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COHOMOLOGICAL FIELD THEORY WITH VACUUM AND ITS
VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS

SHUAI GUO AND QINGSHENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. This is the first part of a series of papers on Virasoro constraints for Coho-
mological Field Theory (CohFT). For a CohFT with vacuum, we introduce the concepts
of S-calibration and v-calibration. Then, we define the (formal) total descendent potential
corresponding to a given calibration. Finally, we introduce an additional structure, namely
homogeneity, for both the CohFT and the calibrations.

After these preliminary introductions, we propose two crucial conjectures: (1) the an-
cestor version of the Virasoro conjecture for the homogeneous CohFT with vacuum; and
(2) the generalized Virasoro conjecture for the (formal) total descendent potential of a cal-
ibrated homogeneous CohFT. We verify the genus-0 part of these conjectures and deduce a
simplified form of the genus-1 part of these conjectures for arbitrary CohFTs. Additionally,
we prove the full conjectures for semisimple CohFTs.

As applications, our results yield the Virasoro constraints for the deformed negative r-
spin theory. Moreover, by applying the Virasoro constraints, we discover an extension of
Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants theory which is widely studied in the literature.

CONTENTS
0. Introduction 1
1. CohFT with vacuum 6
2. Descendents for CohFT 14
3. Results on Virasoro constraints 23
4. Application I: Virasoro constraints of deformed negative r-spin theory 29
5. Application II: CohFT of extended Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants 33

0. INTRODUCTION

The Virasoro conjecture originally proposed by Eguchi-Hori-Xiong and Katz [15, 16] and
generalized by Dubrovin—Zhang [13] is one of the most important (conjectural) structures
in enumerative geometries such like the Gromov—Witten (GW) theory and the Fan—Jarvis—
Ruan-Witten (FJRW) theory. It predicts that the generating series D(t; i), called the total
descendent potential, of the enumerative geometry is annihilated by a sequence of differential
operators { Ly, },»,>_1 satisfying the commutation relation [L,,, L,] = (m — n) Ly, of (half
of) Virasoro algebra.

For the simplest case, the GW theory of a point, the Virasoro conjecture is equivalent [8] to
the celebrated Witten conjecture [43] first proved by Kontsevich [27]. Generally, if the theory
satisfies the so called semisimplicity, the Virasoro conjecture is proved in lower genera [12,
13, 19, 35, 33, 34] by Liu-Tian, Liu, Dubrovin—Zhang and Getzler, and completely solved
by Givental and Teleman’s works [20, 42]. Without the assumption of semisimplicity, the
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genus-0 part of the Virasoro constraints is proved by Liu-Tian [35], see also [33, 34, 32]
for some lower genus explorations. In [40], Okounkov—Pandharipande proved the Virasoro
conjecture for the GW theory of curves, see also [25] for some analogous results for quantum
singularity theories.

In [28], Kontsevich and Manin introduced the concept of CohFT to capture the axiomatic
properties of the GW theory (see §1 for definitions). Later, it was discovered that the
CohFT properties hold generally in various kinds of enumerative geometries, and the Virasoro
conjecture can be naturally generalized to the homogeneous CohFTs with flat unit. Despite
the progress on proving the Virasoro conjectures, we find that the Virasoro constraints are
not fully established in various theories such as CohFTs without flat unit and the Virasoro
constraints for the ancestor generating series. In this paper, we will study the Virasoro
constraints in the following directions:

(1) Ancestor Virasoro conjecture: We propose an ancestor version of the Virasoro
conjecture for any homogeneous CohFT with vacuum. Compared to the original
(descendent) Virasoro conjecture, we believe that the ancestor version is more general
and should hold true for the entire set of Virasoro operators. We prove its genus-0
part and deduce simplified equations for the genus-1 part. We also prove the ancestor
Virasoro constraints for semisimple cases, essentially following the work of Givental
and Teleman.

(2) Generalized Virasoro conjecture: We generalize the (descendent) Virasoro con-
jecture to the cases of homogeneous CohFTs calibrated by a homogeneous S-matrix
and v-vector. Such generalized Virasoro constraints has been studied for specific
models in the literature, but the precise form of the Virasoro conjecture is not es-
tablished in general. We prove genus-0 part of the conjecture, generalizing works
of Liu-Tian [35] and Givental [22]. We also deduce simplified equations for genus-1
and prove the conjecture for semisimple cases by establishing its relation with the
ancestor Virasoro conjecture.

0.1. Ancestor Virasoro conjecture. To describe the ancestor Virasoro constraints for
CohFTs, we briefly introduce several notations. The details can be found in §1.

e The CohF'T (2 is defined over a finite dimensional vector space, called the state space.
e The state space H is equipped with a non-degenerate (super-) symmetric bilinear
form 7. Let {¢,} be a basis of H, {¢?} its dual w.r.t. , and define n?® = n(¢®, ¢).

e The genus zero part of the CohF'T defines a family of associative (super-) commutative

products *, over H, called the quantum product, for 7 =35 7%¢, € H.
e The vector field 1 of unities of the family of quantum products is called the flat unit
when it is covariantly flat with respect to 7.

In arbitrary CohFTs, the flat unit is extended to the vacuum vector field v(z), satisfying
v(z) = 1 when it is flat. The unit axiom introduced by Kontsevich-Manin can be generalized
to the vacuum axiom (Definition 1.2). Throughout this paper, we focus on CohFTs that
satisfy the vacuum axiom and refer to them as CohFTs with vacuum?.

Furthermore, we introduce an additional mathematical structure for CohFTs, namely the

homogeneity property (Definition 1.5). This property is defined in terms of two key concepts:

IFor semisimple CohFTs, Teleman [42] has proved that the vacuum axiom always holds for classes with
insertions.



the conformal dimension ¢ and the Euler vector field £ = )" (1—d,)7%0ra+)_, 7%0ra, where
r® are constants. Based on these concepts, we can define the grading operator p € End(H)
such that 11(¢q) = (dy — $)¢,. For further details, we direct the reader to §1.5.

We consider the generating series A7 (s; /) of a given CohFT, with formal variables s(z) =
S s8p.2* € H[[z]], and this generating series is known as the total ancestor potential.
Subsequently, we introduce a set of quadratic differential operators L7 , which can act on

A" (s; h).

Definition 0.1. The ancestor Virasoro operators L7 , m > —1, are defined as follows:

m?

T 1 m 1 ) = 7' 3@ d
Ly, = 5(E +130,50)_12u~(5(u+ DE(—5+Y_D > (€ klakab
i+j=m k>0 =0 a,b=0
h2 m—1m—k—1 N-1 82
v 1 k+1 CT ab 1
+ 2 ( ) ( ) k— 2b77 88%88?7 ( )

WhereE = Ex,,8(2) =s(z2) —2v7(2), and form > —1, k, 1 € Z, a,b € {0,--- , N — 1}, terms
(CT) are polynomials of entries of £ defined by

(E+ (u+ Bzt 220.) " a2t = S S Cnt

It’s easy to verify these operators satisfy the Virasoro commutation relation:

(Lo Ly] = (m —n)Ly . myun > -1

Conjecture 1 (Ancestor Virasoro conjecture). For any homogeneous CohFT with vacuum,
its total ancestor potential A7 (s; k) satisfies the following ancestor Virasoro constraints:
L7 A"(s;h) =0, m > —1.

Remark 0.2. More precisely, we can just require that the vacuum axiom holds for classes
with insertions. It is straightforward to observe that the ancestor Virasoro constraints are
equivalent for two CohFTs that differ only by classes without insertions. In particular, for
semisimple cases, we do not need to assume the vacuum axiom.

The ancestor Virasoro constraints admit a genus expansion form as follows:
(L, AT (81 h) [ AT(s:h) = 3200 B2 L] (s). (2)

We refer to £, (t) = 0 as the genus-g L], -constraint. For fixed m and all g, they're called the
L7 -constraint; for fixed ¢g and all m, they're called the genus-g ancestor Virasoro constraints.
We will see that the LT -constraint follows from the vacuum axiom (Proposition 1.3). Our
main result is the following theorem:

Theorem 1 (=Theorem 3.1). (1). The genus-0 ancestor Virasoro conjecture always holds.
(2). For each m > 0, the genus-1 L7 -constraint is equivalent to the following equation:

m T 1 % j 1 % ] 1 m
(E™T | = _Zg::m str(Ep&l ) — ﬂH;mstr((g HE L )sr) + o str((€7 (et §)1)%0), (3)
where ‘str’ stands for the super-trace defined by str(A) = > 1(¢pa, Ap*) for A € End(H).
(3). The ancestor Virasoro constraints hold for semisimple homogeneous CohFTs.
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0.2. Generalized Virasoro conjecture. The generalized Virasoro conjecture extends
the original Virasoro conjecture for the descendent GW theory to an arbitrary CohFT with
vacuum. To define the (formal) descendent potential (Definition 2.3) of a given CohFT, we
need to pick an S-calibration and v-calibration (see §2.1). For a specific geometric theory, we
expect that there always exist certain calibrations such that the formal descendent potential
introduced matches the naturally defined geometric one, as it does in GW theory.

Then we select the S- and v-calibration that meet a specific homogeneity condition, as the
CohFT does. The homogeneity condition is defined by an additional operator p € End(H),
which serves as the descendent counterpart of &€ 2.

We introduce the generalized Virasoro constraints as follows. Recall the flat unit 1 is
involved in the standard Virasoro operators via the dilaton shift t(z) = t(z) — 1z ([15, 16]).
For an arbitrary CohFT, we generalize the dilaton shift by t(z) = t(z) — 7o — zu(z), where
70 is a point on H and u(z) € H|[z] is a constant vector valued polynomial in z ®.

Definition 0.3. The Virasoro operators L,,, m > —1, are defined as follows:
m+k N—1

1 - 1
Lm:ﬁ’f}(pm—i_lto,to)_ém,o'iStr(’“ ——)4—222 k MZatb

k>0 =0 a,b=0
FL2 m—1m—k—1 N-1 82

o _1\k+1 l,c
+ 92 Z ( 1) (C ) k— 2blr] ata8t07 (4)

where for m > —1, k,l € Z, a,b € {0,--- , N — 1}, the (Cm)if’f’a are constants defined by
m+1 k+m+1 x~N—1 L,b
(p + (pu+ %)z—l— 2282) Ba2* = l:k * b0 (Cm)kﬂmzl.
It’s easy to verify these operators satisfy the Virasoro commutation relation:
(L, L] = (m —n) Ly yn, m,n > —1.
The following two constants m, and ¢, are needed in the generalized Virasoro conjecture:

Definition 0.4. For an S- and v-calibrated homogeneous CohF'T, we say it has the Virasoro-
index m,, € Z and Virasoro-constant ¢, under the following conditions:

(1) If the v-vector v7(z) is a polynomial in z, then we define m, = —1 and ¢, = 0.

(2) If the v-vector v (2) is not a polynomial in z, but the conformal dimension 0 satisfies

% € Z>o, then we define m, = ‘523 and ¢, as the coefficient of 2!~

3 (0™ (m ) (B, 07 (2)), (5)
We will prove in Lemma 2.7 that ¢, is a constant (independent of 7).
Conjecture 2 (Generalized Virasoro conjecture). When calibrated by a homogeneous S-

matrix and v-vector, any homogeneous CohFT with the Virasoro-index m, has the total
descendent potential D(t; ) that satisfies the following generalized Virasoro constraints:

(Lo + 25 0, )D(&: 1) =0, m = m,. ©)

2In general, the operator p should be generalized to an operator-valued polynomial p(z) € End(H)[z].
All the results for p have a parallel version for p(z). See Section 2.4 for details.
31t is determined by the S-calibration and v-calibration, see equation (43)



Similarly to the ancestor version, the generalized Virasoro constraints also admit a genus

expansion form:
(L D(t; 1) /D(t; h) = 3= o0 B9 2Ly (). (7)

We have the concepts the genus-g L,,-constraint, the genus-g (generalized) Virasoro con-
straints and L,,-constraint in parallel.

For m > m,,, we will prove that the L,,-constraint is equivalent to the L -constraint in
Proposition 3.8. In particular, if m, = —1, the L_;-constraint always holds. We have the
following results for the generalized Virasoro conjecture.

Theorem 2 (=Theorem 3.5 + Theorem 3.9 ). (1). For any homogeneous CohFT with ho-
mogeneous S- and v-calibrations and a Virasoro index m,,, the genus-0 generalized Virasoro
constraints £, (t) + dpm.2m, - ¢ = 0 hold for m > m,,.
(2). For each m > max{m,, 0}, the genus-1 L,,-constraint is equivalent to equation (3).
(3). The full generalized Virasoro conjecture holds for any semisimple homogeneous Co-
hFT with homogeneous S- and r-calibrations and a Virasoro index m,,.

Remark 0.5. When the unit 1 is flat, we have u(1) = —g -1, and the simplified genus-1
Virasoro constraints (equation (3)) are equivalent to the ones in [33, Theorem 4.4] (for GW
theories) and [14, §3.10.7] (for semisimple cases).

0.3. Applications. We present two applications of our main theorems.

First, we investigate an enumerative geometric theory named the e-deformed negative r-
spin theory, whose descendent potential is denoted by D™¢(t; h) (see §4 for the definition).
This theory has the Virasoro index m, = 0. By directly applying Theorem 2, we derive the
Virasoro constraints for this theory.

Proposition 1 (=Proposition 4.2). The generalized Virasoro conjecture holds for the de-
formed negative r-spin theory. Namely, LD"(t; h) = 0 for m > 0.

Second, we identify a two-dimensional semisimple homogeneous CohFT ¢G94 calibrated
with a specific S-matrix and v-vector. Its descendent correlators extend the counting in-
variants of Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants, a topic that is widely studied in the literature
26, 44]. To be precise, let D°“d4(¢;, ey, t; h) denote the total descendent potential of the
calibrated Q°¢44 and let Z%44(u, v, p; h) denote the exponential of the generating function
of Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants. Using the generalized Virasoro constraints, we prove:

Proposition 2 (=Proposition 5.2). By taking ¢} = 0 and t? = k! p,; for £ > 0, we have
DY (u, v, t; 8) /D, 0,05 h) = 2 (u, v, p; ).

Since D94 (¢}, €5, t; h) encompasses the generating series of Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants
as a sub-series, we term 2°¢9 the CohFT of extended Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants.

0.4. Plan of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. We first introduce the CohFT's
with vacuum in §1 and then define their descendent potentials in §2. We prove our main
results on Virasoro constraints in §3 and give two applications of the generalized Virasoro
constraints in §4 and §5 respectively.

Acknowledgments. The authors want to thank Ce Ji for reading this paper carefully.
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and valuable discussions. The work was supported in part by National Key Research and

Development Program of China No. 2023YFA1009802 and NSFC 12225101.
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1. CouFT WITH VACUUM

In this section, we begin by reviewing the preliminaries of GW theories. Subsequently, we
extend the concepts from GW theory to CohFTs with vacuum and establish the necessary
properties. Next, we consider the generalized Frobenius manifold that naturally arises from
these CohFTs. We introduce the homogeneity condition for both the Frobenius manifold and
the underlying CohFT. In the end, we recall the Givental-Teleman reconstruction theorem
for semisimple homogeneous CohFTs with a vacuum.

1.1. Gromov—Witten theory. Let X be a non-singular projective variety of complex
dimension ¢, we call the cohomology H*(X,C) of X the state space and denote it by H.
There is a natural bilinear form 7 on H defined by the Poincaré pairing, and we fix a
homogeneous basis {¢,}Y " of H and denote by {¢?}2' its dual basis with respect to 7,
i.e., n(p* ¢p) = 0f. In the follows, we also call H the small phase space and the space of
H —valued power series H[[z]] the big phase space.

Let M, (X, 3) be the moduli space of degree 3 € Hy(X,Z) stable maps from a genus g
curve with n marked points to the target X. It was proved [31, 3] that this moduli space is
compact and can be equipped with a virtual fundamental class [M, (X, )] of complex
dimension (3 —9)(g — 1) +n + fﬁ c1(X)

The genus-¢g descendent potential F,(t) of the GW theory of X is defined by

_ Q"
A= 3 W/[memw-l:[(Zev b)) )

n>0,8€ Ha(X,Z) ki >0
where ¢, = t{¢, € H, ¢; is the 1-st Chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle over
M, (X, B) corresponding to the i-th marked point, ev} is the pull-back by the evaluation
map ev; : M, ,(X,3) — X at i-th marked point and Q° = [[, Q¥ is a monomial in the
Novikov ring A := C[[Q]] with § having expansion 30_, d;f3; in the basis {3;}%_, of Hy(X,Z).
The total descendent potential D(t; k) is defined by
Dt B) i ez 702 Fol0),

Let M,,, be the moduli space of stable curves of genus g with n marked points. Consider
the forgetful map f : My, m(X, 8) = My pim — M, and denote by 1; := f*(1;) the pull
back of the class 1; on M,,,. The genus-g ancestor potential ]:"gT (s) of the GW theory of X
is defined by:

n+m

Fw= > (S et ) T et ®

n,m>0,6€ Ha(X) gntm (B 521 N >0 i=n+1

where 7 = 7%¢, € H and s;, = s{¢, € H. The total ancestor potential A" (s; 1) is defined by
A7(s: h) 1= eXo20 7T (S),

Following Givental [20], introduce the S-matrix S7(z) € End(H)[[z""]] defined by:

(¢a>ST( )¢b) =1 ¢a>¢b + Z 0 FO )

—k—1
a A4b :
2 ot}




where by t =7, we mean typ = 7 and ¢, = 0 for k¥ > 1. The S-matrix S7(z) satisfies the
symplectic condition S™*(—2)S7(z) =I and the quantum differential equation (QDE):
20:a57(2) = ¢g *+ S7(2), a=0,--- ,N—1.
Here S™*(z) is the dual of S7(z) with respect to n and *, is the quantum product defined by
DPFo(t)
1(0axr 00 0) = Fagaee |,

According to Kontsevich-Manin [29] and Givental [20], the total descendent potential
D(t; h) and the total ancestor potential A" (s; /) are related via the S-matrix by the following
formula called the Kontsevich-Manin formula

D(t; h) = "D+ m2WTED 47 (5(t); h). (9)

Here Z*jl(f) = Fi(t)|¢=r, t is defined by 19 = 17 — dk10q1 and is called the dilaton shift,
WT(t,t) = > 450 n(tk, Wi t1) is a quadratic function defined by

. s ok o ST(2)S8T(w) -1
Woe,w) = Y Wzt = 2T (10)

and the coordinate transformation s = s(t) is given by

s(z) = [ST(2)t(2)]+ — T, (11)
where [S7(z)t(z)]; stands for the part of S7(z)t(z) that contains only non-negative powers
of z.

1.2. Cohomological field theory. Let p € M,,(X,[) be a stable map from a genus
g curve X, with n distinguished marked points zy,---,z, to X such that [p(3,)] = S,
we consider two maps ev : M, ,(X,8) — X" and p : M,,.(X,8) = M,, defined by
ev(p) = (p(z1), -, o(z,)) and p(p) = ig (the stable curve defined by contracting the non-
stable components of X,) respectively. The GW theory induces the GW class I, : H®" —

Q) ® H* (Mg, Q) defined by
[g,n(vl K& Un) = Zﬁ QB -p*(ev*(vl ®--® Un))

Kontsevich and Manin [28] introduced the CohFT to capture the axiomatic properties of
the GW class I, ,,. Let H be a complex vector space of dimension N with a non-degenerate
(super-) symmetric bilinear form 7. Let A be an C-algebra, a CohFT Q = {Q,}25-21+n>0
on (H,n) is defined to be a set of maps to the cohomological classes of M,

Qg H*" - A® H*(M,,,, Q)

satisfying (1) Sy, -invariance axiom: Qg ,(v1®- - -®v,) is invariant under permutation between
U1, ..., 0, € H and (2) gluing aziom: the pull-backs ¢*Q),,, and 7*Q,,, of the gluing maps

q: Mg—l,n+2 — Mgm
T M917n1+1 X Mg2,n2+1 - Mg1+92,n1+n2

are equal to the contraction of €,_; ;42 and le ni+1 ® Qg, nor1 by the bivector Y ¢, @ ¢
Here {¢,}2! is a flat basis of H, and {¢*}Y is its dual basis with respect to 7. According
to the S, 1nvar1ance axiom, we also denote € ,(v1 ® -+ - @ vy,) by Qg (v1, -+, v,).
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Let 7 be a point in the neighborhood U of 0 € H, we define

V() = 3 0yl 7) € AT © H (M @), (12)

m>0

where (7™), is the push-forward via forgetful map 7™ : M, ,4m — M, forgetting the last
m markings. It is proved [42, Proposition 7.1] that Q7 gives another (formal) CohFT, called
the shifted CohF'T, on H with the bilinear form 7 remains unchanged and with C-algebraic
A7 = Al[7]].

Given a CohFT €, the quantum product is defined by 7(¢, * ¢, ¢c) = Qo.3(da, P, Oc)-
We denote by *, the quantum product for shifted CohFT Q7. The commutativity and the
associativity of the quantum product is given by the S,-invariance axiom and the gluing
axiom respectively.

Introduce the ancestor correlators (—)7 ., 2g — 2 +n > 0, for the CohFT Q7:

(0¥, o) e / O (01, o)t g, (13)

g,n

The genus g ancestor potential ]:"gT (s) of the CohFT QT is defined by

Fs) = 3 S (s(B)s s (1)

n!
n>0
where s(z) = 3, sx2" € H[[z]]. The total ancestor potential A (t; k) is defined by
A7(s: h) = eX920 TS (S), (15)

For the shifted GW class 17, defined by equation (12) from the GW class I, ,, one can see
the definition equation (8) of F] is equivalent to equation (14).

Proposition 1.1. The ancestor correlators (—) 29 — 2+ n > 0, satisfy the following

differential equations *: forb=0,--- ,N —1,

-
g7n’

n

a’rb(<¢a[n]&k[n]>;,n) = <¢ba ¢a[nﬂz]k[n]>;n+1 - Z<¢b *r ¢aﬂz}ki_1> ¢a[n]\{i}@zk[n]\{i}>;,m (16)

i=1
where [n] = {1, ,n} and for any I C [n], ¢, 0" = Ric1dq, V.

Proof. We first recall some properties of the 1-classes under the pull-back of the forgetful
map, one can see e.g. [43] for details. Let 1, - - - , 1, be the psi-classes of M ,,41 at the first n-

marked points or psi-classes of of Mgm (by abuse of notation) and let 7,1 : mgmﬂ — ﬂg,n
be the forgetful map which forgets the last marked point. For k =1,--- ,n, we have

o1k = Yx — Dy,

YFor simplicity, we assume all the insertions here are even classes, when there are odd classes, the equa-
tion (16) should be written as follows:

7 o n o(a;)- =l (a, ki — 7 AN\T
6Tb(<¢a[n]wk[n]>_7q—,n) = <¢bu¢a[n]"/}k[”]>;,n+l - Zi:l(_l) ( )2171 (@) <¢b *r ¢aiwkl 17¢a[n]\{i}wk[”]\“}>g,n7

where o(a) = 0 if ¢, is even and 1 otherwise, and the proof is similar.



where Dy, ,+1 is the boundary divisor representing the nodal curve which has two irreducible
components: a genus 0 curve with two marked points x; and x,; connected with a genus g
curve with the rest n — 1-marked points. Moreover, the boundary divisors satisfy

Dini1-Djnpa=0fori#j and  DF . = —mn ¥ Ding1.
It is straightforward to deduce the following equation: for £k =1,--- ,n and m > 0,
Ty =V — Ty B Diny1- (17)
Now we return to the CohFT side. By equation (17), we have
* n k; n ki
g n+1 (¢b> ¢a[n]) 7Tn—l—l ( Hi:l % ) g n+1 (¢ba ¢a ) : Hi:l % -
n ki—1
g,n+1 (¢bv ¢a[n}) ) Zi:l Dipy1-m n+1( HJ;&Z )

Hence for intersection numbers
n

JRCHRECANCANE | e B ACROn) §

gn i=1 Mg, nt1 i1
n
k;—1 k;
Z Qg,{mi,wnﬂ,-} (%“ P, (756) ' /_ Q;,n (¢cv ¢a[n1\{i})¢- H W ’
i=1 Mg.n j#i

where we have used 7, 414(o - 7,1 ) = Tpi14(a) - B and the second gluing axiom, and the
e is used to trace the marking. This is exactly equation (16), and the proof is finished. [

1.3. Vacuum axiom. In GW theory, there is an distinguished element 1 € H (indeed, 1
is exactly the generator of the space H°(X, C) ) satisfying (1) 1 is the unity of the quantum
product *, and (2) 1 is covariantly constant with respect to 1. Axiomatically, an distin-
guished element 1 € H is called a flat unit if it satisfies the following flat unit axiom:

WjQ;,n(Uly e 71)”) = Q;O—I—TL(]“? Uy, 7Un)7

where m, : Mg ayn — Mg, is the forgetful map. Here we have used o in Q7 ,, . as well as

in M, ¢y, to trace the marking point we are referring to. It is shown in [37, §5.3.3] the flat
unit axiom implies 1 is covariantly constant with respect to 7. In general, the flat unit does

not necessarily exist and the flat unit axiom is generalized to the vacuum axiom by Teleman
[42]:

Definition 1.2 (Vacuum). A distinguished element v7(z) = >, ., v} - 2" € H[[z]] is called
the vacuum vector, and Q7 is called the CohFT with vacuum, if it satisfies the following
VacuUm axriom:

ﬂ-fQ;,n(Ulv e 7UTL> = o+n( (¢') U, ,Un), (18)
where T, : Mg,.% — Mg,n is the forgetful map.

The following Proposition is a direct consequence of the vacuum axiom.

Proposition 1.3. The total ancestor potential A7 (s;h) of a CohFT with vacuum v'(2)
satisfies the ancestor string equation (the LTl-constmmt)

(Z gy 3 M0 50 ) ATsi) =0 (19)



and the ancestor dilaton equation
1 T
(Z St ; + h— + 51 str(l*))A (s;h) =0, (20)

where 5§ is defined by §(z) = s(z) — 2v7(2).

Proof. Firstly, by coupling with the psi-classes and then taking integration on the space
M, equation (18) gives immediately the ancestor string equation (19). Secondly, together
with the equation 7, .10e = (29 — 2+ n) on MW, the vacuum axiom gives

W'v*Q;—,TL-l'l(,l?D. ’ VT(¢.)> Uty avn) = (29 -2+ n) Q;—,n(vb e avn)a (21)
where we have used 7, . (o - mi8) = me.() - B. By dimension reason and the genus-1
topological recursion relation: (¢ - v(¥))]; = (14)7; = &= > 1(¢a,#"). Then, similar as
how we prove the ancestor string equation, equation (21) gives us the ancestor dilaton
equation (20). O

Now we consider the differential equation for the vacuum vector, we prove the following
Proposition generalizing Teleman’s result [42, Proposition 7.3] for semisimple CohFTs to
arbitrary cases.

Proposition 1.4. The vacuum vector satisfies the following QDE:
20:aV"(2) = Qg %7 V' (2) — @u, a=0,---,N—1. (22)

Proof. Take derivative with respect to 7% on equation (18) (without losing generality, we
assume v; are flat vectors), we have

k
7T>:7Tn+17*9;n+1(2}1, *, Un, ¢a) = Zkzo ¢. : 7Tn+1,*Q;,o+n+1(Vk> V1, ,Un, ¢a)

+ Zkzo ¢f . Q;,o—l—n(aTavk? U1y« 7UTL)’

By commuting 7, with 7,4, and by Definition 1.2, the left-hand side of this equation
equals to 11482 o1 (V(¥), V1,7 -, Uny @) Similar as the method used in the proof of
Proposition 1.1, by equation (17), we have

ZkZl ,lvb]:_l ’ Q;,o+n(¢a * Vi, Vg, - - avn) = ZkZO wf ' Q;,o+n(a‘ﬂvk’ Uy, avn)'
Then the non-degeneration of 27 gives 0,a vy = ¢, *, Vi1 for all k& > 0. O

The QDE (22) for the vacuum vector gives immediately 17 := v{ is the unity of the
quantum product *,, and furthermore

VT (2) = Y40 05 (17) 25, (23)
In particular, if the vacuum vector v7(z) is flat (i.e., covariantly constant with respect to n),

then we see v7(z) = 17 is a flat unit of the CohFT Q7. For non-flat vacuum vector v7(z),
the vector field 1 of the unities 17 of the quantum product *, is called the non-flat unat.
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1.4. Generalized Frobenius manifold. @ We recall the notion of Frobenius manifold,
which was introduced by Dubrovin [10] to capture the structure of genus-0 GW theory, and
consider its generalizations.

Let U be a complex manifold, a Frobenius structure over U consists of

(i) a flat holomorphic bilinear form 7 on the complex tangent space TU;
(ii) a commutative and associative product *, : T,U x T, U — T,U, called the quantum
product, which are holomorphic on 7 € U;
(iii) a holomorphic vector field 1, such that 17 is the unity of the product ..

In the original definition of a Frobenius manifold, the vector field 1 of unities is required to
be covariantly constant. We will call such a structure a generalized Frobenius manifold with
non-flat unit if this property fails (c.f. [36]).

According to the flatness of 7, we have ToU = T, U, by abuse of the notation, we denote
this by H. Furthermore, the neighborhood of 0 € U can be identified with a neighborhood
of 0 € H (via the exponential map), thus we also view 7 as a point in H.

Furthermore, the structure constants n(¢, *, ¢, ¢.) of the quantum product are given by
the 3-rd derivatives 0,a0,50,c®(7) of a holomorphic function ®(7), which is called the po-
tential of the (generalized) Frobenius manifold. We see the potential ® is uniquely specified
modulo quadratic terms. The (super-) commutativity of the quantum product comes from
the (super-) commutativity of partial derivatives of ®(7) with respect to 7 and the associa-
tivity is equivalent to the following Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde (WDVV) equation:

PO(r) 4 (1) Po(r) ., 0Pd(r)
dredrbare! ordoredr! dredredre driortar!’
where o(a) = 0 if ¢, is even and 1 otherwise.

In §1.2, we observe that given a CohF'T €2, we can define the shifted CohFT Q7 and thus
the quantum product *,, with structure constants lying in A[[7]]. If we assume that the
structure constants converge on 7 and we can choose the set of certain analytic functions
as our C-algebra A7, then we can see a generalized Frobenius structure arises naturally on
a neighborhood U containing 7 = 0. In general, even without assuming the convergence
property, we can still define a formal Frobenius manifold via the quantum product of the
shifted CohFT. We refer the reader to [30] for more details about the definition of a formal
Frobenius manifold.

(_1)6(b)~0(e)

1.5. Homogeneity conditions. A homogeneous Frobenius manifold is defined by the

existence of a coordinate system {7%}2' with a flat basis {¢,}2-; and a vector field E,

known as the Euler vector field, which has the following form °

E=) (1-d)f0e+ Y 0., #=1"—170 (24)
a do=1
for some constants 7§ and satisfies the following equations:
E(n(vi,v2)) — n([E,v1],v2) — n(vy, [E,v3]) = (2 = 8)n(v1, v2), (25)
[E, vy %, 03] — [E,v1] %, vg — 01 %, [E, 0] =01 %, 09, (26)

for some constant , which is called the conformal dimension of the Frobenius manifold. We
always identify 0,« with ¢, on the Frobenius manifold.

°This is equivalent to the form E = 3" (1 — do) 7% + 3, 7%¢a With r¢ = —(1 — d,)7§ for d, # 1.
11



Introduce the grading operator pu:

p(v)=(1-2)v—V,E, (27)
where V is the Levi-Civita connection of 7. Then equation (25) is equivalent to u* = —pu

(u* is the adjoint operator of u with respect to n) and equation (26) is equivalent to the
following homogeneity condition for the potential ®(7):

E®(1) = (3= 9)P(7) + quadratic + linear + constant. (28)
Introduce the operator £ := E*,, then for a homogeneous Frobenius manifold, one can see
a‘rag = ¢a *r +[¢a 7'7:““] (29)

We define a linear operator deg on the cohomology ring H*(M,,,Q), which acts on a
homogeneous class o € H*(M,,,,Q) by dega := k- o, where k denotes the complex degree
of the class «a.

Definition 1.5. A CohFT Q is called homogeneous with respect to E, if for 2g —2+n > 0,
Mo Qgasn(Elrmo, V1, ) = 300 Qgn(vr, -+, (5 + p)vs, -+, vn)
= ((g —1)0 — deg)ng(vl, Cee L Up). (30)
A shifted CohFT Q7 is called homogeneous with respect to E, if for 2g — 2 +n > 0,
E(Qg(vr, -+ vn)) = 300, Qg (v1, - S [E i) o)
:((g— 1)5+n—deg)§2;n(v1,-~- ,Un)- (31)
Remark 1.6. We see that €2 is homogeneous if equation (31) holds at 7 = 0. Conversely,

by the definition of 7, one can deduce equation (31) from equation (30). Therefore, Q7 is
homogeneous if and only if €2 is homogeneous.

Consider 7} acting on both sides of equation (31), then by using similar method that we
used to deduce the QDE (22) for v7(z), we have for homogeneous CohFT the vacuum vector
satisfies the following homogeneity condition:

(20, + E)V'(2) = —(u+ 2)v7(2). (32)
Furthermore, by the QDE (22), the homogeneity condition can be rewritten as follows:
(20.+ 16+ p+3)v7(z) — LE=0. (33)

Let v(7,z) = (20, + 1€ 4+ p+ 2)v7(2) — 1E, then by equations (22) and (29), one can see
aT“U(T> Z) = %QSa *r 'U(Ta Z)
Therefore, the homogeneity condition (33) for v7(z) holds if and only if it holds at 7 = 0.
Notice that the non-vanished correlator (¢q,¥*, - - - ,¢an¢kn>;n is obtained by taking in-
tegration of degree (3g —3 +n — > k;) part of QO (da,," -+, Pa,), coupling with psi-classes

[1,4F on M,,, the homogeneity condition (31) for Q7 gives the following homogeneity
condition for ancestor correlators:

E((ﬁbaﬂzkla T >¢an'¢;kn>z]—,n) - ((5 3)(9 - 1) ZZ 1(1 a; kl)) <¢a1'¢;k1> T agban"v;kn);n'

This is equivalent to the following homogeneity condition for potentials ]:"gT (s):

(B + 3o — do — R)sige) F(s) = (6 - 3)(g — F](s). (34)
12




We introduce the ancestor Euler vector field & on the big phase space:
ET = Zk,a(l —d, — k)33, atz Zk a b5a5k+1 57 (35)

Proposition 1.7. The ancestor potentials F;(S), g > 0, for a homogeneous CohF'T with
vacuum satisfy

ETFI(s) = (6 — 3)(g — 1)F](s) + 2°0(Es0, 50) + 0,1 (E)T ;. (36)

Moreover, the correlator (E)] , is a constant and we denote it by c;.

Proof. To prove equation (36), we first notice that by the QDE (22) and homogeneity con-
dition (32) for the vacuum vector v7(z), the operator &7 can be rewritten as follows:

= (X n(E, ¢a)as Zkabgask+las )+ kol —da k)szaés)
By equation (16), we have

(a (B 6" gr = Cas € shar o) F (8) = EF;(8) + %520(Es0, 50) + (E)T -

We see equation (36) follows from equation (34).
Now we prove the correlator (E)] ; is a constant. Consider

Ora((E)71) = fmm 0ra Q7 (E) = fﬂm Q7 (Vg E) + fmm Q" (E, ¢a),

then by homogeneity condition of CohFT €7, the degree one part of (27 ; communicates with
adg, hence

fMl 1 Vd)a = - fml,l QT([ - fMl 1 (QT ¢a ) - — fﬂlﬂ QT(E7 ¢a>-
This proves 0-((E)7,) = 0 for each a = 0,--- , N — 1, and thus (E)7, is a constant. O

1.6. Semisimple CohFT and reconstruction theorem. A CohFT ) is called semisim-
ple if the algebra (H,n,*) is semisimple. If the shifted CohFT Q7 is semisimple, then we
say 7T is a semisimple point of the corresponding Frobenius manifold. It is clear that if 7 is
a semisimple point, then so is the point in its (formal) neighborhood.

For a semisimple homogeneous CohFT Q7 with vacuum v7(z), based on Givental’s re-
construction procedure [20, 21], Teleman [42] proved that 7 is uniquely and explicitly
constructed from the Frobenius structure of Q7. In the follows, we briefly describe Givental
and Teleman’s result, we refer readers to [41] for more details and [5] for generalizations of
the setting.

Let R7(z) € E™ ® End(H)[[#]], called the R-matrix, be a formal power series

R(2) =14+ Rz + R52* +-- -,
satisfying the symplectic condition R™*(—z)R7(z) =1, where R™*(z) is the adjoint of R"(z)
with respect to n. Here E™ is an algebraic extension of the fractional field of A7. We also
introduce the matrix V7 (z, w) associated with R-matrix:

Z Vi 2R I_RT’*(—Z)RT(—QU).

zZ 4w

k,1>0

An R-matrix defines an action, called the R-action, on a CohFT w™ on (H,7n) in the following
way. Let G,, be the set of stable graphs of genus-g with n-legs. For I' € G, ,, define
Contr : H®" — E™ @ H*(M,,,, Q) by the following construction:

13



1). place W) n(w) 20 €ach vertex v € T,

2). place R™*(—1);)- at each leg [; € I labeled by i =1, -+ | n,

3). place V7 (¢, Yy )P, @ ¢* at each edge e € I' connecting vertexes v' and v”.
The R-action on the CohFT w” is defined by

1
(RT . WT)g,n = Z 7‘ Aut(r)‘ 51"7* COIltF,
Fegg,n

where & i= HUEF Mg(v),n(v) — Mgm is the canonical map with image equal to boundary
stratum associated to the graph I', and its push-forward &, induces a homomorphism from

the strata algebra on [],.p My@w)nw) to the cohomology ring (see [5, 41] for details).
Let T7(z) € E™ ® H[[#]], called the T-vector, be a power series starting from degree 1:

T(2) =T z+Tyz* + .
A T-vector defines an action, called the T-action, on a CohFT w™ on (H,7n) by
T T 1 m T T T
(T "W )97"(_) = Z Wﬂ-* wg,n—l—m(_ ®T (wn-i-l) ®--T (wn+m))>
m>0 "
where ™ : My im — M., is the forgetful map forgetting the last m marked points.

Theorem 1.8 (Givental-Teleman reconstruction theorem). For a semisimple homogeneous
CohFT QY™ on (H,n) with the vacuum vector v7(z2), let H = ®N_,C{é,} be the decomposition
1

of algebra (H,n,*,) with 1(€s,€5) = 0np, and €, *, €5 = 0,5028, for some functions
A, = Ay(T), then the CohF'T Q7 is uniquely reconstructed by the following formula:

O = R™-T7 - (N QKWa),

Here Q"W is the trivial CohF'T on I-dimensional space C{ea} (i.e., Uy (a, ..., Ea) = 1),
R™ is the R-matriz uniquely determined by

[Ryi1, €l = (m+p)Ry,  m=0, (37)
and T7 s the T-vector given by

T7(2) =2z-1—2zR"(2)"V7(2),

where 1 =€, + -+ - + éxn.
Remark 1.9. For an arbitrary semisimple homogeneous CohFT Q7 (without assuming the
vacuum axiom in advance), Teleman [42] has proved that there always exists a unique vacuum

vector v7(z) such that the vacuum axiom (18) holds for n > 1 (but may fail for n = 0, see [42,
Remark 3.2]) and one always has

Q;n =(R"-T7- (@aN:1QKWa))g7n, n > 1.
2. DESCENDENTS FOR COHFT

In this section, we first introduce the descendent potentials for a calibrated CohFT with
vacuum, drawing parallels to the GW theory. Our aim is to formally define the descendents
in a manner independent of any specific geometric theory. Next, we extend Givental’s results
regarding his Lagrangian cone to the context of the generalized Frobenius manifold. At the
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end of this section, we introduce the homogeneity condition for both the calibrations and
the descendent potentials, and subsequently define two types of Virasoro operators.

2.1. §- and v-calibration of generalized Frobenius manifold. For a CohFT with
flat unit, the Kontsevich-Manin formula (9) provides an approach to define a (formal) total
descendent potential from the total ancestor potential via the S-matrix. For a general
CohFT (not necessarily contains a flat unit), the S-matrix can always be defined to be an
operator-valued series which has the form:

ST(z) =1+ 5,52 "€ EndH|[[z71]]

and satisfies the symplectic condition

ST*(=2)ST(z) =1, (38)
and the QDE:

20:aS57(2) = ¢q *, ST(2), a=0,---,N—1. (39)
It is clear that the S-matrix is not uniquely determined by the above conditions. A choice
of S7(z) is called an S-calibration of the (generalized) Frobenius manifold (of the CohFT).
Note that the flat unit plays a crucial role in the original Kontsevich-Manin formula (9).
To apply this formula for defining a (formal) total descendent potential in arbitrary CohFTs,

we need to extend the notion of the flat unit on the descendent side, analogous to the vacuum
vector on the ancestor side.

Definition 2.1 (v-calibration). The v-vector v7(z) is an vector-valued series in H((z71))
which satisfies the QDE:

20:aV"(2) = Qg *, VT (2) — g, a=0,---,N—1. (40)

Note the v-vector is not uniquely determined by the above conditions. A choice of v7(z) is
called a v-calibration of the (generalized) Frobenius manifold (of the CohFT).

We note here the QDE (40) for the v-vector v7(z) is the same as the QDE (22) for the
vacuum vector v'(z). However, these two vectors belong to different spaces, v7(z) resides in
H((z™")) while v7(2) lies in H[[2]] (in which space the solution to the QDE (22) is unique).
The intersection of these two spaces is H|[z], where the solution, if exists, is unique. In other
words, if the v-vector v7(z) is a polynomial in z, then the vacuum vector v7(z) must also be
a polynomial, and we have 17 (z) = v7(z).

Given an S-matrix S7(z) and a v-vector v7(z), we define the J-function by:

JT(—=2) = =287 (=2)V" (2). (41)
By equations (39) and (40), we see 0.aJ™(—2) = S™*(—2)¢, and thus J7(—z) has form
T (=2) =7 =7 — 2u(2) + Fpn L0 (—2) 7" € H((z7)) (42)
for some constant vectors 7y € H, u(z) € H[z]. Especially, we have
u(z) = [S™ (=27 ()] (43)

This is a constant vector and it will be used to generalize the dilaton shift.

15



Remark 2.2. Rather than introducing the v-vector, if one begins by defining the J-function
through certain equations, the S-matrix can be derived from the equation {ﬁa JT(=z) =
ST*(—2)¢a, and the v-vector is determined from v™(z) = —z7'S7(2).J7(—z). This alterna-
tive approach offers a different path to define these fundamental elements, highlighting a

connection between the J-function and the v-vector.

Furthermore, note that 7(¢a, 0-S7¢y) = 0:a0;c0P(7), where ®(7) is the potential of
the Frobenius manifold induced by 7. By taking integration of this equation, one has
N(Pa, STp) = 00 P(7) + C,, for some constants C, . Recall the function @ is defined up
to a at most quadratic function of 7, we require the function ®(7) to satisty 7(¢a, S7¢p) =
Ora0pp®(7). Similarly, we require the function ®(7) to satisfy Jj, = 9r.®(7). The function
®(7) is now determined up to a constant ®(0).

2.2. Descendent potentials for a CohFT. Now we are ready to define the (formal)
descendent potentials by applying a generalized version of the Kontsevich—-Manin formula of
an S- and v-calibrated CohFT.

Firstly, for an arbitrary CohFT Q7 (without requiring S- and v-calibration), we define
Fi(7) by requiring O F1(7) = [z Q7 (¢a). Tt is clear that Fy(7) is determined by this

condition up to a constant [F(0):
Fi(r)=F0)+ ) % /M Qup(r, - 7).
n>1 1,n
Secondly, after choosing an S- and v-calibration for a CohFT €27, we introduce
Wt — 7,6 —7) = 20(7) + 252, JL, - (8 — 807 + WT(t — 7,6 — 7), (44)
where the bilinear form W7, is defined by using S-matrix as in GW theory (see (10)). We

note here for the ConFT with flat unit 1, one has W™ (t — 7,t — 1) = W™ (&, £) + 2c for some
constant ¢ which can be taken to be vanished by changing ®(7) — ®(7) — ¢. Now we can
define the (formal) total descendent potential D(t; k) for an S- and v-calibrated CohFT:

Definition 2.3. For an S- and v-calibrated CohFT, its total descendent potential D(t; k)
is defined via the total ancestor potential by the following formula:

D(t; h) = P+ 5z W (b=rt=7) - A"(s(t); h), (45)
where the coordinate transformation s = s(t) is defined by s(z) = [S7(2)t(2)]+ — 7.

Given the total descendent potential D(t;h), the genus-g descendent potential F,(t) is
defined by

log(D(t; h)) = > W > F,(t),

920
and the descendent invariants / correlators (—),, are defined by

<¢a1¢k1> Ty gbanwkn)gv" = atZi o atZZ‘Fg(t)}tzo‘

Introduce the 7-shifted descendent correlators (—)7

‘g?n.

<¢a1wk17 o 7¢anwkn>;,n = atz; e 8tzz ‘Fg(t) ‘t:T’ (46)
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then formula (45) can be rewritten in the correlator form as follows: for 2g —2+4n > 0,

<¢a1wkla o >¢an¢kn>;,n = <ST('J})¢G1@Ekla T ST(@E)QSan'J}knx]—,na (47)
where the correlators with insertion ¢,¢* of negative k are set to be 0.

Remark 2.4. When there are only the primary insertions, two definitions (equations (46)
and (13)) of the correlator (@a,, -, Pa,);, coincide with each other for 2g — 2 +n > 0;
for 2g — 2+ n < 0, the ancestor correlators are defined to be 0 and we only consider the
descendent correlators defined by equation (46).

We have the following theorem generalizing Theorem 7.1 in [20].
Theorem 2.5. The total descendent potential D(t; h) does not depend on T.

Proof. The Theorem is equivalent to the following equations: for g > 0,
0.F,(t) =0, b=0,--- ,N—1

We prove these equations by proving the vanishing of coefficient of []_, ti. on the left-hand
side of these equations for all n > 0 and all k; >0, a; =0,---, N — 1. Precisely, we prove

&b (<¢a1¢k1> T gbanwkn);n) = <¢b> ¢a1¢k1> T qﬁan’gbk”);n‘ (48)

For (g,n) = (0,0),(0,1),(0,2),(1,0), the results hold by definition. For the cases with
29 —2+n > 0, by using equation (47) and the QDE (39) for S-matrix, equation (48) follows
from equation (16). O

2.3. Givental’s Lagrangian submanifold for generalized Frobenius manifold. Fol-
lowing Givental [20, 22], we introduce the loop space H := H((z™!)), which by definition is
the space of Laurent series in 2! with vector coefficients from H:

H((=) = { St +pu(=2)* " qopi € HY.

There is a symplectic bilinear form in H: for f,g € H,

D(1.9) = 5z § (=209 dz = —al, ),

where the integration is formally defined by ﬁ 3 apZfdz = a_y.

By the polarization H = H, ®H_ = H[z]®z"'H[[27']], the loop space H can be identified
with the cotangent bundle T*H , of space H,. The genus-0 descendent potential Fy(t) can
be viewed as a formal function on #H . via the shift q(z) = t(z) — 79 — zu(z), where the shift
is determined by equation (42).

Denote by L the graph of the differential d.Fy:

L:={(p,q) € T"H, : p = deFo(t)}.
We see L is a Lagrangian submanifold of the loop space H. We denote by J(t, —z) the point
(q,p) in £ via the shift q(z) = t(z) — 79 — zu(z) and we call it the J-function on the big
phase space. Recall the J-function J7(—z) defined by (41) and its relation with the genus-0
potential Fy(t) (44), we see J™(—z) = J(t, —2)|t=-. We introduce the tangent space of L:

TL :=spanc{Og J(t,—z) : k> 0,a=0,--- N — 1}.

For the theory containing a flat unit, Givental proved that the system of “string equation

+ dilaton equation + topological recursion relation” of the function Fy(t) is equivalent to
17



L is a Lagrangian cone satisfying J(t, —z) € z- TL C TL (see [22, Theorem 1] for details).
For arbitrary CohFTs, the string equation and the dilaton equation may no-longer hold, we
have only the topological recursion relation which is equivalent to the constitutive relation
introduced by Dijkgraaf and Witten [9]. Introduce the DW map defined by the (formal)
solution 7 = mw of the following equation:

7= [2"](S7(2)t()), (49)

where [2°]f(z) stands for the coefficient of 2° in series f(z), then the constitutive relation
reads Tt
0 t k I\ TOW
= \Pa¥ . 50
atzat? <¢ w (bbw >O,2 ( )
For the formal genus-0 potential Fy(t) defined in this paper, the constitutive relation can
also be proved as follows. Firstly, by definition, we have

6;?%&? = ZmZO %«bawk? ¢bwlv t(¢) =T, 7t(w) - T>672+m'

Secondly, by the relation of 7-shifted descendent correlators and ancestor correlators (47),
when taking 7 to be the DW map (notice that [2°](S7(2)(t(z) — 7)) = 0), we see for m > 1,
the dimensional reason (the total degree of insertions is at least m while dim ﬂogﬂn =m—1)
makes the correlators vanishing and one gets equation (50).

Proposition 2.6. We have the following results:
(1). TL = S™W*(—z)H|z|;
(2). J(t,—z) — JPW(—z) € z-TL.

Proof. By definition and the constitutive relation (50),
Oi (J(t, —=2)) = Gaz" + o0 O - (D', 6at)")55" - (—2) 77
Since <¢b¢la Cbawk)g,z = Zizo(—l)i(Sﬁ*@- ) Sg+i+1)2a we have
8tg(J(ta _Z)) = ¢azk - leo Zi:o S;—E);N* : SI:-Dkvzerl ’ (_Z)_Hi LTk ¢azk-

Notice that the right hand side of above equation equals @, 2% — S™W*(—2)[S™W (2)d,2*]_,
where [f(z)]_ stands for the negative part of a Laurent series f(z) in 27!, then by equa-
tion (38), we have

O (I (6, —2)) = ST (—2)[S7 ()M, (51)
This proves the first part of the Proposition.

Similarly, by noticing 220t) — (Dat®)I + (P, t(1)) — Tow) (%Y, we have

ot
J(t, —2) = TPV (=2) = STPWH(=2)[SV(2)(b(2) — oW )]+
The second part of the Proposition follows from [2°]S™W (2)(t(z) — pw) = 0. O

2.4. Homogeneity conditions for descendent potentials. For a homogeneous CohFT
with vacuum v7(z) and calibrated with S-matrix S7(z) and v-vector v7(z), we introduce
homogeneity condition for v7(z) by directly applying the homogeneity condition (32) for the
vacuum v’ (z), precisely,

(20. + E)W(2) = —(n+ ) v (2). (52)
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We call such a vector v7(z) is homogeneous. Similarly as the vacuum vector, the homogeneity
condition (32) for v7(z) can be rewritten as

(20.+ 8 +p+ v (2) —1E =0, (53)
and this equation holds if and only if it holds at 7 = 0.
Lemma 2.7. Given a homogeneous v-vector, the ¢, in Definition 0.4 (2) is a constant.
Proof. By the QDE (40) and the homogeneity condition (52), for each a =0,--- | N — 1,
Ora (N(E, 17 (2))) = (1 = 0) - 0(E, 7 (2)) — 1(¢a, 20.17 (2)).
Therefore, [2'7°]0,« (n(E,v7(2))) = 0 and this proves ¢, is a constant. O

To introduce the homogeneity condition for the S-matrix, we first recall in GW theory of
X, the homogeneity condition for the S-matrix is given by

(20, + E)S™(2) = [S7(2),pu] + S7(2)p/ 2, (54)

where p = ¢;(X)U. For an arbitrary S-calibrated homogeneous CohF'T, there is no geometric
definition of the operator p, and there may not have such operator p such that the S-matrix
satisfies equation (54). Nonetheless, we can always have the following definition:

Definition 2.8. Given an S-calibrated homogeneous CohFT, the p-matrix takes the form
p(2) =2 ko prz~* € End(H)[[271]] and is defined by

(20 + E)S7(2) = [S7(2), 1] + 57(2)p(2) /2. (55)
The S-matrix is called homogeneous if the operator p(z) satisfies
20.0(2) = pl(2) + [p(2), 4] (56)

For such case, we also call p(z) is homogeneous and call equation (55) (resp. equation (56))
the homogeneity condition for S-matrix (resp. p-matrix).

By the QDE (39), the homogeneity condition for S-matrix can be rewritten as
(20, + € + 1)S7(2) = S(2)(n + p(2) /2) = 0. (57)

Denote by A(7, z) the left-hand side of above equation, then 9. A(T,2) = ¢, *, A(7, 2).
Therefore, the homogeneity condition (57) for S-matrix holds if and only if it holds at 7 = 0.

Based on the definition, we highlight three important results regarding the p-matrix and
the homogeneous S-matrix. Firstly, p(z) does not depend on 7 and satisfies p*(2) = p(—2).
This can be easily derived by using equations (38), (39) and (26). Secondly, since p is a diag-
onal matrix, one can see from equation (56) a homogeneous p-matrix must be a polynomial
in 27! and must be nilpotent (see Appendix A.2 for a proof). Finally, given a homogeneous
CohFTs, the homogeneous S-matrix always exists (equivalently, the homogeneous p-matrix
always exists). Indeed, when the vacuum vector is flat (thus is the flat unit), this is equiva-
lent to [11, Lemma 2.5] introduced by Dubrovin. The general cases can be proved by using
similar method as the proof of [11, Lemma 2.5]. A detailed proof is put in Appendix A.1.

By the definition of the J-function (41), the homogeneity conditions for the v-vector and
the S-matrix imply the following homogeneity condition for the J-function:

(20. 4+ E)J(—2) = (1= $ — pn— p(2)/2) J7(—=). (58)
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We show some consequences of this equation. Firstly, the vector u(z) satisfies

(20. 4+ p+ $u(z) =0, p(x)u(z) € H[z™Y. (59)
Secondly, the Euler vector field E (see equation (24)) relates with p and u by
D k0 PRUE =D g, 4 7o (60)

Thirdly, the potential ®(z) for the Frobenius manifold satisfies
Ed(r) = (3—-06)®(7) + %77(7:7 poT) — Zizo n(7, piy11;) + %Zi,jzo n(W, piyjr21;) + co.
(61)
for some constant cg. We put the explanation of these consequences in Appendix A.2

Remark 2.9. If § # 3, one can take ¢y = 0 by taking ®(7) — ®(7) — 3, but one can not

do this if 6 = 3. For such case, if one further has v"(z) € H|[[z™!]], then the Virasoro-index
m,, = 0 and one can deduces ¢y = ¢, (the Virasoro constant defined in Definition 0.4 (2))
from equation (61).

Given an homogeneous S-matrix with operator p(z), we introduce the descendent Fuler
vector field & on the big phase space (compare this with equation (35)):

0 Wb 0
& = Z )T g~ gajbw hvion g (62)
where t(2) = t(z) — 79 — zu(z). We see equations (59) and (60) imply &=, = E.

Proposition 2.10. The descendent potentials F,(t), g > 0, of homogeneous CohFT with
vacuum and calibrated by homogeneous S-matrix and v-vector satisfy

0
EF8) = (6= 3)(g = DE() + 2 3 nlfi pissfy) + Sy0c0 + 801, (63)
§,§>0
where ¢y, ¢ are two constants given by equation (61) and Proposition 1.7 respectively.

Proof. We prove equation (63) by the homogeneity conditions for J-function (58) and for
Fy(s) (34), as well as equation (55) with homogeneous p(z). Firstly, by the coordinate
transformation s(z) = [S7(2)t(z)]; — 7 and equation (55), we have

(E+&)(sk) = (1= 35— n—k)se,
Together with equation (34), we obtain
(E+&)F(s(t)) = (6 — 3)(g — 1) F; (s(t)).

Secondly, (£ + &)Fi(1) = (E)], and as we have shown in the proof of Proposition 1.7,
(E)], = c1is a constant. Thirdly, equation (55) gives us the following homogeneity condition
for the W-matrix (see equation (10) for the definition):

(20. + WOy, + EYWT™ (z,w) = [WT™(z,w), u| + 2 (z W (z,w) + W7 (z,w) - @ + W7 (z,w).
Then by equation (61) and by direct computatlons we have
(E+ éa)ﬁ//T(t —T;t—7)=(3-— 5)WT(t —Tt—7)+ Z”>0n(t2, piriti) + 2co.

The Proposition follows from these computations and E(F,(t)) = 0 (by Theorem 2.5, F,(t)

does not depend on 7). O
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Remark 2.11. A descendent potential that satisfies (63) is called homogeneous. Then,
the generalized Virasoro conjecture claims that the homogeneous total descendent potential
D(t; h) satisfies the generalized Virasoro constraints under certain conditions.

2.5. Generalized and ancestor Virasoro operators via quantization. For a infini-
tesimal transformation A € End(H((z71))), i.e., w(Af,g) = —w(f, Ag), let

ha(f) =3 w(Af, f). (64)

and we define the quantization of A by A := h,(f), where f = > ko Gr2” + pr(—2) 7M1 for
Dk = Pk.a®”, @k = ¢ia € H and the quantization of quadratic Hamiltonians are given by

(gia)) = qrar /1% (gips) = G20, (Prapip) = 20420,

For the case with a homogeneous p-matrix p(z) = p € End(H), following Givental [20],
we introduce the infinitesimal transformations ¢, for m > —1:

b = =27 V(20,2 + pz + p)"T27V2
Then the Virasoro operator L,, (see equation (4)) can be expressed as
—~
Ly = U + 222 str (1 — 1), (65)

where the coordinate q(z) = 3, qx2* is related with the coordinate t(z) by q(z) = t(2). In
general, for the case with a homogeneous p-matrix p(z) = po + p1z~ + -+ € End(H)[z7!],
we generalize the definition of ¢, by

0 = —2"2(20,2 4+ pz + p(z))" T2

and define L,, by substituting ¢, for £, in equation (65).
Similarly, we introduce the infinitesimal transformations for the ancestors in parallel:

Lemma 2.12. For m > —1, let ] be the infinitesimal transformations defined by
0r = 2 V(20,2 4+ pz + E)" Y2
then the Virasoro operator LT (see equation (1)) can be expressed as
Ly, =10+ i > str(E'G+wE G —m),
i+j=m
where the coordinate q(2) is related with the coordinate s(z) by q(z) =s(z) — 2v7(2).

Proof. Compare (7 with ¢,,, by replacing p with £, the proof for the ancestor case closely
parallels that of the descendent case. O

Remark 2.13. Let (2, := —27'/2(20,2)™*'27"/2 then we have
(= g THyT ZiPifo p2ibigh (7 = ST(2)z Ham ZiPif° 22iPighST(2)7L,

For either case, p(z) € End(H)[z7!] or p(z) = p € End(H), we have firstly, ¢7 does not
depend on the precise form of p(z) and secondly, the definitions of ¢/, and ¢,, share the same
form. Since the results for arbitrary p(z) are parallel to those for p(z) = p € End(H), in the
follows of this paper, we will focus on the case that p(z) = p for simplicity.
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Introduce two operators D, . and Dg . by

Dy, =A+ (u+32)z+2%0., A=p, €&, (66)
then by the QDE (39) and the homogeneity condition (55) for S-matrix, one can see
S™(2)D, . = D¢ .57 (2). (67)
The infinitesimal transformations ¢,, and ¢] can be expressed as follows:
by, = —D;’?;’l 27 0 = —Dgfjl 27 h

By identifying ¢,1* with Ope, the Virasoro operators Ly,, m > —1, can be formally rewritten
as follows

Ly, = ﬁ n(Pmeo,fo) 5mo 1 1 str (,U - —) + [DmH@D 11~3(¢)]+
+ S (—1)Ege o [DIF grp R (68)

[P

where the symbol “o” represents the composition of two operators. Similarly, by identifying
Pa0F with Osa, we have

I = ﬁn(fﬂwlsoa So) — % Zlﬂ ostr(E(p + )5]( %)) + [Dg"’:il D8 (1)]+

Y (1Rt o (D g (69)
By the quantization formulation of the Virasoro operators L,,, one can see for m > —1,
D%O,m(t) = —%W(DZLJIZ_IJ(JG,—Z),J(t’—z)). (70)

See equation (7) for the definition of .Z,,(t).

Proposition 2.14. For m > —1, the function £y, (t) is a constant if and only if
Dtz (—z) e TL.

Proof. We first notice that v(z) € TL if and only if v(z) = S™*(—2)[S7(2)v(z)]+. This is

because if v(z) € T'L, then there is some v'(2) € H[[z]] such that v(z) = S7*(—z)v'(z), by

the symplectic condition of S-matrix (38), we have v'(z) = S7(2)v(z) = [97(2)v(z)]+, and

hence v(z) = ST*(—2)[S7(z)v(z)]4+. The converse is straightforward.
Now we consider the derivatives of %, (t) with respect to ¢, by equation (51), we have

O, (Lom(t)) = —w(Dp271 I (6, —2), STV (=2)[S™V (2)Pa2"]4).
For an arbitrary element f(z) € H, it is straightforward to see
D onaW(f(2), 0a2™)9(=2) 7" = [f(2)]-
Then by using S™*(—2)[S7(2)¢a2"]+ = Paz" — ST*(—2)[S7(2)pa2"]- and
w(f(2), 57 (=2)[S7(2)¢az"]-) = w(ST(=2)[57(2) [ (2)]+, ¢az"),
one can see
D onaW(f(2), ST (=2)[S7(2)$a2"]4 )8 (—2) 7" = f(2) = ST (=2)[S7(2) f(2)]+-
In particular, take f(z) = =Dy 271 J(t, —z), we get
Do O (Lom(t))(—2) 7" 719" = S*(=2)[S(2) Dy 271 (4, —2)]4 — D e (8, —2).

Therefore, £, (t) is a constant if and only if D" 271J(t, —2) € TL and by Proposition 2.6,

this is equivalent to D' 271J7(—2) € TL. The proof is finished. O
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Remark 2.15. If v7(2) € H|z], then we have 27 'J(t,—2) € TL and % ,.(t) = 0 for
all m > —1 according to the formula (70). In particular, we have the string equation
Zo.—1(t) = 0. Similarly, we have dilaton equation

aa]:
Zkatk 8(12“ 2‘F( )

which is equivalent to the geometric formulation: J(t, —z) € T'L. Givental’s discussion [22,
Theorem 1] then applies to this case: L is a Lagrangian cone with the vertex at the origin
and such that its tangent spaces T'L are tangent to £ exactly along zTL.

3. RESULTS ON VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we prove Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, the main results on Virasoro conjec-
tures.

3.1. Ancestor Virasoro constraints. In this subsection, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. (1). The genus-0 ancestor Virasoro conjecture always holds.
(2). For each m >0, the genus-1 L] -constraint is equivalent to the following equation:

<Em+1>;1= - Z str(EpE 1) — o > str((gaugbl)*)+21—4str((gm((u+g)1)*). (71)

a+b m a+b=m
(8). The ancestor Virasoro constraints hold for semisimple homogeneous CohF'Ts.

Remark 3.2. As noted in Remark 1.9, for semisimple cases, we need not assume the vacuum
axiom. Given a semisimple homogeneous CohFT Q7, f | = QT for n > 0. Here, O =
R™ - T7 - (®N_ OKWa) is constructed through R- and T—actions and satisfies the vacuum
axiom. This indicates a relation between the corresponding total ancestor potentials A" (s; k)

and A"(s;h): A7(s;h) = "M . A7(s: h) for a function F(r;h) which is independent of s.
Consequently, the Virasoro constraints for A7 (s; k) are equivalent to those for A7(s; k).
Proof of Theorem 3.1. The first two parts of Theorem 3.1 are indeed derived from the topo-
logical recursion relations of genus-0 and genus-1 and we put the proof in Appendix B.
Now we prove the last part of Theorem 3.1 by using the Givental-Teleman reconstruction

theorem [20, 42]. We just need to prove the results for CohFT with vacuum and then the
results for general cases follow. By semisimplicity, we have a decomposition H = ®)_,Ce,
1

of H =T,U with a basis {€,} such that n(€,, €s) = dop and &, *, €5 = 04,3A2€, for some
functions A, = A, (7). We define e, = A, %éa. The reconstruction theorem gives

A" (s; h) = TyRTADEY (s; h). (72)
The formula (72) is explained as follows. Firstly, DKW (t; i) = [], D*W(t%; h) is a product of

N 1
N copies of the Witten-Kontsevich tau-function. Secondly, ADRW (t; k) = [, D¥WV(A2t*; AZh)
and we denote this by D*P(t, ). Thirdly, R™(z) =1+ Rjz+--- € End(H)][z]] is the R-matrix
determined by equation (37). It follows that r(z) := log(R"(2)) is an infinitesimal transfor-

mation on the loop space H and thus r( ) is defined by (64) via identification q(2) = t(z)—=z1
with 1 = > e,. The operator R7 is defined by e and RTDt"p( ; h) means we replaces
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the coordinate t in the function ¢"®DP with s. Lastly, the action of T is just a shift on
the coordinate s which trans s(z) — 21 to s(z) — 2v"(2).
The idea of the proof of LT A" = 0 for a semisimple CohFT is as follows: we first consider

how the Virasoro operator L] go across the operators ﬁ, R and 3, then we prove the
result constraints for DKW by the Witten—Kontsevich theorem. For the results, we have

. L;ﬁ“: = ﬁi;, where L7, = LT |§(2)s(2)+2v7 (2)—21;

o L7, R™ = RTLISP7, where LIP™ = (P 4 Ml (£m) with

(0P = 27 V2(20,2 4 E)M T2,
o LioPTA = ALNKWT where LNKW:T — S [KWar with [KWerT the ancestor Virasoro
operator for the trivial CohF'T QfWe (€q, -+, &) = 1.

o [EWaTDRW(t: h) = 0 for each a.

Since the first and third results follow immediately from the definition of ﬁ and 3, the last

result follows from the Witten-Kontsevich theorem ¢, we show details for the proof of the
second equation in the follows.

—r2) T

The central part of the proof is to compute e lre ") which by definition equals

— —

L e DD f(2), f(2) €9, (73)

where f(2) = 3100 20 th€a?” + D ps0 2o Prae®(—2) "' Here {*} is the dual basis of
{en} with respect to n. We compute the expression (73) in four steps. Firstly, introduce the
quantization on linear functions of p, q by

¢ =aqi/h, Pra=hog,
we see F(2) = Fol2) + 1-(2) = Shoo Du Feart + zkzo 3, Oy €(—2) "+, where by
notation f(z) (as well as fi(z)) we mean we do not quantize 2™ in f(z). Then we have
Jw(DEH2Tf(2), f(2) = 5w(DET 27 1 (2), f4(2)) + w(DEF 2T f(2), f-(2))
+Jw(DEF T o (2), ().
Secondly, by the definition equation (64) and by direct computation, we have
=X (=S midog, X D00, )
m>1 k>0 k+l=m—1

—_—

Then by this explicit formula, it is straightforward to get [r(2), f(2)] = —7“/-7(2), and it
follows immediately

O f(2)er® = RTf(2), (74)
SMore strictly, LEWeTDRW (t; 1) = [0 DEW (P h) - LKWeTDEKW (44 ) and the Witten Kontsevich

theorem, together with Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde’s work [8], gives us LEWaTDEW (ta: p)| _o = 0. Tt is a
simple consequence of the Witten—Kontsevich theorem that the equation also holds for arbitrary 7.
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where R™f(z) = R™(2)f(z). Hence we get the formula:
el = Ju(DES R, (). (R, (2) + (DS R, (), (R (2)

+ (DR R _(2), (BT f)_(2).
Thirdly, notice that [R7(2)f(2)]- = [R™(2)f-(z)]-, we always have

— e

W(DEH R (2), (R ) _(2) = w(DEF 2 R () f(2), (R (2)F(2)] )

Therefore

—

O™ — Lao(DP 2 R (2) f(2), RT(2)f(2))
— LDz B, (2), (BT, (2) = LDt = R (2) £(2)]4, [RT(2) ()] )

By the definition of w, we see the right-hand side of above equation equals

SNE™HRf )y, (R f)g) = 5n(E™ R (2)f(2)]o, [R7(2)f(2)]o) = 5tx(E™H Ry).
Lastly, by equation (37), we have [R],&] = p and [Rj, ] = R} + pR], and these equations
imply

) = 4 o )
Moreover, equation (37) gives D¢ ,R™(2) = R (2 )D&Zp where ngz =&+ 32+ 2%0., together
with the symplectlc condition R™*(—z)R"(z) =1, we have

O, @ = —Lw(DEY™ 271, ) 4 3 e tr(E21E ).
This proves LZnRT = RTL;‘;W. The proof is finished. O

Remark 3.3. Our proof of the ancestor Virasoro conjecture for semisimple homogeneous
CohFT is fundamentally grounded in Givental’s work [20]. In his approach, Givental used the
Virasoro constraints for the Witten—Kontsevich tau-function, the reconstruction procedure,
and the Kontsevich-Manin formula to prove the (descendent) Virasoro conjecture. Our work
explicitly elaborates on the intermediate step that Givental left unspecified.

Remark 3.4. By exchanging N-copies of Virasoro operators for the Witten-Kontsevich
tau-function with the reconstruction procedure, N-copies of formal Virasoro operators for
semisimple CohFTs (not necessarily homogeneous) were constructed by Milanov [38] and
Alexandrov [2]. For homogeneous cases, our results show that summations of those N-
copies of formal Virasoro operators admit concise formulae. Furthermore, to the best of
our knowledge, the ancestor Virasoro operators for non-semisimple CohFTs are new in the
literature.

3.2. Generalized Virasoro constraints I: genus-0 part. In this subsection, we prove
the genus-0 generalized Virasoro constraints by generalizing Givental’s method of proving
the genus-0 Virasoro constraints introduced in [22] to arbitrary homogeneous CohFTs.

Theorem 3.5. For the homogeneous CohF'T with homogeneous calibrations and a Virasoro
index m,, as defined in Definition 0.4, the genus-0 generalized Virasoro constraints hold for
m > m,:

o%,m(t) + 5m72my -¢, = 0.
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Proof. We note firstly by formula (70), if v7(z) € H|[z], then by definition z7'J"(—2) € TL
and thus z71J(t, —2) € TL according to Proposition 2.6. The genus-0 generalized Virasoro
constraints follows immediately from the fact D,, 7L C TL and w(f,g) =0 for f,g € TL.

Now we consider the case with v7(z) ¢ H|z], then by assumption, § = 2m, + 3 for some
non-negative integer m,,. By Proposition 2.14, we prove the genus-0 L,,-constraint, m > m,,
in two steps: firstly, D271 J7(—2) € TL (then we have %, (t) is a constant) and secondly
Lo.m(t)|t=r = —0Om.2m, ¢, We prove these step by step.

For the first step, by Proposition 2.6 and equations (38) and (67), we just need to prove
DF'wT(2) € H[z]. Let Dg, = De. + %522 = €+ (u+ 5)z + 2%0., then by equation (52),
we have D¢ .v7(z) = F and thus

D' () = DP.E € H[2],  Ym >0. (75)
Notice that [Dg ., 2'] = 12"+, we have [?(’;Zzl = 2(Dg . +12)*. Hence
DIt = (D + 522)™ = DEH 4 S0 am(2) DE (76)

for some polynomials a,, x(z) € Q[z]. In particular, by direct computation, we have
tmo(2) = (220, + 3522)" (1) = 2 [T, (358 +4).
Since by definition, m, = % € Z>g, we have a,,o(z) = 0 for m > m,,. Therefore,
Dgfjlf(z) = [)?ZE + > amk(z)D'gf;lE € Hz].
For the second step, by equation (58) and by induction, it is straightforward to see
Dyta I (=2) = 2" ([ [ (i = my = Vi) J7(=2).
Here the multiplications of V act on a function f by Vi(f) = E(VE(f)). Write
[T70(i = = Vi) = 32000 bnp Vi,
then we have b,, o = 0 for m > m,,. Notice
W(zmEJ(—2), Vi I (=2)) = 0, 2<k<m-+1,
(since w(2™ - f,g) = w(f, (—2)™g) and 2"V 1J7(—2) € TL for 2 < k < m + 1), we have
LomOlmr = 5 S bk Vi (w(z BT (—2), T7(~2))).
Furthermore, it follows from the straightforward computations that
Ora (w(zMEJT(=2),J7(=2))) = (m — 2m, )w (2" 0 JT(—2), J7(—2)),
thus we have
Lo (®)]e=r = =2 S by (m — 2m, )P w(ZEJT(—2), J7(—2)).

For m > m, and m # 2m,,, we have E;n:ll bk (m — 2m,, )% = [T,
thus % (t) 4= = 0. For m = 2m,,, we have by, 1 = (—=1)™(m,!)? a
%,2mu(t)|t:7 - _%b2m,},l : W(EJT(_ ) 227711/ JT( Z))

Notice that EJ(—z) = S™*(—2)FE and w(S™*(—2)f,9) = w(f,S7(2)g), the r.h.s of above
equation gives exactly —c,. L]

)
2(2 m, — (m — 2m,),
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Remark 3.6. We can prove that if the term a,,(z) in the proof of Theorem 3.5 is not
vanished, then the genus-0 L,,-constraint fails. Otherwise, let 77(z) = an0(2)v7(2), the
L,,-constraint, together with equation (75), gives us v"(z) € Hl[z]. By QDE (40) of the
v-vector, we have

207007 (2) = g %7 VT (2) — A 0(2)Pa-
Let 07(z) = >, 72", then the equation solves j = --- =17 = 0 and thus

vT(2) = v (2)/amo(2) € H[z],

which contradicts our assumption. We see the existence of the Virasoro-index m, is the
necessary (and sufficient for genus-0) condition for the generalized Virasoro conjecture.

Corollary 3.7. For a homogeneous CohFT with vacuum v™(z) and calibrated with a homo-
geneous S-matriz and v-vector v™(z), the genus-0 Ly,-constraint holds if and only if

DQ;HVT (2) = ng’jlvT(z).

Proof. We note first the string equation holds if and only if J7(—z) € 2TL which is equivalent
to the fact that v7(z) a polynomial in z and is further equivalent to v7(2) = v7(2).

For the case that v7(z) ¢ H]|z|, the validity of the genus-0 L,,-constraint requires the
existence of the Virasoro-index m, and m > m, > 0. Since the v-vector and the vacuum
vector satisfy the same homogeneity condition (52) (or (32)), equation (75) also applies to the
vacuum vector v7(z). By equation (76), DF'H'v7(2) = DFH'v™(2) follows from apo(z) =
0. Conversely, the same homogeneity condition for the v-vector and the vacuum vector,
equation (75) and equation (76) together give that the equation DFF'v7(z) = DFH'v(z)
implies a,,0(z) = 0 (since we have assumed v7(z) ¢ H|z]| thus v"(z) # v7(z)). Notice that
amo(2) = 2™ T (352 +4), the vanishing of a,,0(z) ensures § = 2m,, + 3 for some integer
0 <m, <m and the genus-0 L,,-constraint follows. O

3.3. Generalized Virasoro constraints II: higher genus part. In this subsection, we
consider the generalized Virasoro constraints of higher genus. We prove the second and third
parts of Theorem 2 by establishing the equivalence between (generalized) descendent and
ancestor Virasoro constraints.

Proposition 3.8. For m > m,,, the L,,-constraint is equivalent to the L] -constraint.

Proof. By the relation of the total descendent potential and the total ancestor potential
(equation (45)), the L,,-constraint is equivalent to the following equation for A" (s; h):

LT A7(s;h) =0,
where the operator L7 is defined by

ET = e h2W (t T7t_T)‘(Lm+ m2my ) eﬁsz(t T,t— 7’)

Here we use the expression (68) of the operator L,,. By viewing t(z) = [S™*(—2)s(2)]; + 7
and ¢,0* = [S7(¥)¢pa1b¥] 1, our goal is to prove L7, = L7 (see equation (69) for the expression
of the operator L7 ). By definition, L7 has form:

L, = 35 Br(t,t) + LT, o+ LT + L7

m 2h2 m,2’
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where B’ (t,t) is a quadratic function of t and

L:n,2 — i(_l)k¢a¢k 1 [Dm+1¢a,¢ k— 1]

k=1
L7, =[Driy ey ++Z F(@at® 51 + (0™ 1 (1) — 707 o) (DI gt

1

T 1 1 = - m a,—k— T
Lo = = dmogstr (12 = 3) + 5 D (=1 0at L D 6707 )5

In the follows, we compute these three terms one by one.
Firstly, by equation (67), we have

S (DF gt o (D gy TR = ST (~1)MST($)@adt ] o [DF ST ()6

By taking expansion of S7(v)) = > i0 STy~ and using ¢, ® (ST¢") = (577"¢a) ® ¢, above
equation can be further simplified as follows:

Z?:l Zi,jzo(—l)k[S{S]Tv*qga&k—i—lh o [Dm+1¢aw k_j_1]+~

Note the summation in above expression is finite, by changing the order of the summation
and by using the symplectic condition (38) of the S-matrix, we get

Ly,» = >y (1) " o [DF gt~ 1]
Secondly, notice that
Lp = [P0 (7 (=) + () — 7+ Do (@at, 6(8) — 7500 (—) )],
by using equation (51) and by identifying ¢q* with [S7(1))p.0*], we see
Lypy = [DESTIST () (JT (=) + ST (=) [ST () (4 () — 7)) ] .
Now by using equations (41), (38), (11) and Corollary 3.7, we obtain
Lyy = [DEE 97 (s(d) = dvT ()] .-
Thirdly, by the definition of (—)§,, one can see for m > 1
~T = le>1(_ )* Res.—o Res,=o 1(¢az" " WT(Z,w)DZTI%b“w"“‘l)‘i—Z%w-

Notice that [Dm+2 w™ = —(m + 2)D™F | we have

pyw pyw

LTo == 527 s (= 1)F Res.g Resy—q (a2 ™1, W7 (2, w) DIt 2oy —F=2) 2 dw
+ 57 2okt (— 1P Res.—g Resy—o (902", W7 (2, w)w™ ' D2 ¢mw 1) L4,
Recall by definition of W7 (equation (10)), we have
W (z,w)w™ = —WT(z,w)z"" + S7*(2)S™ (w) —

Substitute this into the second line on the r.h.s of above equation, then one can see the
summation containing —W7(z,w)z~! cancel with the first line on the r.h.s of above equation,
and one gets the result:

Lio = gz ko1 (1) Resa—o Resy—o (02", (S7%(2) 87 (w) 1) Dys?gtw 1) & e,
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’
m,2)

L:n,o = - 2ml+4 Zkzl(_l)k Res.—o Resw—o n((bazk_la DZ?$2¢aw_k_l)%

+ 2n7,1+4 Zkzl(_l)k Res.—g Resy—o n((bazk—l’ Dg”j:;? aw—k—l)dz

z

Now by using similar method that we used to compute L one can see

<f

This gives

Ly, o = g str ([ Dt (w™?)) — gt str ([wO] DES* (w2)).

By the definitions of D, . (equation (66)), we have

str ([wO]DA,J[Uz(w %) = Z str (A (u—l—%)AJ(,u—%)Ak) = str (A'(u+3) A7 (p—1))
i+j+k=m itjom

When taking A = p, notice that p is nilpotent and p is diagonal under flat basis, above

expression vanishes for m > 0, thus we have

Lio=—33 i astr (Ei(n+3)E(n—1)
and the formula also holds for m = 0.
Now we know L7  has the following form:

Ly, = i B, (6(),8(8)) = § Xy SE(E (1 + 3)E (1 — 3))
+ D18 ()] 1 + & i (— 1) gt o [DE R
By genus-0 L,,-constraint, we have
LB](4(s), £(5)) — 2DV (5), 50, 50)F + O(s) = 0.
This gives B, (t(s), t(s)) = n(£™sq, 5o), and we obtain L7 = L7 . O

m

Now we can prove the second and third parts of Theorem 2.

Theorem 3.9. We have the following results:
(1). For each m > max{m,, 0}, the genus-1 L,-constraint is equivalent to equation (3).
(2). The generalized Virasoro conjecture, as stated in Conjecture 2, holds for any semi-
simple homogeneous CohF'T with homogeneous calibrations and a Virasoro indez.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.8. O

4. APPLICATION I: VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS OF DEFORMED NEGATIVE 7-SPIN THEORY

The deformed negative r-spin class ©™¢; also called the e-deformed ©-class, was introduced
by Norbury [39] for r = 2, ¢ = 0 and generalized by Chidambaram, Garcia-Failde and
Giacchetto [6] for arbitrary 7> 2 and e. In [24], Guo, Ji and Zhang introduced the geometric
descendent 7 invariants of the deformed negative r-spin class and proved a Kontsevich-Manin
type formula that relates the descendent invariants and ancestor invariants of the deformed
negative r-spin theory. In this section, we deduce the Virasoro constraints of the deformed
negative r-spin theory as an application of Theorem 2.

n [6], the generating series of the class ©™¢ is called the “descendant potential”, it is called the ancestor
potential in this paper. When taking ¢ = 0, the descendent potential equals the ancestor potential.
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4.1. Definition and descendent potentials. Let r > 2 be a fixed positive integer, s be
an integer (we will focus on s = —1 cases), and 0 < aq, -+ ,a, < r — 1 be integers satisfying

ﬁ;i(&) =29g—2+n)-s—>.1"  a; €rL.
We introduce the proper moduli space of twisted stable r-spin curves
ga - {( g P10 ’me) D L= wlsog(_ Z:'L:l CL,’[ l])}a
where wioy = w(3 1L, [pi]). We see degwi (= >0, ailpi]) = [)g’jb(o?) and the Riemann-Roch
theorem gives
DI (@) = dim H'(Cy, L) — dim H°(Cy, L) = —deg L+ g — 1 = —1D!* (@) + g — 1

Let C;7; be the universal curve of the moduli space M

bundle on it, we have the morphisms

a and let L7 be the universal

Crs o My = M.

It is known that for —(r — 1) < s < —1, ROW*,C;’% vanishes. Following [6, 7], we consider the
vector bundle of rank Dy (a) :

TS . 1 r,8

pa = R Lo (77)
and introduce the following twisted class

Cop(Vy5) € HP5m D (M),

where ciop(V,’;) means the top Chern class of V .

Now we focus on s = —1 cases. Let H = spanQ(gbl -+, ¢,—1) be the state space, where
{¢,}"—] are vectors associated to the integers 1 < a < r — 1 (we slightly shift the sub-index
compared with the general setting since ¢, has special meaning here). Let {1;}I ; be the psi-
classes, denoting the first Chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle over M;’,;l with
respect to the i-th marked point. The descendent invariants / correlators for the e-deformed
negative r-spin theory are defined by

-1 L=
em (_I)D; n+m(a+0m)

kn\mTe ._ '
<¢a1 >' o ,cbanwn");fn T Z W ro—1 /_T . Ctop ga+0m sz >

m>0 ’ 9,d+0m,

where @+ O, = (a1, ,an,0,---,0). We define the genus-g descendent potential Fre(t)

and total descendent potential D™(t; k) for the deformed negative r-spin theory as follows:
Fe(t) i= 3 s m(b(n), - 6 (Wn))s, DRt ) = eZaxo ),

where t(¢)) = Zk20,1gagr—1 te patp* € H[WH

4.2. CthT and ancestor potentials. By considering the push-forward of top Chern

class of Vg along the forgetful maps M -, - — M nim N M, ., we get the so called

e-deformed ©-class as follows

@rs ((bal’... 7¢an) =

g, a+0

1 €

F ﬁﬂ'lnp*((—l)deg . Ctop (VT::lﬂ )) (78)
m>0
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It is proved in [6] that the collection {©p%} satisfies the axioms of an (r — 1)-dimensional
CohFT on H with symmetric bilinear form 1(¢q, ¢p) = 6ass,. Moreover, this CohFT is
semisimple (for € # 0) and homogeneous with respect to the Euler vector field

E=(r—1)¢,1— 1) %7a.
The conformal dimension § of ©™ is 3. The Euler vector field defines the operator p which
has formula pu(@q) = (¢ — $)pg, a =1, ,r— 1.
By using the Chiodo formula [7], the quantum product * of ©™ has the following explicit
formula (see [6, 24] for more details): if a +b = (r — 1)m 4 ¢ where 0 < ¢ < r — 2, then

Pa * Py = (f)m¢0+1-
Especially, notice that E|,—g = (r — 1)¢,_1, we have
€ by =1, ,r—2
R A S (79)
(r=1 %61 a=r—1
By using the homogeneity condition (33), one can compute the vacuum vector at 7 = 0:
mr —1— a)[ ( Z)m(r—l)— — mr m(r 1)—-1
- TZ¢“Z _ 1)_ emr—a—1 o 12 mr

m>1 m>1

Remark 4.1. For the CohFT ©"¢ the vacuum axiom (18) fails for n = 0, however, the
axiom always holds for n > 1 as we have explained in Remark 1.9 and this will not affect
the validity of Virasoro constraints as we have explained in Remark 3.2.

Following the general setting, we define the genus-g ancestor potential 7 ”( ) and total
ancestor potential A"™¢(s; h) for the deformed negative r-spin theory as follows

Foe(s) = s i fMgn Oy (s(th), -+ s(¥n)), ATe(s: h) = 2020 17T S),
where s(¢) = Zkzo,1§a§r—1 S %W € H[[y]].

4.3. S-matrix, v-vector and Kontsevich—Manin type formula. It was proved in [24]
that the total descendent potential D™¢(t; i) and total ancestor potential A™(s; i) are related
by the following Kontsevich-Manin type formula:

D" (t; ) = ex™V 0 AN (s(t); 1),

where W™ is given by equation (44) at 7 = 0 with ®(0) = 0. Moreover, the S-matrix
57¢(z) and the J-function (which has form J™(—z) = —r¢r_1 + 3,50 S 60" (—2)7*") are
explicitly computed in [24], the formulae are

m r % em _ rk+a—
(ST)e — { (D st M= € 2y

0, otherwise

and

k+m F(%) emt2 _ rk+a
Jre = (=)™ T(EZt+k—m) (mt2)! = TJrl —lez,
“ 0 otherwise
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As noted in Remark 2.2, given S-matrix and J-function, one get the v-vector v™¢(z) by
v(z) = —271Sme(2 )JT”G(— ). Precisely,

mr+a+1 rm

! € €
Z¢“ Z mr 4 a) sm(r—1)+a+1 + o 12 rm)' sm(r—1)+1°

m>0 m>0

It is straightforward to check the S-matrix (resp. the v-vector) satisfies the homogeneity
condition (57) (resp. (53)), where p = 0.

4.4. Virasoro constraints. We introduce and prove the Virasoro constraints for the de-
formed negative r-spin theory. For the total ancestor potential A™(s; k), since the quantum
product of E at the original point 7 = 0, the grading operator 1 and the vacuum vector
v™¢(z) are all explicitly computed, one gets immediately the ancestor Virasoro constraints
of A™¢(s; h) by Theorem 1. Now we consider the descendent Virasoro constraints, which are
notable for their concise formulae, as presented in the following Proposition:

Proposition 4.2. Let D™(t; h) be the total descendent potential of the deformed negative
r-spin theory defined in §4.1, then it satisfies the following Virasoro constraints

LD (t; h) =0, m > 0,
where operators L€, m > 0, satisfy the commutation relation [LI¢, L] = (m —n)L,y.,, for
m,n > 0 and have the following explicit formulae:

(r—1)e r?—1 AD(m+1+k+9). 8
Lr,ezém 5m r/ Ja
=m0 e T omo g ) D

R & —Im+1-k+2) &
+5 2 (-

T(—k+%)  ot_sow

k=1 a=1
Here the shift on the time variables is given by 1% = t — 5k705a,,1_1 -

m 0

Proof. We first mention that L% is just the deformed negative r-spin case of L, + ¢,
in Theorem 2. We have seen that the deformed negative r-spin class is homogeneous and
semisimple. Moreover, the v-vector is not a polynomial in z and the conformal dimension of
the CohFT is 3, thus the Virasoro-index m, = 0. By Theorem 2, the L,,-constraint holds
for m > 0. The explicit formula for L follows from the following computations: firstly,

T2—
—itr(p? — 1) = E T alr —a) = 5
secondly, for k€ Z,a=1,--- ,r—1,

m I'(m+2+k m
Dr H% %% +itk
(recall p = 0), and lastly, ¢, = 3[z72|n(E|;=0, v"(2)) = (T_;)E : O

Remark 4.3. By taking r = 2, this result recovers the Virasoro constraints of the generalized
Brézin-Gross-Witten partition function with parameter N by taking e = NA/\/—2, see,

e.g., [1]
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5. APPLICATION II: COHFT OF EXTENDED GROTHENDIECK’S DESSINS D’ENFANTS

A dessin d’enfant refers to a bi-colored ribbon graph embedded on a smooth Riemann
surface, Grothendieck [23] established a one-to-one correspondence between dessins d’enfants
and isomorphism classes of Belyi maps [4], and thus the theory is now known as Grothendieck’s

dessins d’enfants. Following [26], we denote by Ny (A1, -+, A,) the counting invariants of
dessins d’enfants, where k,[, Ay, - - - )\ € Z., and denote their generating function ® by
FO%u,v,pih) = > — Z pi M= N (N uFo'py, - pa- (80)

kel Y ,\ezm

Let Z%4(u,v,p;h) = exp(FYY(u,v,p;h)), then according to Kazarian and Zograf [26],
76944y, v, p; h) satisfies the following Virasoro constraints:

Lz (w0, psh) =0, m >0,

where the operators LS4 m > 0, are given by

a m—1 82
L8 =5, .04 —6p1)(k+m +(utv)m=—-=+hr* Y  k(m—k)=————. (81
h2 ;pk ) (k) 5o (uv)m kZ (m=k) 5 (81)

Conversely, Z%44(u, v, p; k) is uniquely determined by the Virasoro constraints and the initial
condition Z%d(y, v, 0;h) = 1. We refer readers to [23, 26, 44] for details of definitions and
various applications of the theory.

In this section, we introduce a two-dimensional semisimple homogeneous CohFT eGdd
calibrated by a certain S-matrix and v-vector. We will prove that the descendent correlators
of QG4 extend the counting invariants of dessins d’enfants and thus we call 2°G4d the
CohFT of extended Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants.

5.1. Construction of CohFT Q°Cdd.  Consider a generalized Frobenius structure (H, 7, *,),
where H is a two-dimensional C vector space spanned by {¢g, ¢1}, 1 is a symmetric bilinear
form on H defined by 1(¢a, ¢p) = dusp1, T = TP + 711 is a coordinate system of H, and
the quantum product *, is determined by the potential

O(r) = (1" + &) (! + ) log(150) + 27, T (log(1+ 2) — 3).
Here € 5 are two parameters. It is straightforward to see
¢0 X ¢0 = 2?14_3)4_62 ¢0 + 2 ?_1517.(07— o) ¢1>
Go *r P1 = 2500 + 2T1+i%+62 o1,

PL*r P1 =17 121;611?62 b0 + 2501,

and it follows that %, is commutative and associative. By these explicit formulae, one can
see the vector field of the unities of the quantum product *, is given by

FO(rl4er) (1 4€
1_ 2¢ 2(+1)( +2)¢1’

61 62 (e1—€2)?

~0

where 70 =70 — 1, 7! = 7! + 9d<2_Clearly, 1 is not flat.

8Here a parameter s used in [26] is taken to be 1, it can be recovered by taking pr — s*pr. Also, we add
a parameter i whose power traces the genus of the Riemann surface: 29 —2=3%". X\ — (k+1+m).
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By checking equations (26) and (25), we can see this generalized Frobenius manifold is
homogeneous with the Euler vector field

FE = (1 —TO)¢0,

and its conformal dimension § = 3. Given the Euler vector field, one has the grading operator

by (27), precisely, 1(¢,) = (5 — a)da, a
Furthermore, this generalized Frobenius manifold is semisimple and the canonical coordi-

nates are given by u'? = u* = 5 (27! +e1 +6+2/(1T + 1) (7' + &)). Let U9 = &

~ 1
we have the canonical basis e, = (V7!)! ¢; and the normalized canonical basis €, = AZe,,
where A, = n(eq, €4) . We introduce the U-matrix: ¥ := A2,

Given the semisimple homogeneous generalized Frobenius manifold, one constructs a
semisimple homogeneous CohFT by the Givental-Teleman reconstruction theorem [20, 42].
Precisely, the R-matrix R(z) is uniquely determined by the homogeneity equation (37), we
have the following formula:

_y I (4i*=1) 1 2my/=T ) _n
mldm(y? — yl)m (=)™ 2my/~1  (=1)™ '

m>0

Similarly, the vacuum vector v7(z) is uniquely determined by the formula (23) or by the
homogeneity condition (32), and we have the following formula:
k+1+a
ZZ Z 2k+ 1— 2'&)”(k+ 1 ‘l‘a) ( )k+2 a(27_ )k+1+a—2i

k
2iteil(k+ 1+ a— 2i)! (€7 — €g)2k+2-2 Gaz’.

k>0 a=0 =0
By Theorem 1.8, this defines a shifted CohFT, and we denote it by (¢%dd7
Given the CohFT, one defines the ancestor correlator (— >§§de7 the genus-g ancestor
potential F2997(s) and the total ancestor potential A°“447(s; i) by equations (13), (14)
and (15) respectively. One can also get A°C947(s: h) directly by formula (72).

5.2. S- and r-calibration. Now we define the descendent potentials by choosing an
S-matrix and a v-vector. We first compute the S-matrix by solving the QDE (39) and by

choosing the integration constants at each step (at the first step, we require (S7)) = 8?_337(217,
a,b=0,1). We choose the S-matrix to be the following one:
ap(\T ia T J Q ai\7T
2 e X e z)w (10g< Sfeg > ~2H))
ST(Z) _ Z i+2j=n _ _ z+2j:n—1 LT
ao(7)%a1(7)? a ai(r) . )
1+2j=n+1 i+2j=n
where ag(1) = %t%m and a;(7) = % Here the detailed process of the compu-

tations is omitted because it is rather complex to display. However, one can check that this
S7(z) satisfy the QDE (39) and the symplectic condition (38) straightforwardly. Moreover,
this S-matrix satisfies the homogeneity condition (55). Precisely, we have for n > 1,

(n+ pta = 1) (S7)a = (€571 = Si_1p)a,

where p € End(H) is given by pog = 0, pp1 = 2¢g.
To compute the v-vector, we assume v"(z) has form vJz7! + 13272 + .-, then by the
QDE (40), we have firstly O.av] = —¢,. Take v] = —7, we see the J-function defined
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by (41) has form J7(—z) =7+ (V5 + S77) - (—2) ' + By requiring v + S77 = 8(;1)5 o,
we get 15 = 2(e1 —e2) - (log(1+ :—11) —log(1+ :—;))é (61 <), Fork > 3, v} is determined

2(1—79)
by the homogeneity condition (53)

vy = (k—p— ).

Notice that k—p, —$ =k—2+a > 0 for k >3 and a = 0,1, we get v from v]_, for k > 3.
Given the S- matrlx and the v-vector, we have the J-function by equation (41). The total
descendent potential D°“dd (¢, ey, t; h) is then defined by (45).

5.3. Virasoro constraints and their application. Similarly as the deformed negative -
spin theory, by the properties of Q°¢447 and by directly applying the third part of Theorem 1,
one gets the ancestor Virasoro constraints for A°“447 immediately. Now we consider the
descendent Virasoro constraints and deduce explicit formulae for Virasoro operators.

Proposition 5.1. The total descendent potential DY (e1, ey, t; h) satisfies the following
Virasoro constraints:
LygDeSid(t; ) =0,  m >0,

where LES m > 0, satisfy the commutation relation [LF, L25] = (m — n) LG4 and
have the following explicit formulae:
th+€1)(th + €2) (k+m+1)! (k+m)! , O
LeGdd:(S 0‘(0 0 _I'Z _I'Z
m m, 2 | k 0 — 1) k 1
h = k! 8tk+m et D! ot .,
= (k + m) 0
2mlt; 2 th
T am Oa + ZZ ) katk+ .
k>1 i=0 m—
) m—1 82
) k! )0
TR Km T T
k=1

Here the shifts on the time variables are given by t¢ = t§: — 03,0040 + Ok 000,15

Proof. The proof is similar as that for the Virasoro constraints of the negative r-spin theory
and we have L¢G4 = [ + 2 =52c,. To see the explicit formula of LG4 we note firstly
n(p™ o, to) = 200 - (1)) and ¢, = In(E, 1) = —%. Then the explicit formula of
L& follows from

DI 902 = (k+2 = @)gr - Gu2 1 428, - St Gl gy ke,

where ()41 = (x)(x +1)---(x +m) and for —m — 1 < k < —1, the summation in the
formula should be understood as (—1)"*"1(k + 1+ m)!(—k — 1).. O
The following Proposition is a direct consequence of the Virasoro constraints of D°%dd:

Proposition 5.2. Let Z59 be the exponential of the generating function for the Grothendieck’s
dessins d’enfants (80), and let D4 be the total descendent potential of the calibrated Co-
hET introduced in §5.1 and §5.2. Then DY extends the function Z9. Namely, when we
take t}, = 0 and t = k! pgy1 for k >0 in DY we have

DY (u, v, t; h) /DY (u,v,0; h) = Z9(u, v, p; h).
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Proof. Under the condition required in the Proposition, the Virasoro operator L9494 becomes
LG4 defined by equation (81). The conclusion follows from the uniqueness of the solution
7944y, v, p; h) of the Virasoro constraints LS4 7%dd(y o p:h) = 0, m > 0, with initial
condition Z%(u,v,0;h) = 1. O

A. HOMOGENEITY CONDITIONS ON THE DESCENDENT SIDE

A.1. Existence of the homogeneous S-matrix. In this subsection, we prove the exis-
tence of the homogeneous S-matrix. To achieve this, we first do some preparations. Fix a
homogeneous basis {¢,}2 ' of the state space H, and denote ju(¢,) = padq, We introduce
two sets
L :={psla=0,--- N —1}, I :={pe — ppla,b=0,--- /N —1}.
For a, 5 € R, we define
Vo :={v € H|u(v) = a-v},
and
Mg :={A:H— H|[p, Al =5 A}
It is clear that V,, < H (resp. Mz < End(H)) and V,, = {0} (resp. Mg = {0}) unless o € I3
(resp. B € I). Furthermore, we have decomposition:
H = @aehvau End(H) = @ﬁeleﬁ'
We introduce the notation
M = ®pren\yMp -

Lemma A.1. (1). If A € Mg, then A* € Mgy, where A* is the adjoint of A with respect to
n. (2). The endomorphisim (ad,, —B)|M§ : Mg — Mg is an automorphism of Mg.

Proof. The first part follows from [, A*] = ([i, A])* (because p* = —p) and the second part
is obvious since the endomorphisim is injective. U

Now we are ready to prove the existence of the homogeneous S-matrix:
Proposition A.2. For a homogeneous CohF'T, there always exits an homogeneous S-matrix.

Proof. We first note that given an S-matrix S7(z) (i.e., a solution to the QDE (39) satisfy-
ing the symplectic condition), there is always an operator p(z) € End(H)[[z"!]] such that
equation (55) holds for S7(z) (j(z) may not satisfy equation (56)). In fact, we can view
equation (55) as the definition of the operator p(z), more precisely,

p(2) = —zp + 257 (—2)puST(2) + 287 (—2) - (20, + E)S7(2). (82)
Then by using equations (38), (39) and (26), it is straightforward to check that p(z) does
not depend on 7 and satisfies p*(z) = p(—=2).

Let S7(z) = S7(2)A(z), where A(z) is a constant matrix taking form A(z) =I+A;z" '+ - -
and satisfies A*(—2)A(z) =1, then S7(z) gives another S-matrix and we define p(z) by S7(z)
via equation (55). Our goal is to find a matrix A(z) such that p(z) satisfies equation (56).

By substituting S7(z) = S7(2)A(z)"" into equation (82), we have

20:A(2) = A(2)(p + p(2)/2) = (0 + p(2)/2) A(2).

36



By taking expansion of A(z), p(z) and p(z), this equation gives
—kAp = Appp — pAy + Zf:_ol(Ak—l—ipi — pilk_1-4). (83)

For k = 0, the equation is trivial. For k = 1, the equation reads

po = po + ([u, A1] — Av).
By decomposition End(H) = M; & M{, we have py = py + gy where py € My and pjj € M.
Similarly, given an operator A; we can write A; = A} + A} where A} € M; and A € M{. By
Lemma (A.1), there exist A € M{ (A} can be arbitrary) such that pj + ([, A7) — A7) =0,
and we can take py = p, € M;. Now we consider k = 2 case of equation (83):
p1 = p1 — (Aipo — poAr) + ([p, Ag] — 2A5).
Similar as the k = 1 case, we can take a fixed Aj € M5 and an arbitrary A} € M, such that
p1 € M. Going on the procedure, on each step we can choose a certain A} € My and an
arbitrary A} € My such that p,_; € M. Finally we get an matrix A(z) such that p; € M; i,
i > 0. Equivalently, this means p(z) satisfies equation (56).
To see we can require A*(—2)A(z) =1, we note firstly the selected A(z) satisfies

20 A%(=2) = AN(=2)(u + p(2)/2) = (p + p(2)/2) A (=2).
where we have used p*(—z) = p(z) and p*(—z) = p(z). Then we have
20.(A* (=) A(2)) = A (=2)A() (1 + p()/2) — (1 + p(2)]2) A" (=) A(2).
Denote A*(=2)A(2) = Y o0 Brz ™ = Yjs0(Bl. + Bi)z™", where By € M, and B} € M,

then
k— k—
[, By] — kB = Zi:(]l [Bri_1-i> pi] + Zi:(]l [Bi—1—i> pil-
From the recursion procedure, we can take A(z) such that B, = 0 (since we have freedom
to choose each A}), then we have

[, BY] = kB = >0 [Bi_1 i pi):
Start from B = 0 (because By =1I) and by the second part of Lemma A.1, this recursion
tells us By =0 for all & > 0. O

We introduce a sufficient condition that one can require p(z) = po.

Lemma A.3. If for each k € Z>1 and for each A € M1, there is an operator A" € M
such that A = [po, A'], then we can take p(z) = po.

Proof. Given a homogeneous S-matrix S7(z), let S7(z) = S7(2)A(z), where A(z) is a con-
stant matrix taking form A(z) = I+ A;z~' + -+ and satisfying A*(—2)A(z) =1 and
20,A(z) = [A(2), p] (i.e., Ay € My), then S7(z) gives another homogeneous S-matrix. We
define p(z) (resp. p) by S7(z) (resp. S7(z)) via equation (82), then we have

20:A(z) = AQ2)(p + p(2)/2) — (1 + p(2)/2) A(2).

By taking expansion of A(z), p(z) and p(z), we get for k > 1,
Ei':ol (Ar—1-ipi — piAr-1-i) = 0.
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For k = 1, the equation solves py = po. In fact, the homogeneity condition (55) gives us
E = 51+ [S1, 1] + po, restricted on the subspace My, this determines py by €. For k > 2, the
equation can be rewritten as follows:

Pr—1 = Pr—1+ A1(Pr—2 — pr—2) + -+ Ax_1(Po — po) + [Pr—1, A1] + - + [P0, Ax—1].
Suppose we have p; = p; for @ = 0,--- |k — 2, then we take A; = --- = A;_5 = 0, the
equation becomes

Pr—1 = Pk—1 + [po, Ar—1].
If [po, My_1] = My, then there is an operator Ay, € M,,_, such that Pr—1 + [po, flk_l] = 0.
Take A1 = %(Ak_l + (=1)*Az_,) and take A; for I > k such that A*(—2)A(z) =1, one
get pr—1 = 0. Repeat the procedure, if [pg, My_1] = My, for each k > 2, then we can take
pr—1 =0 for k > 2 ie., p(z) = po. O

A.2. Some consequences of homogeneity conditions for J-function. In this sub-
section, we deduce some consequences of homogeneity conditions for J-function. Before
showing explicit formulae, we note firstly the operator p(z) is nilpotent. This can be proved
as follows: equation (56) gives us

ppi = pilp+i+1),  i>0. (84)

This can be rewritten as (p;)%(i + 1 + g — pp) = 0 for a,b = 0,--- , N — 1, where (p;)% =
n(@°, pidha). Since |pq—pup| < 00, p; = 0 for i big enough. Similarly, by using the commutation
relation (84) repeatedly, one can prove p;, - - - p;, = 0 for m big enough, especially, this proves
p(z) is nilpotent.

Now we prove equations (59)-(61) one by one. Firstly, denote u(z) = 377 u;2?, the
coefficient of 251 k > 0, in equation (58) gives

(k+p+ %)uk =— Z?:_ok_l Pilltit1-
In particular, for £ = n, we see (n + u+ g)un = 0. For k =n — 1, we have
(n=1+p+ 5w =—(n—1+p+5)pou, = —po(n+p+ $)u, = 0.
By induction on k from a bigger one to a smaller one and by using the commutation rela-
tion (84) , one can prove (k+p+2)""~*u, =0, k =n,n—1,---,0. Notice the operator 4 is
diagonal under flat basis, we get (20, + p+ 2)u(z) = 0 and p(z)u(z) € H[z']. Secondly, by
considering the coefficient of 2 in equation (58), one has immediately equation (60). Lastly,

consider the coefficient of 27! in equation (58) and by the relation of ®(7) with J-function:
JG.o = O0ra®(7), we have

Ejg,a = (2 - % + Ma)J&a + 77(%7 Po%) - Zizo 77(%7 Pz‘+111i)7
By taking integration, we get equation (61).
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B. GENUS-0 AND GENUS-1 ANCESTOR VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS

B.1. Genus-0 ancestor Virasoro constraints. In this subsection, we study the genus-0
ancestor Virasoro constraints Z,,(s) = 0, m > —1, where we have precisely

n5) = 5n(E™ 50, 50) + (DL E 5D
%Z SO (L i T

The following Lemma will be useful for us.

Lemma B.1. We have the following formula:

8TiDgfj1 = [z71 ¢y, Dgfjl], m > —1. (85)
Proof. For m = —1, the equation is trivial; for m = 0, the equation is equivalent to equa-
tion (29); for m > 0, the equation follows immediately from the case for m = 0. U

We would like to mention that the genus-0 ancestor Virasoro constraints are nothing but
the Frobenius structure and the genus-0 tautological relations. Still we give a proof to display
the equivalence.

Proof of the first part of Theorem 3.1. By considering the coefficients of [}, sk , the genus-
0 ancestor Virasoro equations are equivalent to the following equations:

(DmelVT(TE) ¢b wk[n]>0n+1

- 571 25]61705]62,077(8 m ¢b17 ¢b2 + Z Dm+1 lgbbia ¢b[7l],{i}@zk[n]i{i}>6n

=1 7
1 - T k— I T m a, ) —k— I T
+ 5 Z Z ¢a¢k 17 ¢51wk1>0,|1|+1<D571—£1 w g 17 (bwakJ)O,\JI—l—l? (86)
=1 IUJ=[n]

where the correlators with insertion ¢1=%, k > 0, are set to be 0. We call equation (86) the
(n; ky,- -+, ky)-case of the genus zero L] -constraint. By dimensional reason, these equations
are trivial forn < 1or Y 1" | k; > n — 1. For n = 2, the remaining equation to be proved is
the one with k; = ky = 0, which is

<D?7;£1VT(,{;)’ ¢b1> ¢b2>6,3 = n(€m+1¢b1a ¢b2)'
One can prove it by noticing DZ:ZCIVT(@) = E" 1+ O(y).
We apply induction on n. Suppose the (n; ky, - - - , k,)-case genus zero L] -constraint holds
for a fixed integer n > 2 and arbitrary integers ki, --- , k,. We take derivative with respect

to 7+ on such equation. By using equations (85), (16) and (22), the derivative of the
left-hand side of equation (86) gives

<DZ:£1VT ('J})a ¢b[n]'J}k[n] ; ¢bn+1>8,n+2 <Dm+l¢ n+1¢ ¢b ¢k " >0 n+1
- Z?:l <DZ$IVT('J})a gbbl,&kla Ty ¢bn+1 * ¢bi¢kl 1a e >¢bn¢kn>0,n+1‘ (87)
and the derivative of the right-hand side of equation (86) is

(I) + Z?:l(H)i + % 2?21(—1)’“ ZIuJ:[n} ((IH)ZI,J + (IH)?}J%
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where

( ) 5n 25k1 05k2 0 (<¢b3a ¢b2a Dm+1¢b1w > <¢b37 ¢b17 Dm+1¢b2,¢ >0,3>’

17ki—1 IR 1 7ki—2 kil i
(ID); = (D' S 0™ oy Buyy iy O, By Vo1 — (D O By By Py V1)
17 hi— Tk -
- Zlgjgn;j;éz< DI wk Lo bi (f)b -}w (=103} Py, * (bbjwk 1>0,m

(HI)lI,J = <¢bn+17 ¢a,&k—l’ ¢b1&k1>8,\1\+2<Dm+1¢aw it gbb]wk >0 [J]4+1
- <¢bn+1 * ¢a775k_2a ¢b1'¢;k[>0,\1\+1<Dm+1¢aw kot ¢b;¢k >O JJ4+1
- Zie]<¢a&k_la ¢b1,{i}'¢;k[7{i}a ¢bn+1 * ¢bklw - >07|1|+1<Dm+1¢a¢ ol Cbb]?vb >67|J\+1>

(ID)7, 5 = {6a¥" ™, o, ™) 1142 D 0 0™ Y 6,0 B41)5 1142
— (at)* 7, By, 0" >o,m+1<Dm+1(¢bn+1 D U R Y
- ng]«bal;k_l? ¢b[1/_}k1>07u‘+1<Dm+1¢a1/} =l ¢b] 0 }1/} {j}7¢bn+1 * ¢bkj7\;kj_1>67|ﬂ+1‘

By applying the (n;ky,--- k; — 1,---  k,)-case genus zero LI -constraint on the second
line of equation (87), and by some direct computations (note that the second lines of the
expression for (IIT); ; and (IIT)7 ; cancel each other when taking summation over k with

a factor (—1)*), one gets the (n + 1;ky, -, k,,0)-case genus zero L7 -constraint. By the
symmetry of insertions, the (n + 1;ky,- -, ky, kny1)-case genus zero L7 -constraint holds if
there is at least one of the k; equals to 0. If all k; > 1 for all ¢ = 1,--- ,n 4+ 1, then
Z"+1 ki > n+1 > n. The equations also trivially hold due to the dimensional reason. Thus,
by induction, all the (n; &y, - - -, k,)-cases of the genus zero L] -constraints are proved. [

B.2. Genus-1 ancestor Virasoro constraints. We have precisely
T 1 a m TN\ T
L) =~ D €+ HE (=) + (DTSN,
at+b=m
1

52 ¢a¢k 1 [Dm+1¢ w—k 1] >>7—
k=1

+Z F(0ad" NG (DFE "N (88)

Similarly as the genus-0 case, we would like to mention that the genus-1 ancestor Virasoro
constraints can be deduced from the constraints at s = 0 and the genus-1 tautological
relations. Still we give a proof here.

Proof of the second part of Theorem 3.1. Notice that at s = 0, equation (88) reads
(DETVTW)T1 = =1 Do 1(E (1 + 3)E (1 — 3))-
For m > 0, notice that DFF'v7(2) = [E™TVT(2)]<1 + 4 ppem £%(1 + 3)E%12 4 O(2%), and
by QDE and the homogeneous condition of the vacuum vector,
EHVT(2) = B = B ((u+ )1)z + O(=2)
By topological recursion relation, and by noticing (u -+ g)l =1-V,E, we get equation (71).
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Now we consider the coefficient of [, s%’i, n > 1, in equation (88), the equation reads

<¢b[n] @k[n] ) Dg?ElVT (QZ) > 71—,n—i-1
n

- Zwb[n]f{i}@k[n]*mv [Dgfgl@ﬂzki_lh)in

i=1
1 - 7. k— m a,) —k— n T
* 5 Z(_1>k<¢awk 17 [Dg’;;j_l w g 1]+7 ¢b[n]wk[n]>0,2+n
k=1
+ Z(—l)k Z (Dat)™, 06, 0G0 ([De ™0 s 00,0 g1 (89)
k=1 1UJ=[n]
For the case with k; > 1, ¢ =1,...,n, by dimensional reason, the equation becomes
<¢b[n]&k[n]> DgglvT(J]))I,n+l = Z’?Z:l(gbb[n]—{i} @Ek[n]f{i% [Dgglqﬁbi&ki_l]-i-ﬁ,n'
The only non-trivial cases are k; =1,7=1,--- ,n or thereis a k; = 2 and k; = 1 for i # j.

These equations can be proved by the following genus one topological recursion relations:

<¢a177;> ) ¢a,ﬂz>in = (n2_41)! Zgl,... On <¢01> ¢a1a ¢02>673 Y <¢Un> ¢ana ¢01>673a

and

<¢t117va T ¢an711;27 (ban)‘lr,n = (n2—41)! Za’l,--- On <¢017 ¢a17 ¢02>6,3 T <¢0'n7 (banu ¢Ul>6,3'

If there is some k; = 0, then by similar method as the proof of the first part of Theorem 3.1,
equation (89) can be deduced from the ones with less insertions. U
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