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Abstract

Holomorphic 2-forms on Kahler surfaces lead to “Local Gromov-Witten invariants” of
spin curves. This paper shows how to derive sum formulas for such local GW invariants
from the sum formula for GW invariants of certain ruled surfaces. These sum formulas also
verify the Maulik-Pandharipande formulas that were recently proved by Kiem and Li.

Let X be a Kahler surface with a holomorphic 2-form «. The real part of «, also denoted
by «, then induces an almost complex structure on X :

Jo = (Id + JK,) ' J(Id + JK,,). (0.1)

Here J is the Kahler structure on X and K, is the endomorphism of T'X defined by the formula
(u, Kov) = a(u,v) where (, ) is the Ké&hler metric on X. The almost complex structure .J,
satisfies a remarkable Image Localization Property :

e if fis a Jy-holomorphic map into X that represents a non-zero (1,1) class then the image
of f lies in the zero set D of the holomorphic 2-form «

For simplicity, assume X is a (minimal) surface of general type and D is smooth. The normal
bundle N to D is then a theta characteristic on D, i.e., N is a square root of the canonical
bundle of D. The pair (D, N) is called a spin curve of genus h where h is the genus of D. The
total space Np of N has a tautological holomorphic 2-form « that induces, by the same manner
as in (0.1), an almost complex structure J, on Np satisfying the image localization property,
namely

Mg n(Np,d[D], Jy) = My,(D,d).
Consequently, the moduli space of J,-holomorphic maps is compact, so it represents a (virtual)
fundamental class that defines local GW invariants of the spin curve (D, N). These local GW
invariants depend only on the genus h and the parity p = h°(N) (mod 2) and GW invariants of
Kéhler surfaces with p, > 0 are the sum of local GW invariants associated to spin curves [LP1].
GW invariants count maps from connected domains, while Gromov-Taubes invariants count
maps from not necessarily connected domains. These GT invariants can be obtained from GW
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invariants. Maulik and Pandharipande [MP] gave fascinating conjectural formulas for (descen-
dent) local GT invariants of spin curve (D, N) for low degrees (d = 1,2):
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(see Section 2 for definition of descendant local GT invariants). Kiem and Li [KL1, KL2,
KL3] have since proved these formulas using their algebro-geometric version of local invariants.
Observing the formulas (0.2) for genus zero spin curve directly follow from Proposition 2 of [FP],
they showed the following reduction theorem :

o for low degrees (d = 1,2) local GT invariants of higher genus spin curves can be reduced
to local GT invariants of genus zero spin curve.

Their proof uses a sum formula (Theorem 4.2 of [KL1]) for degeneration obtained by certain
blow-up plus explicit calculation of the invariant GTL"P(r(F*)).

The aim of this paper is twofold. First, we give a proof of the sum formula for degeneration
by blow-up in the context of symplectic geometry — this sum formula is the same as Kiem
and Li’s sum formula except for the constraints of relative invariants (see Theorem A below).
Second, we also prove new sum formulas for degeneration of spin curves in the case of degree
d = 2 (see Theorem B below). Then, in the proof of the above reduction theorem (cf. Section 4
of [KL1]), we can replace the calculation of invariant GTlOc hap (1) by Theorem B (see Section 9).

The novelty of our approach is to use GW invariants of ruled surfaces. Unlike the algebro-
geometric approach, our local GW invariants of (D, N) are, in fact, local contributions to GW
invariants of the ruled surface P, = P(N @ Op) that count maps whose images are close to the
zero section D of Pj,. A small neighborhood U of D in P, is isomorphic to some neighborhood
of the zero section in the total space Np of N. Together with this isomorphism and some bump
function, the tautological holomorphic 2-form on Np induces an almost complex structure J,
on P, satisfying the image localization property, namely

Mo (U,dS, Jo) = My n(D,d)

where S is the section class of Py, i.e. S = [D]. The moduli space of J,-holomorphic maps into U
thus represents a (virtual) fundamental class that gives the local GW invariants of (D, N). This
description of local GW invariants is well suited to easily adapt the arguments in [IP1, IP2] to
a version of sum formulas for local GW invariants. The relative local GW invariants are simply
the local contributions to the relative GW invariants of P, that count maps into U relative a
fixed fiber of IP,. In terms of those relative invariants, sum formulas for local invariants directly
follow from the main argument of [IP2] for some cases.

Our relative invariants are, however, not given by (virtual) fundamental class of relative
moduli space that is needed to define descendent classes. To get around this issue, we relate
descendent invariants to relative invariants with ¢; classes that are the first Chern classes of the



relative cotangent bundles over the space of stable curves (see Proposition 5.1). Then, we use
those relative invariants to show the sum formula for degeneration by blow-up.

Let Fg = P! x E be a ruled surface over E = P'. Then there is a unique section of Fy that
passes through a given point. This simple observation enable us to apply the main argument of
[IP2] for the symplectic fiber sum P, = Pp#yFy to obtain a sum formula for degeneration by
blow-up. For any partition m = (mq,--- ,my), we set

((m) = ¢, im| = T m m! = |[Aut(m)|

where Aut(m) is the symmetric group permuting equal parts of m. In Section 4, we show :

Theorem A. Let d # 0 and ny + no =n. Then

GTi (T (7))

ni
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where the sum is over all partitions m of d (see Section 3 for definition and notation of relative
invariants).

Let F; = P(O(1) @ Op) be a ruled surface over E. Unlike the case of [, the infinite section
plus a fiber represents the section class represented by the zero section of F;. This causes the
main difficulty to derive general sum formulas of local GW invariants for degeneration of spin
curves from the symplectic fiber sums

Py, = Pu,#vi#F1#v,Ph, and Pp, = Pr_1 # Fi.
Vil Vs

However, when degree d = 2, simple limiting arguments (see Section 6 and Lemma 7.3) allow
us to apply the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem A. In Section 7 and 8, we show :

Theorem B.

(a) If h="hy + hy and p = p1 + p2 (mod 2) then we have

GTy"? = (—1)P2h GTigetar 4 (—1yreh> G P — (—1)P2h GTI %" (0.4)

(b) If h > 2 orif (h,p) = (1,4) then we have

GI"? = AGT ™I — (<12t Gl ™. (0.5)
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1 Moduli Spaces

This section introduces moduli spaces of curves and maps. For 2g +n > 3, let Ug,n — Mg,n
be the universal curve over the Deligne-Mumford space. Lifting to the moduli space of Prym
curves ([Lo], [ACV]), one may assume that My, is a manifold and every connected n marked
nodal curve C' of (arithmetic) genus g has a stabilization st(C') € M,,, that is isomorphic to a
fiber of U, ,,. After fixing an embedding U, ,, — PV, one can obtain a map

¢:C — st(C) —Uyn — PN,

Let (X,w) be a compact symplectic manifold with an w-tamed almost complex structure J. A
Cl-map f: C — X is stable if the energy

B(f.0) = 5 [ la + |doP (1.1)

is positive on each (irreducible) component of C. An (irreducible) component of C' is called a
ghost component if the restriction f to that component represents a trivial homology class. Let
v be a section of the bundle Hom(m; TPV, 73T X) over PV x X satisfying Jov = —vo Jpn. A
stable map f is (J, v)-holomorphic if

S+ Jdf]) = (1.0)'

where j is the complex structure on C. Denote by M, (X, A) the moduli space of (J,v)-
holomorphic maps from nodal curves of (arithmetic) genus g with n marked points that represent
the class A (we often omit (J,v) in notation). We also denote by

M (X, A)

=3
x,n(
the moduli space of (J,v)-holomorphic maps f from possibly disconnected domains of Euler
characteristic y with no degree zero connected components, namely the restriction of f to each
“connected component” of its domain represents a non-trivial homology class.

For a finite set A, let |A| denote the number of elements of A.

Remark 1.1. A stable map f in the moduli space M;n(x , A) might have ghost components.
Let C = C7 U (5 be the domain of f such that C; is a connected curve that is a union of
some ghost components of f. Then, the stability of f implies that 2¢(Cy) + £ 4+ nq > 3 where
¢ =|Cy N Cs| and ny is the number of marked points on Cj.

The discussion below will be frequently used in subsequent arguments. Let ¢; be the first
Chern class of line bundle over Mg, whose fiber over (C,{x;}) is T C. For a subset I of
{1,--- ,n}, let §; denote the Poincaré dual of the fundamental class of the boundary stratum of
Mg,n that consists of nodal curves Cy U Cy where C7 has genus zero, C has genus ¢ and the
marked points on C; are precisely those labeled by I.

Consider the forgetful map

Tt Mgnsr — Mgn
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that forgets the last k marked points. For 1 <1i < n, we have

Thoi = ¢i — Z%’}ul (1.2)

where the sum is over all I C {n+1,...,n+ k} with I # ( (c¢f. Lemma 3.1 of [AC]). The
standard gluing map

n: Mgl,m-i-l X Mg2,n2+1 — Mg1+g2,n1+m (1’3)

is obtained by identifying the last marked point of the first component with the first marked
point on the second component. For our purpose, we extend this gluing map to the cases where

2g2 + na < 2. Denote by M, ,, the space of one point when 2g +n < 3 and note that
mg,nl—i-l X ﬂ0,1 = ﬂg,nl and mg,nl—i-l X HOQ = ﬂg,nl-i-l-

Let 1 be the forgetful map that forgets the last marked point when 2¢g; +n; > 3 and (g2, n2) =
(0,0), and let n be the identity map when (g2,n2) = (0,1). The following fact then directly
follows from (1.2) and Lemma 3.3 of [AC].

Lemma 1.2 ([AC]). For 1 <i<nj and I C {1,--- ,n1} with 2 <|I| < ny, we have
(a) if 2g1 +n1 > 3 and (g2,n2) = (0,0) then
0 ¢i = (¢i = Ofimi413) ® 1 and n*0r = (01 + O1ufn,+13) @1
(b) if either (g2,n2) = (0,1) or 2g; +n; > 2 for j = 1,2 then
NP = ¢ @1 and n* oy = oy ® 1.

Lastly, we denote the space of curves with finitely many connected components, Euler class
x and n marked points by

MX?”
(cf. page 57 of [IP1]). This space is a disjoint union of the products of the spaces My, ,,, with

> (2—2g;) = x and > nj = n (including the unstable cases 2g; +n; < 3). One can thus define
¢; classes and the boundary classes d; of M, ;, in an obvious way.

2 Local GT Invariants

In this section, we introduce local Gromov-Taubes invariants of spin curves and set up notation
for them. We will follow the definitions and notation in [RT2], [LT] and [IP1]. Let 7 : N — D be
a theta characteristic on a smooth curve D of genus h. The canonical bundle of the total space
Np of N is then isomorphic to 7*N, so the tautological section of 7*N gives a holomorphic
2-form o on Np whose zero set is the zero section D C Np (cf. [LP1]). The projectivization

P, = ]P’(N@OD)

is a ruled surface over D. For small € > 0 fix an isomorphism (denoted by ¥) from a neighborhood
of the zero section of Pj, to the 3e-neighborhood of D in Np taking the zero section of P to



D. Choose a bump function 8 that is 1 on the e-neighborhood of D in Np and vanishes on
the complement of 2e-neighborhood of D. The pull-back 2-form U*(S«) is then a well-defined
2-form on Pj,. Fix a fiber V of the ruled surface IP;, and for small § > 0 choose a bump function
By that is 1 on the complement of the 2§-neighborhood of V' and vanishes on d-neighborhood of
V. The 2-form

ay = By (fa) (2.1)

then induces, by (0.1), an almost complex structure Jy, on Pp,. Let U C Pj, be the preimage of
e-neighborhood of D in Np under the isomorphism W. We also denote by D the zero section of
P, and let S be the section class represented by the zero section D of P,.

Lemma 2.1. Let U and Jy, be as above. Then every Jy-holomorphic map from a connected
domain into U that represents the class dS with d # 0 is, in fact, holomorphic and its image
lies entirely in D, i.e.

M., (U,dS, J,) = M, ,(D,d).

Proof. This proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.2 in [LP1]. Use the same notation « for the
real part of the holomorphic 2-form a on Np. Let f : (C,j7) — U be a Jy,-holomorphic map
from a connected curve C' with complex structure j that represents the class dS where d # 0.
For each point g € C, let {e1,e2 = je;} be an orthonormal basis of T;,C. Then

0F17 = 18T (Ba)P0f 1 = F* (BT (Ba))(er,e2) < [H (T a)(er,er) (2.2)

where the two equalities follow from Proposition 1.3 of [L] and the inequality follows from the
facts (i) ¥*B8 = 1 on U and (ii) 0 < B, < 1. Since « is a real part of holomorphic 2-form,
integrating over the domain shows f is indeed holomorphic and the image of f lies in the zero
set of By ¥*(Ba) in U. Since f represents the class dS, the image of f must lie in the zero set
of U*(Ba) in U which is the zero section D. This completes the proof. [

Remark 2.2. Let a be a holomorphic 2-form on U and g be any function on U that satisfies
0 < g < 1. Then, the inequality in (2.2) shows that for @ = ga every Jgz-holomorphic map into
U representing the class dS (d # 0) is holomorphic and has its image lying in the zero set of a.

Let d # 0 and fix (J,v) that is close to (Jy,0). Lemma 2.1 and the Gromov Compactness
Theorem imply that the moduli space of (J, v)-holomorphic maps M;H(U, dS) is compact. The
construction of Li and Tian [LT] then defines the (virtual) fundamental class

(M, (U,dS)]"" € H.(Map,,(Py.dS); Q) (2.3)

in the homology of the space ./\/lapxm(]P’h, dS) of stable maps into P, from nodal curves of Euler
characteristic xy with n marked points that represent the homology class dS.

Definition 2.3. The local (descendent) GT invariants of the spin curve (D, N) of genus h with
parity p = h°(N) (mod 2) are :

n n

GTéoc,h,p( HTkz(F*)) _ [M;n(U, dS)]vir A (Hwiﬁ Ue?}:(F*)) (2.4)

i=1 i=1



where 1p; be the Euler class of the bundle over Map, ,,(Py,dS) whose fiber over (f,C,{x;}) is
T, C, F* is the Poincaré dual of the fiber class of Py, ev; is the evaluation map at the i-th
marked point, and the FEuler characteristic x satisfies

> ki =d1-h) - ix.
We will often write respectively + and — for p =0 (mod 2) and for p=1 (mod 2).

Remark 2.4. Let §; be a path from Sy = [y to 1 = 1 with 0 < 5 < 1 on Pp, and let J;
denote the almost complex structure induced from the 2-from 5, U*(S«) by (0.1). The proof of
Lemma 2.1 shows for d # 0 and for all ¢

M., (U,dS, J;) = M, ,(D,d).

In particular, this shows M;n(U, dsS, Ji) is compact for all £. It then follows from the standard
cobordism argument (cf. Proposition 2.3 of [LT]) that the (virtual) fundamental class (2.3) is
independent of the choice of J;. So, when ¢t = 1, the isomorphism ¥ as above gives

(M, (U,dS) ] 0 (T] vk Uevs (7)) = [My,(Np,dIDD) ™" n ( J]¢F vevi(x*y*))
=1 =1

where v* € H?(D) is Poincaré dual of the point class of D. Thus, given x,n and d # 0 the
invariant (2.4) depends only on the genus h of D and the parity p = h°(N) (mod 2).

The stabilization and evaluation at marked points defines a map
e = st xev: Map, ,(Py,dS) — ./K/lvxvn x (Pp)". (2.5)

For the classes ¢; on ./K/lvx,n, we set

n

GTClloc,h,p( Hgbfl(F*)) = [M;H(U, dS)]UiT N ( HSt*Qb?i U ev; (F) )
i1 i=1

Now, suppose (J,v) is generic (see page 10 of [RT2]). Then, the image of ﬂ;n(U, dS) under
the map (2.5) defines a homology class

[M,,(U,dS)] € Ho(Myux (P)"; Q) (2.6)

satisfying e, [m;n(U, dS)]viT = [ﬂ;n(U, dS)] (cf. Remark 10.2 of [LP2]). So, we have

n n

GTY M (T ok (F)) = [M(U.dS)] n [ @ (7).
i=1 =



Remark 2.5. If the spin curve (D, N) has genus h > 0, then there are no non-constant holo-
morphic maps from genus zero curves to D and hence, by the Gromov Compactness Theorem
and Lemma 2.1, for every map f in the moduli space M;n(U ,dS) every genus zero (irreducible)
component is ghost component. It thus follows from the stability and the relation between );
class and st*¢; class (cf. [KM] page 388) that

n n

GTéoc,h,p( H T, (F*) ) _ GTClloc,h,p( H ¢fz (F*) ) (27)

i=1 i=1

We end this section with dimension zero local GT invariants for d = 1 and 2.

Lemma 2.6.  GT\°°™ = (—1)?  and GTY"? = (—1)r2h—1,
Proof. The dimension zero local GW invariants GWCllOC’h’p and the dimension zero local GT
invariants GT éoc’h’p are related as follows:
L Y GTeh e = exp (YD awier )
d>0 d>0

(cf. Section 2 of [IP2]). The lemma thus follows from the fact

GW{MP = (=1)P  and  GWM = _[(-1)P2" —1]

DO | =

(see Section 10 of [LP1]). O

3 Relative Local Invariants

In [IP1], GW invariants were generalized to relative GW invariants relative to codimension
two symplectic submanifold. Following [IP1], we can define relative local invariants. A (J,v)-
holomorphic map f is called V -regular with a contact vector s = (sy,...,s;) if f~1(V) consists
of the last ¢ ordered marked points x,41,...,T,1¢ such that the image of f has the contact

order si at x,4,. Denote by
V%
My, (U, dS)

the moduli space of V-regular (J,v)-holomorphic maps f into U with contact vector s where
the superscript * also means f has no degree zero connected components. For a contact vector
s=(s1,...,8¢), we write

l l
deg(s) = Zsk, Ls) =4, |s| = H Sk
k=1 k=1
and, noting there are no rim tori since H1(V') =0 (cf. Remark 5.3 of [IP1]), we set

V; = {((Ul,sl),...,(’l)g,Sg)) ”UkGV}.



The moduli space of V-regular maps M;/ZS(U ,dS) also has an associated map
es=stxevx hy : MVE(U,AS) — My sy % (Bp)" % Vs (3.1)
where ev is the evaluation map at the first n marked points and h; is given by

ho(foon o nge) = ((f@ner),s1), o (f(@nse) s0) ) (3.2)

Observe that the (holomorphic) fiber V' of Py, is Jy-holomorphic since the 2-form v, in (2.1)
vanishes near V. The pair (Jy,0) is thus V-compatible in the sense of Definition 3.2 of [IP1].
Now, choose a generic V-compatible (J,v) that is sufficiently close to (Jy,0). Lemma 2.1, the
Gromov Compactness Theorem and the relative GW theory of [IP1] then imply that the image
of the moduli space M)‘Q’Z,S(U, dS) under the map (3.1) defines a homology class

[ M (U dS)] € Hi( My pisis) x (Pn)" x Vi; Q) (3.3)

X?n78

Let {8} be a basis of H,(V). Then a basis of H*(V) is given by elements of the form
CJ,S = ng17sl Q- Cﬁje’sf'
Lemma 2.1 and the Gromov Compactness Theorem imply that
(MY (U,dS)] N Cys =0 (3.4)

unless all 3;, are the fundamental class [V] of V. Since H{(V') = 0, we can forget the ordering
of the contact constraints Cj s by simply writing

[1(Cs0)™% = Cpy a1+ C,, (3.5)
Jb
with the relation Cg;p - Cp, o = Cp, o - Cp, p where m = (mjp) is a sequence of nonnegative
integers determined by (3.5). If all 3;, = f8; for some j then the sequence m can be considered
as a partition of the integer d. The (unordered) contact constraint (3.5) is then a pair of the

Poincaré dual of ; and the partition m of d, i.e. m = (mq,--- ,my) with m; <mg <--- <my
and Y m; = d. Write m = (1%) if all m; = 1. In that case,

m| = |19 =1 and m! = 1% =d.
When all §;, = 3; for some j, we write Cj s simply as Cg.
J

Remark 3.1. Given a partition m = (mq,--- ,my) of d, there are ¢!/m! ordered sequences s
with 7(s) = m for some permutation 7 in the symmetric group Sp.

Definition 3.2. For a partition m of d with m = 7(s) for some permutation T in Sy, we set

n n

GTP ([ 67 (F*)) = [MUno(U,dS)] n [[ e ® (F)" ® Crypeom

i=1 i=1

where the Fuler characteristic x is given by

> ki =d(1—-h) - $x + (L(m)—d).



Choose two distinct fibers V7 and V5 of P, and let V' = V3 U V5. We can also define an almost
complex structure Jy, that equals to the Kéahler structure of IP;, near V' and satisfies Lemma 2.1.
Thus, we can define relative local invariants

n

GTEm (T o (F)) (3.6)

i=1

relative to V' (with contact vectors m! with V;) for the class dS with Euler characteristic y where
the Euler characteristic y satisfies

S ki=d(1—h) = $x + Y _(Um') —d).

Remark 3.3. The only genus zero spin curve is the even spin curve (P!, O(—1)). In this case,
S? = —1 and hence for d # 0 we have

M (U,dS, ) = M, (Po,dS, Jy).

This shows that degree d local invariants of spin curve (P!, O(—1)) are the same as the GW
invariants of Py for the class dS. It also shows that relative local invariants are equal to the
relative GW invariants of (Pp, V).

For simplicity, we set
M =M, UdS) and MY = ML (U,dS).

Noting the homology class (2.6) defines a map H*((Pp,)") — Hi( M,y ), we set
GTi (1)) = [M] 0 (F)®" € Hay(My,n)
where g =d(1 —h) — %X- Similarly, we also set

2
GTloc,h,p ((F*)n) = [MV] N (F)" ® O[‘/’L_V(mi) € HQT(MX7H+ZZ(mi))

ml,m2x
i=1
where r = d(1 — h) — %X + > ((m*) — d).

Remark 3.4. Let B be a geometric representative of the n product of fiber classes F®™ of ()"
in general position with respect to the evaluation map at marked points. Then the images of
the cut-down moduli spaces M N B and M"Y N B under the stabilization map respectively define
classes satisfying

[st(MN B)] = GTLM((F*)") and [st(MYAB)] = GTCME(F9)"),

m2,x
For the ruled surface Fy = P! x P!, we use the same notations F and S for the fiber class

and the section class, respectively. To save notation, we also use the same notation V for the
union of 2 distinct fibers V4 and V5 of the ruled surface Fy. For partitions m' of d, denote by

T, e (TT 01 () (3.7)



the relative GT invariants of (Fg, V') for the class dS with Euler characteristic y satisfying

Zk’i =d— 3x+ (Um?) —d)

where the contact constraint with V; and V5 are respectively Cptf(ml) and C[VQV(’"Q)' It follows
directly from Lemma 14.6 of [IP2] that

=1 and GT"

F
GT s (14),(14)

(14) = d (3.8)

For the class [M;/,n(lﬁ‘o, dS) | that defines the relative invariants (3.7) of (IFo, V') we also set

GT"

mlm?2,

() = [MY (o, dS)] 0 (F)" @ Cty ® s

This is a homology class in Hgt(/i/lvmerZ ¢(mi)) Where t =d — X+ 2 (¢(m?) — d).

4 Blow-Up and Sum Formula

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem A in the Introduction. We will apply the limiting
and smoothing arguments of [IP2] to our local invariants. The proof consists of three steps.

Step 1 : Fix a fiber V| of P, and consider a degeneration
A L) P,xC — C

where o : Z — P, x C is the blow-up of P, x C along V) x {0} and the second map is projection
onto the second factor. The central fiber Zj is the singular surface P, Uy, Fo and general fibers
Zx (A # 0) are isomorphic to Py, that is the symplectic fiber sum Pp#v,Fo. For X # 0, let D)
denote the zero section of Zy, i.e., Dy = o~ 1(D x {)\}).

Choose a fiber Vj # Vj of P, C Zy and a fiber Vo # Vj of Fy C Zy and set

V =ViuWus.

One can choose a (smooth) family Vy of disjoint union of two fibers of Z ~ P, with Vy = Vi UVs.
Denote by J(Z) the space of all (J,v) on Z satisfying (i) each Zy is J-invariant and (ii) the
restriction of (J,v) to Zy (XA # 0) is Vy-compatible and to Zy is V-compatible (cf. Lemma 2.3
of [IP2]). We will use the same notation (J,v) for its restriction to each Z.

Fix a small § > 0 and define a §-neck Z(9) as a (normal) d-neighborhood of V' in Z. The
energy of a map f (more precisely of (f,®) as in (1.1)) into Z in the d-neck is

B(f) = 5 [ 1afl? +|aoP

where the integral is over f~1(Z(§)). By Lemma 1.5 of [IP1] there is a constant ¢, depending
only on the restriction of (J,v) to V' C Z such that every component of every (.J, v)-holomorphic
map into V has energy greater that ¢,.. A (J,v)-holomorphic map f into Z is d-flat if the energy
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in the d-neck E° (f) is at most ¢ /2. Note that a §-flat map into Zy has no components mapped
entirely into V.
Once and for all, fix y,n,d # 0 and for each A # 0 we set

M(ZA) = M;/?n’(ld)’(ld

Denote the set of d-flat maps in M(Zy) by M%(Zy) and write

(21, dS).

lim M?%(Z)) (4.1)

A—0

for the set of limits of sequences of 6-flat maps in M?®(Zy) as A — 0. Since d-flatness is a closed
condition, each map f in the limit set (4.1) is also 0-flat and hence the domain of f has no
components mapped entirely into V. Consequently, we have

(a) f splits as f = (f1, f2) where f1 and fo are respectively (V; U Vjp)-regular map into P, and
(Vo U Va)-regular map into Fy and each f; has contact vector (1¢) with V; for i = 1,2,

(b) f~(Vo) consists of nodes {p1,--- ,p¢} of the domain such that each p; has a well-defined
multiplicity s; equal to the order of contact of the image of fi (or fo) with V4 at p;

(see Section 3 of [IP2]). Renumbering the nodes {pi,--- ,ps} gives ¢! ordered sequences s =
(51,82, ,5¢). On the other hand, since for small |\| the 6-flat maps in M®(Z)) are C-close
to d-flat maps in the limit set (4.1), to each map f in M?®(Zy) one can assign ordered sequences
s. Denote by M?(Zy) the set of all such pair (f,s) labeled by an ordered sequence s. Then,
there are actions of symmetric groups Sy such that

|| ( |_| MO ZA)/SE — M3(Zy). (4.2)
¢ Y(s)=

For Py, Fy C Zy and each ordered sequence s with deg(s) = d, there is an evaluation map

evs : <MV1’V° (Pp,dS — kF) x M0V )(IE‘O,dS+k:F)> — VIO v® (43)

x1,m1,(19),8 X2,12,8,(1%
that records the intersection points with the fiber Vj where the union is over all 0 < k < h,
ny +mng =n and x = x1 + x2 — 20(s). Let Ag be the diagonal of VZ(S) X Voé(s) and denote by
K2 c evit (D)

the set of d-flat maps in ev;1(Ag). Since each map in ev;(Ag) can be considered as a pair of
a map f into Zy = Py, Uy, Fy satisfying (a) and (b) with an ordered sequence s, we have

li 5Nz ’. 4.4
)‘%QMS( A)Cl?llcs ( )
Conversely, each map f = (f1, f2) € K3 can be smoothed to produce maps in M%(Z,) for
small |A|. Let C; and Cy be the domains of f; and fo respectively. Identifying the £(s) contact
points with V) of C} with the £(s) contact points with Vj of Coy determines a gluing map

MX1,n1+Z(s)+d X ng,ng—l—f(s)—l—d ? Mx,n+2d
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where y; = x(C;) for i = 1,2. For each £(s), taking the union over all 1, x2,n1 and ng defines
a gluing map

g@(s) : |_| MX1,n1+€(s)+d Xng,ng—i—Z(s)-l—d — Mx,n+2d

Theorem 10.1 of [IP2] then gives:
Theorem 4.1 ([IP2]). For generic (J,v) € J(Z) and for small |\|, there is an |s|-fold covering

Tex : K3(Zy) — K2

with a commutative diagram (up to homotopy) :

LI, K2(Zy) LI, M2(Z)) (4.5)
\st\ \Lst
—~ —~ 5 —~
I—Is MX1,n1+€(S)+d X sz,nz-i-ﬁ(s)—i-d > Mx,n+2d

where the top arrow is an embedding, sty = stom, ) and & in the bottom arrow is given by the
gluing maps &y(s). The construction of the smoothing map ® also shows that

lim OA(fH) = f where  ms\(fr) = f. (4.6)

Step 2 : Let U be an open neighborhood of the zero section D of P, and ag = oy, be a
2-form as in Section 2 (see the paragraph above Lemma 2.1). Regard the 2-form «ag as a 2-form
on P, x C in an obvious way and for small ¢ > 0 choose a bump function g that is 1 on the
complement of 2e-neighborhood of V; in Z and vanishes on e-neighborhood of V; in Z. The
2-form S(p*ap) then defines, again by the formula (0.1), an almost complex structure J,, on Z.
The pair (Jy,0) € J(Z) and the restriction of Jy to Fy is the product complex structure of Fy
since p*aq vanishes on some neighborhood of Fy in Z. Moreover, by Remark 2.2, we have

M;,n+2d(U)\7 dsa JV) = M;,n+2d(D)\7 d)
M p0a(Uo NPy, dS, Jy) = M 11 0q(D,d) (4.7)

where Uy = p~}(U x {\}). Fix an open neighborhood W of D in P} satisfying W C U and for
each \ set
Wy =p '(W x {\})

The following fact is our key observation for the proof of Theorem A.
Lemma 4.2. For (J,v) € J(Z) sufficiently close to (Jy,0) and for small |\| > 0, we have
M r2a(Un dS) \ M, 10q(Wr,dS) = 0.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exists a sequence of (Jj, v)-holomorphic maps f, into Uy, with
Im(f;) N (Ux, \ Wy,) # 0 and with no degree zero connected components where \j, converges to
0 and (Jg, vx) converges to (Jy,0) as k — oo. The Gromov Compactness Theorem then implies
that after passing to subsequences, f; converges to a J,-holomorphic map f into Zy such that

13



(i) Im(f) C Up and (ii) Im(f) N (Ty \ W) # 0. Since the limit map f also has no degree zero
connected components, (i) implies f can be split as f = (f1, f2) where f; and fo map into Py
and F( respectively such that

m(f1) N Vo = Im(f2) N Vo.

It follows from (4.7) that Im(f;) C D and hence Im(f2)NVp = DNVp. Then, since the restriction
of Jy on Fy is the product complex structure, Im(f3) lies in the section of Fy passing through
the intersection point D N Vy. We have Im(f) C Wy which contradicts (ii). O

Fix (J,v) € J(Z) sufficiently close to (Jy,0) and for small |A| set

MEUY) = {(f,5) € MU(ZY) | f € M)

n,(14),(14) (U)u dS) }

Consider the restriction of the evaluation map (4.3):

* Vo, VA% ¥4 L(s
vl U (M)‘ﬁﬁfh(ldm(ﬂ”h N1 Uy, dS) x MV | (Fg N Uo,d5)> ) o)

where the union is over all ny +ny =n and x = x1 + x2 — 24(s).

Remark 4.3. Let g be the intersection point of D and V' in Zy = PP, Uy, Fop. Then there is a
unique section E, of Fy that lies in Fy N Uy and intersects with Vj at the point ¢. Choose ¢(s)
points {g;} in Vo N (Fo NUp) that are sufficiently close to g. Denote by

MY o) (Fo,dS) N {g;}

X2,12,5,(

the cut-down moduli space of (Vy U Va)-regular (J,v)-holomorphic maps f with £(s) contact
points {x,4;} (with Vp) satisfying f(zn4;) = ¢;. Since every holomorphic map representing
the class dS and passing through the point ¢ has its image in F,, by the Gromov Compactness
Theorem, we have

MO o (Fon o dS) N {g} = M2 14 (Fo,dS) N {a5}. (4.8)

X2,1n2,8, X2,Mn2,8

This shows that local invariants of Fy counting maps into Uy with point constraints equal to the
standard invariants of Fy with points constraints.

Let /Cg:}k]o =K n (ez};UO)_l(AS). Lemma 4.2 and (4.4) imply

lim |_| ME¥(Uy) C |_| K%

A—0

. N 5 (4.9)
;;mog(w WVAMEUY)) N LIk, =0

Consequently, by (4.5), (4.6) and (4.9), for the restriction <I>l°c of the smoothing map ®) to

Ko, (Ux) = 73 (K23
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we have a commutative diagram (up to homotopy):

(I)loc

LI, K25, (Un) 2 LI, M3*(Uy) (4.10)
lstk l/st
|—|s Mx1,n1+€(s)+d X MXz,ﬂz—i—Z(s)-i—d > Mx,n+2d

Step 3 : The commutative diagram (4.10) leads to a sum formula for local invariants for the
sum (Pp, V1 U Va) of (P, V4 U Vp) and (Fg, Vp U V3) along V. We first assume that all maps in

M;/?ﬁf(ld),(ld)(UMdS) (4.11)

are d-flat when |A| is small. For fixed ny + ny = n, one can choose a continuous family of
geometric representatives By disjoint with V) satisfying:

e cach By (A # 0) is a geometric representative of the n product of fiber classes F®" =
F®---®F of (Z))" ~ (Py)",

e By = Bp, LI Br, where Bp, and By, are geometric representatives of the classes F®"! of
(P,)™ and F®"2 of (Fy)"2 respectively.

It now follows from the diagram (4.10) that

[st(/\/l;/*y; (o, (UxdS) N By)
=3 z(j)! (s [st((eviy,) ™ (Ls) N By)] € HulMyni2q) (4.12)

where the sum is over all £(s) = d. Here, the factor |s| is the degree of the covering map 7y,
the factor £(s)! reflects the fact that each map in the space M3*(U,) in the diagram (4.10) is
a labeled map as in (4.2) and the classes [st(-)] are defined by the images of cut-down moduli
spaces under stabilization map as in Remark 3.4.

In general, if there are maps in the space (4.11) that are not o-flat then there is a correction
term in (4.12) given by three S-matrices in Fy (cf. Definition 11.3 of [IP2]) for V1,V and Va. In
our case, since the constraint (F*)" is supported off the neck, Lemma 14.6 of [IP2] and Theorem
12.3 of [IP2] imply that the correction term is trivial. Consequently, by the splitting of the
diagonal Ay, together with (3.4), (4.8) and Remark 3.1, it follows from (4.12) that

arichr, (TLek ) = crishn, () n [k )
=1 i=1
=2 - GTffi E) @G ((F)™) 0 En)* (T 0F) (4.13)

i=1

where the sum is over all partitions m of d and x; + x2 — 2¢(m) = x (cf. Theorem 12.3 of [IP2]).

Proof of Theorem A : Let f = (f1, fo) be a map that contributes to the right hand-side of
(4.13). Then we have
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e every connected component of the domain of (Vy U V;)-regular map f; has at least two
contact (marked) points with Vp UV,

e every connected component of the domain of f5 has exactly one contact marked point with
Vo; the contact constraint with Vg is C ) (see (3.7)) and the image of each connected
component can’t pass through more than two distinct points on V.

Noting the gluing map &y (,,) is the map obtained by successively applying gluing maps as in
(1.3) to connected components, by Lemma 1.2 (b) we have

n

G (TTeF) = L6 @ [T (4.14)

i=1 i=1 i=1
The sum formula (4.13) together with (4.14) gives

2
GTllog h(,;{zd H¢ F* Z |m| GT(lf; h,p( Hqsfz(F*)) . GTan,(?(ld)( H¢f7l1+i(F*) ) (415)
i=1 i=1

Now, Theorem A follows from (4.15) and Proposition 5.1 in the next section.  [J

5 Descendent Invariants vs. Relative Invariants

The aim of this section is to show :

n
Proposition 5.1. GTCllOC’h’p( HTkZ(F*)) = (d') GTllog h(’fd Hqﬁ (F*))
i=1

By the relation of GT and GW invariants (cf. Section 2 of [IP2]), it suffices to prove Propo-
sition 5.1 for local GW invariants that count maps with connected domains. Let GI/VIOC hp (+)

and GVV;;c :Lng (-) denote absolute and relative local GW invariants and let

T = Toq : Mg7n+2d — Mg,n (5.1)
be the forgetful map that forgets the last 2d marked points.
Lemma 5.2. If > k; =0 orn > 3, then we have

n

GWytP (T er(F*)) = @ d,) Gwlochvp Hw ok (F*)) (5.2)
i=1

Proof. Consider the symplectic fiber sum P, = Fo#y, Py #v,F¢ where V; and V3 are two distinct
fibers of P;,. This sum can be obtained by blowing up P, x C along (V3 U V3) x {0}. The same
arguments of Section 4 thus give a sum formula that is analogous to (4.13):

Gri (1o )
i=1

milm2l

1
_ Z |m ||m TEO17X ® GTloc h,pxo((F*)n) ® GTE% N (gﬁ(ml),é(mz))*(l_[(bfl) (53)

16



where the sum is over all x1 + xo + x2 — 2¢(m') — 2¢(m?) = 2d(1 — h) — 2> k; and Eo(m1Y,0(m?)
is the gluing map obtained by identifying contact points of domains (see above Theorem 4.1).
If " k; = 0 then for £k = 1,2, by dimension count, we have

0 = 2d — Sxi + (U(m") — d) — L(mF) = d — L. (5.4)

This shows x; = 2d and hence m* = (19). Thus, (5.2) for n = 0 follows from (3.8) and (5.3).

Assume n > 3 and let f = (f1, fo, f2) be a map that contributes to the right hand side of
(5.3). In order to obtain a sum formula for local GW invariants, we assume that the domain of
f is connected. We have

e since all marked points of f map into the middle P, side, the domain of f; (k = 1,2)
mapped into Fy has no marked points except contact points,

e as in the proof of Theorem A, every connected components of the domain of f; has one
contact point with V.

It follows that the domain of fj is connected and the gluing map & = (1) ¢(m2) can be obtained
by composing gluing maps as in (1.3) with ny =0:

n :Mg17n1+1 X Mg%l - Mg1+92,m+1

where n; > n > 3. By Lemma 1.2(a) for go = 0 and by Lemma 1.2(b) for go > 1, one
can see that the pull-back class £*¢; restricts to the trivial class on two Fy sides and hence
fx is constrained by only £(mF) point contact constraints. The dimension count (5.4) then
shows x; = 2d and m* = (1%), and hence ¢ is a composition of gluing maps 7 as above with
(g2,n2) = (0,0). Consequently, again by Lemma 1.2 (a), we have

o =1® (¢ — > Syur) @1 (5.5)
where the sum is over all I C {n+1,--- ,n+ 2d} with I # (). On the other hand, (1.2) shows
0 = ¢ — Z%‘}ul- (5.6)

Now, (5.2) for n > 3 follows from (3.8), (5.3), (5.5) and (5.6). O

Remark 5.3. The same argument of the proof of Lemma 5.2 applies to various sum formulas
for the fiber sum of Pj, and Fy. In particular, for dimension zero local invariants (i.e. > k; = 0),
one can use (3.8) and the dimension count (5.4) to show

1
loc,h,p loc hp loc,h,p loc,h,p _ — loc,h,p
GT = — Ler b6 = @Gl and G - Lar o]

Lemma 5.4. If Y k; =0 orn > 3, then we have

GWy (T (FY)) = e ) GWI"Ch’p H¢ (F*)) (5.7)
=1
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Proof. If > k; = 0 then (5.7) follows from Lemma 5.2. Assume n > 3 and h > 0 (we will give
a proof for the case when h = 0 in the appendix). Let V = V; U V4 be a union of two distinct
fibers of P;, and denote by
MY = My, 4oy 00 (U dS)

the local relative GW moduli space. Let B be a product of n generic fibers of P, each of which is
disjoint with V and let f be a limit map of a sequence in the cut-down moduli space CM" N B
where C MV is the closure of MY in Mg,nJrgd(U, dS). Then, Remark 2.5 shows that every genus
zero irreducible component of f maps entirely into either B or V. This implies that for 1 <i <n
and for any I C {n+1,--- ,n+ 2d} with I # () we have

[(MY] N Sppur @ (F)™ = 0. (5.8)
Therefore, (5.7) for h > 0 follows from (2.7), Lemma 5.2, (5.6) and and (5.8). O

Proof of Proposition 5.1 : We will show that (5.7) holds for all n. By (4.15), we have

loc,h, w0\ ok ok \ loc,h, F * Tk
GW g, 1) ( H‘f’ FOF'EY) = 5 T GWEE [Il‘f’ (F7)) - GT i oy (F7F7)
72 loc,h, k; *
= d* GW i T ( ljlqbi (F)) (5.9)
where the second equality follows from Divisor Axiom and (3.8). On the other hand, one can
K

see that the generalized Divisor Axiom (cf. Lemma 1.4 of [KM]) for descendant GW invariants

also holds for descendant local invariants. Thus, we have

oc . * 1 oc X * * Tk
W ([ () = 5 Wy ([ m(F)FF*)
i=1 i=1

1 GWloc h,p H ¢ F*

1 oc,h, * * Tk
Gw'eshp H¢ F) FF) (d') (19),(

= #ay CWa, o

where the second equality follows from Lemma 5.4 and the last from (5.9). This completes the
proof of Proposition 10.1. [

6 Local Contributions to GT invariants of Ruled Surfaces

Let 7 : F; = P(Og(1) ® Op) — E be a ruled surface over E = P!. This section describes local
contributions to GW invariants of IF; that is needed for the proof of Theorem B. We also denote
by FE the zero section of F; and by S the section class represented by the zero section E.

Remark 6.1. Let f: C' — 1 be a holomorphic map from a smooth domain C' that represents
the class dS. Then f defines a holomorphic section £ of the line bundle (7w o f)*Og(1) over C.
The zero set Z(&) of £ is the preimage f~!(E) of the zero section E, so if the image of f does
not lie in E (i.e. £ # 0) then

FTHE) = 12(§)] < #2(€) = deg((mo f)*Op(1)) = d

where #7(£) is the number of zeros of ¢ counted with multiplicities.
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Choose distinct fibers V7, V and V5 of 1 and set
V=ViuVuW.

Remark 6.2. Let f : P! — [F; be a holomorphic map that represents the class 25. If f has a
contact vector (2) with V; at p; € P! then for the composition map

p' L F, s E=P

the point p; is a ramification point of multiplicity two. Thus f~(V) consists of at least four
points. For otherwise, m o f is a holomorphic map of degree 2 with three ramification points,
which is impossible by the Riemann-Hurwitz formula.

Remark 6.1 and Remark 6.2 immediately give:

Lemma 6.3. Let f be a holomorphic map into F1 from a smooth domain of genus g representing
the class dS and satisfying

Im(f)N(ViuVe) = (ViuVe)NE.

If either (i) d =1 or (ii) d =2, g = 0 and the contact vector of f with Vy is (2) then the image
of f lies in E.

Fix a neighborhood U of the zero section £ whose closure is disjoint from the infinity section

of Fy. For V-compatible (.J,v) and ordered sequences s' and s? with deg(s') = deg(s?) = 2,
choose £(s!) points {p;} in V; and £(s?) points {g;} in V2 and let

M2 (U 28, Tv) 0 Apig;) © Moa.(U,28, J,v) (6.1)

denote the cut-down moduli space of V-regular maps f into U with (connected) domain of genus

zero and with n contact points {x;} satisfying: f(zo) € Vo, f(z:) = pi and f(2ys1)1;) = ¢

where n = £(s) +£(s?) + 1. This cut-down moduli space has (formal) dimension zero. Consider
a sequence of maps (fx, C; {z¥}) in the cut-down moduli spaces

Moo (U,28, i, ) 0 4k, ¢)'} (6.2)

where the points {p¥} L {qk} C (V1 U Va) converge to points in (V5 U V3) N E and V-compatible
(Jg,v) converges to the complex structure of Fy as £k — oo. By the Gromov Compactness
Theorem, after passing to subsequences, the sequence of maps (fx, C; {z¥}) then converges to
a holomorphic map

(f,C;{xi}) € Mon(U,25). (6.3)

Since Im(f) C U, every component of C' mapped entirely into V is a ghost component. The
following lemma shows that the image of f lies in the zero section E. Let s = (2).

Lemma 6.4. Let (f,C;{x;}) be as above and let C; denote an irreducible component C that
contains a marked point x;, mapped into V;. If st = (2) for some 0 < i < 2 then we have

(a) if f is Vi-regular then the restriction f to C; represents the class 25,
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(b) if f is not Vi-reqular then C; is a ghost component with xj ¢ C; for j # ig and C'\ C; has
two connected components Cf such that the restriction of f to Cf represents the class S.

In particular, the image of f lies in the zero section E of Fy.
Proof. First note that, since Im(f;) — Im(f) and Im(f) C U, we have
(i) Im(f)Nn(ViuVe)=(ViUVz2)NE,
(ii) the restriction of f to each component of C' represents the class kS where 0 < k < 2.

If a marked point x; is a limit point of the contact points azf of fi with V;, i.e. fk(xf) € V;, then
x; is a contact point of f with the same contact order as xf unless a component containing x;
maps into V. Thus, if f is Vj-regular then f has a contact vector (2) with V; at x;, and hence
by (ii) the restriction of f to C; represents the class 2S. This proves (a).

On the other hand, if f is not Vj-regular then C; is a ghost component mapped into V;.
Moreover, by the assumption s’ = (2) only one marked point z;, maps into V;, so xj ¢ C; for
j # ip. Note that, since C' is a connected curve of (arithmetic) genus zero, each irreducible
component of C' is smooth of genus zero. Thus Remark 1.1 implies that C'\ C; has at least two

connected components. Let Cf be a connected component of C'\ C;. Then,
ICinC\CY = |CinGy| =1

where the second equality follows from the fact C' is a connected curve of genus zero. So, if Cf
maps to a point then f (C’f) € V; and, by Remark 1.1, C’f has at least two marked points x; with
f(z;) € V;. This is impossible since f(z;) € V; for some V; disjoint with V. Thus there are two
connected components of C'\ C; such that the restriction of f to both components represent the
class S. This completes the proof (b).

Now (a), (b), (i), (ii) and Lemma 6.3 imply that the image of f lies in the zero section E
since s = (2). O

Remark 6.5. Let f be a limit map as in Lemma 6.4 and suppose that Cy and C; are irreducible
components of the domain C' of f which contain marked points g and 1 mapped into V{ and
V1. Suppose s' = (2). Then, since s = (2), Lemma 6.4 implies that f is Vp-regular if and only
if f is Vi-regular. Suppose f is not (VU Vj)-regular. Then, by Lemma 6.4 (b), both Cy and
C1 are ghost components with Cy N C7 = ). Since the domain C is a connected curve of genus
zero, the same argument for the proof of Lemma 6.4 (b) shows that C'\ (Cp U Cy) has at least
three connected components C§; such that the restriction of f to each C§; represents the class
S. This is impossible, so (i) f must be (VoUV;)-regular (ii) Cy = C; and (iii) the restriction of f
to the component Cy = C represents the class 25. In particular, if s' = 52 = (2) then f~1(V)
consists of three contact points. This contradicts Remark 6.2. Therefore, if s = s? = (2) then
for all large k the cut-down moduli space (6.2) must be empty.

For V-compatible (J,v) and for points {p;} in V; and {g;} in V5 denote by

M = MR (F1,28) 0 {pi, )

the cut-down moduli space of V-regular (J,v)-holomorphic maps into F; with the point con-
straints {p;,¢;}. Then we have a splitting of contributions to relative GW invariant

GWE 5802 21,60 (Corienys Oy Cpuy) = [M] = [MU)] + [MAMT)]  (64)
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where M(U) is the cut-down moduli space (6.1) and M\ M(U) consists of maps f in M whose
image dose not lie in U C F;. Here, [-] denotes the zero-dimensional homology class defined by
cut-down moduli space as in Remark 3.4. In general, this splitting is not well-defined, namely
it depends on the choice of (J,v) and the point constraints {p;,q;}. However, by the Gromov
Compactness theorem and Lemma 6.4, the splitting (6.4) is well-defined whenever (i) (J,v) is
close to the complex structure of F; and (ii) points {p;, ¢; } are also close to points in (V;UV2)NE.
In such cases, the contribution
Vi,Vo,Va

[(MU)] = [M0751,(2)752 (U7 25; Cptasl) ,CF, Cptas%) ] (6.5)
is independent of the choice of (J,v) and {p;,q;}. Furthermore, this local contribution is inde-
pendent of the choice of the neighborhood U of the zero section E in Fy.

Lemma 6.6. For any neighborhood U of the zero section E in F1 whose closure is disjoint from
the infinity section of F1, we have
V1,Vo,Va . _ Vi,Wo, V- . —
(a) [M0}(2)‘3(2i(2) (U, 25; Cpt,CF,Cpt)} =0 (b) [Mo,l(2)?(2)2,(1,1) (U, 25; Cpt,CF,Cptz)] =1
Proof. (a) follows from Remark 6.5. Let s' = (2), s> = (1,1) and (f,C;{x;}) be a limit map
as in (6.3). Again by Remark 6.5, f is (V4 U Vp)-regular map into E C F; and the restriction of
f to the component Cy = C; containing z¢ and x; represents the class 25. Stability of f then
implies either C' = Cy or C = Cy U Cy where (5 is a ghost component containing the marked
points x9 and x3. Suppose C' = Cy U Cy. In this case, C' has one node since the (arithmetic)
genus of C is zero. The restriction fo = fc, has a contact order two with V5 at the node of
C, so fy 1(V) consists of three contact points. This contradicts Remark 6.2. Therefore, f is a
holomorphic map from C' = P! into E = P! of degree two with two ramification points zy and
x1 and f(x;) € Vo N E for i = 2,3. Observe that there is a unique such map f.
Let J denote the complex structure on F; and set
V1,Vo,Vz
MY = Moot (U:25,0) and  h=he) x by s MY = Vix (Vo x V)
where hy) and h(; ;) are evaluation maps as in (3.2). Let Dy be the (full) linearization of
holomorphic map equation at f. Since the normal bundle of Im(f) = E is Og(1), we have

e coker Dy = H'(f*Op(1)) = H(Op1(2)) = 0 and hence
e MV is smooth near f with TyM" = HY(f*Og(1)) = H(Op1(2)),

o dhy(&) = (&(1),&(x2), &(3) ).

In fact, regarding the neighborhood U of E in F; as a disk subbundle of Og(1), one can identify
holomorphic sections & of f*U C f*Og(1) with V-regular holomorphic maps f¢ in MY —in
local trivialization, fe(x) = (f(x),&(x)). By Remark 6.1 the differential dh is one-to-one. Thus
dhy is onto since h°(Op1(2)) = 3. We can now conclude that the contribution of (f,P'; {z;}) to
the invariant (6.5) is +1 since f has no nontrivial automorphisms and dhy is onto and complex
linear. This completes the proof of (b). [

We will compute the local contribution (6.5) for the case s' = s? = (1,1) in the next section
(see (7.10)).
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7 Spin Curve Degeneration and Sum Formula I

This section proves Theorem B (a) in three steps. First we review the dualizing sheaf. The
dualizing sheaf wx of a variety X (if exists) is the unique invertible sheaf making Serre duality
valid; when X is smooth wx is the canonical bundle Kx. For a proper holomorphic map
f: X — B between two smooth varieties, the relative dualizing sheaf wy is the locally free rank
one sheaf wx ® (f*wp)~! whose restriction to each fiber X, is the dualizing sheaf of Xj (cf. [T]
and [HM]).

Step 1 : Let DU, D2 be a union of two smooth curves D and Dy of genera hy and hg, meeting
at one point ¢. Blowing up the point ¢ yields a nodal curve Dy with an exceptional component
E = P! that meets D = Dy U D5 at two points. A theta characteristic of the nodal curve Dy is
a line bundle Ny together with a homomorphism ¢ : N3 — wp, satisfying:

e Nj restricts to O(1) on the exceptional component F,
e ¢ vanishes identically on E and restricts to an isomorphism NZ|p5 ~ wp,

where wp, and wp, are the dualizing sheaves of Dy and D respectively. Since wp, is the canonical
bundle of D, the line bundle Ny restricts to theta characteristic N; on D; and restricts to theta
characteristic Ny on Ds. The triple (Dy, Ny, @) is a spin curve of genus h = hy + he with parity
p = p1 + p2 (mod 2) where p; is a parity of the spin curve (D;, N;). It then follows from a
universal deformation of the spin curve (Dy, Ny, ¢) (cf. pg 570 [C]) that there are

e a family of curves p: D — A where A is a unit disk in C, the fiber Dy over A # 0 is a
smooth curve of genus h and the central fiber is the nodal curve Dy,

e a line bundle 7 : NV — D together with a homomorphism ® : N2 — w, such that each
(D‘p—l()\),./\/"p—l()\), <I>‘p71(>\)) is a spin curve of genus A with parity p,

where w, is the relative dualizing sheaf of p (for more details see [C]).
Let Np, (A # 0) be the total space of N|p, and Np be the total space of N|p. Since both
total spaces Np, and N are smooth, there are short exact sequences

0= 7Np, = TNp, = 7TDy =0 and 0—7"Np—=TNp—7TD — 0.
It then follows from these exact sequences that
Knp, =m'Np, ® 7" Kp, and Ky, =" TD QT Kp. (7.1)
On the other hand, the homomorphism & : N2 — w, induces a homomorphism
TN =1 N*@N?) — T N* Ruw,).

Let o be the tautological section of 7*A. Since the relative dualizing sheaf w), restricts to
dualizing sheaf wp, on Dy, by (7.1) the composition ®’ o¢ is a section of 7 (N*®w,) satisfying :

e &' oo restricts to a holomorphic 2-form ay on Np, (A # 0) whose zero set is Dy,
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e &' oo restricts to a holomorphic 2-form o on A5 whose zero set is D.

Let Ng denote the total space of N g~ For sufficiently small € > 0, choose a bump function
B3 that is 1 on the complement of the 2e-neighborhood of Ng in Np and vanishes on the e-
neighborhood U, of Ng. For each point x € Np \ Ue we set Say(vy, ) = 0 for normal vectors
v to submanifold Np, (or Np for A = 0) at = and define a = Sary at . Extension a by zero
then gives a 2-form on Np that restricts to Say on Np, (A # 0) and to Sy on Np.

Step 2 : Consider the projectivization P(N & Op) over D that gives a degeneration
AN Z=PWNa@Op) - D — A

whose fiber Z (A # 0) is a ruled surface over D) isomorphic to P, = P(N & Op) where (D, N)
is a (smooth) spin curve of genus h = hy + he with parity p = p; + p2 (mod 2) and whose central
fiber Zj is the singular (ruled) surface

Phl Uy, F1 Uy, th — Dy

where V; and V5 are fibers over the nodes of Dy. Note that the general fiber Zy (A # 0) is the
symplectic fiber sum

Py, = Pu, #vi#F1#v:Ph, -

Let U be an (open) neighborhood of the zero section of Z = P(N @ Op) and fix an isomor-
phism ¥ from U to some neighborhood of D C Np taking the zero section of Z to D. Choose
a point gy in the exceptional component E C Dy that is not a nodal point and let B C D be a
normal disk to £ C D at ¢, namely the intersection B N D) is one point for all small |A|. Let
V be the fiber of Zy — D, over the intersection point B N Dy and set

V=1ViuWwulW

where Vy = V. Denote by J(Z) the space of all (J,v) on Z satisfying: (i) each Zy is J-invariant
and (ii) the restriction of (J,v) to Zy and Z) (A # 0) are V-compatible and Vj-compatible
respectively. We will use the same notation (J,v) for its restriction to each Z). Denote by the
same S the section classes of Py, Fi, Py, and Z) represented by the zero sections. Let D
(1 =1,2) and D, denote the zero sections of Pp,, and Zy respectively. For each small |A| we set

Uy, =Un Zy.
By using the 2-form « on Np together with the isomorphism ¥, we obtain :
Lemma 7.1. There is an almost complex structure Jy,, on Z satisfying :
(a) (Jy,0) € T(Z) and Jy restricts to the complex structure of F,
(b) M, (Uy,dS, Jy) = M, (D, d) and M, (o NPy, dS, Jy) = M, (D;,d),

(¢) for generic (J,v) € J(Z) sufficiently close to (Jy,0) and for small |[\| >0

[MZT(’;)(UAJS)] = GTZ™ and  [M7 (B, N UG, 28)] = GTlohow:
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where x = 2 —4h, x; = 20(s;) — 4h; fori=1,2.

Proof. By the isomorphism ¥ as above, one can regard a;, (A # 0) and «p as holomorphic 2-
forms on Uy and on Uy N (P, UPy,) whose zero sets are Dy and Dj Ll D9, respectively. Similarly,
one can also regard [ as a bump function on U and « as a 2-form on U satisfying (i) o vanishes
on some neighborhoods of Fy, V and Vy for small |\, and (ii) the restriction of a to Uy and
Up N (Pp, U Py, ) are respectively Say and SBag. Now, let J, be the almost complex structure
on Z induced by « and the formula (0.1). Then, (a) follows from (i), (b) follows from (ii) and
Remark 2.2 and (c) follows from definition and compactness by (b). O

Remark 7.2. Let f be a map in ./\/l;*(z)(U)\, 25) with f~1(Vi) = {z} where the Euler charac-
teristic y = 2 — 4h. If there is a connected component of the domain of f that does not contain
the contact point x then the restriction of f to that component represents the trivial homology
class. The stability of f thus shows C' is connected since there is no marked points except the
contact point x. Consequently, for A # 0 we have

M5 (U, 29) = M) (Un,25) = M, (Uy,25) (7.2)
where the genus g = 2h. Similar arguments also show that
MVVo Voo (Fq,2S) = MV Ve (Fq,2S) (7.3)

X0,51,(2),52 90,51,(2),52

where the Euler characteristic xo = 2 and the genus gy = 0.

Step 3 : Choose an (open) neighborhood W of the zero section of Z = P(N' @ Op) with W C U
and for each small || set
Wy=WnZ,.

The following is the key fact to the proof of Theorem B (a).

Lemma 7.3. For (J,v) € J(Z) sufficiently close to (Jy,0) and for small |\| > 0, we have

v v
M) (U3 29) \ M) (W), 25) = 0

where the Fuler characteristic x = 2 — 4h.

Proof. Suppose not. Then, there exists a sequence of (J, v )-holomorphic maps fj into Uy,
with Im(fi) N (Uy, \ Wa,) # 0 where Ay — 0 and (Jj,vg) converges to (Jy,0) as k — oo.
After passing to subsequences, by the Gromov Compactness Theorem, f, converges to a Jy -
holomorphic map f into Zy such that (i) Im(f) C Uy and (ii) Im(f) N (TUp \ Wo) # 0. By (i)
and Lemma 7.1, f can be split as f = (f1, fo, f2) where f; and fy are respectively holomorphic
maps into Dy and D, and fj is a holomorphic map into Iy such that

Im(fo) N (ViuVa) = (Im(f1) UIm(f2)) N (ViuVe) = E N (ViU Va). (7.4)

Note that the domain C of f is a connected curve of genus 2h since by (7.2) f is a limit of maps
with connected domains of genus 2h. Also note that if f is not (V3 U V3)-regular, there is a ghost
component mapped into V; U V5.
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Let fi2 = (f1, f2), Ci2 be the domain of f15 and Cy be the domain of fy. We can assume
that C( contains all ghost components mapped into V; LI Va. Then fio is (V5 U Va)-regular, so
for(ViUVa) = (C12 N Co). Let £ = |f5' (Vi LU VR)|. Since g — 1 = — 2, we have

2h = g(C) = —3x(Co) — 5x(Cra) + L+ 1. (7.5)

Consider f12 as a holomorphic map into Dy U Dy and apply the Riemann-Hurwitz formula to
each irreducible component of Cio. This gives

—Ix(C12) +€ > 2h (7.6)

since the geometric genus of each irreducible component is less than or equal to its arithmetic
genus and fo has at least 2(4 — ) ramification points. Consequently, by (7.5) and (7.6) we have

x(Co) > 2. (7.7)

Note that the image of fj does not lie in the zero section E of Fy by (ii) since f12 maps into
Dy UDy C Wy. Remark 6.1 and (7.4) imply that there is exactly one irreducible component C|)
of Cy such that the restriction f) = f|q/) has contact vectors (2) with V4 and V5 and all other
irreducible components of C are ghost components. Let C’& be the connected component of Cy
that contains C{,. Since f has no degree zero components, we have

e all ghost components mapped into Vj are contained in C’Ol,

e if there exists a connected component C3 # Cg of Cp then C? is a union of ghost
components such that C’g has no marked points and maps into either V5 or V5. Since
|Co N Cha] =€ <4 and Col N C1o contains at least one point mapped into V7 and at least
one point mapped into Va, we have |CZ N C'\ C2| = |CZ N Cy2| = 1 and hence g(C?) > 0
by Remark 1.1.

Now from (7.7) we have g(C}) = 0, so each irreducible component of C} has genus zero and no
two irreducible components meet at more than one point. In particular, since C{) has genus zero,
Lemma 6.3 implies that f{ has a contact vector (1,1) with Vj. In this case, since f is a limit
map of a sequence of maps with contact order (2) with V{, there is a ghost component mapped
into Vp. Let C be a connected component of the union of all ghost components mapped into
Vo. Then, Cf C C}, so g(Clj) = 0 and

ICoNC\CY| =|CnCyl < 2.
Since C{f has at most one marked point, we have a contradiction by Remark 1.1. [
Proof of Theorem B (a) : The proof is identical to the proof of Theorem A. We only outline

the proof. For (ordered) sequences s® with deg(s;) = 2 where i = 1,2, consider the evaluation
map that records the intersection points with V7 and V5 :
Vi Vi, Vo, Va 1%
61):17527(]0 : U Mxi’;(l (]P)hl N Uy, 25) X MX;”S?:(;)”;(Fl N Uy, 25) X sz’;g(]P’M N Uy, 25)

. <Vlf(sl) % Vlf(sl)> % (V;(S2) % V26(52))
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where the union is over all x1 + xo + x2 — 2{(s') — 2¢(s?) = 2 — 4h. Let A be the diagonal of
VA 5 V) for i =1,2. Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 10.1 of [IP2] then give

MV)” ’31"3 N 1 A A .
[ X:(2) Z o(sHle(s2)! [(evii 2 p,) (D x D) ] (7.8)

sl.s2

where x = 2 — 4h. On the other hand, the splitting of the diagonal A, x A2 yields
sts . .
Z € ’ |H€ 32 (evs1752,U0) (Asl X Asz)]

1
E : ‘m Hm ‘ loc,h1,p1 V1,Vo,Ve loc,h2,p2
- m1'm2' GTml . [MOml (2 mg(Fl ﬂU(),QS, Cptl(ml)’CF’Cptl(m2)):| N GTm2
) : :

mlm

loc,h1,p1 loc,ha,p2 loc,h1,p1 loc,ha,p2
= GT( G GTI P 4 GT . T

loc,h loc,h
+ ZGTUZ) P [ MR ) a2y FL N Uo, 285 G, C, Cppz) | - GT 5372 (7.9)
where the first equality follows from (3.4), Lemma 7.1 (c), Remark 3.1 and (7.3) and the sec-
ond equality follows from Lemma 6.6. Thus, by Lemma 7.1 (c), (7.8), (7.9), Remark 5.3 and
Lemma 2.6, we have

loc,h,p __1\p19h1 loc,ha,p2 _ 1\p29h2 loc,h1,p1
GT = (-2 Gy + (12" GTy,

2)
+ (—1P2" 2 [ M55 12y (F1 N Uo, 285 Cppz, O, Cpe) |.

When (hs,p2) = (0,+), this equation shows

[MV1(7V())"(2) (12)F1 N0, 28, Cpp2, Cp, Cppe) | = —4 GT(I2O)C’O7+' (7.10)

This completes the proof. [

8 Spin Curve Degeneration and Sum Formula II

This section proves Theorem B (b). Let h > 2 or (h,p) = (1,+) and let D — A denote a family
of curves over the unit disk A in C whose fiber over A # 0 is a smooth curve D) of genus h
and whose central fiber Dy is a union of two smooth components D and E of genera h — 1 and
0, meeting at two points. Fix a theta characteristic N on D with parity p. One can then find
a line bundle N' — D that restricts to a theta characteristic on Dy with parity p, to the theta
characteristic N on D and to O(1) on E (cf. pg 570 [C]). The projectivization P(N @ Op) gives
a degeneration
PN&Op) - D — A

such that (i) the general fiber Z) (A # 0) is a ruled surface isomorphic to Py, = P(N @& Op)
where (D, N) is a smooth spin curve of genus h with parity p and (ii) the central fiber is the
singular (ruled) surface

]P)h—l U Fl — D()
Vil Vs
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where P;,_; = P(N @ Op) and V; and V5 are fibers over the nodes of Dg. Note that the general
fiber Z) (X # 0) is the symplectic fiber sum

Py =Pp1 # Fi.
ViuVs

Proof of Theorem B (b): The proof is also identical to those of Theorem A and Theo-
rem B (a). We only sketch the proof. Fix a normal disk B C D to E at some point that is not
a nodal point of Dy and for each small |\, let Vy be the fiber of Z, — D, over the intersection
point of B and D). Choose small neighborhoods U and W of the zero section of Z = P(N & Op)
satisfying W C U and set

Wy =W N Zy and Uy = U N Z,.

The same arguments as in Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.3 then show that the tautological section of
7*N over the total space of 7 : N'— D induces an almost complex structure J,, on Z satisfying:
for (J,v) sufficiently close to (Jy,0) and for small |\| > 0

GT(l;))c Jhp [MVM ( 25’)] and GTSI?’CS’Z_LP = [M;/(l):;?:; (]P)h—l N UO)] (81)

MU (U2, 28) \ MV (W3, 25) = 0 (8.2)
where y = 2 — 4h and yo = —4h + 2> ((s"). For ordered sequences s* with deg(s’) = 2 where
1 = 1,2, consider the evaluation map that records the intersection points with V; and V5 :

vl oy, t UMD (P N UG, 28) x MYV 2" (Fy N Up, 28)

X0,81, X1,51,(2),52

o (VI s VD) s (V) s v

where Vj = Vp, the union is over all x + xo — 2£(s") — 2£(s?) = 2 — 4h. Let A,; be the diagonal
of V) x V1Y) where i = 1,2. Then we have

1
GTig"? = [MVA( (U, 28)] Z e |5 '”;82 [(evf opy) " (Bg X Bg2) ]

’mle2’ loc,h—1,p V1,Vo,Va
= Z —_— GT . [M (]Fl N U07 25) Cpté(ml) ) OF7 C té(mQ) ) :| (83)

mllm?2! ml m?2 0,m1,(2),m?2 p
ml,m

where the first sum is over all ordered sequences s' and s? with deg(s!) = deg(s?) = 2 and
the second sum is over all partitions m! and m? of 2; the first equality follows from (8.1), the
second equality from (8.2) and Theorem 10.1 of [IP2] and the third equality from (3.4), (8.1),
Remark 3.1 and (7.3). On the other hand, by Remark 5.3 we have

loc,h—1,p o2 loc,h—1,p loc,h—1,p loc,h— 1,p
Gy = 22 G, and  GT5 P = 2GT(r

This together with (8.3), Lemma 2.6, Lemma 6.6 and (7.10) completes the proof. [
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9 Reduction to Genus Zero Spin Curve Invariants

As described in the Introduction, Kiem and Li proved the Maulik-Pandharipande formulas (0.2)
by reducing higher genus spin curve invariants to genus zero spin curve invariants. The aim of
this section is to show how their reduction follows from Theorem A and Theorem B.

Proposition 9.1 ([KL1)).

n

(a) GTlloc,h,p( H Tkl(F*) ) — (_1);0 GTllOC’O’+( H Tkl(F*) )

i=1 i=1

n

(b) GT2loc,h,p( H Tkl(F*) ) — (_1)p 2h GT2loc,0,+( H Tkl(F*) )

i=1 1=1
Proof. The sum formula (0.3) for d = 1,2 and Remark 5.3 show that

GTllOC,hJ)( H Th, (F*) ) — GTllOClep . GTFB,(I) ( H (bfl (F*) ) (91)

n n
loc,h, * loc,h, k; *
GT " ([ mw(F7)) = GTOC 4 GT(@F;)1 (L) ([ e
i=1 =1

+ GT"" - GTS ) H O (F)) (9.2)

Thus, Proposition 9.1 (a) follows from Lemma 2.6 and (9.1). Similarly, by Lemma 2.6 and (9.2),
in order to prove Proposition 9.1 (b), we need to show

loc,h,p h loc,0,+
GTiy"? = (1P 2" GOt (9.3)

The sum formula (0.4) for the case (ha,p2) = (1,+) gives

GTi"? = (1P 2" QT + 2GT " ™ — (—1)P 2" Gy (9.4)

where h > 2. Applying the sum formula (0.4) twice with p; = po = £1 and hy = hy = 1 gives

loc,1,+ loc,1,—
GTg " = —~GTig"

This together with the sum formula (0.5) for the case (h,p) = (1, +) yields
loc,l,p loc,0,+
GTg™? = (—1)P 2GTyg " (9.5)

Using induction on genus h together with (9.4) and (9.5) then shows (9.3). This completes the
proof. [

Remark 9.2. The proof of Proposition 9.1 (b) by Kiem and Li (see Section 4 of [KL1]) goes
as follows: they first obtained a sum formula similar to (9.2) using their sum formula and then
showed (9.3) by calculating the local invariants GTL°%™ (7 (

algebro-geometric arguments.

F*)) for all h > 0 using explicit
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10 Appendix

Let GWy4(-) and GWqay 14y 4( ) respectively denote the absolute GW invariants of Py for the
class dS with genus g and the relative GW invariants of Py relative to distinct fibers V7 and V5 of
P, with contact constraint C[md with V; (we will omit the fibers V; and the contact constraints
Cy;e In notation). Since local invariants of spin curve of genus h = 0 are GW invariants of PPy,
the lemma below shows the formula (5.7) for the case when h =0 and n > 3.

Lemma 10.1. For n > 3, we have

Way( [ 7 (F")) = ﬁGW(ld)v(ld)vg( T = ()). (10.1)

i=1 i=1

The proof consists of two steps.

Step 1 : We will relate the descendent classes for GW invariants of Py to the ¢; classes.
Following [KM], we set
T, F (F*) = ¢ist* ol Uevl (F*).

Lemma 10.2. Let n > 3. Then, for s; > 1, we have

GWd,g( H Tsiqbzi (F*) ) == GWd7g( H 7_81'—62‘3' ¢Zi+6ij (F*) )
= 1 ;'_=1 (10.2)
D Ok (DM lk:' CWakg(0] (F) [ 0l (FF)).
0<k<d i#j

Proof. It follows from Theorem 1.1 of [KM] that for s; > 1

n n
GWay( [1 761 (F)) = GWay H ¢ (#)
i=1 1= 1 (103)
+ Y GWio( 7,1 (F)H) GWaopg( 67 (Ha) [ [ 7,08
a,0<k<d i#]

where {H,} and {H®} are Poincaré dual basis of H*(Py). Fix a basis {1,5* + F*, F"*,v*} and
its dual basis {v*, F*, S*,1} of H*(Py) where v* be the Poincaré dual of the point class of Py.
Note that all degree zero (d = 0) invariants in the righthand side of (10.3) vanish since n > 3;
no degree zero maps can pass through two distinct fibers. Moreover, for any d > 0 and ¢

GWag(y" =) =0, GWau((S"+F") ) =0, GWay(S" ) =-GWyye(F" ---)

where the first follows from S? = —1, the second from S(S + F) = 0 and the third from the
second. Consequently, (10.3) becomes

GWag( ]l (F)) = GWay( Hal 5,070 F*))

=1 i=1 (10.4)
> GWio(roym i (F)F*) GWoiy (67 () [ sl
0<k<d i1#£]
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If k # s then GW}, o(7s;—1(F*)F*) = 0 by dimension count. So, it remains to show
GWio(th—1 (F*)F*) = (=1)F 1 /k! (10.5)
When k = sj, the generalized Divisor Axiom (cf. Lemma 1.4 of [KM]) and (10.4) (applied to
GWi.o(Ti—1 (F*)F*F*)) together with the facts ¢y =0 on My 3 and GWq o(F*F*) = 1 give
GWio( Te—1(F*)F*) = z GWio( Te—1(F*)F*F*) = % GWi—1,0( Te—2(F*)F*)
By induction, this shows (10.5) that completes the proof. [

Step 2 : We first show a formula for relative invariants that is analogous t0_(10.2) and then
give a proof of Lemma 10.1. Recall that for the forgetful map mp : Mg, 1o — Mg, that forgets
the last £ marked points and for 1 <7 < n we have

T i = ¢i — Z Ogiyur (10.6)

where the sum is over all I C {n+1,...,n + ¢} with I # (. For simplicity, we will write
simply as m when £ is even.

Lemma 10.3. Let n > 3. Then, for s; > 1 we have

n

GWoay g [T 65 60 (F)) = GWay qayo ([T 67700709 (7))
=1

i=1

d\’ - i e gt (o
— > ks, ()R < L > GWira-ry (a-ry o (707 (F*) [ 6577 6l (F*))

0<k<d i#j

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume j = 1. For the forgetful map m = moy, let
dg13ur be a class as in (10.6) and denote by M(é{l}w) the boundary stratum of M, ,, 24 whose
fundamental class is Poincaré dual to d{13u7. Then for m = |I| there is a gluing map

nr - MO,m+2 X Mg,n+2d—m — Mg,n+2d

whose image is M(é{l}u 7)- This gluing map is obtained by identifying the second marked point
of the first component with the first marked point of the second component. We have

n/(¢1) = @1 and  gyow(dn) = 1@ myg n(01) (10.7)

where the first equality follows from Lemma 1.2 (b) and the second from the fact that under the
composition map m o 7; the first component collapses to a point.
Choose two distinct fibers V7 and V5 of Py and, for simplicity, we set

MY = MV (Bo,dS)  and @ = g7 rrol [T ot g
1>1

where V' = V; U V5. Let G be a geometric representative of the Poincaré dual of the pull-
back class 7;®. One can then choose a (smooth) family of geometric representatives G; of the
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Poincaré dual of the class d¢1yu; U® with Go = 7;(G). Let B be a product of n distinct generic
fibers B; of Py each of which is disjoint with V.

Suppose MY N BN Gy # 0 for all small t. Then, by the Gromov Compactness Theorem,
after passing to subsequences, as t — 0 every sequence f; € MY N B N G; converges to

(f.C) € cMY n BN ny(G)

where C MV is the closure of MY in Mg,n+2d(]P>o, dS). The closure C MV has a stratification in
which each stratum consisting of maps with domains with more than one node has dimension
at least 4 less than 2deg(®) + 2 + 2n (cf. Lemma 7.6 of [IP2]). Thus the domain C' € M(J;)
of f has one node by dimension count. The limit map f splits as f = (f1, f2) such that each
fi is V-regular unless it represents the trivial homology class. In our case, both f; and fy are
V-regular maps since the image of f; passes through V and Bj, and the image of f, passes
through (n — 1) > 2 distinct fibers B; where 2 < ¢ <n — 1. For some 0 < k < d, we have

e f1 (resp. f2) has contact vector (1%) (resp. (197%)) with both V; and V5, and hence
e fcevy (A)NBN7(G) (under the natural inclusion ev; H(A) < M)

where A is the diagonal of Py x Py and ewv, is the evaluation map

evy = evy X evy = M\t i (Po,kS) x MR, o (Bo, (d — K)S) = Po x Py,

On the other hand, the condition of contact order (1¢) with V is an open condition. The Gluing
Theorem of [RT2] thus implies that for each small ¢ one can uniquely smooth f (at a node) to
produce a V-regular map in MY N G,. Consequently, we have

[evr Q)] np(@) @ (F)" = [MY]N (Sryur Ue) @ (F)™ (10.8)

It follows from (5.6), (10.7), (10.8), the splitting of the diagonal A as in the proof of
Lemma 10.2 (see paragraph above (10.4)) that

GW(1a),14)4 qu%r G (F*)) = GWay qay ( [] o5 w00 (F7))
i=1 i=1
d 2 S1— * * * S * . *
2 (k) GWan) (14,0 (81 (FVE") - GWrasy asy o (767 () [ [ 07 m 07 (F7))
0<k<d o1
(10.9)

2
where the factor ( d > reflects the fact that the classes d{1y,; in (10.8) are obtained by choosing

k
k contact points with V; and k contact points with V5. Observe that by dimension if k # s

then GWiky 1%y 0 N Y(F*)F*) = 0. Thus, it remains to show :
GWiky amy0( @ FHF*) = (1) k! (10.10)
The sum formula (4.15) for h = 0 gives

GWiky iy 0 (¢ (F*)F*F*) = o GW(lk (15)0 (qﬁk HEE®) - GT R g (FF)
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where the second equality follows from (3.8) and the Divisor Axiom. On the other hand, together
with the facts ¢ = 0 on Moz and GW ) 1) 0(F*F*) = 1, the formula (10.9) shows

GWiy iy o (O EFFF*) = —k> GWpr-1y (o1 o (F 2 (F*)F*). (10.12)
By induction, (10.11) and (10.12) thus imply (10.10). This completes the proof. [
Proof of Lemma 10.1 : It suffice to show that for n > 3
y ! * 1 . Si, __* i *
GWag( ] L7 (7)) = ()2 GWay,qay o ( [] 07 70 (F7)). (10.13)
i=1 i=1

When > s; = 0, (10.13) follows from Lemma 5.2. Suppose that (10.13) holds for any d, g and
n > 3 whenever > s; < . Then, Lemma 10.2 and Lemma 10.3 show that (10.13) also holds
when ) s; = . Therefore, (10.13) follows from induction on the sum » s;. O
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