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MIRROR SYMMETRIC GAMMA CONJECTURE FOR TORIC

GIT QUOTIENTS VIA FOURIER TRANSFORM

KONSTANTIN ALESHKIN, BOHAN FANG, AND JUNXIAO WANG

Abstract. Let X = [(Cr ∖ Z)/G] be a toric Fano orbifold. We compute the

Fourier transform of the G-equivariant quantum cohomology central charge of

any G-equivariant line bundle on Cr with respect to certain choice of parame-

ters. This gives the quantum cohomology central charge of the corresponding

line bundle on X , while in the oscillatory integral expression it becomes the

oscillatory integral in the mirror Landau-Ginzburg mirror of X . Moving these

parameters to real numbers simultaneously deforms the integration cycle to

the mirror Lagrangian cycle of that line bundle. This computation produces

a new proof the mirror symmetric Gamma conjecture for X .

1. Introduction

Mirror symmetry relates Gromov-Witten invariants to more classical objects
such as period integrals. For an n-dimensional toric Fano orbifold X , its mirror is a
Landau-Ginzburg model WX ∶ (C∗)n → C, where the superpotential WX is a Lau-
rent polynomial. The following oscillatory integral gives the quantum cohomology
central charge [Iri09] of the a coherent sheaf L on X

∫
F
e−

W
z Ω = zn(c̃h(L)Γ̃(TX), IX )H. (1.1)

Here Ω is the standard Calabi-Yau form on the algebraic torus (C∗)n, and the
right side is the pairing in the Givental symplectic space. The I-function IX is an
explicit hypergeometric function (see Definition 4.4), which under mirror symmetry
encodes all genus 0 descendants Gromov-Witten invariants of X , i.e. equal to the
J-function. The class c̃h(L) is a modified Chern character. The Gamma class Γ̃(X)
is a modified version of the square root of the Todd class of X .

This result was proved by Iritani [Iri09] and later in [Fan20] the cycle F was
explicitly shown to be the SYZ mirror dual to L. The quantum cohomology central
charge of a coherent sheaf L is also defined by Gromov-Witten invariants

(c̃h(L)Γ̃(TX), IX )H = ⟪ c̃h(L)Γ̃(TX)
z(z + ψ) ⟫X0,1.

The symbol ⟪⟫X0,1 is the notation of genus-zero primary and descendant Gromov-
Witten potential with 1 marked point. A key feature here is that the Gamma class
Γ̃(TX) is needed to give correct integral structures mirror to the integral cycle F
[Hos06, Iri09, KKP08].

The toric orbifold X is given as a GIT quotient [Cr�ηG] with respect to certain

stability condition η where G ≅ (C∗)k ⊂ T̃ ≅ (C∗)r. The affine space Cr together
with the G-action has a “G-equivariant mirror” given by a G-equivariantly perturbed
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superpotential WC
r

G ∶ (C̃∗)r → C, explicitly given as the following

WC
r

G =X1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +Xr −w1 logX1 −wr logXr.

Here wi = wi(λ1, . . . , λk) under the map H2

T̃
(point)→H2

G(point), where wi and λi
are bases.

In this paper, we directly compute the following oscillatory integral

∫
F
e−

WC
r

G
z Ω = c̃hG(L̃)Γ̃G(TCr). (1.2)

Here F = Rr + (2π√−1)(c1, . . . , cr) is the mirror Lagrangian cycle in (C̃∗)r ≅ Cr

dual to L̃ = Oχ ∈ KT̃(Cr), i.e. the structure sheaf O twisted by a character χ =(c1, . . . , cr) inH∗
T̃
(point). This equality is just the G-equivariant version of Equation

(1.1) for Cr.
We consider the inverse Mellin transform (a Fourier type transform)

k

∏
a=1
∫
ua∈1+

√
−1R

duae
−uata ⋅

applied to both sides of (1.2) where ua = λa/z and Imta are certain fixed numbers
such that the transform makes sense. The left side gives oscillatory integral on

F ∩ {H̃ = 0} where H̃ = 0 is a hypersurface in (C̃∗)r. This hypersurface is precisely
the mirror Landau-Ginzburg model of the toric GIT quotient X . While the inverse
Mellin transform of the right side just gives the quantum cohomology central charge
of sheaf L descending from L̃.

One can deform the complex parameters ta to real numbers, and must simul-

taneously deform F such that it still lives in Hn((C̃∗)r,ReWX ≫ 0). When all
ta are real, the deformed F is precisely the SYZ mirror skeleton in the sense of
coherent-constructible correspondence [FLTZ11]. Thus this computation gives a
quick proof the mirror symmetric Gamma conjecture Equation (1.1) (Theorem 4.5
and 5.5), without resorting to partial differential equations (GKZ systems).

Remark. The relationship between the equivariant quantum cohomology of U and
the quantum cohomology of U �G by Fourier transforming the equivariant param-
eters to Kähler parameters was conjectured by Teleman [Tel14]. Iritani proves an
S1-version of this conjecture in the study of quantum cohomology for blow-ups
[Iri23a]. Essentially Proposition 4.3 is a toric version of this conjecture, implied by
Givental and Lian-Liu-Yau’s mirror theorems. The use of inverse Mellin transform
was briefly discussed in [Iri23b, Section 8].

1.1. Outline. We fix the notion of toric orbifolds in Section 2, and recall the defini-
tion of the Landau-Ginzburg mirror of a toric Fano orbifold in Section 3. In Section
4 we compute the oscillatory integrals by inverse Mellin transforms. In Section 5
we study the behavior of the mirror integration cycle when complex parameters
move to real numbers, and compare it with the mirror SYZ cycle.

1.2. Acknowledgement. The second author would like to thank Chiu-ChuMelissa
Liu, Song Yu and Zhengyu Zong for valuable discussion. The third author wants
to thank Nai-Chung Conan Leung and Hiroshi Iritani for helpful discussion and
comments. BF and JW are supported in part by National Key R&D Program of
China 2023YFA1009803 and NSFC 12125101.
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2. Toric notion

In this section, we follow the definitions in [Iri09, Section 3.1], with slightly
different notation. We work over C.

2.1. Definition. Let N ≅ Zn be a finitely generated free abelian group, and let
NR = N ⊗Z R. We consider complete toric orbifolds which have trivial generic
stabilizers. A toric orbifold is given by the following data:

● vectors b1, . . . , br′ ∈ N . We require the subgroup ⊕r
′

i=1Zbi is of finite index
in N .
● a complete simplicial fan Σ in NR such that the set of 1-cones is

{ρ1, . . . , ρr′},
where ρi = R≥0bi, i = 1, . . . , r′.

The datum Σ = (Σ, (b1, . . . , br′)) is the stacky fan [BCS05]. We choose additional
vectors br′+1, . . . , br such that b1, . . . , br generate N . There is a surjective group
homomorphism

φ ∶ Ñ ∶= ⊕ri=1Zb̃i Ð→ N,

b̃i ↦ bi.

Define L ∶= Ker(φ) ≅ Zk, where k ∶= r − n. Then we have the following short exact
sequence of finitely generated free abelian groups:

0→ L
ψÐ→ Ñ

φÐ→ N → 0. (2.1)

Applying −⊗ZC
∗ and Hom(−,Z) to (2.1), we obtain two exact sequences of abelian

groups:

1→ G→ T̃→ T→ 1, (2.2)

0→M
φ∨→ M̃

ψ∨→ L∨ → 0, (2.3)

where

T = N ⊗Z C
∗ ≅ (C∗)n, T̃ = Ñ ⊗Z C

∗ ≅ (C∗)r, G = L⊗Z C
∗ ≅ (C∗)k,

M = Hom(N,Z) = Hom(T,C∗), M̃ = Hom(Ñ ,Z) = Hom(T̃,C∗),
L∨ = Hom(L,Z) = Hom(G,C∗).

The action of T̃ on itself extends to a T̃-action on Cr = SpecC[Z1, . . . , Zr]. The
group G acts on Cr via the group homomorphism G→ T̃ in (2.2).

Define the set of “anti-cones”

A = {I ⊂ {1, . . . , r} ∶∑
i∉I

R≥0bi is a cone of Σ}.
Given I ∈ A, let CI be the subvariety of Cr defined by the ideal in C[Z1, . . . , Zr]
generated by {Zi ∣ i ∉ I}. Define the toric orbifold X as the stack quotient

X ∶= [UA/G],
where

UA ∶= Cr/ ⋃
I∉A

CI .
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X contains the torus T ∶= T̃/G as a dense open subset, and the T̃-action on UA
descends to a T-action on X . Let {DT

i } be the basis of M̃ dual to {̃bi}, and
Di = ψ∨(DT

i ).
Equivalently, one may start with a rank k algebraic torus G, with a choice of

D1, . . . ,Dr ∈ L∨ where L = Hom(C∗,G) such that ∑ri=1 RDi = L∨⊗R, and a stability
vector η ∈ L∨ ⊗R. The set of anticones are given by I = {I ⊂ [r] ∶ η ∈ ∑i∈I R>0Di}.
The toric quotient X is the stacky GIT quotient w.r.t. this stability vector, i.e.,
X = [Cr �η G].
2.2. Line bundles and divisors on X . Let D̃i be the T̃-divisor in Cr defined by
Zi = 0. Then D̃i ∩UA descends to a T-divisor Di in X . We have

M̃ ≅ PicT̃(Cr) ≅H2

T̃
(Cr;Z),

where the second isomorphism is given by the T̃-equivariant first Chern class (c1)T̃.
Define1

wi = −(c1)T̃(OCr(D̃i)) ∈H2

T̃
(Cr;Z) ≅H2

T([Cr/G];Z) ≅ M̃,

D̄T
i = (c1)T(OX (Di)), D̄T̃

i = (c1)T̃(OX (Di)).
Then {−w1, . . . ,−wr} is a Z-basis of H2

T̃
(Cr;Z) ≅ M̃ dual to the Z-basis {̃b1, . . . , b̃r}

of Ñ . Notice that D̄T
i = 0 for i = r′ + 1, . . . , r. We have

PicT(X ) ≅H2
T(X ;Z) ≅ M̃/⊕ri=r′+1 Zwi,

H2
T(X ;Z) = r′

⊕
i=1

ZD̄T
i ≅ Zr

′
.

We also have group isomorphisms

L∨ ≅ PicG(Cr) ≅H2
G(Cr;Z),

where the second isomorphism is given by the G-equivariant first Chern class (c1)G.
Notice that a character χ ∈ L∨ defines a line bundle on X

Lχ = {(z, t) ∈ UA ×C/(z, t) ∼ (g ⋅ z,χ(g) ⋅ t), g ∈ G},
where G acts on UA as a subgroup of T̃. There is a canonical T̃-action on Lχ which
acts diagonally on Cr and trivially on the fiber. Define

Di = (c1)G(OCr(D̃i)) ∈H2
G(Cr;Z) ≅ L∨,

D̄i = c1(OX (Di)) ∈H2(X ;Z).
We have

Pic(X ) ≅H2(X ;Z) ≅ L∨/⊕ri=r′+1 ZDi.

The map

ψ̄∨ ∶ PicT(X ) ≅H2
T(X ;Z) → Pic(X ) ≅H2(X ;Z)

is induced from ψ∨ ∶ Pic
T̃
(Cr;Z) ≅ M̃ → PicG(Cr;Z) ≅ L∨ and satisfies

ψ̄∨(D̄T
i ) = D̄i i = 1, . . . , r′.

1The minus sign in the definition of wi is a convention for the purpose of matching the B-model

oscillatory integrals.
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2.3. Torus invariant subvarieties and their generic stabilizers. Let Σ(d) be
the set of d-dimensional cones. For each σ ∈ Σ(d), define

Iσ = {i ∈ {1, . . . , r} ∣ ρi /⊂ σ} ∈ A, I ′σ = {1, . . . , r} ∖ Iσ.
Let Ṽ (σ) ⊂ UA be the closed subvariety defined by the ideal of C[Z1, . . . , Zr] gen-
erated by

{Zi = 0 ∣ ρi ⊂ σ} = {Zi = 0 ∣ i ∈ I ′σ}.
Then V(σ) ∶= [Ṽ (σ)/G] is an (n − d)-dimensional T-invariant closed subvariety of
X = [UA/G].

Let

Gσ ∶= {g ∈ G ∣ g ⋅ z = z for all z ∈ Ṽ (σ)}.
Then Gσ is the generic stabilizer of V(σ). It is a finite subgroup of G. If τ ⊂ σ then
Iσ ⊂ Iτ , so Gτ ⊂ Gσ. There are two special cases. If σ ∈ Σ(n) where n = dimCX ,
then pσ ∶= V(σ) is a T fixed point in X , and pσ = BGσ. If σ = ρi ∈ Σ(1) then
V(σ) = Di.
2.4. The extended nef cone and the extended Mori cone. In this paragraph,
F = Q, R, or C. Given a finitely generated free abelian group Λ ≅ Zm, define
ΛF = Λ ⊗Z F ≅ Fm. We have the following short exact sequences of vector spaces
(⊗ZF with Equation (2.1) and (2.3)):

0→ LF → ÑF → NF → 0,

0→MF → M̃F → L∨F → 0.

Given a maximal cone σ ∈ Σ(n), we define

K∨σ ∶= ⊕
i∈Iσ

ZDi.

Then K∨σ is a sublattice of L∨ of finite index. We define the extended nef cone ÑefX
as below

Ñefσ = ∑
i∈Iσ

R≥0Di, ÑefX ∶= ⋂
σ∈Σ(n)

Ñefσ.

The extended σ-Kähler cone C̃σ is defined to be the interior of Ñefσ; the extended
Kähler cone of X , C̃X , is defined to be the interior of the extended nef cone ÑefX .

Let Kσ be the dual lattice of K∨σ; it can be viewed as an additive subgroup of
LQ:

Kσ = {β ∈ LQ ∣ ⟨D,β⟩ ∈ Z ∀D ∈ K∨σ},
where ⟨−,−⟩ is the natural pairing between L∨Q and LQ. We have Kσ/L ≅ Gσ. Define

K ∶= ⋃
σ∈Σ(n)

Kσ.

Then K is a subset of LQ, and L ⊂ K.

We define the extended Mori cone ÑEX ⊂ LR to be

ÑEX ∶= ⋃
σ∈Σ(n)

ÑEσ, ÑEσ = {β ∈ LR ∣ ⟨D,β⟩ ≥ 0 ∀D ∈ Ñefσ}.
Finally, we define extended curve classes

Keff,σ ∶= Kσ ∩ ÑEσ, Keff ∶= K ∩ ÑE(X ) = ⋃
σ∈Σ(n)

Keff,σ.
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From now on, we make the following Fano assumption. Then the equivariant
mirror theorem in [CCIT15, CCFK15] has an explicit mirror map.

Assumption 2.1 (positive (Fano) condition). From now on, we assume that (1)
the coarse moduli toric variety is Fano and (2) we may choose br′+1, . . . , br such

that ρ̂ ∶=D1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +Dr is contained in the closure of the extended Kähler cone C̃X .

2.5. The inertia stack and the Chen-Ruan cohomology. Given σ ∈ Σ, define
Box(σ) ∶= {v ∈ N ∶ v = ∑

i∈I′σ

cibi, 0 ≤ ci < 1}.
If τ ⊂ σ then I ′τ ⊂ I ′σ, so Box(τ) ⊂ Box(σ).

Given a real number x, let ⌊x⌋ be the greatest integer less than or equal to x,⌈x⌉ be the least integer greater than or equal to x, and then {x} = x − ⌊x⌋ is the
fractional part of x. Define v ∶ Kσ →N by

v(β) = r

∑
i=1

⌈⟨Di, β⟩⌉bi = ∑
i∈I′σ

{−⟨Di, β⟩}bi, (2.4)

so v(β) ∈ Box(σ). Indeed, v induces a bijection Kσ/L = Gσ ≅ Box(σ).
For any τ ∈ Σ there exists σ ∈ Σ(n) such that τ ⊂ σ. The bijection Gσ → Box(σ)

restricts to a bijection Gτ → Box(τ). Define

Box(Σ) ∶= ⋃
σ∈Σ

Box(σ) = ⋃
σ∈Σ(n)

Box(σ).
There is a bijection K/L→ Box(Σ).

Given v ∈ Box(σ), where σ ∈ Σ(d), define ci(v) ∈ [0,1) ∩Q by

v = ∑
i∈I′σ

ci(v)bi.
Suppose that k ∈ Gσ corresponds to v ∈ Box(σ) under the bijection Gσ ≅ Box(σ),
then we have

χ−wi(k) = ⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
1, i ∈ Iσ,
e2π
√
−1ci(v), i ∈ I ′σ.

Define

age(k) = age(v) = ∑
i∉Iσ

ci(v).
Here −wi are basis in M̃ = Hom(T̃,C∗) dual to b̃1, . . . , b̃r (see Section 2.2). Here

−wi are elements in the character lattice of T̃, and χ−wi(k) are their values for some

k ∈ T̃.
Let IU = {(z, k) ∈ UA×G ∣ k ⋅z = z}, and let G acts on IU by h ⋅(z, k) = (h ⋅z, k).

The inertia stack IX of X is defined to be the quotient stack

IX ∶= [IU/G].
The inertial stack IX comes with a projection map pr ∶ IX → X . Note that(z = (Z1, . . . , Zr), k) ∈ IU if and only if

k ∈ ⋃
σ∈Σ

Gσ and Zi = 0 whenever χi(k) ≠ 1.
So

IU = ⋃
v∈Box(Σ)

Uv,



MIRROR SYMMETRIC GAMMA VIA FOURIER 7

where

Uv ∶= {(Z1, . . . , Zr) ∈ UA ∶ Zi = 0 if ci(v) ≠ 0}.
The connected components of IX are

{Xv ∶= [Uv/G] ∶ v ∈ Box(Σ)}.
We introduce the notation for the natural inclusion map ιv ∶ Xv ↪ X . The

involution IU → IU , (z, k) ↦ (z, k−1) induces involutions inv ∶ IX → IX and
inv ∶ Box(Σ) → Box(Σ) such that inv(Xv) = Xinv(v). Define the T-fixed point

pσ,v = pr−1(pσ) ∩Xv.
In the remainder of this subsection, we consider rational cohomology, and write

H∗(−) instead ofH∗(−;Q). The Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology, as a vector space,
is defined to be [Zas93, CR04]

H∗CR(X ) = ⊕
v∈Box(Σ)

H∗(Xv)[2age(v)].
Denote 1v to be the unit in H∗(Xv). Then 1v ∈ H2age(v)

CR
(X ). In particular, we

have

H0
CR(X ) = Q10.

We have the following isomorphisms given by first Chern classes:

c1 ∶ Pic(X ) ∼Ð→H2(X ;Z),
cT1 ∶ PicT(X ) ∼Ð→H2

T(X ;Z).
By Assumption 2.1, since X is proper, the orbifold Poincaré pairing on H∗CR(X )

is defined as

(α,β) ∶= ∫IX α ∪ inv∗(β), (2.5)

We also have an equivariant pairing on H∗CR,T(X ):
(α,β)T ∶= ∫IXT

α ∪ inv∗(β), (2.6)

where

∫IXT

∶H∗CR,T(X )→H∗T(point) =H∗(BT)
is the equivariant pushforward to a point. Here the dot (sometimes omitted) is
the cup product in H∗(IX ). The product in the Chen-Ruan cohomology [CR04]
(also see [Zas93] for many cases), does not explicitly appear in this paper except
for the following one particular case. Namely, let α ∈ H∗(X ) ⊂ H∗CR(X ) and
β ∈ H∗(Xv) ⊂H∗CR(X ). Then the Chen-Ruan product of α and β can be described
as α ⋅ β = ι∗v(α) ∪ β.

Consider Givental symplectic space H ∶= H∗CR(X ) ⊗C O(C∗), where the second
factor denotes holomorphic functions in the loop variable z. We denote an element
of H by α(z). The Poincaré pairings extend z-linearly to the symplectic space. The
latter is endowed with the skew-symmetric pairing:

(α(z), β(z))H ∶= (α(z), β(−z)),
and symplectic form Ω(α(z), β(z)) ∶= Resz=0(α(z), β(z))Hdz.

One can also consider the T̃-equivariant cohomology. The notion (, )
T̃
and ∫IX

T̃

are self-evident.
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2.6. Chern characters, Gamma classes and central charges. In this subsec-
tion X is a general smooth DM stack with a linear action of a complex reductive
group G.

2.6.1. Orbifold Chern characters and twisted Chern characters. Let KG(X) be the
Grothendieck group of (topological) vector bundles on X . We consider orbifold
equivariant Chern character

chG ∶ KG(X)→H∗CR,G(X )̂,
where H∗CR,G(X )̂ is the completion of H∗CR,G(X )̂ by the maximal homogeneous
ideal. By the splitting principle it is enough to define the Chern character for K-
classes of equivariant line bundles L. Let IX = ⊔v∈π0(IX)Xv and ιv ∶ Xv↪X be
the inclusion map.

chG(L) = ∑
v∈π0(IX)

e2π
√
−1agev(L)ec

G
1
(ι∗vL)1v, (2.7)

where agev(L) is a unique rational number in [0,1) such that the stabilizer of Xv

acts in each fiber of ι∗vL by e2π
√
−1agev(L).

In this paper we define the twisted Chern character as follows.

Definition 2.2.

c̃hG(L) = ∑
v∈π0(IX)

(c̃hG)v(L)1v = ∑
v∈π0(IX)

e2π
√
−1agev(L)e−

2π
√
−1

z
c
G
1
(L)1v.

2.6.2. Gamma classes and central charges. Following Iritani, we define the orbifold
Gamma class as a multiplicative characteristic class

Γ̂G ∶ KG(X)→H∗CR,G(X )̂,
such that for a G-equivariant line bundle L on X we have:

Γ̂G(L) = ⊕
v∈π0(IX)

Γ̂(1 − agev(L) + cG1 (L)).
Correspondingly, we define the z-twisted Gamma class by

Γ̃G(L) = ⊕
v∈π0(IX)

z−agev(L)zc
G
1
(L)/zΓ(1 − agev(L) + cG1 (L)/z). (2.8)

When G is trivial (in the non-equivariant setting), we drop the letter G and denote

these classes as c̃h, Γ̂ and Γ̃.
Let I(z) ∶ C∗ → H∗CR,G(X) be an analytic function of variable z with values

in the orbifold cohomology. A central charge associated to I(z) of F ∈ KG(X) is
defined to be

Z
X,G
A (F ; I) ∶= zdimX

(2π√−1)dimX
(Γ̃G(TX)c̃hG(F), I(z))H. (2.9)

Remark. In the case where I(z) = L∗(τ,−z) = J(τ, z) is the Givental J-function in
the notation of [Iri09], the central charge defined above corresponds to the central
charge of [Iri09].
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3. Mirror Landau-Ginzburg model

In this section, we define a Landau-Ginzburg model for the mirror of X . For
any algebraic torus H , we denote MH = Hom(H,C∗), so L∨ = MG, M = MT and

M̃ =M T̃.
Apply the exact functor Hom(−,C∗) to the short exact sequence (2.1) and we

get

1→ Hom(N,C∗) =MC∗ → (C∗)r = M̃C∗
pÐ→M= Hom(L,C∗)→ 1.

We see that Yq = p−1(q) ≅ (C∗)k is a subtorus in M̃C∗ . We find integral basis

p1, . . . , pk ∈ L∨ ∩ ÑefX such that pk′+1, . . . , pk ∈∑ri=r′+1R≥0Di where k
′ = k− (r− r′).

As discussed in [Iri09, p1037], this choice is always possible. Define the charge
vectors

l(a) = (l(a)1 , . . . , l(a)r ) ∈ Zr, ψ(ea) = r

∑
i=1

l
(a)
i b̃i.

with {ea} being the basis of L dual to {pa}. So
Di = ψ∨(DT

i ) =
k

∑
a=1

l
(a)
i pa, i = 1, . . . , r.

Therefore, Yq could be written as the equations

Yq = {(X1, . . . ,Xr) ∈ (C∗)r∣Ha ∶=
r

∏
i=1

X
l
(a)
i

i = qa, a = 1, . . . , k},
where q = (q1, . . . , qk) are coordinates onM, as complex parameters. We have a flat

family of algebraic torus Y ⊂ (C∗)r ×M. For any β ∈ K, denote qβ = ∏ka=1 q⟨β,pa⟩a .
This notion may involve fractional powers as β ∈ K in which L is a sublattice.

Let M̃ =MG
C ≅ Ck be the universal cover ofM, and let Xi = exi, qi = eti . Denote

the family
Ỹ = Y ×M̃C∗×M (M̃C × M̃),

where Y ↪ M̃C∗×M, and the map M̃C×M̃→ M̃C∗×M is given by xi ↦ exi , ti ↦ eti .

The fiber Ỹt is given by

H̃a ∶=∑
i

l
(a)
i xi = ta.

There is a covering map p ∶ Ỹt → Yet .
For any sub-torusK of T̃, aK-equivariant framing is a choice of group morphism

f ∶MK → C. Since the embeddingK ↪ T̃ induces a linear map M̃C →MK
C , f induces

a linear map M̃C → C, and we still denote it by f.

Definition 3.1. The H2(X )-deformed superpotential on Yq is

WX (X) = r∑
i=1

Xi.

The K-equivariant superpotential on Ỹ is

W̃
X
K =W (ex) − f(x).

Example 3.2. A T̃-equivariant framing is given by f(wi) = wi, and the T̃-equivariant
superpotential is

W̃
X
T̃ =X1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +Xr −w1x1 − ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ −wrxr

defined on Ỹ.
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Example 3.3. Let X = [Cr �η G] be a toric GIT quotient stack. Then

W̃
C

r

G =X1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +Xr −

k∑
a=1

λa

r∑
i=1

l
(a)
i xi (3.1)

on M̃C, while

WX =X1 + ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ +Xr

on Y.
Let

ΩM̃C∗
= dX1

X1

. . .
dXr

Xr

be the Calabi-Yau form on M̃C∗ . So its pullback to M̃C is ΩM̃C
= dx1 . . . dxr. We

define

ΩYq
= q1 . . . qkResH−q=0

ΩM̃C∗

H − q
,

ΩỸt
= ResH̃−t=0

ΩM̃C

H̃ − t
.

We have p∗ΩYq
= ΩỸt

.

For certain t ∈ M̃, a K-equivariant framing and a locally complete submanifold
F ⊂ Ỹt, we define the B-model equivariant quantum cohomology central charge

Z
X ,K
B (F ) = ∫

F
e−

W̃
X
K
z ΩỸt

.

for F . We allow this F to be a non-compact manifold as long as the integral
converges absolutely for Reλa > 0 and z > 0.

Similarly the B-model non-equivariant central charge is given by

ZXB (F ) = ∫
F
e−

WX
z ΩYq

for given q ∈ M and the locally complete submanifold F ⊂ Yq if the integral con-
verges absolutely for z > 0.

4. B-model oscillatory integral for toric GIT quotients

For a toric Fano orbifold X defined in Section 2, it is given as a GIT quotient
X = [Cr �η G]. The G-equivariant superpotential is given by Equation (3.1). We
use a G-equivariant framing f ∶ MG → C such that Re(λa) = Re(f(λa)) > 0. We
also require z > 0 in our computation.

For a real T̃-equivariant Picard element L̃ = O(∑ri=1 ciD̃i) ∈ PicT̃(M̃C)R ≅ M̃R,
the mirror Lagrangian cycle is

FL̃ =
r

⊕
i=1

(R + 2π√−1ci) .
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The B-model central charge is (noting the equivariant I-function is 1.)

Z
M̃C,G
B (FL̃) = ∫

FL̃
e−W

C
r

G /zΩM̃C
,

=
r∏
i=1

e−
2π
√
−1ci∑k

a=1 λal
(a)
i

z ∫
Xi>0

e−
Xi
z X

∑k
a=1 λal

(a)
i

z
−1

i dXi

=
r∏
i=1

e−
2π
√
−1ci∑k

a=1 λal
(a)
i

z ⋅

r∏
i=1

z
∑k
a=1 λal

(a)
i

z Γ
⎛
⎝
∑ka=1 λal(a)i

z

⎞
⎠ (4.1)

= zr
r∏
i=1

e−
2π
√
−1ci∑k

a=1 λal
(a)
i

z ⋅

r∏
i=1

z
∑k
a=1 λal

(a)
i

z

Γ(1 + ∑k
a=1 λal

(a)
i

z
)

∑ka=1 λal(a)i (4.2)

= zrc̃hG(L̃) Γ̃G(TCr)
eG(TCr) ∣λa=λa

= (2π√−1)rZC
r ,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
.

Let λa/z = ua. We require t = {ta} ∈ M̃R,L̃ ⊂ M̃ to be real compatible with L̃ if

Im(ta) = ha = 2π r∑
i=1

cil
(a)
i .

We recall the following facts about Fourier transform and delta function. Here
we denote

InvMu(f(u)) ∶= (2π√−1)−1 ∫ a+
√
−1R

a−
√
−1R

euxf(u)du,
where the real part of each pole of f(u) is less than some a. We also note that for
for x ∈ R

1

2π
√
−1
∫
√
−1R

−
√
−1R

euxdu = δ(x).
Furthermore let H be a holomorphic function in Cr (or (C∗)r), and H(F ) ⊂ R

∫
F∩{H=0}

f(X)ResH=0 Ω
H
= ∫

F
f(X)δ(H)Ω.

We compute the inverse Mellin transform

InvMu(ZM̃C,G
B

(FL̃))
=

k∏
a=1

(2π√−1)−1∫
1+
√
−1R

duae
−uataZ

M̃C,G
B (FL̃)

=
k∏
a=1

(2π√−1)−1∫
1+
√
−1R

duae
−uata ∫

FL̃
e−

X1+⋅⋅⋅+Xr
z exp( r∑

i=1

l
(a)
i xiua)ΩM̃C

=∫
FL̃

ΩM̃C
e−

X1+⋅⋅⋅+Xr
z

k∏
a=1

(2π√−1)−1∫
1+
√
−1R

exp(ua( r∑
i=1

l
(a)
i xi − ta))dua

=∫
FL̃

ΩM̃C
e−

X1+⋅⋅⋅+Xr
z

k∏
a=1

δ( r∑
i=1

l
(a)
i xi − ta)

=∫
FL̃∩⋂k

a=1{H̃a−ta=0}
e−

X1+⋅⋅⋅+Xr
z ResH̃a=ta

ΩM̃C

dH̃1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ dH̃k

=ZXB (FL̃ ∩
k

⋂
a=1

{H̃a = ta}).

(4.3)
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This is a holomorphic function defined on M̃R,L̃. Thus we have shown the following.

Proposition 4.1.

InvMu(ZM̃C,G
B (FL̃)) = ZXB (FL̃ ∩

k

⋂
a=1

{H̃a = ta}).
We also have an A-model counterpart of the last statement. The non-equivariant

small I-function of X is [Iri09]

IX (t, z) = e∑k
a=1 tapa/z ∑

β∈Keff

e∑
k
a=1 taβa

r∏
i=1

∏{c}={Di(β)}, c≤0(D̄i + cz)
∏{c}={Di(β)}, c≤Di(β)(D̄i + cz)1v(β) (4.4)

The A-model central charge in this paper is the central charge associated with
the I-function for any line bundle L ∈ Pic(X) as given by Equation (2.9)

ZXA (L) ∶= ZX ,G={1}A (L; IX ).
Lemma 4.2. Explicitly, the A-model central charge is

ZXA (L) = (2π√−1)−n ∑
v∈Box(Σ)

∑
β∈Keff

Di(β)=vi

zdimXv−k ∫Xv

e−∑a ta(pa/z−βa)z∑
r
i=1 D̄i/z−Di(β)×

× ∏
i,vi=0

D̄i

r∏
i=1

Γ(D̄i/z −Di(β)) c̃hv(L) (4.5)

Proof. It is convenient to rewrite the I-function using the shift property of gamma
functions Γ(x + 1) = xΓ(x):
IX (t, z) = e∑k

a=1 tapa/z ∑
β∈Keff

e∑
k
a=1 taβaz−∑iDi(β)+{−Di(β)} ∏

i,Di(β)∈Z

D̄i

z

r∏
i=1

Γ(D̄i/z + {Di(β)})
Γ(1 + D̄i/z +Di(β))1v(β)

(4.6)
where curly braces denote the fractional part of a real number. We also use the
reflection relation for gamma functions Γ(x)Γ(1−x) sin(πx) = π to restate the last
formula as

IX (t, z) = e∑k
a=1 tapa/z ∑

β∈Keff

e∑
k
a=1 taβaz−∑iDi(β)+{−Di(β)}×

× ∏
i,Di(β)∈Z

D̄i

z

r∏
i=1

(−1)1+Di(β)−{Di(β)} Γ(−D̄i/z −Di(β))
Γ(1 − {Di(β)} − D̄i/z)1v(β). (4.7)

We then compute IX (t,−z):
IX (t,−z) = e−∑k

a=1 tapa/z ∑
β∈Keff

e∑
k
a=1 taβaz−∑iDi(β)+{−Di(β)}×

× ∏
i,Di(β)∈Z

D̄i

z

r∏
i=1

Γ(D̄i/z −Di(β))
Γ(1 − {Di(β)} + D̄i/z)1v(β). (4.8)

We also compute

Γ̃(TX)c̃h(L) = ∑
v∈Box(Σ)

z−∑
r
i=1 vi

r∏
i=1

Γ(1 − vi + D̄i/z)c̃hv(L)1v.
Integrating the product of the two contributions above we get the claim. �
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Proposition 4.3. There exists a nonempty open region U ⊂ (L∨ ⊗ C) × C̃∗ such

that for (t, z) ∈ U and L̃ ∈ M̃ the inverse Mellin transform of ZC
r,G

A
(L̃)∣λa=λa

is
convergent and is equal to the non-equivariant central charge for X = [Cr �η G] up
to a normalization factor.

InvMu(ZC
r,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
) = (2π√−1)−kZXA (L) = zn

(2π√−1)r (c̃h(L)Γ̃(TX), IX (t, z))H.
where L is an image of L̃ under the map M̃ → L∨ →H2(X ;Z) = L∨/∑rj=r′+1 ZDj ..

Proof. This statement is a modification of the theorem [AL23][5.6] called Higgs-
Coulomb correspondence there. In order for the proof of the theorem to work, we
need to take care of convergence issues and z-dependence.

Lemma 4.4. The integral

InvMu(ZC
r,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
) = k∏

a=1

(2π√−1)−1 ∫
1+
√
−1R

duae
uataZ

C
r,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
(4.9)

is absolutely convergent if the following grade restriction rule is satisfied

∣ k∑
a=1

(Im(ta)−ha)νa∣ < π
2

r∑
i=1

∣Di(ν)∣, ∀ν ∈ L⊗C/{0}.
We note that the grade restriction rule is always satisfied if Im(ta) = ha.

Proof. This follows lemma [AL23][5.8] word by word. We used that z is real positive
and the fact that the Calabi-Yau condition from [AL23] does not play a role in this
statement. �

Let us explain how to modify the proof of the theorem [AL23][5.6] in our case.
The main difference of this paper is that the coarse moduli space X is assumed to
be Fano and proper and z-dependence in the central charges. The z-dependence
can be taken care of by doing the following coordinate change ua = λa/z, t̃a =
ta − log z∑ri=1 λal(a)i . After this coordinate change the equivariant central charge
becomes

InvMλ(ZC
r,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
)(t)

= zr

(2π√−1)r
k∏
a=1

(2π√−1)−1 ∫
1+
√
−1R

duae
(ta−

√
−1ha)ua

r∏
i=1

z∑
k
a=1 ual

(a)
i Γ( k∑

a=1

ual
(a)
i )

= zr

(2π√−1)r
k∏
a=1

(2π√−1)−1 ∫
1+
√
−1R

duae
(t̃a−

√
−1ha)ua

r∏
i=1

Γ( k∑
a=1

ual
(a)
i ) .

We see that the z-dependence completely factors out of the computation. We also
note that the integration contour choosen here satisfies the condition from the def-
inition [AL23][5.2] with αi = 0 by the choice of the basis.

The fact that ∑iDi ≠ 0 requires a little more careful analysis as it affects the
convergence statements used in the proof. The first affected statement is the propo-
sition [AL23][A.3] that regulates the convergence of the central charge ZXA (L′). The
second statement that needs modification is corollary [AL23][5.12] that uses conver-
gence proposition [AL23][A.5]. Essentially, Fano conditions makes the convergence
even better than in the Calabi-Yau case.
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Applying the non-equivariant limit of the modification of the theorem [AL23][5.6]
and the non-equivariant limit of the theorem [AL23][4.20], and restoring the z-
dependence we obtain the claimed formula:

InvMλ(ZC
r,G

A (L̃)∣λa=λa
)(t) = zn

(2π√−1)r (Γ̃(TX)c̃h(L), I(t, z))H (4.10)

in the non-empty common domain of convergence of the LHS and the RHS. The
prefactor comes from comparing the normalizations of the central charges.

�

Combining Proposition 4.3 and 4.1, we obtain the following.

Theorem 4.5. Let t ∈ M̃R,L̃, L̃ ∈ M̃ and L be the image of L̃ under M̃ → L∨ →
H2(X ;Z),

ZXA (L) = (2π√−1)−nZXB (FL̃ ∩
k⋂
a=1

{H̃a = ta}).
5. Local system of the mirror cycles

We list some facts from [Iri09, Section 3]:

● There is an open dense “good” partM○ ofM such that

R∨Z,q ∶=Hn(Yq;Re(WX )≫ 0;Z)
for q ∈M○form a local system R∨ of rank N [Iri09, Proposition 3.12].
● There exists an ǫ > 0 such that {0 < ∣q∣ < ǫ} ⊂M○ [Iri09, Lemma 3.8].

We denote R̃∨ → M̃○ be the pullback. For a locally complete submanifold F ∈ M̃C,
if it represents an [F ] ∈ Hn(Yq;Re(WX )≫ 0), then the integral the central charge
ZXB (F ) exists and depends on the class [F ] only.

Given a z > 0, there is a C-linear map ZXB ∶ R
∨
q → C. It extends to a multi-valued

holomorphic family of linear maps R∨q → C over q ∈ M. Or one can regard it as a

flat section of R̃.
In Section 4 we show that for L̃ = O(∑ri=1 ciD̃i) and t real compatible with L̃,

Z
X ,G
B (FL̃ ∩

k⋂
a=1

{H̃a = ta}) = ZXA (L)(t).
In this section, we generalize this to the points t not real compatible with L̃.

Following [Iri09, Section 3.1.2] we define a splitting of the following exact se-
quence for the extended Picard group over Q

0→
r⊕

i=r′+1

QDi → L∨Q →H2(X ,Q)→ 0. (5.1)

For each j ∈ {r′ + 1, . . . , r}, suppose bj is contained in the cone generated by Ij ⊂{1, . . . , r′}, i.e., bj = ∑i∈Ij sjibi for some sji > 0. We choose D∨j ∈ L⊗Q such that

⟨Di,D
∨
j ⟩ =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩

1 i = j
−sji i ∈ Ij
0 i ∉ Ij ∪ {j}

Note that∑i∈Ij sji ≤ 1 due to Assumption 2.1. We then call L∨Q = (Ker(D∨r′+1, . . . ,D∨r ))⊕⊕ri=r′+1QDi the canonical splitting of (5.1), and ι ∶ Ker(D∨r′+1, . . . ,D∨r ) ≅H2(X ;Q)↪
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L∨Q is canonically identified as a subspace of L∨Q. This splitting induces a decompo-

sition M̃ = M̃Kähler × M̃orb andM=MKähler ×Morb, where

M̃ = L∨C,M̃Kähler = Ker(D∨r′+1, . . . ,D∨r ),M̃orb =
r⊕

i=r′+1

CDi.

We choose a splitting ℓ of the sequence (2.3) over Q

0Ð→MQ Ð→ M̃Q

ℓ←Ð→ L∨Q Ð→ 0.

Under the splitting L∨Q = Ker(D∨r′+1, . . . ,D∨r )⊕⊕ri=r′+1QDi and M̃Q =⊕r′i=1QDT
i ⊕⊕ri=r′+1QDT

i , we require

ℓ(Di) =DT
i , i = r′ + 1, . . . , r.

We write ℓ = ℓ1 ⊕ ℓ2 ∶ L∨Q = Ker(D∨r′+1, . . . ,D∨r )⊕⊕ri=r′+1QDi → M̃Q. In coordinates
we denote

pa =
r∑
i=1

ℓiaDi.

Given an equivariant line bundle L♯ = O(∑r′i=1 ciDi), it corresponds to a non-

equivariant line bundle L = ∑k′a=1 hap̄a ∈ Pic(X) where p̄a are the images of pa
under L∨ → Pic(X) for 1 < a < k′.

We have the following commutative diagram:

0 0×××Ö
×××Ö

0 ÐÐÐÐ→ ⊕ri=r′+1QDT
i

≅ÐÐÐÐ→ ⊕ri=r′+1QDi ÐÐÐÐ→ 0×××Ö
×××Ö

×××Ö
0 ÐÐÐÐ→ MQ

φ∨ÐÐÐÐ→ M̃Q

ψ∨ÐÐÐÐ→
←Ð

ℓ

L∨Q ÐÐÐÐ→ 0

×××Ö≅
×××ÖνT ι↑

×××Öν
0 ÐÐÐÐ→ MQ

φ̄∨ÐÐÐÐ→ H2
T(X ;Q) ψ̄∨ÐÐÐÐ→ H2(X ;Q) ÐÐÐÐ→ 0×××Ö
×××Ö

×××Ö
0 0 0

(5.2)

We start by constructing cycles in MR ×NR. For each c = (c1, . . . , cr′) ∈ Rr′ and
i ∈ {1, . . . , r′}, let Hi(c) = {m ∈MR ∣ ⟨m,bi⟩ = −ci} and V ±i (c) = {m ∈MR ∣ ⟨m,bi⟩ ≥(≤) − ci} be the hyperplanes and halfspaces in MR. For each I, J ⊂ {1, . . . , r′}, set

HI(c) =⋂
i∈I

Hi(c), VI(c)± =⋂
i∈I

V ±i (c).
We set H∅ = V∅ = MR. For each I ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} and J ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} such that
I ∩ J = ∅, we call

τI,J(c) =HI(c) ∩ V +J (c) ∩ V −{1,...,r′}/(I∪J)(c)
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a cell of HI(c). We say that I ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} generates a cone if {bs, s ∈ I} generates
a cone of Σ and denote the cone by σI . For each cell τI,J(c), set

Dk(I, J) ={K ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} ∣ ∣I ∣ + ∣K ∣ + k = n, τI,J ⊂ V +K(c),
I ∩K = ∅, I ⊔K generates a cone},

dk(I, J) =∣Dk(I, J)∣.
We call

mI,J =
r′∑
k=0

(−1)kdk(I, J)
the multiplicity of τI,J(c).
Definition 5.1. For I, J ⊂ {1, . . . , r′}, we define

S̃(c) = ∑
{I ∣I generates a cone},I∩J=∅

mI,J(τI,J(c) × (−σI))
the chain in MR ×NR corresponds to c.

Proposition 5.1. S̃(c) is a cycle.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that ∂S̃(c) = 0. Since
Dk(I, J ⊔ {i}) =Dk(I, J) ∪ {K ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} ∣ i ∈K, ∣I ∣ + ∣K ∣ + k = n,

τI,J⊔{i} ⊂ V +K(c), I ⊔K generates a cone},
Dk(I ⊔ {i}, J) ={K ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} ∣ 1 + ∣I ∣ + ∣K ∣ + k = n, τI⊔{i},J ⊂ V +K(c),

I ⊔ {i} ⊔K generates a cone}
={K/{i} ∣K ∈ Dk(I, J ⊔ {i})/Dk(I, J)}.

So we have
mI,J⊔{i} −mI,J =mI⊔{i},J

for any I, J ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} with I ∩J = ∅ and i ∉ I ⊔J . Since Σ is a simplicial fan, any
I ′ ⊃ I does not generate a cone if I does not generate a cone, we have Dk(I, J) = ∅
if I does not generate a cone. Now let σI be the cone generated by {bi ∣ i ∈ I} which
is not necessarily a cone of Σ, then since mI,J = 0 when I does not generate a cone,

we can rewrite S̃(c) as
S̃(c) = ∑

I,J⊂[r′],I∩J=∅
mI,J(τI,J(c) × (−σI)).

So we have

∂S̃(c) =∑
I,J

mI,J (∂τI,J × (−σI) + τI,J × (−∂σI))

=∑
I,J

mI,J

⎛
⎝(∑j∈J τI⊔{j},J/{j} − ∑j′∉I⊔J τI⊔{j′},J) × (−σI) + τI,J × (∑i∈I σI/{i})

⎞
⎠

=∑
I,J

∑
i∉I⊔J

(mI,J −mI,J⊔{i} +mI⊔{i},J)(τI⊔{i},J × σI)
=0.

�

The following lemma shows S̃(c) is horizontally bounded.

Lemma 5.2. mI,J = 0 if σI,J is unbounded.
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Proof. Let us first consider the case I = ∅. Let Q∅,J = (∑j∈J R≥0 ⋅ bj)/{0}. Then
since σ∅,J is unbounded, Q∅,J has only one connected component which is not
NR/{0}. We also have l ∈ J whenever bl ∈ Q∅,J since σ∅,J is unbounded. So we
have

m∅,J = (−1)n−1e(Q∅,J ∩ ∂P ) + (−1)n,
where e(Q∅,J ∩∂P ) is the Euler number of e(Q∅,J ∩∂P ), which is equal to 1 since
e(Q∅,J ∩∂P ) is contractible. For the case when I ≠ ∅, we can choose any projection
NR → N ′R with kernel∑i∈I R⋅bi and apply the induction on the dimension of NR. �

Remark 5.2. Let L♯ = O(∑r′i=1 ciDi) be a T-equivariant line bundle on X for
ci ∈ Z. Then the coherent-constructible correspondence [FLTZ11, Kuw20] (CCC)
states that under the CCC quasi-equivalence dg functor Coh(X) → Shc(MR), which
takes all coherent sheaves to constructible sheaves onMR subject to certain singular
support behavior, L♯ corresponds to a constructible sheaf L on MR. The charac-
teristic cycle CC(L) = S̃(−c). The previous lemma is also a direct consequence of

this fact. We sometimes call such cycle SYZ(L♯) ∶= S̃(−c) the SYZ mirror cycle ofL♯, following the mirror symmetry principle established in [SYZ96].

We then construct a bijection ρ ∶ NR →MR. Set

P = Conv{bi ∣ i ∈ {1, . . . , r′}} ⊂ NR,

βi(m) = ⟨m,bi⟩,
UI = {m ∈MR ∣max

i∈I
βi(m) > βj(m),∀j ∈ {1, . . . , r′}/I} ⊂MR.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a conical homeomorphism ρ ∶ NR → MR such that for
any I ⊂ {1, . . . , r′} which generates a cone σI , we have

ρ(−σI) ⊂ UI .
Proof. Since the fan Σ is Fano, FI ∶= σI ∩ ∂P is a face of P whose vertices are{bi ∣ i ∈ I}, and the dual poyltope is given by

P ∨ = {m ∈MR ∣ ⟨m,n⟩ ≤ 1,∀n ∈ P}.
Then F ∨I ∶= {m ∈MR ∣ ⟨m,ni⟩ = 1,∀i ∈ I} ∩ ∂P ∨ is a face of P ∨.

Let σ∨I be the cone over F ∨I , then

UI = ( ⋃
I′⊂I

σ∨I′)○.
Consider the barycentric subdivisions B and B∨ of ∂P . Let bI , b

∨
I be the barycen-

ters of FI , F
∨
I . For any ñ ∈ ∂P , let ∆ = Conv{bI1 , . . . , bIs} be the minimal simplex

of B which contains ñ. Then ñ = ∑sj=1 µjbIj for some µj ∈ (0,1) with ∑sj=1 µj = 1.
Let us set

ρ̃(ñ) = s∑
j=1

µjb
∨
Ij
∈ ∂P ∨.

Then for any n ∈ NR, let ñ = R>0 ⋅n ∩ ∂P and n = lñ for some l > 0. Let us set
ρ(n) = −lρ̃(ñ).

Then we have ρ(−σI) ⊂ UI . �
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Now let us define the following isomorphism

σt ∶MR ×MR = (C̃∗)n ∼→ Ỹt,
(logZ1, . . . , logZn)↦ ( k∑

a=1

taℓ1a +
n∑
j=1

b1j logZj , . . . ,
k∑
a=1

taℓra +
n∑
j=1

brj logZj)
for t = (t1, . . . , tk) ∈ M̃. Then we set

Pt ∶MR ×NR → Ỹt
to be Pt = σt ○ (idM × ρ). Let πM ∶MR →MR/M is the quotient map.

For c = (c1, . . . , cr′) ∈ M̃ , let L♯ = O(∑r′i=1 ciDi) be a T-equivariant line bundle on

X . Let cj = 0 for j > r′, and let ha = 2π∑ri=1 l(a)i ci.

We construct the following cycle for t ∈ M̃
Pc(t) = Pt(S̃(ℓ′( Im(t)

2π
) − c)),

where ℓ′ = νR ○ ℓ.
Proposition 5.4. There is a small neighbourhood ∣q∣ < ǫ in M○ such that with
q = et, Pc(t) represents an element in Hn(Yet ;Re(WX )≫ 0).
Proof. We have Pt(m,n) = (αt1(n) +√−1βt1(m), . . . , αtr(n) +√−1βtr(m)) with

αti(n) =
k∑
a=1

Re(ta)ℓia + ⟨ρ(n), bi⟩, βti (m) =
k∑
a=1

Im(ta)ℓia + 2π⟨m,bi⟩.
Recall that

S̃(c) = ∑
I,J∈[r′],σI∈Σ,I∩J=∅

mI,J(τI,J(c) × (−σI)).
It is sufficient to show that

Pt (τI,J(ℓ′( Im(t)
2π
) − c) × (−σI))

represents an cell in the relative chain group Cn(Yet ;Re(WX ) ≫ 0) for any I, J .
For any i ∈ I, we have

βti(m)
2π

= ci ∈ Z
since m ∈ τI,J(ℓ′( Im(t)2π

) − c)).
W (Pt(m,n)) =∑

i∈I

eα
t
i(n)+ ∑

j∈{1,...,r′}/I
eα

t
j(n)+

√
−1βt

j(m)+ ∑
{k∈{r′+1,...,r}}

eα
t
k(n)+

√
−1βt

k(m)

for (m,n) ∈ τI,J(ℓ′( Im(t)2π
) − c) × (−σI).

For k ∈ {r′ + 1, . . . , r}. Notice that

αtk(n) = Re((torb)k)(∑
i∈Ik

skiα
t
i(n)),

where 0 < ski < 1,∑i∈Ik ski ≤ 1 due to Assumption 2.1. The fact that Re(torb) is
sufficiently negative implies that for some C > 0,

max
i∈[r′]
{αti(n)} > αtk(n) +C
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for n ∈ NR outside of a compact subset. Furthermore, for any C > 0 there exists a
compact subset K ⊂ NR such that

max
i∈I
{αti(n)} >αtj(n) +C,∀j ∈ {1, . . . , r′}/I,

max
i∈I
{αti(n)} >αts(n) +C,∀s ∈ {r′ + 1, . . . , r}

for any n ∈ −σI/K due to Lemma 5.3. This implies Pc(t) represents an element in
Hn(Yet ;Re(WX )≫ 0). �

When t is real, Pc(t) is the SYZ mirror cycle σt ○ (idMR
× ρ)(SYZ(L♯)) up to

some rational shift in MR and the identification ρ between MR and NR.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose L♯ = O(∑r′i=1 ciDi) ∈ PicT(X), it corresponds to a line

bundle L ∈ Pic(X). For any t ∈ M̃ such that ∣et∣ is sufficiently small, we have

ZXA (L)(t) = (2π√−1)−nZXB (Pc(t)).

Proof. We construct a rational Picard group element L̃ = O(∑ri=1 ciDi) = ιT(L♯) ∈
Pic

T̃
(M̃C). From the definition when Imt = 2πh, i.e., when t is real compatible with

L̃, Pc(t) = FL̃ ∩⋂ka=1{H̃a = ta}.
Passing to L ∈ Pic(X), and then this statement is just Theorem 4.5 for t real

compatible with L̃. By the analyticity of both sides we know the theorem is true.
�
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