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Abstract

We introduce twisted quantum K-rings, defined via twisted K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants.
We develop a toolkit for computing relations by adapting some results about ordinary quantum K rings
to our setting, and discuss some applications, including Ruan-Zhang’s quantum K-theory with level
structure, and complete intersections inside projective space.

In addition, we formulate a ring-theoretic abelian/non-abelian correspondence conjecture, relating
the quantum K-ring of a GIT quotient X//G to a certain twist of the quantum K-ring of X//T , the
quotient by the maximal torus. We prove this conjecture for the case of Grassmanians, and use this to
give another proof of the Whitney relations of Mihalcea-Gu-Sharpe-Zhou.

1 Introduction

The quantum K-ring (introduced by Givental and Lee) of smooth projective variety X is a deformation of
its topological K-ring involving K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants of X . These invariants are defined
as certain holomorphic Euler characteristics on Kontsevich’s moduli space of stable maps M0,n,d(X).

It is a K-theoretic counterpart to the quantum cohomology ring introduced by Witten and Kontsevich.
Many recent developments in physics (including those of [15], [21]) have resulted in connections to quantum
K-theory, and predictions for relations in quantum K-rings. However, quantum K-rings are in general much
harder to compute than their cohomological counterparts, so many physical predictions go untested.

It was observed by Givental that one can calculate K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants of the quintic
by doing intersection theory of M0,n,d(P

4), with the virtual fundamental class modified by the Euler class
of an index bundle, corresponding to the restriction of O(5) to the source curve. This introduced the theory
of twisted Gromov-Witten invariants, fully developed for cohomology theory in [3]. In general, twisted
invariants can be computed from their untwisted counterparts. Other examples twisted invariants can
be used to compute Gromov-Witten invariants of cotangent bundles, and to define an ”abelian/non-abelian
correspondence”, relating Gromov-Witten invariants of a GIT quotient X//G to those of the quotient X//T ,
where T is the maximal torus in G.]

The K-theoretic counterpart of twisted invariants were introduced in [20], and generalizations were
developed in [7] and [13]. In this paper, we will consider the most common type of twisting (type I), and
develop a theory of quantum K-rings based on these invariants.

In full generality, given V ∈ K∗(X) and a multiplicative K-theoretic characteristic class C, twisted K-
theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants with twisting C(V ) are defined as holomorphic Euler characteristis on
M0,n,d(X) with respect to a twisted virtual structure sheaf:

Otw := Ovir × C(ft∗ev
∗
n+1V )

As it turns out, type-I twisted invariants satisfy very similar properties to their untwisted counterparts,
and as such, many results on quantum K-rings pass unchanged to the twisted case, in particular, we show
the following:
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Theorem. Type I twisted invariants satisfy analogues of the Kontsevich-Manin axioms, and they are the
structure constants to a ring, the (big or small) twisted quantum K ring of X.

Furthermore we introduce the twisted J function J tw(q, t), a certain kind of generating function for
twisted invariants, and we prove the following theorem (which was proven by Iritani-Milanov-Tonita in [14]
in the untwisted case):

Theorem. If K∗(X) is generated by line bundles whose 1st Chern classes are effective curve classes, then
a polynomial difference/differential operator in q, t annihilating J tw yields a relation in the twisted quantum
K-ring of X.

Using the above theorem in general is difficult, as the relations are obtained in terms of operators Ai,com

which arise as solutions to a Lax-type equation. We give some conditions on which these operators can
be simply interpreted in terms of multiplication by classes in K∗(X), generalizing some results of [1]. The
results we adapt to this setting form a robust toolkit for computing many examples of quantum K-rings.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of these results, we calculate relations in the (small) quantum K-rings
for complete intersections in P

N , as well as Ruan-Zhang’s quantum K-theory with level structure, and we
give a stable-map analogue of the quasimap quantum K-ring for T ∗PN introduced in [19].

We also introduce an abelian/non-abelian correspondence conjecture for small quantum K-rings. Our
setting will be some reductive group G acting on a vector space X . The classical abelian/non-abelian
correspondence proven by Martin constructs a ring map sp : H∗(X//T )W → H∗(X//G), and identifies
the Poincare pairing on the target with the Poincare pairing on the source modified by the Euler class of
the vector bundle VM :=

∑

α∈roots(G) Lα. The analogous statement in K-theory was proven by Harada-

Landweber [12].

Conjecture. The map x 7→ limλ→1 sp(x), extended to Novikov variables, is a surjective ring homomorphism
from QKtw(X//T ) to QK∗(X//G), where the twisting is determined by Euλ(VM ), where Euλ is the C∗-
equivariant K-theoretic Euler class.

We note that this is not a K-theoretic version of the correspondence for quantum cohomology rings
conjectured by Ciocan-Fontanine–Kim–Sabbah in [2], that conjecture relates untwisted rings. There is a
likely a K-theoretic counterpart to that conjecture, however the version we work with matches up well
with the kind of formulas that appear in physics for relations in quantum K-rings, as we will see for the
Grassmanian. We show this conjecture is a consequence of other abelian/non-abelian-type conjectures for
J-functions, and as a result, using theorems from Givental-Yan in [8] on the J-function of the Grassmanian,
we prove the conjecture for Grassmanians. Using this, we reprove the presentation for QK∗(Gr(k, n)) from
[11]. Our arguments in principle extend to all partial flag varieties, where a presentation for the quantum
K-ring is otherwise not known is not known, however due to the details involved, we save that case for a
future work.

2 Twisted K-Theoretic Gromov-witten Invariants

K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants are defined as certain holomorphic Euler characteristics on the Kont-
sevich moduli space of stable maps Xg,n,d(X) (this will be shortened to Xg,n,d for the remainder of this
text). Given Laurent polynomials fi(q) with coefficients in K∗(X), the associated Gromov-Witten invariant
is written in correlator notation as 〈f1, . . . , fn〉g,n,d and is defined to be:

χ(Xg,n,d;O
vir ⊗

∏

i

ev∗i fi(Li))

Here the notation ev∗i fi(Li) means to pull back the coefficients of fi by evi, and evaluate the resulting
polynomial at q = Li.

A twisting is a modification of the virtual structure sheaf Ovir of the form C(ft∗α), where C is some
invertible multiplicative characteristic class in K-theory, expressible via Adams operations as:
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C(E) = e
∑

k 6=0 Ψk(skE),

f t is the forgetting map from the universal curve Xg,n+1,d, and α can be one of three types of elements:

• Type I: α = ev∗n+1V , where V ∈ K∗(X) (introduced in [20]).

• Type II: α = ev∗n+1f(Ln+1), where f is a Laurent polynomial with coefficients in K∗(X) satisfying
f(1) = 0. (The other cases are handled by splitting into type II and type I components) (introduced
in [7]).

• Type III: α = i∗f(L+, L−), where f is a symmetric bivariate Laurent polynomial, i is the inclusion
of Z, the codimension-2 locus of nodes in the universal family, and L+, L− are the cotangent lines to
each branch at the node (introduced in [13]).

Twistings of different kinds can be taken in succession, and theorems relating twisted invariants of each
type to their untwisted counterparts were proven in [7] and [13]. This paper will only be concerned with
twistings of type I.

2.1 Examples of Twistings of Type I

The rest of this text will be concerned with twistings of type I. These encompass many important geometric
situations. All of these twisting will be some variation of an Euler class, so we include some facts about
K-theoretic Euler classes here:

The K-theoretic Euler class Eu is defined on line bundles L by Eu(L) = 1 − L−1. We can write this as

e
∑

k<0 Ψk(L)/k, using the Taylor series for the logarithm. If we let C
∗ act by scaling on L with equivariant

parameter λ, this class becomes invertible. By multiplicativity and the splitting principle, the expression

e
∑

k<0 Ψk(V )/k computes the Euler class for any bundle V .

2.1.1 Vector Bundles

Let V be a vector bundle over X . Since V is not compact, we cannot define Gromov-Witten invariants of
the total space of V directly using the theory of stable maps.

However, we can take the following approach: Given the standard C
∗-action scaling the fibers of V , we

work equivariantly. In the hypothetical moduli space Vg,n,d. the C
∗ fixed locus is exactly Xg,n,d, correspond-

ing to curves that land in X . Given such a map f : C → X , the normal bundle would be f∗V . Thus the
normal sheaf to Xg,n,d is ft∗ev

∗
n+1V . Thus equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristics on Vg,n,d could be

defined on Xg,n,d via heuristically emulating the approach of fixed point localization, which involves dividing
by the equivariant Euler class of the normal sheaf. So the stable map Gromov-Witten invariants of V are
defined as the Gromov-Witten invariants of X , twisted by the class Eu−1(ev∗ft∗V ).

2.1.2 Complete Intersections

If V was an ample vector bundle, its sections define a complete intersection Y ∈ X . If V is furthermore
convex, ft∗ev

∗(V ) is a bundle overX0,n,d whose zero locus is Y0,n,d. So we can computeK-theoretic Gromov-
Witten invariants of Y by inserting the Euler class of ft∗ev

∗(V ) into X . To make it invertible, we use the
equivariant Euler class as before.

2.1.3 Abelian/non-Abelian Correspondence

As stated in the introduction, our setting will be some reductive group G acting on a vector space X . The
classical Abelian/non-Abelian correspondence proven by Martin relates H∗(X//G) with H∗(X//T )W , and
uses the vector bundle VM :=

∑

α∈roots(G) Lα. The analogous statement statement in K-theory reads as
follows:
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Theorem 2.1 (Harada-Landweber, [12]). • K∗(X//G) ∼=
K∗(X//T )W

ann(Eu(V M )) . We refer to this isomorphism

by sp

• For α ∈ K∗(X//T ), 1
|W |χ(X//T ;Eu(V

M )α) = χ(X//T ; sp(α)).

Remark. This is an equivalent formulation to the one given in Harada-Landweber, but it doesn’t correspond
exactly to their main theorem. Our formulation is closer to Martin’s, but in K-theory rather than coho-
mology. Their proof applies to equivariant contexts as well, so we can work in equivariant K-theory with
respect to a torus action compatible with G

The quantum version of this correspondence relates the K-theoretic Gromov-Witten theory of X//G
with Gromov-Witten theory of X//T twisted by Euλ(V

M ), the S1-equivariant Euler class of VM . We will
outline the precise statements in a later section of this text.

2.1.4 Level Structures

Quantum K-theory with level structure was introduced by Ruan and Zhang, and corresponds to twisting
K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants twisted by the class det(ft∗ev

∗
n+1V )−ℓ, here V is some vector bundle

on X and ℓ is a positive integer known as the Ruan-Zhang level. While the characteristic class given by

the determinant is invertible, it cannot be expressed convergently as e
∑

k
skΨ

k(L), so to include it into the
framework of twisted invariants we use the following approach:

First observe that for V a vector bundle with nonvanishing Euler class, we have:

Proposition 2.2.
Eu(V )

Eu(V ∗)
= (−1)rk(E)det(E)−1

Proof. For V a line bundle, this is 1−L−1

1−L = −L−1. Using the splitting principle, write V =
⊕rk(V )

i=1 Li,
which yields:

Eu(V )

Eu(V ∗)
=

∏

i

1− L−1
i

1− Li
=

∏

i

−L−1
i = −1rk(V )det(V )−1

So if we introduce two variables Y1 and Y2, the class C(V ) := (−1)rk(ℓV ) ΛY1 (ℓV )

ΛY2 (ℓV
∗) is an invertible multi-

plicative characteristic class whose limit as Y1, Y2 → 1 becomes −1ℓ×rk(V )det(V )−ℓ. Replacing V with −V
corrects for the sign issues, but in practice it is often useful to use the above formulation, and then make ad
hoc corrections to account for the sign.

Remark. In fact, Ruan and Zhang show directly that the properties we use in the next section also hold for
the determinant, with no extra variables necessary. So in the contexts that appear in this work, the failure
of det to be expressible in standard form can actually be ignored.

3 Basic Properties of Type I Theories

Given that many of the above examples represent Gromov-Witten theories of different spaces, it is not
particularly surprising that type I twisted K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants satisfy essentially the same
set of properties as their untwisted counterparts. Before stating and proving these properties we introduce
some definitions and notation.

Given a twisting C(V ), the classical K-ring is just K∗(X), with Poincare pairing modified by C(V ).
More precisely, given some basis φα for K∗(X), the Poincare pairing is defined by

(φα, φβ) = χ(X ;φαφβC(V ))
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. We denote this metric by g, with matrix coefficients gαβ, and inverse matrix gαβ.
Let F be the exponential generating function of the genus-0 K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants

twisted by C(V ), i.e:

F :=
∑

n,d

Qd

n!
〈t, . . . , t〉tw0,n,d

Here t stands for
∑

α tαφα. Differentiation of F with respect to tα corresponds to insertion of φα in one
of the inputs, we denote ∂

∂tα
F by Fα (and similarly for other functions of t).

The twisted quantum K-product will be based on the function

G :=
1

2
gαβtαtβ + F

We first define a deformation of the Poincare pairing, the quantum pairing is defined by:

((φα, φβ)) := Gαβ

Hg,n,d(α1, . . . , αn) denotes the K-class
∏n

i=1 ev
∗
i αi(Li)⊗Otw

g,n,d, i.e. the contents of a twisted K-theoretic
Gromov-Witten invariant before the holomorphic Euler characteristic is taken.

For V ∈ K∗(X), if we denote Vg,n,d to be ft∗ev
∗
n+1V , then the following are of the theory with twisting

determined by V and a multiplicative characteristic class C (these results go back to Coates in [3]):

Theorem 3.1 ([3]).

• ft∗Otw
g,n,d = Otw

g,n+1,d

• The restriction of Otw
g,n,d to the preimage of the gluing map Xg1,n1+1,d1 ×∆ Xg2,n2+1,d2 is:

Otw
g1,n1+1,d1

Otw
g2,n2+1,d2

ev∗∆C(V )
→ Xg,n,d

• The restriction of Otw
g,n,d to the preimage of the gluing map Xg−1,n+1,d⊗X×X ∆ → Xg,n,d is

Otw
g−1,n+2,d

ev∗
∆(C(V )) .

Property i) here implies the following:

Lemma 3.2. If ft denotes the map forgetting the n+ 1st marked point, then:

ft∗Otw
g,n,d = Otw

g,n+1,d

These facts are sufficient to show that a type-I twisted theory satisfies analogues of the K-theoretic
Kontsevich-Manin axioms, which we state below:

Theorem 3.3. Twisted K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants satisfy the following set of axioms:

• Sn covariance: For σ ∈ Sn acting on Xg,n,d: σ(Hg,n,d(α1, . . . , αn)) = Hg,n,d(ασ(1), . . . , ασ(n)).

• Fundamental class: For nondescendant inputs αi, 〈α1, . . . , αn, 1〉
tw
g,n+1,d = 〈α1, . . . , αn〉

tw
g,n,d

• Mapping to a point: Otw,vir
g,n,0

∼= OMg,n
⊠ C(V )Λ−1(TX)

• Splitting: Fix g1, g2 and n1, n2 such that g = g1 + g2, n = n1 + n2. Let

Φ :
⋃

d1+d2=d

Xg1,n1+1,d1 ×Xg2,n2+1,d2 → Xg,n,d

5



be the contraction map which glues the last marked point of Mg1,n1+1 to the first marked point of
Mg2,n2+1 Then

Φ∗
∑

k,d

Qd 1

k!
ftk∗H

X
g,n+k,d(γ1, . . . , γn, t, . . . , t)

=
∑

α,β





∑

k1,d1

Qd1
1

k1!
ftk1
∗ H

X
g1,n1+k1+1,d1

(γ1, . . . γn1 , t, . . . , t, φα)





Gαβ(t)





∑

k2,d2

Qd2
1

k2!
ftk2
∗ H

X
g2,n2+k2+1,d2

(φβ , γn1+1, . . . γn, t, . . . , t)





where the notation ftk stands for the forgetful map which forget the additional k marked points.

• Genus reduction: Let
Φ : Xg−1,n+2,d → Xg,n,d

be the contraction map which glues the last two marked points. Then

Φ∗
∑

k,d

Qd 1

k!
ftk∗H

X
g,n+k,d(γ1, . . . , γn, t, . . . , t)

=
∑

αβ





∑

k,d

Qd 1

k!
ftk∗H

X
g+1,n+k+2,d(γ1, . . . γn, t, . . . , t, φα, φβ)



Gαβ(t)

The proofs of the first three axioms are identical to those for the untwisted theory in [16]. We prove the
latter two in the following section.

Remark. Our statements use Hg,n,d, classes in K(Xg,n,d), the axioms in [16] use Ig,n,d, which are the
pushforwards to Mg,n of Hg,n,d, all proofs are equivalent once translated.

3.1 Splitting and Genus Reduction Axioms

We first recall the statement and proof for the splitting axiom for untwisted theories, and then cover the
necessary changes for the twisted version.

The preimage of the divisor D is the locus in Xg,n+k,d consisting of two curves of genus g1 and g2, each
containing n1, n2 marked points respectively, with n1 + n2 = n. The curves are connected by a chain of m
P1s. The k additional marked points are distributed on each irreducible component, such that there is at
least one marked point in each curve in the chain. The degrees are chosen to add up to d. Call m + 1 the
depth of such a curve. Let Ms,kα,dα

be the space of curves of depth at least s, with a fixed distribution of
degrees and marked points.

The map Φ :
⋃

M1,kα,dα
→ D gives D the structure of a divisor with normal crossings, so the structure

sheaf of D can be obtained from the structure sheaf of each M1,... via the inclusion-exclusion principle.
However, the intersection of any two depth-1 strata is a unique depth-2 stratum, etc. So if Om denotes the
virtual structure sheaf of the union of the depth m strata, we have: The intersection of the loci of depth 1
is the union of the loci of depth 2, etc. So we can calculate the structure sheaf OD in terms of these by the
inclusion-exclusion principle. This is a (virtual) normal crossing divisor, so if we call Dm the set of curve
configurations of depth m, we have:

OD =
∑

m

(−1)m
∑

C∈Dm

OC
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Since the map ft is (virtually) traverse to the inclusion of D, we can calculate ftk∗I(. . . ) by first restricting
to

⋃

C∈D1
C, and then pushing forward.

This means for untwisted invariants, we obtain:

Φ∗ftk∗H
X
g,n+k,d(γ1, . . . , γn, t . . . , t) =

∑

α,β,k1+k2=k

Ig1,n1+k1+1,d1(γ1, . . . , γn, t . . . , φα)g
αβH0,k2+2,d2(φβ , t, . . . , φk)g

klHg2,n2+k2+1,d2−

∑

α,β,ν,µ,di,ki

Hg1,n1+k1+1,d1(γ1, . . . , γn, t . . . , φα)g
αβH0,k2+2,d2(φβ , t, . . . , φν)g

νµHg2,n2+k2+1,d2(φµγ1, . . . , γn, t . . . )

+ . . .

(3.1)

A shorthand way of writing this is using the quantum pairing. Since the matrix inverse of 1 + F is
1 − F + F 2 + . . . , since Gαβ = gαβ + Fαβ be the matrix of the quantum pairing, we can sum the above
expression over k to yield:

〈t, . . . , t〉Φ0,n,d = 〈t, . . . , φα〉n1+1,g1,d1G
αβ〈φβ , t, . . . , 〉n2+1,g2,d2 (3.2)

The twisted version works essentially the same way. Using the restriction theorem for twisting class cited
earlier, the same formula is true, replacing all correlators by their twisted counterparts. The difference is
that, by Theorem 3.1, there is a factor of 1

C(V ) for each node in the stratum. We can remove this factor by

using the twisted Poincare pairing rather than the untwisted one, since the extra factor of C(V ) is cancelled
by the 1

C(V ) appearing at each node, yielding the desired result of:

〈t, . . . , t〉tw,Φ
0,n,d = 〈t, . . . , φα〉twn1+1,g1,d1

Gαβ,tw〈φβ , t, . . . , 〉twn2+1,g2,d2

The proof of the genus reduction axiom is identical.

3.2 String, Dilaton, and WDVV Equations

We also have the following additional properties:

Theorem 3.4.

• String Equation: If H denotes the Hodge bundle, then (for g > 1:

ft∗O
tw
g,n,d(

1

1− qH

∏

i

1

1− qiLi
) = ∗Otw

g,n,d(
1

1− qH
(1 +H∗ +

∑

i

qi
1− qi

∏

i

1

1− qiLi

For g = 0. the same equation is true with H∗ set to 0, which leads to the following, perhaps more
familiar, expression in terms of correlators:

〈a1(L), . . . , an(L), 1〉
tw
0,n+1,d =

∑

i

〈a1(L), . . . ,
ai(L)− ai(1)

L− 1
, an(L)〉

tw
0,n,d

• Dilaton Equation: With the same setup as for the string equation:

ft∗O
tw
g,n,d(

1

1− qH

∏

i

1

1− qiLi
)Ln+1 = ∗Otw

g,n,d(
1

1− qH
(1 +H +

∑

i

qi
1− qi

∏

i

1

1− qiLi

As consequence ft∗(1 + Ln+1) = H +H∗ + n− 2.

In genus 0, this yields the following relation among correlators:

〈a1, . . . , an, Ln+1 − 1〉g,n+1,d = (n− 2)〈a1, . . . , an〉0,n,d

7



Both of these proofs are identical to the ones in [16].

Theorem 3.5 (WDVV Identity for K-Theory).

∑

d1,d2,n1.n2,α,β

〈A,B, t, . . . , φα〉0,n1+3,d1g
αβ〈C,D, t, . . . , φβ〉0,n2+3,d2−

∑

〈A,B, t, . . . , φα〉0,n1+3,d1g
αβ〈φβ , t, . . . , φγ〉0,n2+2,d+2g

γδ〈C,D, t, . . . , φδ〉0,n3+3,d3 +
∑

. . .

is symmetric in A,B,C,D.

There is a contraction map ct : X0,n+4,d →M0,4
∼= P1, which forgets the map to X , all marked points but

the first 4, and stabilizes the resulting curve by contracting unstable components. The points 0, 1,∞ ∈ P1

are the boundary points of M0,4, parametrized by cross-ratio. They correspond to 2-component curves
where the 4th marked point shares a component with the first, second, and third marked points respectively.
Using the splitting axiom, the expression above is equivalent to restricting to a boundary point of M0,4,
and calculating the resulting Gromov-Witten invariant. Permuting A,B,C,D chooses a different boundary
point.

4 Twisted Quantum Products

For a compact Kahler X , the quantum K-ring of X is a deformation of the ordinary K-ring, using genus-0
K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants as structure constants. The same construction can be applied to
(type-I) twisted invariants.

The quantum product is defined via structure constants, and is determined by the formula:

((φα ∗ φβ , φγ)) = Gαβγ

Solving for the quantum product gives:

φα ∗ φβ =
∑

γ

Gαβγ

∑

δ

Gδγφδ

We now verify some basic facts about the quantum product:

Theorem 4.1. The quantum product is associative.

Proof. This is identical to the proof in the untwisted case, but we recount it for the sake of completeness.
We can write the coefficients Gαβ explicitly in the following way. Call the matrices with coefficients

Gαβ , Fαβ G and F respectively:
We have: G = g + F , where g is the matrix of the twisted Poincare pairing.
Using the fact that g is invertible and (1 +M)−1 = 1 −M +M2 − . . . , as in the proof of the splitting

axiom, we have:

G−1 = (1− g−1F + g−1Fg−1F + . . . )g−1

So a particular matrix coefficient looks like:

Gαβ = gαβ −
∑

δ,γ

gαγFγδg
δβ + . . .

The statement of associativity is equivalent to the symmetry in α, β, γ, δ of:

∑

µ,ν

GαβµG
µνGνγδ

8



Using the expression for Gµν calculated previously, and the fact that third derivatives of G agrees with
those of F . we can rewrite this as:

∑

µν

Fαβµg
µνFνγδ − Fαβµ

∑

µ,ν,ζ,η

gµζFζηg
ηνFνγδ + . . .

The symnmetry of this expression is precisely the generating function version of the WDVV identity for
twisted K-theoretic invariants.

Theorem 4.2. The quantum product has unit 1

Proof. This is equivalent to the statement

Gα,β,1 = Gα,β

The left hand side is equal to:

∑

n,d

1

n!
Qd〈φα, φβ , 1, t, . . . , t〉

tw
0,n+3,d

The right hand side is:

gαβ +
∑

n,d

1

n!
Qd〈φα, φβ , t, . . . , t〉

tw
0,n+2,d

Using the string equation, we can equate all but one term on the left hand side with a term on the right
hand side by observing that:

1

n!
Qd〈φα, φβ , 1, t, . . . , t〉

tw
0,n+3,d =

1

n!
Qd〈φα, φβ , t, . . . , t〉

tw
0,n+2,d

This handles all terms except 〈φα, φβ , 1〉0,3,0, since there is no forgetful map to apply here. However
X0,3,0 is just X , so this correlator is equal to (φα, φβ) = gαβ, identifying it with the constant term (in both
t and Q) on the right hand side.

5 q-difference Modules

Having established some basic properties of twisted Gromov-Witten invariants, we now illustrate the con-
nection with q−difference equations, which will be the main tool we use to compute ring relations. Many of
the results here have proofs that are completely identical to their untwisted counterparts, so we only include
proofs that are particularly illustrative, or are different in the twisted case.

5.1 Quantum Connection

As in the untwisted case, and for the exact same reasons, quantumK-theory determines a Frobenius structure
on K(X)

Theorem 5.1. K(X)⊗C, equipped with the metric G and the quantum product ∂ijkG, has the structure of
a Frobenius manifold.

In particular, the Dubrovin connection:

∇q := d−
1

1− q
(ei∗)dt

is flat

9



Proof. This is completely a formal consequence of the WDVV and string equations, see [16] for details.

Theorem 5.2. The twisted quantum differential equation:

∇qS = 0

has fundamental solution matrix S ∈ End(K(X))[q,Q] given by:

Sij = gij +
∑

n,d

Qd

n!
〈φi, t, . . . , t,

φj
1− qL

〉tw0,n,d

Proof. This is also a completely formal consequence of WDVV and string equations, just refer to [16].

Theorem 5.3. Regarding S as an endomorphism valued function in End(K∗(X))(q)[[Q, t]], it is invertible,
and S−1 is the adjoint of S with respect to the twisted pairing, and is a fundamental solution to:

(1 − q)∂αT = T (φα∗Q)

Remark. By Kawasaki’s Riemann-Roch Theorem, each entry of S is a rational function of q with poles at
roots of unity and vanishes at ∞.

Definition 5.4. The twisted big J-function, denoted J tw(q, t) is defined by:
J tw = (1− q)S−11
Actually expanding this yields:

J tw = (1− q) + t+
∑

d

∑

n

Qd

n!
〈t, . . . , t,

φα

1− qL
〉0,n+1,dφα

The value at t = 0, denoted J tw is the twisted small J-function.

5.2 The J-function and Symplectic Loop Space

The proper setting to think about generating functions for quantum K-theoretic invariants is within the
context of Givental’s symplectic loop space K. We give a brief overview of the theory below:

The symplectic loop space K is a K∗(X)[Q]−module consisting of (Q-adic completions of) rational
functions in q with coefficients in K∗(X), with poles allowed only at 0,∞, or roots of unity. It has a
symplectic form given by:

Ω(f, g) = −Res0,∞(f(q), g(q−1))
dq

q

Here ResS denotes the sum of the residues at values in the set S, and (, ) denotes theK-theoretic Poincare
pairing.

K is also equipped with a polarization into two Lagrangian subspaces:

• K+ := Laurent polynomials in q

• K− := {f |f(∞) = 0, f(0) 6= ∞}

As a consequence of the Kawasaki-Riemann-Roch theorems for stacks theQd>0 terms of the big J-function
lie in K−, its projection to K+ is 1− q + t.

Theorem 5.5 (Givental-Tonita). The range of the big J-function is an overruled Lagrangian cone (denoted
L) in K. This means it is a cone that has the following properties:

• Tangent spaces are invariant with respect to multiplication by 1− q

• For T = TpL, (1− q)T ⊂ L

• The tangent spaces for all p ∈ (1 − q)T are equal to T .

10



5.3 Relations and Shift Operators

We now make the assumption that we have a basis pi of H2(X) corresponding to the Novikov variables Qi,
and there exist a set of line bundles Pi with c1(Pi) = −pi.

L has the structure of a q-difference module in the following way:

Theorem 5.6 (Givental-Tonita). Let pi be some basis for H2(X) consisting of first Chern classes of line
bundles Pi. L and each of its tangent spaces is invariant under the algebra of finite difference operators in
Qi generated by Pi, Q

d (for d in the Mori cone of X), where Pi acts as Piq
Qi∂Qi

Givental showed in [7] that essentially the same things holds in the context of twisted invariants of type
I, the graph of J tw is a Lagrangian cone in the space Ktw defined the same way as K but using the twisted
Poincare pairing, and the ruling spaces have the same difference module structure.

Theorem 5.7. S−1(K∗(X)[q±, Q, t]) is a tangent space to the twisted Lagrangian cone Ltw

This is a twisted version of a corresponding theorem of Givental-Tonita and the proof is the same, it is
a direct consequence of the string and dilaton equations.

By the invariance property, S−1(K∗(X)[q±, Q, t]) is thus invariant under action of Piq
∂Qi .

This means the operator Ai := S−1Piq
∂QiS is a polynomial in q, and lies in End(K(X))[q,Q, t].

We define the q-shift operator Ai as Aiq
∂Qi , it satisfies the following properties (again the proofs are the

same as the proofs of the untwisted versions):

• S ◦ Piq
∂Qi = Ai ◦ S

• Piq
∂Qi ◦ T = T ◦ Ai

• [∇q,α,∇q,β ] = [Ai,Aj ] = [∇q,α, Ai] = 0

• Given s1, s2 ∈ K+:

• ∂αG(s1, s2) = G(
∇q,α

1−q s1, s2) +G(s1, frac∇q,α1− qs2)

• qQi∂QiG(s1, s2) = G(A〉
−1s1,Ais2)

Proofs: Entirely formal consequences of string and divisor equations and the quantum differential equation
for S. As a result, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.8. • (1− q)∂αAi = Ai(q
Qi∂Qiφα∗Q)− (φα∗Q)Ai

• G(φα, Aiφβ) = qQi∂QiG(Aiφα, φβ)

• Let Ai,com denote Ai|q=1, then Ai,com commutes with quantum multiplication.

• Ai = Pi ∗Q +
∑

d|di>0

∑di−1
d=0 QdAi,d,k(t)(1 − q)kQd Where Ai,d,k(t) does not depend on t0. All expan-

sions here are in End(K(X))⊗Q[q±][[Q, t]].

It is sometimes more convenient to work not with S and J tw but with their logarithmic-modified coun-

terparts S̃ and J̃ tw, obtained by replacing S with S(
∏

i P
ln(Qi)

ln(q)

i ). (This results in left multiplying J by
∏

i P
−

ln(Qi)

ln(q)

i ). This expression is defined by rewriting Pi as (1− (1− Pi)) and using the binomial expansion.
The result converges as a power series in Qi since (1− Pi) is nilpotent.

The purpose of this is to remove the factors of Pi from theorems about Ai, due to the observation:

qQi∂Qi (
∏

i

P
ln(Qi)

ln(q)

i ) = Pi(
∏

i

P
ln(Qi)

ln(q)

i )

Applying this to the properties written earlier yields:

11



Theorem 5.9.

• S̃ ◦ qQi∂Qi = Ai ◦ S̃

• qQi∂Qi S̃−1 = S̃−1 ◦ Ai

Combining 5.2 and 5.3 yield a twisted version of Iritani-Milanov-Tonita’s theorem on relations in big
quantum K-theory:

Theorem 5.10. Given some polynomial difference/differential operator D(q,Q, qQi∂Qi , ∂tα), we have:

DJ̃ = 0 implies that the following relation holds in the big quantum K-ring:

D(1, Q,Ai,com, φα∗Q) = 0 ∈ QK∗
big(X)

Proof. We apply D to J̃ tw = (1− q)S̃−11:
If D = (1 − q)∂α, then DJ̃

tw = (1− q)S̃−1)(φα).
If D = qQi∂Qi , then DJ̃ tw = (1 − q)S̃−1(Ai(1)).
Since the two kinds of operators commute, for a general D if DJ tw = 0, then S̃−1D(q,Q,Ai, φα∗Q)1 = 0

Multiplying both sides by S̃−1 and setting q = 1 gives the desired result.

The same theorem holds for the small J-function.

Theorem 5.11. Given some polynomial difference operator D(q,Q, qQi∂Qi ), we have:

DJ tw = 0 implies that the following relation holds in the small quantum K-ring:

D(1, Q,Ai,com|t=0) = 0 ∈ QK∗(X)

If we replace J tw with J tw|t=t0 , the same theorem holds for twisted quantum K-theory with bulk shift t0.

Proof. We note that this is not strictly a corollary of the previous theorem but rather a consequence of its
proof. We can set t = 0 (or some other value) in each line of the proof and it remains true. (We remark that
S̃t=0 is invertible since we can specialize S̃S̃−1 = I to t = 0, and the RHS does not depend on t).

5.4 Calculating the Shift Operators

In practice, applying the theorem above only yields useful relations when the Ais (or their limits Ai) can be
calculated directly. As a consequence of the theorems of Iritani, Milanov, and Tonita (which all generalize
to this setting), there is a recursive procedure for calculating them, given the small J-function, if the K-ring
is generated by divisors.

However, the following approach, used in the case of G/P by Anderson-Chen-Tseng-Iritani[1] is often
more practical:

Theorem 5.12 (Quantum Triviality Theorem). Given some polynomial f(Pi), if
1

1−qJ
tw has the property

that all terms of positive Q-degree in f(qQi∂Qi )J vanish at q = ∞, then f(Ai,com)|t=0 acts as quantum
multiplication by f(Pi) in the small twisted quantum K-ring of X.

Proof. We make the simplification that f = Pi here to save notation, but the proof is essentially identical in
the case of nontrivial f .

Piq
Qi∂QiT (1X) = T (Aiq

Qi∂Qi (1X))
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The left hand side is Piq
Qi∂Qi

1
1−qJ

tw
X . We first restrict to t = 0, then expand at q = ∞, since T =

I + terms vanishing at q = ∞, the expansion becomes:

Piq
Qi∂Qi

1

1− q
J tw
X = c0 +

∑

d

cdQ
d + . . .

For some terms cd given by the expansion of Ai at q = 1, t = 0, with c0 being the operator of (small)
quantum multiplication by Pi.

Clearly, if the left-hand side has no Q>0 terms that do not vanish at infinity, then neither does the right
hand side, hence cd = 0 for all d 6= 0.

What this means is that provided we know the small J-function for some theory, provided the q−degrees
satisfy the above conditions, we can convert difference operators annihilating the J-function to relations
without having to solve the quantum Lax equation.

In practice, finding these operators is often not difficult. However, if we wish to compute a presentation
for a (twisted) quantum K-ring, we need some way of telling when we have found enough relations.

Proposition 5.13. If we know a set I of relations holds in QKtw(X), and I|Q=0 form a complete set of
relations for K∗(X), then I form a complete set of relations for QKtw(X).

Proof. Since WKtw(X) is complete with respect to Q, this follows from a general result in commutative
algebra, Proposition A.3 in [11].

We note that we should only expect to get a full set of relations when Pi generateK
∗(X), as q−difference

operators can only give us relations in terms of functions of Pi.
In addition, finding ring relations using these methods requires knowing the small J-function, the next

section gives some details on cases where it can be calculated.

5.5 Sn-invariant Theory

In a series of papers, Givental introduced a generalization of K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants that
involve the Sn-action on the marked points. Generating functions for such invariants generally behave better
with respect to twisting and fixed-point localization.

Theorems about cohomological Gromov-Witten invariants often find natural generalizations in this set-
ting, rather than in the ”ordinary” quantum K-theory we have considered so far.

The main way this affects the current topic of this paper is that, for many spaces, it is difficult to
find values for the (twisted or untwisted) big J-function. However, it is much easier if we instead use the
symmetrized big J function, denoted J sym, defined in the following way:

J sym = (1− q) + t+
∑

d

∑

n

Qd

n!
〈t, . . . , t,

φα

1− qL
〉sym0,n+1,dφα

The correlator 〈〉sym means we take pushforwards from the spaces X0,n+1,d/Sn. These invariants are a
special case of the permutation-equivariant K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants introduced in [5]. The
important thing for us is that at t = 0, the Sn-action is irrelevant and we recover the usual small J-function.
Twistings are defined for this theory in exactly the same way.

We do not consider any ring structure involving the Sn-invariant correlators in this paper.
For the examples of twistings we have covered, we can construct values of J sym:

Theorem 5.14. Let V be a vector bundle that splits into a sum of r line bundles Vi. Let J :=
∑

dQdJd. If
(1− q)J is a value of J sym, then:

13



• (1 − q)
∑

dQ
dJd

∏r
i=1

∏
ℓ≤(c1(Vi),d)

(1−V −1
i

qℓ)

prodℓ≤0(1−λV −1
i

qℓ)
is a value of the symmetrized big J-function of the theory

twisted by Euλ(V ).

• (1 − q)
∑

dQ
dJd

∏r
i=1

∏
ℓ<(c1(Vi),d)

(1−λViq
ℓ)

prodℓ<0(1−λV −1
i

qℓ)
is a value of the symmetrized big J-function of the theory

twisted by 1
Euλ(V ∗) .

• (1 − q)
∑

dQ
dJd

∏

i(V
−(di,c1(Vi))
i q(

(di,c1(Vi)+1)
2 ))ℓ is a value of the symmetrized big J-function of the

theory with level structure given by V, ℓ.

If these values turn out to be the small J-function, which can be tested by varifying that their projection
to K+ is equal to 1−q, then we can calculate relations in the associated twisted quantum K-rings via finding
appropriate q−difference operators.

Remark. There is a ring structure involving symmetrized invariants (or more general Sn−equivariant ones),
but we do not discuss it in this work.

6 Reconstruction for Twisted Theories

Another fact about genus-0 twisted quantum K-theoretic invariants is that, in nice situations, they are
completely determined by the invariants for n = 1. In particular, if K∗(X) is generated by line bundles.
This can be seen at the level of Lagrangian cones from twisted versions of results in [14] and [6] (the proofs
are identical to the ones in the untwisted case). However, for use in the following section, we will use the
result in terms of correlators due to Lee-Pandharipande [17].

Lemma 6.1 (Lee-Pandharipande). The following relations hold in Pic(X0,n,d), for φ a line bundle on X:

ev∗i (φ) = ev∗j (φ) + 〈d, φ〉Lj −
∑

d1+d2=d

〈d1, φ〉Di,d1|j,d2
(6.1)

L1 + L2 = Di|j (6.2)

Noting that a relationship between divisors and line bundles in the Picard group is equivalent to the
same relation between their structure sheaves and Euler classes in K-theory, the lemma has the following
K-theoretic interpretation:

Lemma 6.2. The following relations hold in K∗(X0,n,d), for φ a line bundle on X:

(1− ev∗i (φ)
−1)Ovir

0,n,d = (1 − ev∗j (φ)
−1L

−〈d,φ〉
j )Ovir

0,n,d −
∑

d1+d2=d

〈d1, φ〉O
vir
Di,d1|j,d2

(6.3)

1− L−1
i L−1

j = Ovir
Di|j

(6.4)

By applying these relations, coupled with the splitting axiom of the virtual structure sheaf, any n-
pointed degree d invariant whose inputs are written in terms of line bundles on X can be expressed in
terms of invariants of lower degree and/or fewer marked points. For details on how this reconstruction looks
concretely, see [17]

Lemma 6.3. Given an arbitrary twisting of type 1, denote the modified virtual structure sheaf by Ovir,tw,
then the following relations hold in K∗(X0,n,d, for φ a line bundle on X:

(1− ev∗i (φ))O
vir,tw
0,n,d = (1− ev∗j (φ)

−1L
−〈d,φ〉
j )Ovir,tw

0,n,d −
∑

d1+d2=d

ev∗nodeC(V )〈d1, φ〉O
vir,tw
Di,d1|j,d2

(6.5)

(1− L−1
i L−1

j )Ovir,tw
0,n,d = ev∗nodeC(V )Ovir,tw

Di|j
(6.6)
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Both of these lemmas follow from their untwisted counterparts paired with the restriction formula for
twisting classes.

This allows us to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 6.4. By applying the lemma sequentially, all twisted Gromov-Witten invariants can be recon-
structed from the one-pointed descendant invariants.

Proof: Choose a generating set φi of line bundles. We simoultaneously induct on d, the φi-degree of an
input, and the absolute value of the Li-degree.

For our base cases, when the φi and Li degrees are 0, the input is 1, and we can lower the number of
marked points by virtue of the string equation.

If the ith input is a monomial, it is P (φi)L
a
i for φi some line bundle, we can use the first relation to write

the correlator in terms of one with a lower the φi-degree of P , and ones with lower degree and number of
marked points.

If we have two different inputs with descendants with negative degrees, we can use the second relation
to remove one L−1

i , L−1
j from each of them, and calculate the invariant via the splitting axiom.

For an input with positive Li degree, we can use a rearranged version of the first relation to lower the
degree.

Remark. This procedure is often not practical to actually carry out in practice.

7 Quantum Abelian-Non/Abelian Correspondence

Our setting is the same as in the section discussing the classical abelian/non-Abelian correspondence. Let
X,Y be X//G and X//T respectively. The correspondence relates invariants of X to twisted invariants of
Y , with twisting given by Euλ(V ), where V is Martin’s bundle.

Let the small J-function of the twisted theory of Y be denoted J tw
Y , let the corresponding Lagrangian

cone be denoted Ltw
Y . We introduce the following morphisms:

• Let sp denote the usual specialization map K∗(Y )W → K∗(X)

• Let νQ denote the specialization map on Novikov variables.

• Let spQ denote ◦nuQ, which maps K∗(Y )[[Q]] to K ∗ (X)[[Q]].

We will give 4 different conjectures that go under the name “abelian/non-abelian correspondence”:

Conjecture 7.1. spQ maps a formal germ N ⊂ Ltw
Y to LX .

Conjecture 7.2. spQ maps a formal germ N ⊂ Ltw,sym
Y to Lsym

X .

Conjecture 7.3. limλ→1 spQ(J
tw
Y = JX

Conjecture 7.4. 〈a1, . . . , an〉
X
g,n,d = limλ→1

∑

d′ 7→d〈ã1, ã2, . . . , 〉
tw,Y
g,n,d′

Conjecture 7.5. The map φ : x 7→ limy 7→1spQ(x) is a surjective ring homomorphism from QKtw(Y )W to
QK∗(X).

We will give some relationships between the conjectures below:

Theorem 7.6. If (0, J tw
Y ) ∈ N , then Conjecture 7.1 or Conjecture 7.2 implies Conjecture 7.3
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Proof. Obvious

Theorem 7.7. Conjecture 7.4 implies Conjecture 7.5.

Proof. First, we show that sp (and spQ) respects the quantum pairing in the following sense.

lim
λ→1

1

|W |
νQ(((a, b))

Y,tw) = ((sp(a), sp(b)))X

The Qd coefficient of the left hand side is equal to:

lim
λ→1

1

|W |

∑

d′ 7→d

〈a, b〉tw0,2,d′Qd

This equal to the RHS by Conjecture 7.4.

Next, we show that φ is a ring homomorphism. Let a, b be Weyl-invariant classes in K∗(Y ). For ψi a
basis in K∗(Y ), we have the following:

a ◦Y b =
∑

d∈H2(X//T ),i

〈a, b, ψi〉
tw
0,3,dψ

∗
iQ

d

Observe that W induces an action on
∐

d′ 7→d Yg,n,d′ . Since W acts on Y by automorphisms, it induces
isomorphisms from Yg,n,d and Yg,n,dw , which preserve the twisting class, we conclude that

〈aw, bw, cw〉tw0,3,dw = 〈a, b, c〉tw0,3,d,

this means a ◦ b is W -invariant, so applying spQ is possible.

For t ∈ K∗(X), with a lift t̃ ∈ K∗(Y ), we have:

((φ(a◦Y b), t)) = lim
λ→1

((spQ(a◦Y b), t)) = lim
λ→1

1

|W |
νQ(((a◦Y b, t̃))

tw) = lim
λ→1

∑

d 7→d,d∈H2(X)

Qd〈a, b, t̃〉tw0,3,d′ = ((φ(a)◦Xφ(b), t))

Thus φ(a◦Y b) = φ(a)◦X φ(b). surjectivity of φ is obvious. Since sp is a map of Q-modules (if we interpret
Q as the Novikov variables of X//T ), the kernel of sp is the ideal generated by the kernel of sp on K∗(X),
which is generated by Eu(VM ) and kernel of sp on the Novikov variables.

Theorem 7.8. Conjecture 7.3 implies Conjecture 7.4 for n = 1

Proof. The correspondence for descendent invariants is equivalent to the following statement for all t ∈
K∗(X):

〈
t

1− q
〉0,1,d =

1

|W |

∑

d′ 7→d

〈
t̃

1− q
〉tw0,1,d′

The left hand side is (JX , t), the right-hand side is limy→1spQ(J
tw
Y , t̃), these are equal by the hypothesis,

and the classical abelian/non-abelian correspondence.

Theorem 7.9. If K∗(X) and K∗(Y ) are generated by line bundles, then Conjecture Conjecture 7.3 implies
Conjecture Conjecture 7.4 for all values of n.
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Proof. This is a consequence of the twisted reconstruction theorem. We induct on n, d and the degree of any
line bundles appearing in the inputs, as well as the degree of descendants.

Beginning with
∑

d′ 7→d〈ã1, . . . 〉0,n,d we can use the reconstruction relations to reduce the degrees of the
inputs, n, and d, and apply the induction hypothesis.

The nontrivial thing to check is applying the 3rd relation and using the splitting axiom. What we need
to prove is that (assuming the induction hypothesis):

〈a1, . . . , 〉
Φ
0,n,d =

∑

d′ 7→d

〈ã1, . . . , 〉
tw,Φ
0,n,d′

Where Φ is the contraction map appearing in the proof of the splitting axiom.

∑

d′ 7→d,n1+n2=n,d1+d2=d′

∑

i,j

〈ã1, . . . , φi〉0,n1+1,d1g
ij〈φj , ãn1+1, . . . 〉0,n2+1,d2

Similarly, the left hand side is:

∑

i,j,d1+d2=d,n1+n2=n

〈a1, . . . , an1 , φi〉0,n1+1,d1g
ij〈a1, . . . , an1 , φj〉0,n2+1,d2 .

First we note that if d1+d2 = d′, then sp(d1)+sp(d2) = d, hence for any w1, w2 ∈ W , sp(dw1
1 )+sp(dw2

2 ) =
d. So we can rewrite the right hand side as:

∑

n1+n2=n,d1+d2=d

∑

i,j

(
∑

d′
1 7→d1

〈ã1, . . . , φi〉0,n1+1,d′
1
)gij(

∑

d′
2 7→d2

〈φj , ãn1+1, . . . 〉0,n2+1,d′
2
)

We can write the LHS as T1(
∑

gijφi ⊗ φj)), where

T1 =
∑

d1+d2=d,n1+n2=n

〈a1, . . . , ·〉0,n1+1,d1 ⊗ 〈·, an1+1, . . . 〉0,n2+1,d2 .

Similarly we can write the left hand side as T2(
∑

i,j g
ij,twψi ⊗ ψj), where T2 is the tensor

T2 :=
1

|W |

∑

n1+n2=n,d1+d2=d

(
∑

d′
1 7→d1

〈a1, . . . , ·〉0,n1+1,d′
1
)⊗ (

∑

d′
2 7→d2

〈·, an1+1, . . . 〉0,n2+1,d′
2
)

The induction hypothesis allows us to relate the tensors T1 and T2, as linear functions onK
∗(X)⊗K∗(X)

and (K∗(Y )⊗K∗(Y ))W respectively. Applying it yields:

sp∗T1 =
1

|W |
lim
λ→1

T2

The class
∑

i,j g
ij,twψi ⊗ ψj is the Poincare dual to the diagonal in X ×X . The class

∑

i,j g
ij,twψi ⊗ ψj

is the twisted Poincare dual to the diagonal in Y × Y .

Since sp identifies the structure sheaves of the diagonals of X and Y , we have: limλto1 PD
tw(∆Y ) =

1
|W |sp

∗PD(∆X). The factor 1
|W | comes from the difference between the Poincare pairings. Thus the two

quantities are equal, as desired.

Remark. The conditions fails for X a Grassmanian or flag variety, but we remedy this in the following way:
We work equivariantly with respect to the usual torus action, then after localizating at the ideal generated
by 1− Λi, K

∗(X) is generated by line bundles, and the argument above goes through.
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7.1 Twistings

A G representation E induces a vector bundles EX and EY on X and Y respectively. Their classes in
K-theory are related by the classical abelian/non-abelian correspondence.

One can make the exact same conjectures relating invariants of X twisted by C(EX) to twisted invariants
of Y , further twisted by C(EY ), and the same equivalences hold.

Theorem 7.10. Theorems 7.8 and 7.9 also apply in the setting of twisted invariants.

There is also a direct relationship between the conjecture for Lagrangian cones and twisted Lagragangian
cones.

Theorem 7.11. For any choice of C,E, Conjecture 7.2 and Conjecture 7.1 for untwisted invariants imply
Conjecture 7.2, Conjecture 7.1 for twisted invariants.

This is a consequence of Givental’s Quantum Adams-Riemann-Roch theorem, which relates the La-
grangian cones of the twisted theory to the untwisted theory via a symplectomorphism ∆. It applies in
both the ordinary and Sn-invariant settings. Let ∆X ,∆Y be the maps coming from the twistings on X,Y ,
respectively. We observe that spQ(∆Y ) = ∆X , thus proving the theorem. (The same result for cohomology
is theorem in [4]).

8 Summary: Toolkit for Computing Quantum K-rings

In view of the results of the previous sections, we have the following “toolkit” for calculating relations in
small quantum K-rings (twisted or not).

1. Interpret the ring as a twisted quantum K-ring of a simpler space if possible. (i.e. move from X//G to
X//T , or consider the Gromov-Witten invariants of a complete intersection as twisted Gromov-Witten
invariants of the ambient space).

2. Determine the small J-function of the theory. (In many cases, this is doable by using Givental’s
quantum Riemann-Roch theorem to get some value of J sym, if it is the value at t = 0 we are done.)

3. Find a bound for the q− degrees of each term in J

4. Find difference equations annihilating J

5. Convert these into relations, using the degree bound and quantum triviality theorem (if possible) to
simplify functions of Ai,com|t=0.

9 Applications

9.1 Level Structures of Projective Space

We first consider X = PN with the level structure twisting determined by the bundle P := O(−1) and the
integer ℓ. The small J-function of this theory, for −1 < ℓ ≤ N + 1, was calculated by Givental-Yan in [8]
and is equal to:

Jℓ := (1 − q)
∑

d

Qd P ℓq(
d

2)
∏

i

∏d
j=1(1− Pqj/Λi)

Now, we can find
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Proposition 9.1. J̃ℓ satisfies the following difference equation:

∏

i

(1− Λ−1
i qQ∂Q)J̃ℓ = QqℓQ∂QJℓ

1,N+1

Proof.
∏

i

(1 − Λ−1
i qQ∂Q)P

ln(Q)
ln(q) Jℓ

1,N+1 = (1− q)
∏

i

(1 − qdP/Λi)P
ln(Q)
ln(q)

∑

d≥0

QdP ℓdqℓ(
d

2)
∏

i

∏d
m=1(1 − qmP/Λi)

=(1 − q)P
ln(Q)
ln(q)

∑

d≥1

QdP ℓdqℓ(
d
2)

∏

i

∏d−1
m=1(1− qmP/Λi)

= (1− q)P
ln(Q)
ln(q)

∑

d≥1

qℓ(d−1)P ℓd QdP ℓ(d−1)qℓ(
d−1
2 )

∏

i

∏d−1
m=1(1− qmP/Λi)

=(1 − q)QqℓQ∂QP
ln(Q)
ln(q)

∑

d≥1

Qd−1P ℓ(d−1)qℓ(
d−1
2 )

∏

i

∏d−1
m=1(1− qmP/Λi)

= QqℓQ∂Q J̃1,N+1

(9.1)

Writing Jℓ as (1 − q)
∑

QdJd, we have that deg(Jd) = ℓ
(

d
2

)

− (N + 1)
(

d+1
2

)

, this is always strictly less
than −d, so by the quantum triviality theorem Acom|t=0 = P . So we can conclude:

Corollary 9.2. The quantum K-ring with level structure of PN with respect to the bundle P and the level
ℓ s determined by the relation:

∏

i

(1− P/Λi) = QP ℓ (9.2)

Remark. The physical derivation of the quantum K-ring of projective space, done in e.g. [11], relies on
a specific choice of parameters called the Chern-Simons levels. Ordinary quantum K-theory comes from
choosing the parameter k̃1 (in the notation of [11]) to be −N+1

2 . The prediction corresponding to k̃1 = ℓ−N+1
2

are exactly the relations we have computed here for level ℓ.

9.2 Complete Intersections in Projective Space

If P = O(1), the J-function of PN is:

∑

d≥0

Qd

∏d
m=1(1 − Pqm)N+1

Given some complete intersection Y of hypersurfaces of degree ℓ1, . . . , ℓr, we can apply Givental’s quantum
Lefschetz to get that that the following function IY is a value of the J-function for invariants twisted by the
Euler class of

⊕

O(ℓi):

IY :
∑

d≥0

Qd

∏d
m=1(1− Pqm)N+1

∏

i

∏

0≤b≤ℓid

(1 − λP ℓiqb)

IY has no poles at q = 0, and IY = (1 − q)
∑

dQ
dId, with deg(Id) =

∑

i

(

ℓid
2

)

− (N + 1)
(

d+1
2

)

.

Proposition 9.3. If
∑

i ℓ
2
i ≤ N + 1, then IY is the small J-function of this twisted theory, i.e. it is the

pushforward to X of JY , furthermore all Q 6=0 terms of PqQ∂Q IY
1−q vanish at q = ∞.

Proof. First we note that IY has no poles at q = 0, and if we write IY = (1−q)
∑

dQ
dId, then the remaining

two conditions are both checked by bounds on deg(Id) = sumi

(

ℓid
2

)

− (N + 1)
(

d+1
2

)

. We want to check that
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deg(Id) < −1 so IY is the small J-function, and that deg(Id) < −d so the required terms vanish at infinity.
We have:

deg(Id) =
d

2

(

d(
∑

i

ℓ2i − (N + 1)) +
∑

i

ℓi − (N + 1)
)

Our desired result is equivalent to the inequality

d(
∑

i

ℓ2i − (N + 1)) +
∑

i

ℓi − (N + 1) < −2 (9.3)

By hypothesis,
∑

i ℓ
2
i ≤ N + 1, it is sufficient to check it for d = 1, i.e. to show:

∑

i

(

ℓ2i − (N + 1)
)

+
(

∑

i

ℓi − (N + 1)) < −2 (9.4)

Equivalently:

∑

i

2ℓ2i +
∑

i

(ℓi − ℓ2i ) < 2N (9.5)

However we observe that unless at most one ℓi = 2, and all the others are equal to 1, we have:

∑

i

(ℓi − ℓ2i ) < −2 (9.6)

Thus when (9.6) is true:

∑

i

2ℓ2i +
∑

i

(ℓi − ℓ2i ) ≤ 2N + 2−
∑

i

(ℓi − ℓ2i ) < 2N (9.7)

In those exceptional cases, we can check by hand that (9.5) is satisfied, noting that r < N , so it is
impossible to have both

∑

i ℓ
2
i − (N + 1) and

∑

i ℓi − (N + 1) lie in the set {0,−1}.

Theorem 9.4. If
∑

i ℓ
2
i ≤ N + 1, then the restriction to Y of the following expression holds in QK∗(Y ):

(1− P )N+1−r =
∏

i

1− P ℓi

1− P
Q

Proof. We have the equation:

(1− PqQ∂Q)N+1IY =
∏

i

(1− λP ℓ
i q

ℓiQ∂Q)QIY (9.8)

After normalizing, this corresponds to the equation for ĨY (we omit this step in subsequent examples):

(1 − qQ∂Q)N+1ĨY =
∏

i

(1− λqℓiQ∂Q)QĨY (9.9)

Which gives us the relation in the twisted quantum K-theory of PN , since IY is the small J-function of
this theory and Acom|t=0 = P by the quantum triviality theorem:

(1− P )N+1 =
∏

i

(1− λP ℓi)Q,

equivalently:
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(1− P )N+1−r =
∏

i

1− λP ℓi

1− P
Q

Taking non-equivariant limits and pulling back to QK∗(Y ) gives the relation:

(1− P )N+1−r =
∏

i

1− P ℓi

1− P
Q

Remark. In the case that r = 1, i.e. when Y is a hypersurface, these results are mathematical proofs of the
physical predictions made in section 5 of [10].

9.3 Quasimaps to T ∗PN

An alternative formulation of quantum K-theory has been developed using the quasimap compactifications
instead of the stable map ones. In particular, there have been many results relating relations in these
quasimap rings to integrable systems. The quasimap K-ring of T ∗PN is determined by the relation ([19]):

PN+1
~
(−N−1)/2

∏

i

(Λ−1
i )Q =

N+1
∏

i=1

1− P/Λi

1− ~P/Λi

An important question to ask is whether there is a relationship between the quasimap quantum ring and
some version of the stable map one. We will give a partial answer this for the case of T ∗

P
N−1.

The quasimap I-function that describes the invariants T ∗PN−1 has the following form:

ÎT =
∑

0≤d

Qd
N+1
∏

j=1

∏d−1
m=0 1− qmyX/Λj

∏d
m=0 1− qmX/Λj

It was shown in [18] that (1 − q)ÎT is the small J function for a particular set of twisted invariants of
PN−1. The twisting is the inverse Euler class of the tangent bundle, followed by the determinant of the
cotangent bundle. (Equivalently, it’s the stable map theory corresponding to T ∗PN with level structure
determined by T ∗PN and ℓ = 1).

Using the twisted version of the Iritani-Milanov-Tonita theorem, we can calculate the quantum K-ring
with respect to this twisting, and compare it to the quasimap relations.

Let IT =
∏

j 1 − y X
Λj
qQ∂Q ÎT . The action of this operator replaces the d − 1 in the product with a d. If

we denote the operator taking ÎT to IT by D, we have:

N+1
∏

j−1

1− X
Λj
qQ∂Q

1− y X
Λj
qQ∂Q

DĨT = QDĨT (9.10)

Since the q−degree of the Qdth term is at most −d, we have that the operator qQ∂Q gets converted into
multiplication by Pi via the quantum triviality theorem. This yields the relation (after dividing both sides
by D|q=1):

N+1
∏

j=1

(1−X/Λj) = Q

N+1
∏

j=1

(1− yX/Λj) (9.11)
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We can rewrite this as:

N+1
∏

j=1

(1−X/Λj)

1 − yX/Λj
= Q

We can multiply both sides by
∏

j Xy/Λj to get:

N+1
∏

j=1

(1−X/Λj)

Λj/yX − 1
= Q

∏

j

X

Λj
yN

Replacing y with ~−1, this is similar to what is obtained in the quasimap case, up to a factor of ~(N+1)/2.
We leave the explanation behind this discrepancy, and some more detailed comparisons between the quasimap
and stable map rings to a future work.

9.4 Grassmanians

We will use the ring-theoretic abelian/non-abelian correspondence to recover some relations for the case
X = Gr(k, n), the Grassmanian of k-planes in Cn.

Recall the Grassmanian can be written as the GIT quotient Hom(Ck,Cn)//GL(k). The corresponding
abelian quotient Y is a product of k copies of Pn−1s.

The classical abelian/non-abelian correspondence takes the following form in this case. K∗(Y ) ∼=
∏n

i=1
C[P ]∏

i
(1−Pi/Λi)

, where Pi is the tautological bundle of the ith projective space.

The ring map K∗(Y )W → K∗(Gr(k, n)) is given by sending symmetric functions of the Pi to the same
symmetric functions of the Chern roots of the tautological bundle V . We will thus abusively also write
V =

∑

i Pi.
Givental-Yan proved Conjecture 7.2 for Grassmanians, in particular they established the following:

Theorem 9.5. [8] The small J-function of the Grassmanian is equal to:

(1− q)
∑

d1,...,dn≤0

Q
∑

di

∏n
i=1

∏n
j=1

∏di

m=1(1 − qm Pi

Λj
)

∏

i6=j

∏di−dj

m=−∞(1− qm Pi

Pj
)

∏0
m=−∞(1− qm Pi

Pj
)

It is the image under spQ of J tw
Y , which is a value of the big Sn-equivariant J-function of the twisted

theory of Y ::

J tw
Y (q) := (1− q)

∑

d1,...,dn≤0

∏

iQ
di

i
∏n

i=1

∏n
j=1

∏di

m=1(1− qm Pi

Λj
)

∏

i6=j

∏di−dj

m=−∞(1− qmΛ0
Pi

Pj
)

∏0
m=−∞(1− qmΛ0

Pi

Pj
)

In fact, J tw
Y is actually the small J-function of this theory. To prove this, it is sufficient to show that its

projection to K+ is equal to 1 − q, so it corresponds to the input t = 0. This means the terms for d 6= 0
must be reduced rational functions, i.e. with no poles at q = 0,∞ and with negative q-degree outside the
Q0 term.

It is easy to see this since if we write J tw
Y as (1 − q)

∑

dQ
dJd, Jd can only have q−1 terms in the

denominator, so there are no poles at 0. In terms of degree, we have:

deg(Jd) =
∑

i,j

(

di − dj + 1

2

)

− n
∑

i

(

di + 1

2

)
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We can rewrite this as
∑

i

(

∑

j

(

di − dj + 1

2

)

− n

(

di + 1

2

)

)

Each term
∑

j

(

di−dj+1
2

)

− n
(

di+1
2

)

must be strictly negative unless di = 0 since N > k and
(

di−dj

2

)

<
(

di+1
2

)

. In fact we can say each term contributes degree at most k − n, hence deg(Jd) < −1.
Thus, we can apply Conjecture 7.5 in this case.
In fact, for the purpose of using the quantum triviality theorem, we will prove two stronger bounds on

deg(Jd)

Lemma 9.6.

• deg(Jd) < (k − n)max(di)

• deg(Jd) <
∑

i di

Proof. From before we have:

deg(Jd) =
∑

i

(

∑

j

(

di − dj + 1

2

)

− n

(

di + 1

2

)

)

Each summand is less than (k − n)max(di), which establishes both inequalities.

This gives us the following corollaries as a result of the quantum triviality theorem:

Corollary 9.7.

• Ai,com|t=0 = Pi

• Letting eℓ(P ) denote the ℓth symmetric polynomial applied to P1, . . . , Pk, the expression eℓ(P ) is equal
to its classical product, i.e. ∧ℓ(

⊕

i Pi).

• The same is true for hℓ(P ) with ℓ ≤ n − k, where hℓ denotes the complete homogenous symmetric
polynomial.

We can now find the relations in QKtw(Y ).

Theorem 9.8. The following relations are true in QKtw(Y ):

Fλ(Qi, Pi) = 0

Where

Fλ(x, t) := tken(Λ)
∏

j

(Pj − λt)

(t− λPj)
−
∏

a

(Λa − t)
∏

j

Pj

Proof. J tw
Y satisfies the following q−difference equations:

∏

j 6=i

(1− λqPjP
−1
i qQj∂Qj

−Qi∂Qi )
∏

a

(1 − Piq
Qi∂Qi /Λa)J = Qi

∏

j 6=i

(1 − λqPiP
−1
j qQi∂Qi

−Qj∂Qj )J

These translate to the relations (using the fact that Ai,com = Pi by the quantum triviality theorem):

∏

a

(1− Pi/Λa) = Qi

∏

j 6=i

1− λPi/Pj

1− λPj/Pi
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Since
1− λPi/Pj

1− λPj/Pi
=
Pi(Pj − λPi)

Pj(Pi − λPj)
,

the above relation is equivalent to:

∏

j

Pj(Pi − λPj)
∏

a

(1 − Pi/Λa) = P k
i Qi

∏

j

(Pj − λPi)

Multiplying by
∏

i Λi gives the desired result.

We have established that elements of QKtw(Y )W |Qi=Q have well-defined limits as λ approaches 1. Call
the ring thus obtained S, which maps to QK∗(X) via sp.

If we denote F as limλ→1 Fλ(Q, t), then symmetric combinations of F (Pi) = 0 become relations in S. As
before, we will denote the set of Pi collectively by P , with the notation that f(P ) = f(P1, . . . , Pk) for f any
symmetric function. Similarly, we will denote the equivariant parameters collectively by Λ.

Calculating the limit explicitly yields:

F =

n−k
∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓt[ek(P )eℓ(Λ) +Qen(Λ)eℓ−n+k(0)]

Remark. The equations F (Pi) = 0 are exactly the Bethe Ansatz equations obtained from physical models
of QK∗(X) in [11].

We will now use Vieta’s formulas to explicitly compute relations in S. The algebraic manipulations done
here are identical to those in [9] for the case of Grassmanians. However, in our situation, we can give each
relation a concrete mathematical meaning since we are working in QKtw(Y ). Denote the entire set of roots
of F by w, and denote the subset of these roots not in P by P̄ , as consequence:

eℓ(w) =

n−k
∑

i=0

eℓ−i(P )ei(P̄ ) (9.12)

Denote the tℓ coefficient of F by Fℓ, we have that:

Fn−ℓ = (−1)ℓ(ek(P )eℓ(Λ)

Thus, applying Vieta’s formula to F gives:

eℓ(w) = (−1)ℓ
ek(P )eℓ(T )

ek(P )
(9.13)

Combining the (9.12) and (9.13) gives:

eℓ(w) = eℓ(T ) +Qeℓ(P̄ )eℓ−n+k(0) (9.14)

Using (9.14) to replace eℓ(w) gives us:

eℓ(T ) +Qeℓ(P̄ )eℓ−n+k(0) =

n−k
∑

i=0

eℓ−i(P )ei(P̄ ) (9.15)

We would like to use (9.15) to solve for eℓ(P̄ ), to do this, first note that (9.15) is the yℓ term in the
equation:
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(
k

∑

i=1

yiei(P ))(
k

∑

j=1

yjej(P̄ )) =
n
∑

s=0

yses(Λ) +Qen−ken−k(Λ) (9.16)

Since the inverse of the series
∑

yiei(S) is
∑

(−1)iyihi(S), where hi are the total homogenous symmetric
polynomials, we can rewrite (9.16) as:

(

k
∑

j=1

yjej(P̄ )) = ((

∞
∑

i=1

(−yi)hi(P )))(

n
∑

s=0

yses(Λ) +Qen−ken−k(Λ)) (9.17)

Extracting the degree ℓ part yields:

eℓ(P̄ ) =
n−k
∑

i=0

(−1)ieℓ−i(Λ)hi(P ) +Qen−k(X̄)eℓ−n+k(0) (9.18)

Now, having established these relations, we can specialize them into QK∗(X), noting that eℓ(Pi) and
hℓ(Pi) can be interpreted as their classical products. Since specialization sends Pi to the ith Chern root of
the tautological bundle S, we have the following:

sp(eℓ(P̄ )) =

{

∧ℓ(Cn/S) ℓ < n− k
1

1−Q ∧ℓ (Cn/S) ℓ = n− k
(9.19)

sp(eℓ(P )) = ∧ℓS (9.20)

Thus specializing the relation (9.15) yields:

n−k
∑

r=0

∧ℓ−rS ×Q ∧r(Cn/S) = ∧ℓ
C

n −
q

1− q
det(Cn/S) ×Q

(

∧ℓ−n+kS − Oδℓ,n−k

)

. (9.21)

Adding factors of y, this yields the Whitney relations:

Λy(S)×Q Λy(C
n/S) = Λy(C

n) − yn−k q

1− q
det(Cn/S)×Q (Λy(S) − 1) . (9.22)

These are deformations of the usual Whitney relations, which generateK∗(X), hence this is a presentation
for QK∗(X).

25



References

[1] David Anderson, Linda Chen, and Hsian-Hua Tseng. On the finiteness of quantum k-theory of a
homogeneous space. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2022(2):1313–1349, 2022.
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