictly J-semistable so that (L, z) is

a strictly d-semistable pair with respect to Os(1) = wlgg. If a subsheaf L’ of L

has Hilbert polynomial P, (t) = r't + x’ € Z[t] and ' (P(t) + §) equals rPg. (t) or
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r(Pg:/(t) + §), then § = TX/;,T/X or T/f::,"/. Note that L’ is saturated in the sense
that L/L’ is pure because otherwise the inverse image of the zero-dimensional part
T(L/L') in L has larger slope than L’ and hence destabilizing.

In 35 Section 6.1], it was proved that the collection of all

(C, L) € By

such that wlc?g ® L€ is ample for any € > 0 is bounded. Hence there are only a finite
number of topological types (i.e. dual graphs of C' decorated by the degrees of L
restricted to irreducible components). For each type, since 0 < r(L') < (L) and
L' is saturated with L invertible, there are only a finite number of possible pairs
(r(L"),x(L")). This certainly implies that there are at most finitely many walls. [

We are now ready to state the main result of this section. Note that
Pt)=rt+x€Z[t] and x=P0)=x(L)=x(L)=d—-g+1
for -semistable quasi-maps.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose 2g —2+m >0,d+ 95 > g—1 and 6 > 0 is general with
respect to P. Then the open substack Di is a proper separated Deligne-Mumford
stack of finite type over C. Consequently, Qi has a perfect obstruction theory and
a virtual fundamental class.

5.2. Proof of Theorem In this subsection we prove Theorem
We first prove that Qﬁ_ is a Deligne-Mumford stack by using [19, Corollary 2.2]:
It suffices to write Di as the quotient of a scheme by a reductive group and then
show that the stabilizer groups are finite and reduced as a scheme.
By [35, Section 6.1] and item (1) of Definition we find that if a quasi-map
(C, L, z) is 0-semistable,
(wlcog)®5(d+1) ® L5

is very ample. The complete linear system of (wo%)®3(¢+1) @ L5 gives us an em-
bedding ¢+ : C — P into a projective space and thus a point in the product
Hilb x (PY)™ where Hilb denotes the Hilbert scheme of curves in PV. Let H be
the locally closed locus in Hilb x (PY)™ of quasi-stable curves (C,qi,...,¢n). Let
Cy — H denote the universal curve with sections ¢;. Then

log €
(51) wcf/ﬂ ® Opn (1)|E®H

is relatively ample over Cy for € > 0 arbitrarily small. By Theorem there
exists a scheme F¢,, ;3 (P)° that parameterizes d-stable pairs z : 0% — L with
respect to . Let W be the locally closed subscheme of F¢, /3 (P)? of §-stable
pairs z : OGCBE’ — L with L invertible such that

(@E)EH & 15 2= Op (1)

Then W parameterizes all d-stable quasi-maps. There is a natural action of PGL(N+
1) on W and two points in W represent isomorphic quasi-maps if and only if they
lie in the same orbit. Therefore, we find that

Q% = W/PGL(N +1).

Lemma 5.11. The stabilizer group of a d-stable quasi-map (C,L,x) € W 1is finite
and reduced. Therefore Qi 18 a Deligne-Mumford stack.
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Proof. Let (L,z) be a é-stable pair with respect to (5.1). By definition, an auto-
morphism of L which preserves x is the identity map since z # 0. This implies
that the stabilizer group of (C, L,x) is a subgroup of Aut(C). It is well known
that Aut(C) is reduced as a scheme over C. Hence it is enough to show that the
stabilizer group is finite.

Infinite automorphisms of the underlying curve C of a é-stable quasi-map can
arise only from exceptional components, i.e. rational bridges. Recall that C' cannot
contain a rational tail with one marked point by stability. Let E be an exceptional
component of C' and L|g = Op:1(1). If the zero of x| is away from the two nodes,
a nontrivial automorphism of F fixing the two nodes acts nontrivially on z and
hence no nontrivial stabilizer arises from E. Hence we may assume z is zero at one
or two of the nodes of some exceptional component F.

The group C* of automorphisms of E fixing the two special points 0,00 € E acts
on the fiber of L|g = Op1(1) over one special point 0 € E with weight 1 and the
other oo € E with weight —1. We say FE is separating if C' — F is disconnected.
Then C* acts with weight 1 (resp. —1) on L restricted to the connected component
of C'— E containing 0 (resp. oo) if F is separating. If E is not separating, no
automorphism of E lifts to a stabilizer of (C, L, z) because the automorphism action
changes the line bundle L.

Let Eq,...,E; be separating exceptional components, at one or two of whose

nodes x is vanishing. Let CT = C' — Ul_, E;. If & is zero on a connected component
C' of C1, then (L,z) is unstable because either (L’,0) or (L") is destabilizing
where L’ (resp. L") is L|¢s (resp. Lici_cr).

Suppose now that z is nonzero on all connected components of Ct. We identify
C* with the group of automorphisms of each exceptional component F; fixing two
nodes. Consider the dual graph whose vertices are the connected components C’
of C' and edges are the exceptional components E;. For a vertex C’ of CT, let
5;(C") = —1 (resp. +1) if the automorphism group C* for E; acts with weight
—1 (resp. +1). Then if we have a one-parameter subgroup of (C*)! which fixes
(L,z), there exists (a;) € Z' — {0} such that 2221 a;s;(C') remains constant for
any vertex C’. Let C' and C” be adjacent vertices of some edge E;,. Then since
E;/ is separating, one can see that

l l
ZCLJ'SJ'(C,) = Z (Zij(C”) + Zaj/.
j=1 j=1

Since (a;) is a nonzero vector, there cannot be a one parameter subgroup of (C*)!

which fixes (L, ). Therefore, the stabilizer group is finite and reduced. |

Next we prove the separatedness. Let 0 € A be a pointed smooth curve. Suppose
there are two families of d-stable quasi-maps (£;, x;) over C; — A for i = 1,2 whose
restrictions to A* = A — {0} are isomorphic. As explained in [35, Section 6.2],
possibly after base change ramified over 0, we can find a family C — A of pointed
semistable curves and dominant morphisms 7; : C — C; for ¢ = 1,2. Since C — A
is projective, we can choose a relative ample line bundle A over C — A so that
wlco/gA ® AC is relatively ample for € > 0. Then by Lemma both (7} L;, 7}x;) are

families of d-stable pairs on C — S with respect to wlco/gA ® A€ for € small enough.

By Theorem we obtain two morphisms A — Fe¢, A(P)? which coincide over
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A*. By the separatedness of F¢ A (P)°, we find that the two families (] £;, 7] x;)
should be isomorphic. However, by item (1) of Definition there cannot be a
component F in the central fiber of C — A which is contracted by m; but not
contracted by m; with {4, j} = {1,2}, because the degree of 7}L;|g is 0 and the
degree of 77 L;| g is positive by item (1) of Deﬁnition (Note that E has only two
special points.) This implies that the two families C; — A are isomorphic. By the
separatedness of F¢, A(P)? again with C = C;, we find that (£;, z;) are isomorphic.
This proves the separatedness.

Finally we prove the properness. Suppose we have a family of d-stable quasi-maps
(L*,z*) over C* — A*. We should extend it to A. After shrinking A if necessary,
we may assume that the topological type of the fibers of C* — A* is constant.
As in [35] Section 6], we normalize them and take the standard reduction of each
connected component possibly after a base change ramified over 0. In particular, we
may assume that each component is a smooth surface. Upon gluing thus obtained
families over A along the nodes, we obtain a family of semistable curves C — A
which extends C* — A*. Let Cy denote the central fiber of C — A. Note that
by construction, wlc is nef. Since C — A is projective, we can choose a relatively
ample line bundle A. By Definition 5.2 E the family (£*,2*) can be thought of as

a family of J-stable pairs with respect to the ample line bundle wlco*g/ A @ Al}. for

e sufficiently small. By the projectivity of Fe¢/, A(P)? over A, we can extend this

family to a family (£, z) of d-stable pairs parameterized by A. Let (Lo, xo) be the
d-stable pair over the central fiber Cy.

By construction, the normalization C of C is a disjoint union of smooth surfaces.
Let p: C — C be the normalization map. Since £ is flat over A and pure on each
fiber, £ is a torsion-free sheaf on C so that the torsion-free part of the pullback £
of £ to C is

L=F®Iz
for some invertible sheaf F and zero dimensional subscheme Z of C. Since £ is pure
on each fiber, we find by local calculation that Z = () and hence £ is locally free.
Let g+ be sections of C — A that are glued to the section ¢ : A — C. Then £ along
q is recovered from the gluing homomorphism

A ~ (w -
Lo, ® Ll "5 £y, © £l /Ly

Since £ is invertible, we may assume ,C|qi gz (0) = 2 Op+ = L]|g—q(0) after shrinking

A if necessary. Let (¢9,¢2) : £|q+ 4..(0) D £|q —q_ (0) — Oa- be the restriction
of (¥4,9_) to A*. Since L is locally free over A*, 1] are surjective and we can
extend (¢9,9%) to a homomorphism

(W' 01) : Llg, @ Llg- — Oalal)

for some integer a such that ¢/, and )’ are not simultaneously vanishing at 0 € A.
In case both ¢/, are not vanishing at 0, the kernel L of the composite

(Pl wl)
= Oala)

is locally free along ¢. If ¥/  (resp. 1’ ) is vanishing over 0 € A, we blow up C
at q_(0) (resp. ¢4(0)) and let £ = 7*L(—bE) where 7 : C' — C is the blow-up

pel — E|q+ ® Ll
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morphism with exceptional divisor E and b > 0 is the vanishing order of ¢, (resp.
Y ) at ¢4 (0) (resp. ¢—(0)). By definition, £’ is locally free and we have

W) Ly, @ L'y — Oa((a+1b)0)

with ¢/ surjective where ¢/, are the proper transforms of ¢i. By gluing c’ along
¢!y, we obtain a family of nodal curves ¢ — A and the kernel £’ of the composite of
(¥ ,9") with the restriction L — £~’|qf+ @ L'|, is an invertible sheaf on C. Let

L=L ®0O(b-1)E)

so that £|g = Opi(1). Tt is easy to check that the multi-section z of £ induces a
natural multi-section # of £ and the direct image of £|0 by C|0 — Clp is L]o = Lo.

By Lemma [5.3] item (2) of Definition [5.2] follows immediately from the above
construction. So it only remains to prove item (1) of Definition

Lemma 5.12. Suppose d+9 > g—1 so that x +6 > 0. Let x : 025 — L be a
d-stable pair over a semistable curve C' with respect to some ample line bundle on
C. Suppose that the rank of the pure sheaf L on each component of C' is 1. Then
the degree of L on each component of C' is nonnegative.

Proof. Suppose L has negative degree on a component B of C. Let L” be the
torsion free part of L|p. Then 6(L”,z) = 0 because L” admits no sections. Hence
the reduced Hilbert polynomial of L” is ¢t + x(L")/r(L"). But since h°(L") = 0,
x(L") <0. Therefore, if x + ¢ > 0,

) XHS (L)

<
<
—~
N
<
~—

by d-stability; a contradiction. O

By construction of L, the nonnegativity of Ly over components of Cj is preserved
while the degrees on the new exceptional components are all 1. Therefore the
restriction .i/(] of £ to the central fiber C'o has nonnegative degrees on all components
of Cy. If there is a component of the central fiber Cy where wlcffog ® ig is trivial, we

can simply contract those components by the line bundle wlc?/gA ® Le (tensored with
the pull-back of a sufficiently ample line bundle of A). Hence we proved item (1)
of Definition [5.2] This completes the proof of Theorem [5.10

5.3. Cosection localization for d/-stable quasi-maps. We can consider the
GSW model for d-stable quasi-maps as follows. Let

X, =0% xq, X4
be the open substack of §-stable quasi-maps (C, L, z) together with p-fields p. Since

Q is a Deligne-Mumford stack and the forgetful morphism X, — Q. is repre-
sentable by [5, Proposition 2.2], X3 % is a Deligne-Mumford stack as well.

Theorem 5.13. Suppose g =0 ord+d > 3(g—1)+m > 0 and let § > 0 be
general. Then the degeneracy locus D(o) in }C‘j_ is proper and separated.

Proof. Since Qi is proper and separated, it suffices to show that the degeneracy
locus D(o) is contained in Di, that is, if (C,L,z,p) € D(o), then p = 0. When
g =0, H(C,L™® @ wc) = 0 for any (C,L,z,p) € X and hence we always have
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D(c) C Q3. So we suppose g > 1 from now on. By Lemma the theorem
follows if we show that the support of the image of x contains the support of p for
any (C,L,z,p) € .'f‘i.

Suppose C’ C C'is an irreducible component in the closure of supp(p)—supp(z) #
(). Let d’ be the degree of L|cr, ¢’ be the genus of C’, m’ be the number of marked
points on ¢’ and k' = #(C'NC — C"). Since p : L — wc is nonzero on C’,

0 <5d <degwcl|cr =29 —2+ K.

If degwe|cr = 0, then d’ = 0 and item (1) of Deﬁnitionfaﬂs. Hence degwc|cr >
0 and in particular C’ is not contracted by the stabilization morphism p: C — C.
Then by Lemmal|5.3| L is §-stable with respect to wlcffg. Note that (L) = 2g—2+m,
xX(L)=d—g+1, r(Llc:) =2¢ =2+ k' +m and x(L|cr) = d — ¢ + 1. Since
z|cr = 0, we have by J-stability
J—gw4.> d—g +1 d+5—g+1
29 =24k T 29 =2+ K +m/ 2g—2+m
If ¢ > 1, we have

(5.2)

!/ 4 _
> d 2d g+1>d+5 g+1
29" =24k T 29" =2+ K 29 —24+m
and thus we find that

ot =

7 1
d+5<5(g—1)+gm§3(g—l)+m.

When ¢’ =0, k' > 3 and we have

d+6—g+1 d+1
2g—2+m kK —24m'—

since d’ is an integer satisfying 0 < d’ < $(k' —2). Hence d+ 6 < 3(g — 1) + m. So
in all cases we have d + ¢ < 3(g — 1) + m which contradicts our assumption. g

Remark 5.14. When 6 = 0" andd > 3(g—1)+m and (d—g+1,29—2+m) =1,
then we have %‘i:OJr = Q‘i:OJr. Indeed, since there are no strictly 0T -semistable
quasi-maps, the inequality with § = 0 must be satisfied for any component C”
regardless of x. Hence by the same proof, we have p = 0.

6. 0-STABILITY ON THE LG SIDE

In this section we describe a parallel theory on the LG side.

6.1. FJRW theory by cosection localization. We start by reviewing the defi-
nition of the FJRW invariant following [6]. As mentioned in Section |1} we focus on
the case of Fermat quintic W = Z?Zl z? and G = Zs C C*. Let ¢ := e’ Dbe the
generator of Zs. We fix g, m and d throughout this section.

Definition 6.1. An m-pointed twisted curve is a proper one-dimensional Deligne-
Mumford stack with at worst nodal singularities together with m distinct smooth
marked points such that

(1) points with nontrivial stabilizers are marked points and nodes;

(2) all nodes are balanced, i.e., locally near a node {zw = 0}, the isotropy group
Zs acts by (z,w) — (Cz,¢ tw).
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We assume the stabilizer at each marked point is Zs. It is well-known that m-
pointed twisted stable curves of genus g form a proper separated Deligne-Mumford
stack [10]. For a twisted curve C, let 7 : C'— |C| be the coarse moduli space. For
a line bundle L on C, we denote by |L| the pushforward 7. L.

Definition 6.2. For a line bundle L on a twisted curve C, the multiplicity of L
at a marked point or a node is defined as follows. At a marked point, the local
picture of L is (z,\) € C? where z is the coordinate along the curve C' and \ is the
coordinate along L. The multiplicity of L at this marked point is defined to be the
integer £ € {0,1,...,4} such that the action of Zjs is given by (.(z,\) = (Cz, ).
Similarly at a node, the local picture is (z,w, A), where z and w are coordinates
along C' and A is the coordinate along L. Then the multiplicity of L at the node
is defined to be the integer £ € {0,1,...,4} such that the action of Zs is given by
C.(z,w,\) = (Cz, (1w, ¢*A). The multiplicity of L at ¢ is denoted by mult, L.

Let k = (k1,...,km) be the m-tuple of integers with 0 < k; < 5. We define the

stack of m-pointed Zs-spin curves as

Mg,,; = {(C,L,p) | C twisted stable curve, p: L° = we, multy, L = k; }.

Here wly = we (Y ¢;) where ¢; are the orbifold marked points on C. In [6], wf¥ was
denoted by wlgg while in [22] [36] by wioe. We use different notation to emphasize
that we allow simple poles only at orbifold marked points. We denote by wlcog the
sheaf of sections of we possibly with simple poles only at smooth marked points.
The notation w’ is convenient when comparing the LG side with the CY side
where we have to consider both orbifold and smooth marked points.

The stack Mg, i is a smooth proper Deligne-Mumford stack and is nonempty if
and only if (29—2+m—>3" k;) is a multiple of 5 [21]. By local computation, one can
check that |w@| ~ wllocgi, where w‘locg‘ = w|(>_7(¢:)) and that for (C, L, p) € M%E
the degree of |L| is d := 1(29—2+m—>_k;). (See [21| Prop. 2.2.8].) Note that the
stability condition here implies the surjectivity of the homomorphism p : L% — w@’
which amounts to saying that

le] - length, (coker p) < 1, e<<0, VzeC,

i.e. the triple (C, L, p) is € = —oo-stable in the sense of Section [1.3.1]

By the same technique as in Section [2 Chang, Li and Li in [6] constructed a
GSW model for Zs-spin curves. Let X< ~°° be the stack parametrizing ¢ = —oo-
stable quadruples (C, L, z, p), namely (C, L,p) € M%E and z = (z;) € H(C, L)®5.
Chang, Li and Li showed that X~ is a separated Deligne-Mumford stack of
finite type.

When all k; are nonzero, k is called narrow. Otherwise it is called broad. When
k is narrow, Chang, Li and Li constructed a cosection for X~ °° as follows: The
relative obstruction sheaf Obxi=700/ﬁgj$ at (C, L, x,p) is given by H*(L)®5. When
k is narrow, by [6, Lemma 3.2], H'(L)® =~ H'(L(—Y¢))®®. By using this
identification, the cosection o is defined by

(6.1) (@) = p Y baja.

Since (#;) is regarded as an element in H*(L(— " ¢;))®® and z; € H°(L), the above
map gives an element in H'(C,w¢) = C. This cosection of the relative obstruction
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theory can be lifted to a cosection o : Obye=—oc — Oyc=-. As before, we get a
localized virtual cycle [X<=*°Jyir.

It is shown in [6] that o|(c 1,4p) = 0 if and only if 2; =0 for all ¢ = 1,...,5, in
other words, the degeneracy locus of o is Mg
is proper, and hence the invariant is defined by integrating against the localized
virtual cycle [X=~°°|yr. Chang, Li and Li [6] showed that so defined invariants

agree up to sign with the FJRW invariants defined by Fan, Jarvis and Ruan in [21].

Remark 6.3. The cosection is parallel with the cosection on the CY side
defined in where we considered the obstructions for x and p together. The
obstruction for p lies in H'(L™5w") which is isomorphic to H'(O¢) since p is an
isomorphism. But this cancels with the deformation of the line bundle L. So, it is
enough to consider only the obstruction for z. Note that the cosection is the
restriction of the cosection . However, for the other e- or d-stable quasi-maps
we will discuss in next subsection, we will continue to use the cosection defined by

the formula (3.1)).

6.2. d-stable quasi-maps on the LG side. Recall that we have the notion of
e < O-stabilities on the LG side as defined in Section In [36], Ross and Ruan
studied e-wall crossing for the case g = 0 on the LG side. They defined the twisted
spin structure by allowing the map p : L>—w¥ to be zero at finitely many smooth
points. Ross and Ruan also derived the wall crossing formula.

In this section we introduce the §-wall crossing on the LG side. Let us denote
L=L"% wi. Let X_ (resp. Q_) be the stack of quadruples (C, L, z,p) (resp.
triples (C, L,p)) of a twisted semistable curve C, a line bundle L on C, a nonzero
section p € HY(C, L) and & € H°(C, L®%). We give an analogous definition for the
d-stable quadruples (C, L, x,p) (resp. triples (C, L,p)) as follows.

e In particular, the degeneracy locus

Definition 6.4. For § < 0, a quadruple (C, L, z,p) (resp. triple (C,L,p)) is -
(semi)stable if the following hold:
(1) wigy ® |L|* is ample for any a > 0;
(2) if Ais aline bundle on C such that w‘t"c"l ®A® is ample for all @ > 0, (||, |p)
is |0]-(semi)stable with respect to w‘t(‘i,"l ® A® for a > 0 arbitrarily small.

Here |L| = 7L and |p| = 7.p € H°(|C|,|L|) where 7 : C' — |C| is the coarse moduli
space. Note that |L| is a line bundle on |C| because L is the pullback of a line
bundle on |C| as the orbifold structures on L are trivial everywhere.

As before we fix k = (ki, ..., km) and d := (29 —24m— Y k;). For 6 <0,
we let X0 = X% (g,k,d) (resp. Q° = Q%™ (g,k,d)) denote the stack of 6-stable
quadruples (C, L, z, p) (resp. triples (C, L, p)) satisfying multy, L = k; and deg |L| =
d. The stack of pairs (C, L) of a twisted curve C' and a line bundle L on C' (without
stability) is denoted by P (g, k, d).

We now construct the moduli stack X% of d-stable quadruples as a separated
Deligne-Mumford stack. The key point is that for any line bundle L on a twisted
stable curve C with stabilizers Zs, L = L5 ®@wg’ has trivial orbifold structure and
hence is the pullback of a line bundle on the coarse moduli space |C| of C.

Let d = —5d+2g — 2+ m and § be general. From Section |5, we have the moduli

stack 9° (g, m, d) of d-stable triples (|C|, L, p) where L € Pic?(|C|) and p € HO(L)
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with p # 0. Here the section p plays the role of x in Section Although z in
Section [5| is a 5-tuple of sections, the same theory works for one section p (See
Remark

The construction of X% can be summarized by the following diagram.

(6.2) X0 = C(m, L)

finite

Q7 (g, K, d) 2 % (g, m, d) 2 Q9 (g, m, d)

J |

W g finite W >
P (g, k, d) —c P (g, m, d)

=5, ,tw
% \L
tw finite ps
g,m C—|C| g,m

Here C(m,L£L%7) denotes the direct image cone constructed in [5] and X° = C(m, L)
is the stack of quadruples

X2 ={(C,L,a,p)| (C,L,p) € Q™ (g, m,d),z € H(L®®), mult,, L = k;}.

All the rectangles above are fiber products. The bottom right morphism sends
each twisted prestable curve C to its coarse moduli space |C|. All vertical arrows are
forgetful: The right vertical (C, L, p) — C is forgetting the line bundle L = L=5wiy
and the p-field. The middle verticals (C, f/,p) — (C, E) — C forget the p-field and
the line bundles successively. The left vertical (C, L, p) — (C, L) forgets the p-field.

All the horizontal arrows are finite morphisms because the morphisms C +— |C|
and L — L5w% are finite and the rest are base changes.

By Theorem Q0 (g, m, ci) is a proper separated Deligne-Mumford stack of
finite type for general 6. Therefore we find that X° is a separated Deligne-Mumford
stack of finite type for general §.

To define a virtual cycle, we may apply the techniques of [5] and cosection
localization. In [8, 9], Cheong, Ciocan-Fontanine and Kim studied the deformation
theory of line bundles on orbifolds and showed that the stack P := B (g, k, d) is
smooth over Dﬁ;‘f’m. Therefore we may apply [5, Proposition 2.5] to give a relative
perfect obstruction theory

Lys e — B (Eg? ® [E;g ® wrl)

over P where 7 : Cxs — X% is the universal curve and Lys is the universal line
bundle.

We define the cosection by the same formula . Then we get a localized
virtual cycle [X% ]yt

loc*

Theorem 6.5. Suppose g =0 or —=5d — 3§ > g— 1+ m and let & be general. Then
the degeneracy locus in X° is proper and separated.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem We show that the degen-
eracy locus is contained in Q%™ which is proper. When g = 0, H°(L) = 0 for any
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(C,L,z,p) € X2 . When g > 1, recall that in Theorem we found a condition so
that supp(p) —supp(z) = . On the LG side, we need to have supp(z)—supp(p) = 0.
Suppose C’ C C'is an irreducible component in the closure of supp(z)—supp(p) #
(. Let d’ be the degree of L|cr, ¢’ be the genus of C’ and k' = #(C'NC — ).
Since # € H°(L)®5 is nonzero on C’, we have d’ > 0. Since p|cr = 0, by stability
we have

f5d’+g’71> —5d' +¢ —1 —5d—6+g—1
29" =24k T 29 -2+ K +m' 29g—2+m
Then,
-5d—6+g—1 —bd+g -1 g -1 <1
2g—2+m 29" =2+ k' 29" — 2+ k' '
So, we have —5d — § < g — 1 + m which contradicts our assumption. O

7. COMPARISON OF MODULI SPACES WHEN g = ()

In this section, we study how the moduli spaces on the CY side when g = 0 are
related as the e- and d-stability conditions vary. We assume that ged(d+1,m—2) =
1 (See (8.1)). When g = 0, there are no nonzero p-fields and the cosection-localized
virtual cycle is the Euler class of the obstruction sheaf coming from p-fields (Remark
3.5). Therefore Xy = .. Throughout this section, let n be the size of the multi-
section z, that is, z € H°(L)®" (See Remark .

7.1. At § = 07. We denote by § = 0T for § > 0 sufficiently close to zero so that
there is no other wall between 0 and §. If ged(d + 1,m — 2) = 1, then there are
no strictly semistable line bundles L on C. In such case by definition of d-stability,
the quasi-map (C, L, x) is § = 0T-stable if and only if L is a stable line bundle.

Proposition 7.1. Assume g =0 and ged(d+1,m —2) = 1. Fiz (m,d,n) and an
m-pointed quasi-stable curve C'. Then there is a unique line bundle L of degree d
on C such that (C,L,x) is a § = 0% -stable for some x € HO(L)®", and for this L,
(C,L,z) is a 6 = 0T -stable for any nonzero x € H°(L)®™.

Proof. If C is the irreducible P!, then L = Opi1(d) and there is nothing to prove.
When g = 0, every node is a separating node. Fix a node p € C. Let C' and C”
be the two subcurves of C such that C'NC” = {p} and C"UC” = C. Let d’ (resp.
d") be the degree of L|cs (resp. L|cw~) and let m’ (resp. m'') be the number of
marked points on C’ (resp. C”). Clearly, d = d' + d”’ and m = m’ + m”. Since
wlgg ® L€ is ample for all € > 0 by the d-stability, we have m’ > 2 and m” > 2.

It is enough to show that d’ and d” is uniquely determined by the stability
condition.

By § = 0T -stability, we have

d+1 d+1 d’"+1 d+1
> — d

m—1 m—2 M 1T m—2
Then,
d+1 d+1 d+1
) e ) —1<d <d- T ) r1= 2 1),
(7.1) m_2(m ) <d <d m_2(m )+ m_2(m )
Therefore d' = L%(m’ — 1)] is the unique integer satisfying these inequalities.

Similarly, d” = [ 2L (m// — 1)|. Therefore there is a unique line bundle L. O
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Remark 7.2. The condition that there are no strictly semistable line bundles is
essential in the proof of Proposition[7.1} For example, suppose that C = C'UC" and
C'NC" = {q} and each of C’ and C” is isomorphic to P! and has two marked points,
Let L; and Ly be the line bundles on C such that deg(Lq|¢/) = 1, deg(L1|c) = 0,
deg(Lz|¢cv) = 0 and deg(La|c») = 1. Then one can see that both of L; and Lo
satisfy (7.1)).

Theorem 7.3. Assume g = 0 and ged(d + 1,m — 2) = 1. Then the moduli space
%i:(ﬁ = Qi:(ﬁ is a projective bundle over ﬂom.

Proof. Let (C, L, z) be a § = 0T-stable quasi-map. We first claim that C' is a stable
curve. We know that C' is quasi-stable. Suppose that C' has a rational bridge F
with no marked points. Let p; and py be nodes of F and C; and C5 be subcurves
of C such that C = C; UEUC5 and C; N E = {p;} for i = 1,2. By d-stability, the
degree of L on E must be 1. Then by applying to two different decomposition
(C1 UE,C5) and (C1, E U Cs), we get a contradiction. Hence C' does not have a
rational bridge and hence is a stable curve in My .

By Proposition [7.1] the line bundle L is uniquely determined by C. Moreover
since L has a positive degree on each component, h'(C, L) = 0 and h°(C, L) = d+1
by Riemann-Roch. Therefore, we see that Xizo+ = Qi:OJr is a projective bundle
over Mg, of rank n(d+ 1) — 1. O

7.2. Contraction morphisms. By Lemma[5.9] there are only finitely many walls
for a fixed polynomial P(t) = rt + x € Q[¢]. Thus the d-line (0, 00) is partitioned
into finite number of intervals on each of which Qi and f{i stays constant. Let do
be a wall and 04 > &9 > 6_ be sufficiently close so that there are no other walls
between §_ and 4.

As in the case of stable quotients [35], there is a natural morphism

a5, 0 Q7 — Q5.
Given (C, L, x) € Qi*, the image qs,(C, L, z) is obtained by the following construc-
tion. If (C, L, x) is 0_-stable then trivially qs,(C, L,xz) = (C, L, x).
Let (C,L,x) € Qi+ - Qi‘. Then there exists a subsheaf L’ of E,: p«L (where
p: C — C is the stabilization) such that Z does not factor through L’ and

XJ_X-!—%
r 7

(7.2)

)

where r't+x’ € Q[t] is the Hilbert polynomial of L’ = p, L’ with respect to the ample
line bundle wlgg on C. If I/ is not saturated, we replace it by a saturated subsheaf
of L containing L’ which is destabilizing. Hence L’ is completely determined by its
support C’. We take maximal such a subcurve C’.

Let C” be the complementary subcurve of C’ in C. Then the quotient L := L/L’
is a sheaf on C” and L” = p,L" has Hilbert polynomial "t + x" with " = r — ¢/
and X’ = x — x’. Let 2" denote the image of x by the quotient map L — L.
Since (L, z) is dp-semistable on C, L’ is a semistable sheaf on C’ and (L”,2") is
do-semistable on C”.

If we fix (C’, L',0) and (C”, L",2") as well as C' = C'UC", then the set of triples
(C, L, z) which are extensions of (C”,L"”,x") by (C',L’,0) is PH°(C’, L")®". All
of these extensions belong to DiJ’ — Dj_‘. To get a §_-stable quasi-map, we take
the following procedure, which is called the modification of (C, L,z) along C’. We
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exchange the subpair and the quotient pair and take a quasi-map in the extension
(C1,Ly1,z1) of (C',L',0) by (C"”,L”,2"). Such an extension is unique because in
genus zero the line bundle L is uniquely determined and the section x is uniquely
determined by z”. If (Cy, L1, 21) has a rational bridge F with no marked point
such that L;|g has degree 0, we contract E and denote the resulting triple by
(C1, L1, x1) again by slight abuse of notation. The quasi-map (C4, L1, 1) is called
the modification of (C, L,z) along C’.

We repeat this process until we get d_-stable triple. If (Cy, L1, x1) is not d_-
stable, take a maximal subcurve Cf which supports a saturated L} satisfying (7.2) as
before. Then Cf is a subcurve of C’ since otherwise C’ was not maximal. We modify
along C7 to get (Ca, Lo, x2), which is again uniquely determined by (C4, L1, z1).
It is straightforward that after finitely many steps we get a d_-stable triple, which
by definition is the image qs,(C, L, x). Therefore, the map qs, : Dif — Qi‘ is
well-defined and it contracts the locus of §_-unstable triples.

More precisely, the modification along C” can be described as follows. Consider
the moduli stack ﬂo,m of m-pointed stable curves of genus 0. Let M ., be the
blow-up of M ,,, so that the locus in M ,,, of curves which have subcurves C’ with
Hilbert polynomials 7't + x’ satisfying becomes a Cartier divisor. Let

~ 5y —
Q+ = QJF Xﬂo,m Mo)m.

Then the locus of §_-unstable quasi-maps is a Cartier divisor D on 15+.
Let C - Q4 and 7 : (9?5 — L be the pull-back of the universal family of Qj;’.

Over the divisor D, the universal curve C| |p decomposes as C' UC” such that for
§ € D, the restriction L{ of L¢ = L|¢ to Cf = C"|¢ gives the J_-destabilizing
quotient after stabilization. Let

51 : OEBS i>E<—> Z(CI) = 21.

Then over £ € D, Ly is a line bundle which has Lg as a subsheaf and ¢ factors
through LIE/ . Now we contract all rational bridges E with El| g =~ Op to get a
family (£1,71) over .. We repeat this process using Q. in place of D‘_s: until we
get a family of d_-stable quasi-maps.

Denote by flio the stack obtained by sequence of fiber products with the blow-
ups of M, ,, on which we have a family (E_, Z_) of §_-stable quasi-maps. Then
(L_, Z_) gives us a morphism

5o 1 Q0 — Q%

Since the modification of a quasi-map is uniquely determined, this map factors
through the projection Qj? — Qj:’. Moreover, we have the commutative diagram

950

(7.3) Q% — Q%

I
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Example 7.4. When modifying along C’, we need to first blow up M, along
the locus of curves having C’ as a subcurve. This process is necessary because such
locus can have codimension greater than one as the following example shows.

Let C be the curve with 5 marked points having three rational components. Each
component has three special points as shown in the picture below. The number
labeled at each component is the degree of the line bundle L restricted to that
component.

6> 2 0<2

Let (C, L) be as in the left picture. For any section x € H°(L)®", (C, L, z) is a
0 > 2-stable quasi-map. At & = 2, this quasi-map needs to be modified along the
middle component C’ since the saturated subsheaf supported on C’ has the Hilbert
polynomial ¢ + 2 and has the maximal slope among all saturated subsheaves. After
the modification, we will have the quasi-map on the right side where the modified
section I is zero away from C’.

Since the locus in My 5 having such decomposition is of codimension two, this
locus needs to be blown up to define the modification.

7.3. From € = 07 to 6 = oo. In this subsection, we relate the moduli stack Z{fo+
to X57°°. Recall from [I7, 35] (See also Section | that %fm (resp. Dj_:m) is
defined as the stack of quadruples (C, L, z,p) (resp. triples (C, L, x)) satisfying
(1) w® @ L€ is ample for all € > 0;
(2) the support of the cokernel of z is 0-dimensional and disjoint from marked
points and nodal points.
By Definition and Lemma Xi:"o (resp. Qizoo) is the stack of quadruples
(C,L,z,p) (resp. triples (C, L, z)) satisfying
(1) wicog ® L€ is ample for all € > 0; B
(2) (L,z) is an oo-stable pair on C' with respect to ws where p: €' — C'is the
stabilization and L = p, L.
Recall that an oo-stable pair means a d-stable pair for sufficiently large ¢ such that
there are no other walls larger than §. By Definition (L, Z) is an oo-stable pair
if and only if coker Z is zero dimensional. Hence the second condition (2) above can
be rephrased as the following two conditions:
(2') the cokernel of 2 : O®> — L has support in the union of rational bridges
and finitely many points;
(2") C is quasi-stable and the restriction of L to a rational bridge E = P! is
O(1).
Therefore, if (C, L, z) € wa, the only condition that may fail for 6 = oco-stability
is (2") above. The locus in Qfo+ having a rational tail E' (with one marked point)
and with deg L|g > 0 is obviously a divisor. The locus in DfOJr having a rational
bridge E with deg L|g > 1 is a substack of codimension 2. Let Q3° be the blow-up
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of Qf‘ﬁ so that the locus in Qfm of § = oo-unstable quasi-maps is a Cartier
divisor D. o B

As in the previous subsection, let (C, £, z) be the pull-back to Q5° of the universal
family of wa. Then C| |p has a subcurve £ of exceptional components where the
6§ = oo-stability fails. Let

T (’)295 — L LE) =L

Then one finds that the degrees of L on the destabilizing rational bridges are de-
creased by 2 and the degrees of L on the destabilizing rational tails are decreased by
1. Let £ be the subcurve where the § = oo-stability fails for the family (C, L', Z").
Then we modify the family along £’. We continue this way until the degrees of L
restricted to exceptional bridges are either 0 or 1 and the degrees of L restricted to
exceptional tails are 0. Finally, we contract all exceptional components on which
the degree of L is 0. Therefore we obtain a family of 6 = oco-stable quasi-maps
parametrized by Q% and thus a morphism

QF — 0=,

As in the previous subsection, the modification of (C, L, x) is uniquely deter-
mined. Hence the above map descends to the morphism

. (ye=0t 5=
Joo: QT — Q7™

which fits into a commutative diagram

(7.4) Q0" =, gi=ee
m0,771 E— m0,m

Combining the results of [35], Section [7.2]and Section[7.3] we have the following:
Theorem 7.5. When g =0, we have the contraction morphisms
€e=00 e=0t d=00 §=0t
QF® — - — Q7Y — Q7 — . — Q7.

7.4. Comparison of virtual fundamental classes. In this subsection, we com-
pare the virtual cycles of the moduli spaces in Theorem prior to the cosec-
tion localization. In [34], Manolache proved that if ¢ : F — G is a virtually
smooth proper morphism of Deligne-Mumford stacks of same virtual dimensions
such that G is connected and for the relative perfect obstruction theory E°® we have
ht/hP(E*Y) = [E'/EY], then

Co [F]vir — N[G]vir
for some N € Q. Using this, the following was shown

Lemma 7.6 ([34, Proposition 3.14]). If we have a commutative diagram

F— @G

such that
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(1) F and G have the same virtual dimensions and G is connected;

(2) My, My are smooth algebraic stacks;

(3) €,v have relative perfect obstruction theories E¢, E,,;

(4) there is a morphism ¢*E, — E. whose cone is a perfect complex of ampli-
tude [—1,0],

then c.[F]* = N[G]'™ for some N € Q.
By (7.3) and (7.4), we obtain the following.
Proposition 7.7.
S4vir 0 qvir e=07Tqvir =oco|vir
5 (207 = [0 17 and gl [Q507 ) = (957

Proof. We prove the first equality. We use the notation in Section Over the
smooth algebraic stack B, we have the commutative diagram

=5,
Q5

I

5y 5
QF =9y
Since }5‘3? is a fiber product, we have p, [)5‘3?]"” = [Dif’]"ir. We apply Lemma (7.6
to the diagram

=80 a50 S_
Q% 20 97

|

B —=P+

The modification in each step of the morphism g, is given by

71102 L L £(C) = L.
They induces the morphism between the relative obstruction theories
5, (R (LT%))Y = (R (L9%))Y

which is the morphism in Condition (4) of Lemma The cone of this mor-
phism is R7r*(£|§9,5)v, which is perfect of amplitude [—1,0]. Thus, by Lemma

ﬁgo*[ﬁJr]Vir =N [Qi’]. Since the moduli spaces are isomorphic to each other on

an open set, we have N = 1. and hence qgo*[ﬂi+]Vir = [Di’]"ir. The proof of the

second equality is similar. O

Remark 7.8. Let q. : Q7> — Qj_:O+ be the contraction morphism constructed
in [35]. In [35] 4], it is shown that q,[Q7T>°]"" = [Qj_:(ﬁ]"ir. So, e- and d-wall
crossing does not change the virtual cycles. However, Lemma [7.6] and Proposition
do not hold for cosection-localized virtual cycle.
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7.5. Wall crossing for d = 1. In this subsection we study the example on the
CY side when ¢ = 0 and d = 1. We do not assume that m is an odd integer.
Throughout this section, let £ = | -1 ].

Recall that the moduli space Q5= is the moduli space M ,,(P" "1, 1) of stable
maps to P! of degree 1. We study the e- and é-wall crossing.

For a d-stable quasi-map (C, L, z), the degree of L on each component of C' must
be nonnegative. Hence the line bundle L has degree one on only one component
and has degree zero elsewhere. When d = 1, destabilizing locus as in Example [7-4]
does not appear. So the modification at each wall is a divisorial contraction.

Lemma 7.9. There are { — 1 walls for the d-wall crossing.

Proof. A § = oo-stable quasi-map (C, L, z) of degree 1 is § = 0*-unstable if there
is a subcurve C” of C such that the degree of L|cs is 1 and C’ has h marked
points where 2 < h < £. In such a case, the saturated subsheaf supported on C’
is a destabilizing subsheaf and has Hilbert polynomial (h — 1)t + 1. Hence such

quasi-maps needs to be modified at the wall §y = hff — 2. Thus there are £ — 1

walls. O

Proposition 7.10. The contraction map qs, : Djf’ — Dj__ at each wall 0y is a
blowup.

Proof. Let (C, L, x) be as in the previous lemma. After the modification at a wall,
we get a § = 0F-stable quasi-map (C, L, Z) where L has degree one on the comple-
ment C” of €' and Z is zero on C’. Note that since Ext'((0,0¢/), (n, Ocr)) = C,
where (n, F') denotes the pair of the sheaf F' and a nonzero section in H°(F)®"
there is a unique modification (C, L, #). On the other hand, Ext'((n, Oc»), (0, 0cr)) =
C™*!, which shows the fiber of the contraction map is isomorphic to P”.

Let ﬁi’ be the blowup of Qi’ along the locus A of §-unstable quasi-maps.
Let C — 55(_;,_’ and T : (92?” — L be the pullback of the universal family on ﬁi’.

Let C” be the divisor on C such that £|c» parametrize the destabilizing subpair.
Let 7 : Oé@" — L — L£(C”) be the modification. Then (C, £,#') parametrizes ¢.-
stable quasi-maps and hence we have a morphism ¢ : ﬁi‘ — Qj;’. One can check
that the normal bundle of A at the §,-unstable quasi-map given by an element
in Ext*((0,0¢), (n,Ocn)) has the fiber Ext'((n, Ocn), (0, Ocr)) (See the similar
calculations in [I2]). Therefore £ is an isomorphism and hence g5, is a blowup
morphism. ([

Theorem 7.11. Suppose g =0 and d = 1.
(1) (a) When m is odd, Qi:w is a P*"~1_bundle over Mo .
(b) When m = 2¢ + 2 is even, Qizm is a blowup of a P~ -bundle over
Mo,m along %(ﬂll) copies of a P"~-bundle over Mo,ug X MO’,@+2,
2) Q%= is obtained from Qé=o* by a sequence of £ — 1 blowups, where the
+ +
blowup centers for the blowup at § = %‘12;2 (2 §£§ £) is a disjoint
union of (7}?) copies of a P"1-bundle over Mo n+1 X Mo m—n+1
3) Q7 s a blowup of Q5= along m copies of P"~'-bundle over Mg .
+ + :
(4) (a) Whenn <2, Mg, (P""1,1) is isomorphic to Qj_:0+.
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(b) When n > 2, Mo,(P"1,1) is a blow up of Qf(ﬁ along a P~ 1-
bundle over Moﬁmﬂ.

Proof. (1) We study Qj_:w. When m is odd, Q‘j_:OJr is a P2"~Lbundle over Mg,
by Theorem We assume m is even. Note that for a 6 = 0*-stable quasi-map
(C, L, ), the line bundle L is not uniquely determined when C is the union of two
subcurves C’ and C” meeting at one point g each of which has £+ 1 marked points.
Namely, L can have degree 1 on any of two components containing gq.

We consider the space Q" of (C, L, x) as follows. If C is not the union of two
subcurves having the same number of marked points, we choose L so that (C, L, z)
with any nonzero multi-section z is a § = 0%-stable quasi-map. By the proof of
Theorem there is unique such L. If C is a union of two subcurves meeting
at a point ¢ having the same number of marked points, there are two components
containing q. We choose one of two component continuously, for example, the
component which is close to the first marked point ¢q;. We choose L so that L has
degree 1 on the chosen component and x is any nonzero multi-section. Then clearly
Q' is a P?"~L-bundle over M ,,.

An element in Q' fails to be § = 0T-stable if C' = C’ U C"” decomposes as above
where L has degree zero on C” and z is zero on C”. By modifying along such loci,
we get the space Qi:0+. By the same argument as in Propositionm we see that
Di:(ﬁ is a blowup of £'.

(2) Q%7>° is obtained from Di:(ﬁ by a sequence of ¢ — 1 blowups by Lemma
and Proposition The blowup center for the blowup at § = % -2((2<
h < ¢) is a disjoint union of (') copies of a P"~!-bundle over Mg 41 X Mo,m—nt1,
where P?~! parametrizes the sections & which vanish along C’ in the notation of
Proposition

(3) We now relate Q5=°° with Qj_:m. A § = oco-stable quasi-map (C, L, z) is
€ = 0"-unstable if the base point lies on one of the marked points, say ¢;. Recall
that the base point is the point on which x is zero. In this case, to get an € = 07-
stable quasi-map, we add a new rational component having the marked point g;
which meets the rest of the curve C' at the position of ¢;. Now the nonzero multi-
section x can be arbitrary. This procedure is also a blowup. So Qfo+ is obtained
from Dﬁsfoo by blowing up along m copies of P*~!-bundle over ﬂo)m.

(4) Finally, we study the contraction map q : Mo, (P""!, 1) = Q7> — QfOJr.
When n < 2, it is not hard to show that the contraction map is an isomorphism
(See [13, Proposition 5.2]). So, we assume n > 2. Let (C, L, x) be a quasi-map in
wa. Then the quasi-map (C’, L, Z) that is in the fiber of q is obtained as follows.
Since the degree of L is 1, there can be at most one base point. If (C,L,z) does
not have a base point, then (C, L, %) = (C, L, z). Assume that (C, L, z) has a base
point g. Then C is obtained from C by adding a rational tail with no marked point
at the base point and L is the line bundle on this new curve C' having degree one
on the added rational tail and having degree zero on C. The section x € H?(L)®"
having a base point comes from a section x’ in HO(L(—¢q))®" ~ H%(O¢)®". The
section Z € H(L)®" is defined by extending z’ to C. On the moduli spaces, one
can check that this process is also given by a blowup along the locus of quasi-maps
having base point, which is isomorphic to P*~!-bundle over M()Jn_i'_l where the last
marked point indicates the base point. [
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Using Theorem [7.11] we can derive an explicit formula for the Poincaré polyno-
mial of Mg, (P"~1,1) from the Poincaré polynomial of Mg ,,,, where the latter is
well known.

Definition 7.12. The Poincaré polynomial of the space X is
=> byt
i>0
where by; is the 2i-th Betti number of X. Note that the odd Betti numbers of all
the moduli spaces we consider here are zero.

Corollary 7.13. Let P,, be the Poincaré polynomial of ﬂo,m.

1-t2" ; ; .
(1) P (Q5:0+) B 5 Pm if m is odd;
A\~ - 1—¢3n 1 1—¢" ntlo .
— Pm + 3 (Hl) i Pg+2Pg+271 7 if m is even.

(2) The Poincaré polynomial of Mo m(P"~1,1) when n >3 is

P 0+ t— ¢ttt
Q +E Ph+1Pm h4+1 -7
1—t” t—t" 11—t t—n1

P, Py —Mm—

R I i L R

When n < 2, the same formula without the last term holds

Remark 7.14. Since Mog is a point, we have P3; = 1. For m > 3, there is a
recursive construction of ./\/lo m in [27]. Namely, Mg 41 is obtained by blowing up
./\/lo m X ./\/lo 4 along codimension 2 loci each of which is isomorphic to Mo htl X

Mo m—n+1 for some 2 < h < £. Therefore, we have the following recursive formula
for P,,.
When m =20+ 1 for £ > 1,

4
m
Pry1=1+t)Pn+) ((h)tPhHthH) :

h=2
andwhenm:2€+2for£> 1,

1/m
Prpi1i=04t)P, + Z (( >tPh+1Pm h+1) + 2(£)tpz+1pz+1-

This formula can be rederlved by using Corollary as follows. For n > 3, we
have a surjective morphism v : Mg, (P"~1,1) — Gr(2,n) sending a stable map to
its image line in P"~!. This is a fibration morphism where the fiber is isomorphic
to Mo,m (P!, 1). Hence we have

Pi(Mom (P 1)) = Py(Mo,n (P, 1) P(Gr(2,n)).

By rearranging this equation after substituting the result of Corollary we
obtain the above recursive relation.

Example 7.15. When n = 2, it is well-known that the moduli space M, (P!, 1) is
isomorphic to the configuration space P![m] by Fulton and MacPherson [23]. Hence,
the wall-crossing described above gives an alternative construction of the Fulton-
MacPherson configuration space. Namely, P![m)] is given by a sequence of blow-ups
of a P2-bundle over M ,,,. For example, the space P![5] is obtained from P3-bundle
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over My 5 by a blowup along 10 disjoint P!-bundles over Mg 3 x Mo 4 followed by
another blowup along 5 disjoint P!'-bundles over Mg s. One can calculate the
Poincaré polynomial of P1[5] as

Pi(P'[5]) = 1 4 21t + 67% + 67t% + 21t* + 17,
which agrees with the calculations in [23] 29| 33].

—0T1vi
8. A RESIDUE FORMULA FOR [X3=07 |yir

Our main interest lies in the GW invariant and its comparison with the FJRW
invariant. In this section, we compare the two invariants after e- and §-wall cross-
ing. For this, we assume that there are no strictly § = 0%-semistable quasi-maps.
Numerically, the condition is that

(8.1) ged(d—g+1,2g—2+m)=1and ged(—5d+g—1+m,29—2+m)=1.

By the dilaton equation and [2I, Theorem 4.2.9], for the GW and FJRW
invariants, we can add marked points and cancel its effect by capping it with corre-
sponding v classes. Hence by adding more marked points if necessary, we assume
the above numerical conditions throughout this section. Consequently, the § = 0%-
stability of (C, L, x,p) is nothing but the stability of L as a sheaf on C.

Let P = Py q denote the moduli stack of pairs (C, L), where C € M, ,, is a
stable curve of genus g with m marked points and L is a (Gieseker-)stable sheaf
with respect to the ample line bundle wlgg which is of rank at most 1 on every
component of C' and of degree d. By the GIT construction of Simpson’s in [37],
P is a proper Deligne-Mumford stack provided that there is no strictly semistable
sheaf. It is well known (see [I] for instance) that the semistability condition for L
is equivalent to the balanced condition for L in [3] when m = 0.

We have the forgetful morphism P — Mg,m where ﬂg,m is the proper smooth
stack of stable curves. Although the morphism P — Mg,m is not smooth, P is also
smooth.

Lemma 8.1. (1) P is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack of dimension 4g — 3 +m
which is proper when ged(d — g+ 1,2g —2+m) = 1.

(2) Let B* denote the open substack of the stack B which consists of pairs (C, L)
with C' semistable and L € Pic?(C) such that wlé)g ® L€ is ample for any ¢ > 0
and that (C,L) € P where p : C — C is the stabilization and L = p.L. Let
P = P*/C* where C* denotes the group of automorphisms of line bundles by

scalar multiplications. Then we have an isomorphism PB° = P.

Proof. (1) The proof is essentially due to Faltings in [20, Theorem 4.1]. Let R be
an Artin local ring over C and I be a square zero ideal of R. Let R = R/I. Suppose
we have a stable curve C — SpecR and a stable sheaf £ on C. Then we can find
a lift to SpecR. Indeed, near a node in the central fiber, we may find p,§ € R
and 7 = pg so that we can write C formally as R[z,y]/(xy — #) by [20, Theorem
3.9]. Choose a lift p,q € R of p,g and let 7 = pg € R. Since the deformation of
smooth variety is trivial, we can glue the trivial deformation of the smooth part
with the deformation R[z,y]/(zy — 7) of the node over SpecR, to obtain a stable
curve C — SpecR. By [20, Theorem 3.9] again, the factorization pg = 7w determines
a torsion-free extension £ of £ near the node and we can glue this with the trivial
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extension on the smooth part because the obstruction for gluing vanishes since the
fiber dimension is 1.

(2) It is straightforward to check that 3* is Deligne-Mumford and the morphism
B* — P is birational and bijective. (For a set-theoretic inverse, we insert a rational
bridge with O(1) on it whenever we find a node where the torsion-free sheaf L on C
is not locally free.) The isomorphism follows from Zariski’s main theorem because
P is smooth by (1). O

Proposition 8.2. Suppose d > 3(g —1) +m and ged(d—g+1,29—2+m) =1 so
that P is a proper smooth Deligne-Mumford stack. Then

[Pg,m,d]

92 §=0Tvir _ -
(82) %] 0 (R, (£%5 @ Hom (L5, we,p)))

loc

where e(-) stands for the Euler class of the perfect complex. Here w :C — P denotes
the universal curve and L is the universal sheaf on C.

Proof. This is a consequence of the torus localization theorem for cosection-localized
virtual cycles in [4]. By the proof of Theorem (See Remark , we find that
if (C,L,x,p) € %i_:0+, then p = 0. Hence .’ffsfo = Qj_:w is the projectivization
PC (7, LP5) of the cone C(m, L) in (2.1). Consider the compactification

C(m L) UPC (7, LP%) = P [C(m.LP®) @ O]

of the cone with the obvious action of C* arising from the cone structure. The fixed
loci are exactly the boundary at infinity and the zero section P. Upon applying the
torus localization formula in [4] and taking the residue, we obtain the proposition.

O

Similarly on the LG side, when 6 = 07, L must be stable since there are no
strictly semistable sheaves on C. Therefore, we have

x9=0" — {(C,L,z,p)| L is stable over C,p # 0}.

Proposition 8.3. Suppose d < —£(g—1+m) and ged(—5d-+g—1+m,2g—2+m) =
1. Let d = —5d + 29 — g + m. Then,

o Pymd
(8.3) [xizo ]i’éé =17 -TeS;—q [ g7m’d] )
e(Rm. (L% @ Hom (L5, we,/p)))

where 1 is the degree of the finite morphism PB™ — PN sending L to L = L™ 5w™

Proof. When (C, L, z,p) is 6 = 0~ -stable and —5d + § > g — 1 + m, by the proof of
Theorem [6.5] one can show that x is always zero. So by the same argument as in
Proposition [8.2 we obtain the same residue formula for [Q9=9 |y,

After fixing the multiplicity vector I;/:, we see that (C, L) uniquely determines
(C, L) by a local computation. So, by the diagram (6.2]), we obtain (8.3). O

Remark 8.4. The equations (8.2)) and (8.3]) are of the same form but have opposite
ranges for d. So the wall crossing for [X°=0]/ to [X9=O|VI' seems to require an
analytic continuation as expected.
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9. INSERTIONS

In this section, we define the invariants with insertions for d-stable quasi-maps.
Note that since for d-stable quasi-maps the base points are allowed to lie on the
marked points, there is no well-defined evaluation maps as in the e-stable quasi-
map theory. Alternatively, we will define the invariants by directly imposing the
conditions corresponding to the insertion on the moduli space.

For the insertion ¢; = []\~, ev}(h'") with h = ¢1(Opa(1)) € H?(P*), consider the
stack

X(¢) ={(C,L,x,p) € X |z = (x1,...,25), x; € H(C,L;), p€ H* (L °wc)}
with LJ = L(* Z:il Az]%) where

_JO >
Aij = {1 i<l
and q1, ..., g, are the marked points on C. By the exact sequence

(9.1) 0 — H*(L;) — H°(L) — HO(@y;lch;f) — HY(L;) — HY(L) — 0

from the exact sequence 0 — L; — L — EB?;lC;\fj — 0, we find that X({;) is a
closed substack of X.

Let 7! : C(I) — X({;) be the universal curve and £ be the line bundle arising
from the morphism X(¢;) < X — Bgm,a. Let L; = L(— Y1~ Nijqi). By [Bl, the
cone stack X((;) has the relative perfect obstruction theory

(9.2) LY, — Rrl(®%_,L;) ® Rl (L Pwn)

which induces an absolute perfect obstruction theory of virtual dimension

m — || :mfili
i=1

because Py 1,4 is smooth.

By (9.1) and (9.2)), the relative obstruction space at a point (C, L, z, p) of X({;)
is

HY(®)_,L;) ® H'(L °we)
which surjects onto the relative obstruction space at (C, L, x,p) of X
HY (L™ @ HY (L °we).
Thus it is straightforward that the cosection o for X induces a cosection o; of X({;)
with
o 1(0) = o;'(0).
Now we add stability. Let U be an open separated Deligne-Mumford substack

of X such that ¢ N o~1(0) is proper. For example, U can be the substack of € or
d-stable quadruples (C, L, x,p) in X4 or X_ considered in this paper. Let

UG) =UNX(GC)-

Then by the discussion above, we have a cosection-localized virtual fundamental
class

[U(C)]ige € Ay (U(GQ) N a™H(0))
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which has proper support. We define the invariant with respect to the stability
U C X to be

m

9:) 1 EC IR B £

(COIE =1

Note that when U = M, ,,,(P4, d)P is the stack of stable maps with p-fields,

(M g (P, d)P i O T T eevy (B') = ()i A ] ] v
3 =1

i=1

and hence (9.3) coincides with the usual Gromov-Witten invariant with insertions.
In this way, we obtain invariants with insertions for open Deligne-Mumford sub-
stacks U in X.
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