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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 ν-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; ~), called the total
descendent potential, of the enumerative geometry is annihilated by a sequence of differential
operators {Lm}m≥−1 satisfying the commutation relation [Lm, Ln] = (m − n)Lm+n 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 ν-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.

• The CohFT Ω is defined over a finite dimensional vector space, called the state space.
• The state space H is equipped with a non-degenerate (super-) symmetric bilinear
form η. Let {φa} be a basis of H , {φa} its dual w.r.t. η, and define ηab = η(φb, φa).

• The genus zero part of the CohFT defines a family of associative (super-) commutative
products ∗τ over H , called the quantum product, for τ =

∑
a τ

aφa ∈ H .
• 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 η.

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 vacuum1.

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:

1For semisimple CohFTs, Teleman [42] has proved that the vacuum axiom always holds for classes with
insertions.
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the conformal dimension δ and the Euler vector field E =
∑

a(1−da)τa∂τa+
∑

a r
a∂τa , where

ra are constants. Based on these concepts, we can define the grading operator µ ∈ End(H)
such that µ(φa) = (da − δ

2
)φa. For further details, we direct the reader to §1.5.

We consider the generating series Aτ(s; ~) of a given CohFT, with formal variables s(z) =∑
sakφaz

k ∈ H [[z]], and this generating series is known as the total ancestor potential.
Subsequently, we introduce a set of quadratic differential operators Lτm, which can act on
Aτ (s; ~).

Definition 0.1. The ancestor Virasoro operators Lτm, m ≥ −1, are defined as follows:

Lτm =
1

2~2
η(Em+1s0, s0)−

1

4

∑

i+j=m

tr(E i(µ+ 1
2
)E j(µ− 1

2
)) +

∑

k≥0

m+k∑

l=0

N−1∑

a,b=0

(Cτ
m)

l,b
k−1,as̃

a
k

∂

∂sbl

+
~2

2

m−1∑

k=0

m−k−1∑

l=0

N−1∑

a,b,c=0

(−1)k+1(Cτ
m)

l,c
−k−2,bη

ab ∂2

∂sak∂s
c
l

, (1)

where E = E∗τ , s̃(z) = s(z)− zvτ (z), and for m ≥ −1, k, l ∈ Z, a, b ∈ {0, · · · , N −1}, terms

(Cτ
m)

l,b
k,a are polynomials of entries of E defined by

(
E + (µ+ 3

2
)z+ z2∂z

)m+1
φaz

k =
∑k+m+1

l=k

∑N−1
b=0 (Cτ

m)
l,b
k,aφbz

l.

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

[Lτm, L
τ
n] = (m− n)Lτm+n, m, n ≥ −1.

Conjecture 1 (Ancestor Virasoro conjecture). For any homogeneous CohFT with vacuum,
its total ancestor potential Aτ (s; ~) satisfies the following ancestor Virasoro constraints:

LτmAτ (s; ~) = 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:

(LτmAτ (s; ~))/Aτ(s; ~) =
∑

g≥0 ~
2g−2L τ

g,m(s). (2)

We refer to L τ
g,m(t) = 0 as the genus-g Lτm-constraint. For fixedm and all g, they’re called the

Lτm-constraint; for fixed g and allm, they’re called the genus-g ancestor Virasoro constraints.
We will see that the Lτ−1-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 Lτm-constraint is equivalent to the following equation:

〈Em+1〉τ1,1 = −1

4

∑

i+j=m

str(E iµE jµ)− 1

24

∑

i+j=m

str((E iµE j1)∗τ )+
1

24
str((Em(µ+ δ

2
)1)∗τ ), (3)

where ‘str’ stands for the super-trace defined by str(A) =
∑

a η(φa, Aφ
a) 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 ν-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 ν-calibration that meet a specific homogeneity condition, as the
CohFT does. The homogeneity condition is defined by an additional operator ρ ∈ End(H),
which serves as the descendent counterpart of E 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 t̃(z) = t(z)− 1z ([15, 16]).
For an arbitrary CohFT, we generalize the dilaton shift by t̃(z) = t(z)− τ0 − zu(z), where
τ0 is a point on H and u(z) ∈ H [z] is a constant vector valued polynomial in z 3.

Definition 0.3. The Virasoro operators Lm, m ≥ −1, are defined as follows:

Lm =
1

2~2
η(ρm+1t̃0, t̃0)− δm,0 ·

1

4
str

(
µ2 − 1

4

)
+
∑

k≥0

m+k∑

l=0

N−1∑

a,b=0

(Cm)
l,b
k−1,at̃

a
k

∂

∂tbl

+
~2

2

m−1∑

k=0

m−k−1∑

l=0

N−1∑

a,b,c=0

(−1)k+1(Cm)
l,c
−k−2,bη

ab ∂2

∂tak∂t
c
l

, (4)

where for m ≥ −1, k, l ∈ Z, a, b ∈ {0, · · · , N − 1}, the (Cm)
l,b
k,a are constants defined by

(
ρ+ (µ+ 3

2
)z+ z2∂z

)m+1
φaz

k =
∑k+m+1

l=k

∑N−1
b=0 (Cm)

l,b
k,aφbz

l.

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

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n, m, n ≥ −1.

The following two constants mν and cν are needed in the generalized Virasoro conjecture:

Definition 0.4. For an S- and ν-calibrated homogeneous CohFT, we say it has the Virasoro-
index mν ∈ Z and Virasoro-constant cν under the following conditions:

(1) If the ν-vector ντ (z) is a polynomial in z, then we define mν = −1 and cν = 0.
(2) If the ν-vector ντ (z) is not a polynomial in z, but the conformal dimension δ satisfies

δ−3
2

∈ Z≥0, then we define mν =
δ−3
2

and cν as the coefficient of z1−δ in

1
2
· (−1)mν · (mν !)

2 · η(E, ντ (z)), (5)

We will prove in Lemma 2.7 that cν is a constant (independent of τ).

Conjecture 2 (Generalized Virasoro conjecture). When calibrated by a homogeneous S-
matrix and ν-vector, any homogeneous CohFT with the Virasoro-index mν has the total
descendent potential D(t; ~) that satisfies the following generalized Virasoro constraints:

(
Lm + δm,2mν

~2
· cν

)
D(t; ~) = 0, m ≥ mν . (6)

2In general, the operator ρ should be generalized to an operator-valued polynomial ρ(z) ∈ End(H)[z−1].
All the results for ρ have a parallel version for ρ(z). See Section 2.4 for details.

3It is determined by the S-calibration and ν-calibration, see equation (43)
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Similarly to the ancestor version, the generalized Virasoro constraints also admit a genus
expansion form:

(LmD(t; ~))/D(t; ~) =
∑

g≥0 ~
2g−2Lg,m(t). (7)

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

For m ≥ mν , we will prove that the Lm-constraint is equivalent to the Lτm-constraint in
Proposition 3.8. In particular, if mν = −1, the L−1-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 ν-calibrations and a Virasoro index mν , the genus-0 generalized Virasoro
constraints L0,m(t) + δm,2mν · cν = 0 hold for m ≥ mν .

(2). For each m ≥ max{mν , 0}, the genus-1 Lm-constraint is equivalent to equation (3).
(3). The full generalized Virasoro conjecture holds for any semisimple homogeneous Co-

hFT with homogeneous S- and ν-calibrations and a Virasoro index mν .

Remark 0.5. When the unit 1 is flat, we have µ(1) = − δ
2
· 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 ǫ-deformed negative r-

spin theory, whose descendent potential is denoted by Dr,ǫ(t; ~) (see §4 for the definition).
This theory has the Virasoro index mν = 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, Lr,ǫmDr,ǫ(t; ~) = 0 for m ≥ 0.

Second, we identify a two-dimensional semisimple homogeneous CohFT ΩeGdd, calibrated
with a specific S-matrix and ν-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 DeGdd(ǫ1, ǫ2, t; ~) denote the total descendent potential of the
calibrated ΩeGdd, and let ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) 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 t1k = 0 and t0k = k! pk+1 for k ≥ 0, we have

DeGdd(u, v, t; ~)/DeGdd(u, v, 0; ~) = ZGdd(u, v,p; ~).

SinceDeGdd(ǫ1, ǫ2, t; ~) encompasses the generating series of Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants
as a sub-series, we term ΩeGdd 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 CohFTs
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.
The second author would like to thank Jian Zhou and Di Yang for their encouragements
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. CohFT 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 δ, we call the cohomology H∗(X,C) of X the state space and denote it by H .
There is a natural bilinear form η on H defined by the Poincaré pairing, and we fix a
homogeneous basis {φa}N−1

a=0 of H and denote by {φa}N−1
a=0 its dual basis with respect to η,

i.e., η(φa, φb) = δab . 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 Mg,n(X, β) be the moduli space of degree β ∈ H2(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 [Mg,n(X, β)]

vir of complex
dimension (3− δ)(g − 1) + n +

∫
β
c1(X).

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

Fg(t) :=
∑

n≥0,β∈H2(X,Z)

Qβ

n!

∫

[Mg,n(X,β)]vir

n∏

i=1

(∑

ki≥0

ev∗i (tki)ψ
kj
i

)
,

where tk = takφa ∈ H , ψi is the 1-st Chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle over
Mg,n(X, β) corresponding to the i-th marked point, ev∗i is the pull-back by the evaluation

map evi : Mg,n(X, β) → X at i-th marked point and Qβ =
∏

iQ
di
i is a monomial in the

Novikov ring A := C[[Q]] with β having expansion
∑b

i=1 diβi in the basis {βi}bi=1 ofH2(X,Z).
The total descendent potential D(t; ~) is defined by

D(t; ~) := e
∑

g≥0 ~
2g−2Fg(t).

Let Mg,n be the moduli space of stable curves of genus g with n marked points. Consider

the forgetful map f : Mg,n+m(X, β) → Mg,n+m → Mg,n and denote by ψ̄i := f ∗(ψi) the pull
back of the class ψi on Mg,n. The genus-g ancestor potential F̄ τ

g (s) of the GW theory of X
is defined by:

F̄ τ
g (s) :=

∑

n,m≥0,β∈H2(X)

Qβ

n!m!

∫

[Mg,n+m(X,β)]vir

n∏

i=1

(∑

ki≥0

ev∗i (ski)ψ̄
ki
i

) n+m∏

i=n+1

ev∗i (τ), (8)

where τ = τaφa ∈ H and sk = sakφa ∈ H . The total ancestor potential Aτ(s; ~) is defined by

Aτ (s; ~) := e
∑

g≥0 ~
2g−2F̄τ

g (s).

Following Givental [20], introduce the S-matrix Sτ (z) ∈ End(H)[[z−1]] defined by:

η(φa, S
τ (z)φb) = η(φa, φb) +

∑

k≥0

∂2F0(t)

∂ta0∂t
b
k

∣∣∣
t=τ

z−k−1.
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where by t = τ , we mean t0 = τ and tk = 0 for k ≥ 1. The S-matrix Sτ (z) satisfies the
symplectic condition Sτ,∗(−z)Sτ (z) =I and the quantum differential equation (QDE):

z∂τaS
τ (z) = φa ∗τ Sτ (z), a = 0, · · · , N − 1.

Here Sτ,∗(z) is the dual of Sτ (z) with respect to η and ∗τ is the quantum product defined by

η(φa ∗τ φb, φc) =
∂3F0(t)

∂ta0∂t
b
0∂t

c
0

∣∣∣∣
t=τ

.

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

D(t; ~) = eF1(τ)+
1

2~2
W τ (t̃,t̃)Aτ (s(t); ~). (9)

Here F1(τ) = F1(t)|t=τ , t̃ is defined by t̃ak = tak − δk,1δa,1 and is called the dilaton shift,
W τ (t̃, t̃) =

∑
k,l≥0 η(t̃k,W

τ
k,lt̃l) is a quadratic function defined by

W τ(z, w) =
∑

k,l≥0

W τ
k,lz

−kw−l =
Sτ,∗(z)Sτ (w)−I

z−1 + w−1
; (10)

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

s(z) = [Sτ (z)t(z)]+ − τ, (11)

where [Sτ (z)t(z)]+ stands for the part of Sτ (z)t(z) that contains only non-negative powers
of z.

1.2. Cohomological field theory. Let ϕ ∈ Mg,n(X, β) be a stable map from a genus
g curve Σg with n distinguished marked points x1, · · · , xn to X such that [ϕ(Σg)] = β,
we consider two maps ev : Mg,n(X, β) → Xn and p : Mg,n(X, β) → Mg,n defined by

ev(ϕ) = (ϕ(x1), · · · , ϕ(xn)) and p(ϕ) = Σ̃g (the stable curve defined by contracting the non-
stable components of Σg) respectively. The GW theory induces the GW class Ig,n : H⊗n →
Q[[Q]]⊗H∗(Mg,n,Q) defined by

Ig,n(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn) :=
∑

β Q
β · p∗

(
ev∗(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn)

)
.

Kontsevich and Manin [28] introduced the CohFT to capture the axiomatic properties of
the GW class Ig,n. Let H be a complex vector space of dimension N with a non-degenerate
(super-) symmetric bilinear form η. Let A be an C-algebra, a CohFT Ω = {Ωg,n}2g−2+n>0

on (H, η) is defined to be a set of maps to the cohomological classes of Mg,n

Ωg,n : H⊗n → A⊗H∗(Mg,n,Q)

satisfying (1) Sn-invariance axiom: Ωg,n(v1⊗· · ·⊗vn) is invariant under permutation between
v1, . . . , vn ∈ H and (2) gluing axiom: the pull-backs q∗Ωg,n and r∗Ωg,n of the gluing maps

q : Mg−1,n+2 → Mg,n

r : Mg1,n1+1 ×Mg2,n2+1 → Mg1+g2,n1+n2

are equal to the contraction of Ωg−1,n+2 and Ωg1,n1+1 ⊗ Ωg2,n2+1 by the bivector
∑

a φa ⊗ φa.
Here {φa}N−1

a=0 is a flat basis of H , and {φa}N−1
a=0 is its dual basis with respect to η. According

to the Sn-invariance axiom, we also denote Ωg,n(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn) by Ωg,n(v1, · · · , vn).

7



Let τ be a point in the neighborhood U of 0 ∈ H , we define

Ωτg,n(−) :=
∑

m≥0

1

m!
(πm)∗Ωg,n+m(−, τ, · · · , τ) ∈ A[[τ ]]⊗H∗(Mg,n,Q), (12)

where (πm)∗ is the push-forward via forgetful map πm : Mg,n+m → Mg,n forgetting the last
m markings. It is proved [42, Proposition 7.1] that Ωτ gives another (formal) CohFT, called
the shifted CohFT, on H with the bilinear form η remains unchanged and with C-algebraic
Aτ := A[[τ ]].

Given a CohFT Ω, the quantum product is defined by η(φa ∗ φb, φc) := Ω0,3(φa, φb, φc).
We denote by ∗τ the quantum product for shifted CohFT Ωτ . The commutativity and the
associativity of the quantum product is given by the Sn-invariance axiom and the gluing
axiom respectively.

Introduce the ancestor correlators 〈−〉τg,n, 2g − 2 + n > 0, for the CohFT Ωτ :

〈v1ψ̄k1 , · · · , vnψ̄kn〉τg,n :=

∫

Mg,n

Ωτg,n(v1, · · · , vn)ψk11 · · ·ψknn . (13)

The genus g ancestor potential F̄ τ
g (s) of the CohFT Ωτ is defined by

F̄ τ
g (s) :=

∑

n≥0

1

n!
〈s(ψ̄1), · · · , s(ψ̄n)〉τg,n. (14)

where s(z) =
∑

k≥0 skz
k ∈ H [[z]]. The total ancestor potential Aτ (t; ~) is defined by

Aτ (s; ~) := e
∑

g≥0 ~
2g−2F̄τ

g (s). (15)

For the shifted GW class Iτg,n defined by equation (12) from the GW class Ig,n, one can see

the definition equation (8) of F̄ τ
g is equivalent to equation (14).

Proposition 1.1. The ancestor correlators 〈−〉τg,n, 2g − 2 + n > 0, satisfy the following

differential equations 4: for b = 0, · · · , N − 1,

∂τb(〈φa[n]
ψ̄k[n]〉τg,n) = 〈φb, φa[n]

ψ̄k[n]〉τg,n+1 −
n∑

i=1

〈φb ∗τ φaiψ̄ki−1, φa[n]\{i}
ψ̄k[n]\{i}〉τg,n, (16)

where [n] = {1, · · · , n} and for any I ⊂ [n], φaI ψ̄
kI = ⊗i∈Iφaiψ̄

ki.

Proof. We first recall some properties of the ψ-classes under the pull-back of the forgetful
map, one can see e.g. [43] for details. Let ψ1, · · · , ψn be the psi-classes ofMg,n+1 at the first n-
marked points or psi-classes of of Mg,n (by abuse of notation) and let πn+1 : Mg,n+1 → Mg,n

be the forgetful map which forgets the last marked point. For k = 1, · · · , n, we have

π∗
n+1ψk = ψk −Dk,n+1,

4For simplicity, we assume all the insertions here are even classes, when there are odd classes, the equa-
tion (16) should be written as follows:

∂τb(〈φa[n]
ψ̄k[n]〉τg,n) = 〈φb, φa[n]

ψ̄k[n]〉τg,n+1 −
∑n

i=1(−1)σ(ai)·
∑i−1

j=1 σ(aj) · 〈φb ∗τ φai
ψ̄ki−1, φa[n]\{i}

ψ̄k[n]\{i}〉τg,n,
where σ(a) = 0 if φa is even and 1 otherwise, and the proof is similar.
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where Dk,n+1 is the boundary divisor representing the nodal curve which has two irreducible
components: a genus 0 curve with two marked points xk and xn+1 connected with a genus g
curve with the rest n− 1-marked points. Moreover, the boundary divisors satisfy

Di,n+1 ·Dj,,n+1 = 0 for i 6= j and D2
i,n+1 = −π∗

n+1ψi ·Di,n+1.

It is straightforward to deduce the following equation: for k = 1, · · · , n and m ≥ 0,

π∗
n+1ψ

m
k = ψmk − π∗

n+1ψ
m−1
k ·Dk,n+1. (17)

Now we return to the CohFT side. By equation (17), we have

Ωτg,n+1

(
φb, φa[n]

)
· π∗

n+1

(∏n
i=1 ψ

ki
i

)
=Ωτg,n+1

(
φb, φa[n]

)
·
∏n

i=1 ψ
ki
i −

Ωτg,n+1

(
φb, φa[n]

)
·
∑n

i=1Di,n+1 · π∗
n+1

(
ψki−1
i

∏
j 6=i ψ

kj
j

)
.

Hence for intersection numbers
∫

Mg,n

(πn+1)∗Ω
τ
g,n+1

(
φb, φa[n]

)
·
n∏

i=1

ψkii =

∫

Mg,n+1

Ωτg,n+1

(
φb, φa[n]

) n∏

i=1

ψkii −

n∑

i=1

Ωτ0,{xi,xn+1,•}

(
φai , φb, φ

c
)
·
∫

Mg,n

Ωτg,n
(
φc, φa[n]\{i}

)
ψki−1
•

∏

j 6=i

ψ
kj
j ,

where we have used πn+1,∗(α · π∗
n+1β) = πn+1,∗(α) · β and the second gluing axiom, and the

• 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 H0(X,C) ) satisfying (1) 1 is the unity of the quantum
product ∗τ and (2) 1 is covariantly constant with respect to η. Axiomatically, an distin-
guished element 1 ∈ H is called a flat unit if it satisfies the following flat unit axiom:

π∗
•Ω

τ
g,n(v1, · · · , vn) = Ωτg,•+n(1, v1, · · · , vn),

where π• : Mg,•+n → Mg,n is the forgetful map. Here we have used • in Ωτg,•+n, as well as

in Mg,•+n, 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 η. 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 vτ (z) =
∑

k≥0 v
τ
k · zk ∈ H [[z]] is called

the vacuum vector, and Ωτ is called the CohFT with vacuum, if it satisfies the following
vacuum axiom:

π∗
•Ω

τ
g,n(v1, · · · , vn) = Ωτg,•+n(v

τ (ψ•), v1, · · · , vn), (18)

where π• : Mg,•+n → Mg,n is the forgetful map.

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

Proposition 1.3. The total ancestor potential Aτ (s; ~) of a CohFT with vacuum vτ(z)
satisfies the ancestor string equation (the Lτ−1-constraint)(∑

k,a

s̃ak+1

∂

∂sak
+

1

2~2
η(s0, s0)

)
Aτ(s; ~) = 0, (19)
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and the ancestor dilaton equation(∑

k,a

s̃ak
∂

∂sak
+ ~

∂

∂~
+

1

24
str(1∗)

)
Aτ(s; ~) = 0, (20)

where s̃ak is defined by s̃(z) = s(z)− zvτ (z).

Proof. Firstly, by coupling with the psi-classes and then taking integration on the space
Mg,n, equation (18) gives immediately the ancestor string equation (19). Secondly, together
with the equation π•,∗ψ• = (2g − 2 + n) on Mg,n, the vacuum axiom gives

π•,∗Ω
τ
g,n+1(ψ• · vτ (ψ•), v1, · · · , vn) = (2g − 2 + n) Ωτg,n(v1, · · · , vn), (21)

where we have used π•,∗(α · π∗
•β) = π•,∗(α) · β. By dimension reason and the genus-1

topological recursion relation: 〈ψ̄ · v(ψ̄)〉τ1,1 = 〈1ψ̄〉τ1,1 = 1
24

∑
η(φa, φ

a). Then, similar as
how we prove the ancestor string equation, equation (21) gives us the ancestor dilaton
equation (20). �

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:

z∂τav
τ(z) = φa ∗τ vτ (z)− φa, a = 0, · · · , N − 1. (22)

Proof. Take derivative with respect to τa on equation (18) (without losing generality, we
assume vi are flat vectors), we have

π∗
•πn+1,∗Ω

τ
g,n+1(v1, · · · , vn, φa) =

∑
k≥0 ψ

k
• · πn+1,∗Ω

τ
g,•+n+1(vk, v1, · · · , vn, φa)

+
∑

k≥0 ψ
k
• · Ωτg,•+n(∂τavk, v1, · · · , vn).

By commuting π∗
• with πn+1,∗ and by Definition 1.2, the left-hand side of this equation

equals to πn+1,∗Ω
τ
g,•+n+1(v(ψ•), v1, · · · , vn, φa). Similar as the method used in the proof of

Proposition 1.1, by equation (17), we have
∑

k≥1 ψ
k−1
• · Ωτg,•+n(φa ∗ vk, v1, · · · , vn) =

∑
k≥0 ψ

k
• · Ωτg,•+n(∂τavk, v1, · · · , vn).

Then the non-degeneration of Ωτ gives ∂τavk = φa ∗τ vk+1 for all k ≥ 0. �

The QDE (22) for the vacuum vector gives immediately 1τ := vτ0 is the unity of the
quantum product ∗τ , and furthermore

vτ (z) =
∑

k≥0 ∂
k
1τ (1τ )zk. (23)

In particular, if the vacuum vector vτ (z) is flat (i.e., covariantly constant with respect to η),
then we see vτ (z) = 1τ is a flat unit of the CohFT Ωτ . For non-flat vacuum vector vτ (z),
the vector field 1 of the unities 1τ of the quantum product ∗τ is called the non-flat unit.
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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 η on the complex tangent space TU ;
(ii) a commutative and associative product ∗τ : TτU × TτU → TτU , called the quantum

product, which are holomorphic on τ ∈ U ;
(iii) a holomorphic vector field 1, such that 1τ is the unity of the product ∗τ .

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 η, we have T0U ∼= TτU , 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 τ as a point in H .

Furthermore, the structure constants η(φa ∗τ φb, φc) of the quantum product are given by
the 3-rd derivatives ∂τa∂τb∂τcΦ(τ) of a holomorphic function Φ(τ), which is called the po-
tential of the (generalized) Frobenius manifold. We see the potential Φ is uniquely specified
modulo quadratic terms. The (super-) commutativity of the quantum product comes from
the (super-) commutativity of partial derivatives of Φ(τ) with respect to τ and the associa-
tivity is equivalent to the following Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde (WDVV) equation:

∂3Φ(τ)

∂τa∂τ b∂τ c
ηcd

∂3Φ(τ)

∂τd∂τ e∂τ f
= (−1)σ(b)·σ(e)

∂3Φ(τ)

∂τa∂τ e∂τ c
ηcd

∂3Φ(τ)

∂τd∂τ b∂τ f
,

where σ(a) = 0 if φa is even and 1 otherwise.

In §1.2, we observe that given a CohFT Ω, we can define the shifted CohFT Ωτ and thus
the quantum product ∗τ , with structure constants lying in A[[τ ]]. If we assume that the
structure constants converge on τ and we can choose the set of certain analytic functions
as our C-algebra Aτ , then we can see a generalized Frobenius structure arises naturally on
a neighborhood U containing τ = 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.

1.5. Homogeneity conditions. A homogeneous Frobenius manifold is defined by the
existence of a coordinate system {τa}N−1

a=0 with a flat basis {φa}N−1
a=0 and a vector field E,

known as the Euler vector field, which has the following form 5

E =
∑

a

(1− da)τ̃
a∂τa +

∑

da=1

ra∂τa , τ̃a = τa − τa0 (24)

for some constants τa0 and satisfies the following equations:

E
(
η(v1, v2)

)
− η([E, v1], v2)− η(v1, [E, v2]) = (2− δ)η(v1, v2), (25)

[E, v1 ∗τ v2]− [E, v1] ∗τ v2 − v1 ∗τ [E, v2] = v1 ∗τ v2, (26)

for some constant δ, which is called the conformal dimension of the Frobenius manifold. We
always identify ∂τa with φa on the Frobenius manifold.

5This is equivalent to the form E =
∑

a(1− da)τ
aφa +

∑
a r

aφa with ra = −(1− da)τ
a
0 for da 6= 1.
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Introduce the grading operator µ:

µ(v) =
(
1− δ

2

)
v −∇vE, (27)

where ∇ is the Levi–Civita connection of η. Then equation (25) is equivalent to µ∗ = −µ
(µ∗ is the adjoint operator of µ with respect to η) and equation (26) is equivalent to the
following homogeneity condition for the potential Φ(τ):

EΦ(τ) = (3− δ)Φ(τ) + quadratic + linear + constant. (28)

Introduce the operator E := E∗τ , then for a homogeneous Frobenius manifold, one can see

∂τaE = φa ∗τ +[φa∗τ , µ]. (29)

We define a linear operator deg on the cohomology ring H∗(Mg,n,Q), which acts on a
homogeneous class α ∈ H2k(Mg,n,Q) by degα := k ·α, where k denotes the complex degree
of the class α.

Definition 1.5. A CohFT Ω is called homogeneous with respect to E, if for 2g− 2+ n > 0,

π•,∗Ωg,•+n(E|τ=0, v1, · · · , vn)−
∑n

i=1Ωg,n(v1, · · · , ( δ2 + µ)vi, · · · , vn)
=
(
(g − 1)δ − deg

)
Ωg,n(v1, · · · , vn). (30)

A shifted CohFT Ωτ is called homogeneous with respect to E, if for 2g − 2 + n > 0,

E
(
Ωτg,n(v1, · · · , vn)

)
−∑n

i=1Ω
τ
g,n(v1, · · · , [E, vi], · · · , vn)

=
(
(g − 1)δ + n− deg

)
Ωτg,n(v1, · · · , vn). (31)

Remark 1.6. We see that Ω is homogeneous if equation (31) holds at τ = 0. Conversely,
by the definition of Ωτ , one can deduce equation (31) from equation (30). Therefore, Ωτ is
homogeneous if and only if Ω is homogeneous.

Consider π∗
• acting on both sides of equation (31), then by using similar method that we

used to deduce the QDE (22) for vτ (z), we have for homogeneous CohFT the vacuum vector
satisfies the following homogeneity condition:

(z∂z + E)vτ(z) = −
(
µ+ δ

2

)
vτ (z). (32)

Furthermore, by the QDE (22), the homogeneity condition can be rewritten as follows:

(z∂z +
1
z
E + µ+ δ

2
)vτ (z)− 1

z
E = 0. (33)

Let v(τ, z) = (z∂z +
1
z
E + µ+ δ

2
)vτ (z)− 1

z
E, then by equations (22) and (29), one can see

∂τav(τ, z) =
1
z
φa ∗τ v(τ, z).

Therefore, the homogeneity condition (33) for vτ (z) holds if and only if it holds at τ = 0.
Notice that the non-vanished correlator 〈φa1ψ̄k1 , · · · , φanψ̄kn〉τg,n is obtained by taking in-

tegration of degree (3g − 3 + n−
∑

i ki) part of Ω
τ
g,n(φa1 , · · · , φan), coupling with psi-classes∏

i ψ
ki
i on Mg,n, the homogeneity condition (31) for Ωτ gives the following homogeneity

condition for ancestor correlators:

E
(
〈φa1ψ̄k1, · · · , φanψ̄kn〉τg,n

)
=

(
(δ − 3)(g − 1)−

∑n
i=1(1− dai − ki)

)
〈φa1ψ̄k1, · · · , φanψ̄kn〉τg,n.

This is equivalent to the following homogeneity condition for potentials F̄ τ
g (s):(

E +
∑

k,a(1− da − k)sak
∂
∂sa

k

)
F̄ τ
g (s) = (δ − 3)(g − 1)F̄ τ

g (s). (34)
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We introduce the ancestor Euler vector field E τ on the big phase space:

E τ =
∑

k,a(1− da − k)s̃ak
∂
∂sa

k

−
∑

k,a,b Eab s̃bk+1
∂
∂sa

k

. (35)

Proposition 1.7. The ancestor potentials F̄ τ
g (s), g ≥ 0, for a homogeneous CohFT with

vacuum satisfy

E
τ F̄ τ

g (s) = (δ − 3)(g − 1)F̄ τ
g (s) +

δg,0
2
η(Es0, s0) + δg,1〈E〉τ1,1. (36)

Moreover, the correlator 〈E〉τ1,1 is a constant and we denote it by c1.

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

E τ =
(∑

a η(E, φ
a) ∂
∂sa0

−
∑

k,a,b Eab sbk+1
∂
∂sa

k

)
+
∑

k,a(1− da − k)sak
∂
∂sa

k

.

By equation (16), we have
(∑

a η(E, φ
a) ∂
∂sa0

−∑
k,a,b Eab sbk+1

∂
∂sak

)
F̄ τ
g (s) = EF̄ τ

g (s) +
δg,0
2
η(Es0, s0) + 〈E〉τ1,1.

We see equation (36) follows from equation (34).
Now we prove the correlator 〈E〉τ1,1 is a constant. Consider

∂τa(〈E〉τ1,1) =
∫
M1,1

∂τaΩ
τ (E) =

∫
M1,1

Ωτ (∇φaE) +
∫
M1,2

Ωτ (E, φa),

then by homogeneity condition of CohFT Ωτ , the degree one part of Ωτ1,1 communicates with
adE , hence∫

M1,1
Ωτ (∇φaE) = −

∫
M1,1

Ωτ ([E, φa]) = −
∫
M1,1

E
(
Ωτ (φa)

)
= −

∫
M1,2

Ωτ (E, φa).

This proves ∂τa(〈E〉τ1,1) = 0 for each a = 0, · · · , N − 1, and thus 〈E〉τ1,1 is a constant. �

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

For a semisimple homogeneous CohFT Ωτ with vacuum vτ (z), based on Givental’s re-
construction procedure [20, 21], Teleman [42] proved that Ωτ is uniquely and explicitly
constructed from the Frobenius structure of Ωτ . 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 Rτ (z) ∈ Eτ ⊗ End(H)[[z]], called the R-matrix, be a formal power series

Rτ (z) =I +Rτ
1z +Rτ

2z
2 + · · · ,

satisfying the symplectic condition Rτ,∗(−z)Rτ (z) =I, where Rτ,∗(z) is the adjoint of Rτ (z)
with respect to η. Here Eτ is an algebraic extension of the fractional field of Aτ . We also
introduce the matrix V τ (z, w) associated with R-matrix:

V τ (z, w) =
∑

k,l≥0

V τ
k,lz

kwl =
I− Rτ,∗(−z)Rτ (−w)

z + w
.

An R-matrix defines an action, called the R-action, on a CohFT ωτ on (H, η) in the following
way. Let Gg,n be the set of stable graphs of genus-g with n-legs. For Γ ∈ Gg,n, define
ContΓ : H⊗n → Eτ ⊗H∗(Mg,n,Q) by the following construction:
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1). place ωτg(v),n(v) at each vertex v ∈ Γ,

2). place Rτ,∗(−ψi)· at each leg li ∈ Γ labeled by i = 1, · · · , n,
3). place V τ (ψv′ , ψv′′)φa ⊗ φa at each edge e ∈ Γ connecting vertexes v′ and v′′.

The R-action on the CohFT ωτ is defined by

(Rτ · ωτ )g,n :=
∑

Γ∈Gg,n

1

|Aut(Γ)|ξΓ,∗ContΓ,

where ξΓ :=
∏

v∈Γ Mg(v),n(v) → Mg,n is the canonical map with image equal to boundary
stratum associated to the graph Γ, and its push-forward ξΓ,∗ induces a homomorphism from
the strata algebra on

∏
v∈Γ Mg(v),n(v) to the cohomology ring (see [5, 41] for details).

Let T τ (z) ∈ Eτ ⊗H [[z]], called the T -vector, be a power series starting from degree 1:

T τ (z) = T τ1 z + T τ2 z
2 + · · · .

A T -vector defines an action, called the T -action, on a CohFT ωτ on (H, η) by

(T τ · ωτ)g,n(−) =
∑

m≥0

1

m!
πm∗ ω

τ
g,n+m(−⊗ T τ (ψn+1)⊗ · · · ⊗ T τ (ψn+m)),

where πm : Mg,n+m → Mg,n is the forgetful map forgetting the last m marked points.

Theorem 1.8 (Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem). For a semisimple homogeneous
CohFT Ωτ on (H, η) with the vacuum vector vτ (z), let H = ⊕N

α=1C{ēα} be the decomposition

of algebra (H, η, ∗τ) with η(ēα, ēβ) = δα,β, and ēα ∗τ ēβ = δα,β∆
1
2
α ēα for some functions

∆α = ∆α(τ), then the CohFT Ωτ is uniquely reconstructed by the following formula:

Ωτ = Rτ · T τ · (⊕N
α=1Ω

KWα).

Here ΩKWα is the trivial CohFT on 1-dimensional space C{ēα} (i.e., ΩKWα
g,n (ēα, . . . , ēα) = 1),

Rτ is the R-matrix uniquely determined by

[Rτ
m+1, E ] = (m+ µ)Rτ

m, m ≥ 0, (37)

and T τ is the T -vector given by

T τ (z) = z · 1̄− zRτ (z)−1vτ (z),

where 1̄ = ē1 + · · ·+ ēN .

Remark 1.9. For an arbitrary semisimple homogeneous CohFT Ωτ (without assuming the
vacuum axiom in advance), Teleman [42] has proved that there always exists a unique vacuum
vector vτ(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

Ωτg,n = (Rτ · T τ · (⊕N
α=1Ω

KWα))g,n, 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. S- and ν-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:

Sτ (z) =I +
∑

n>1 S
τ
nz

−n ∈ EndH [[z−1]]

and satisfies the symplectic condition

Sτ,∗(−z)Sτ (z) =I, (38)

and the QDE:
z∂τaS

τ (z) = φa ∗τ Sτ (z), a = 0, · · · , N − 1. (39)

It is clear that the S-matrix is not uniquely determined by the above conditions. A choice
of Sτ (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 (ν-calibration). The ν-vector ντ (z) is an vector-valued series in H((z−1))
which satisfies the QDE:

z∂τaν
τ (z) = φa ∗τ ντ (z)− φa, a = 0, · · · , N − 1. (40)

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

We note here the QDE (40) for the ν-vector ντ (z) is the same as the QDE (22) for the
vacuum vector vτ(z). However, these two vectors belong to different spaces, ντ (z) resides in
H((z−1)) while vτ (z) lies in H [[z]] (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 ν-vector ντ (z) is a polynomial in z, then the vacuum vector vτ (z) must also be
a polynomial, and we have ντ (z) = vτ (z).

Given an S-matrix Sτ (z) and a ν-vector ντ (z), we define the J-function by:

Jτ (−z) := −zSτ,∗(−z)ντ (z). (41)

By equations (39) and (40), we see ∂τaJ
τ (−z) = Sτ,∗(−z)φa and thus Jτ (−z) has form

Jτ (−z) = τ − τ0 − zu(z) +
∑

k≥0 J
τ
k,aφ

a(−z)−k−1 ∈ H((z−1)) (42)

for some constant vectors τ0 ∈ H , u(z) ∈ H [z]. Especially, we have

u(z) = [Sτ,∗(−z)ντ (z)]+. (43)

This is a constant vector and it will be used to generalize the dilaton shift.
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Remark 2.2. Rather than introducing the ν-vector, if one begins by defining the J-function
through certain equations, the S-matrix can be derived from the equation ∂

∂τa
Jτ (−z) =

Sτ,∗(−z)φa, and the ν-vector is determined from ντ (z) = −z−1Sτ (z)Jτ (−z). This alterna-
tive approach offers a different path to define these fundamental elements, highlighting a
connection between the J-function and the ν-vector.

Furthermore, note that η(φa, ∂τcS
τ
1φb) = ∂τa∂τc∂τbΦ(τ), where Φ(τ) is the potential of

the Frobenius manifold induced by Ωτ . By taking integration of this equation, one has
η(φa, S

τ
1φb) = ∂τa∂τbΦ(τ) +Ca,b for some constants Ca,b. Recall the function Φ is defined up

to a at most quadratic function of τ , we require the function Φ(τ) to satisfy η(φa, S
τ
1φb) =

∂τa∂τbΦ(τ). Similarly, we require the function Φ(τ) to satisfy Jτ0,a = ∂τaΦ(τ). The function
Φ(τ) is now determined up to a constant Φ(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 ν-calibrated CohFT.

Firstly, for an arbitrary CohFT Ωτ (without requiring S- and ν-calibration), we define
F1(τ) by requiring ∂τaF1(τ) =

∫
M1,1

Ωτ1,1(φa). It is clear that F1(τ) is determined by this

condition up to a constant F1(0):

F1(τ) = F1(0) +
∑

n≥1

1

n!

∫

M1,n

Ω1,n(τ, · · · , τ).

Secondly, after choosing an S- and ν-calibration for a CohFT Ωτ , we introduce

W̃ τ (t− τ, t− τ) := 2Φ(τ) + 2
∑

k,a J
τ
k,a · (tak − δk,0τ

a) +W τ (t− τ, t− τ), (44)

where the bilinear form W τ , is defined by using S-matrix as in GW theory (see (10)). We

note here for the CohFT with flat unit 1, one has W̃ τ (t− τ, t− τ) = W τ(t̃, t̃) + 2c for some
constant c which can be taken to be vanished by changing Φ(τ) → Φ(τ) − c. Now we can
define the (formal) total descendent potential D(t; ~) for an S- and ν-calibrated CohFT:

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

D(t; ~) = eF1(τ)+
1

2~2
W̃ τ (t−τ,t−τ) · Aτ (s(t); ~), (45)

where the coordinate transformation s = s(t) is defined by s(z) = [Sτ (z)t(z)]+ − τ .

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

log(D(t; ~)) =
∑

g≥0

~2g−2Fg(t),

and the descendent invariants / correlators 〈−〉g,n are defined by

〈φa1ψk1 , · · · , φanψkn〉g,n := ∂ta1
k1

· · ·∂tan
kn
Fg(t)

∣∣
t=0

.

Introduce the τ -shifted descendent correlators 〈−〉τg,n:
〈φa1ψk1 , · · · , φanψkn〉τg,n := ∂ta1k1

· · ·∂tan
kn
Fg(t)

∣∣
t=τ

, (46)
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then formula (45) can be rewritten in the correlator form as follows: for 2g − 2 + n > 0,

〈φa1ψk1 , · · · , φanψkn〉τg,n = 〈Sτ (ψ̄)φa1ψ̄k1, · · · , Sτ (ψ̄)φanψ̄kn〉τg,n, (47)

where the correlators with insertion φaψ̄
k 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 〈φa1 , · · · , φan〉τg,n 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; ~) does not depend on τ .

Proof. The Theorem is equivalent to the following equations: for g ≥ 0,

∂τbFg(t) = 0, b = 0, · · · , N − 1.

We prove these equations by proving the vanishing of coefficient of
∏n

i=1 t
ai
ki
on the left-hand

side of these equations for all n ≥ 0 and all ki ≥ 0, ai = 0, · · · , N − 1. Precisely, we prove

∂τb
(
〈φa1ψk1 , · · · , φanψkn〉τg,n

)
= 〈φb, φa1ψk1 , · · · , φanψkn〉τg,n. (48)

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

2.3. Givental’s Lagrangian submanifold for generalized Frobenius manifold. Fol-
lowing Givental [20, 22], we introduce the loop space H := H((z−1)), which by definition is
the space of Laurent series in z−1 with vector coefficients from H :

H((z−1)) =
{∑

k≥0 qkz
k + pk(−z)−k−1 : qk, pl ∈ H

}
.

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

ω(f, g) :=
1

2πi

∮
η(f(−z), g(z))dz = −ω(g, f),

where the integration is formally defined by 1
2πi

∮ ∑
k akz

kdz := a−1.
By the polarizationH = H+⊕H− = H [z]⊕z−1H [[z−1]], the loop space H can be identified

with the cotangent bundle T ∗H+ of space H+. The genus-0 descendent potential F0(t) can
be viewed as a formal function on H+ via the shift q(z) = t(z)− τ0 − zu(z), where the shift
is determined by equation (42).

Denote by L the graph of the differential dF0:

L :=
{
(p,q) ∈ T ∗H+ : p = dqF0(t)

}
.

We see L is a Lagrangian submanifold of the loop space H. We denote by J(t,−z) the point
(q,p) in L via the shift q(z) = t(z) − τ0 − zu(z) and we call it the J-function on the big
phase space. Recall the J-function Jτ (−z) defined by (41) and its relation with the genus-0
potential F0(t) (44), we see Jτ (−z) = J(t,−z)|t=τ . We introduce the tangent space of L:

TL := spanC{∂takJ(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 F0(t) is equivalent to
17



L is a Lagrangian cone satisfying J(t,−z) ∈ z · TL ⊂ 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 τ = τDW of the following equation:

τ = [z0](Sτ (z)t(z)), (49)

where [z0]f(z) stands for the coefficient of z0 in series f(z), then the constitutive relation
reads

∂2F0(t)

∂tak∂t
b
l

= 〈φaψk, φbψl〉τDW
0,2 . (50)

For the formal genus-0 potential F0(t) defined in this paper, the constitutive relation can
also be proved as follows. Firstly, by definition, we have

∂2F0(t)

∂ta
k
∂tb

l

=
∑

m≥0
1
m!
〈φaψk, φbψl, t(ψ)− τ, · · · , t(ψ)− τ〉τ0,2+m.

Secondly, by the relation of τ -shifted descendent correlators and ancestor correlators (47),
when taking τ to be the DW map (notice that [z0](Sτ (z)(t(z)− τ)) = 0), we see for m ≥ 1,
the dimensional reason (the total degree of insertions is at leastm while dimM0,2+m = m−1)
makes the correlators vanishing and one gets equation (50).

Proposition 2.6. We have the following results:
(1). TL = SτDW,∗(−z)H [z];
(2). J(t,−z)− JτDW(−z) ∈ z · TL.

Proof. By definition and the constitutive relation (50),

∂tak(J(t,−z)) = φaz
k +

∑
l≥0 φb · 〈φbψl, φaψk〉

τDW
0,2 · (−z)−l−1.

Since 〈φbψl, φaψk〉τ0,2 =
∑l

i=0(−1)i(Sτ,∗l−i · Sτk+i+1)
b
a, we have

∂ta
k
(J(t,−z)) = φaz

k −∑
l≥0

∑l
i=0 S

τDW,∗
l−i · SτDW

k+i+1 · (−z)−l+i · z−i−k−1 · φazk.
Notice that the right hand side of above equation equals φaz

k − SτDW,∗(−z)[SτDW(z)φaz
k]−,

where [f(z)]− stands for the negative part of a Laurent series f(z) in z−1, then by equa-
tion (38), we have

∂tak(J(t,−z)) = SτDW,∗(−z)[SτDW(z)φaz
k]+. (51)

This proves the first part of the Proposition.

Similarly, by noticing ∂F0(t)
∂ta

k

= 〈φaψk〉τDW
0,1 + 〈φaψk, t(ψ)− τDW〉τDW

0,2 , we have

J(t,−z)− JτDW(−z) = SτDW,∗(−z)[SτDW(z)(t(z)− τDW)]+.

The second part of the Proposition follows from [z0]SτDW(z)(t(z)− τDW) = 0. �

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

(z∂z + E)ντ (z) = −
(
µ+ δ

2

)
ντ (z). (52)

18



We call such a vector ντ (z) is homogeneous. Similarly as the vacuum vector, the homogeneity
condition (32) for ντ (z) can be rewritten as

(z∂z +
1
z
E + µ+ δ

2
)ντ (z)− 1

z
E = 0, (53)

and this equation holds if and only if it holds at τ = 0.

Lemma 2.7. Given a homogeneous ν-vector, the cν in Definition 0.4 (2) is a constant.

Proof. By the QDE (40) and the homogeneity condition (52), for each a = 0, · · · , N − 1,

∂τa
(
η(E, ντ (z))

)
= (1− δ) · η(E, ντ (z))− η(φa, z∂zν

τ (z)).

Therefore, [z1−δ]∂τa
(
η(E, ντ (z))

)
= 0 and this proves cν is a constant. �

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

(z∂z + E)Sτ (z) = [Sτ (z), µ] + Sτ (z)ρ/z, (54)

where ρ = c1(X)∪. For an arbitrary S-calibrated homogeneous CohFT, there is no geometric
definition of the operator ρ, and there may not have such operator ρ 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 ρ-matrix takes the form
ρ(z) =

∑
k≥0 ρkz

−k ∈ End(H)[[z−1]] and is defined by

(z∂z + E)Sτ (z) = [Sτ (z), µ] + Sτ (z)ρ(z)/z. (55)

The S-matrix is called homogeneous if the operator ρ(z) satisfies

z∂zρ(z) = ρ(z) + [ρ(z), µ]. (56)

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

By the QDE (39), the homogeneity condition for S-matrix can be rewritten as

(z∂z +
1
z
E + µ)Sτ (z)− Sτ (z)(µ + ρ(z)/z) = 0. (57)

Denote by A(τ, z) the left-hand side of above equation, then ∂τaA(τ, z) = 1
z
φa ∗τ A(τ, z).

Therefore, the homogeneity condition (57) for S-matrix holds if and only if it holds at τ = 0.
Based on the definition, we highlight three important results regarding the ρ-matrix and

the homogeneous S-matrix. Firstly, ρ(z) does not depend on τ and satisfies ρ∗(z) = ρ(−z).
This can be easily derived by using equations (38), (39) and (26). Secondly, since µ is a diag-
onal matrix, one can see from equation (56) a homogeneous ρ-matrix must be a polynomial
in z−1 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 ρ-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 ν-vector and
the S-matrix imply the following homogeneity condition for the J-function:

(z∂z + E)Jτ (−z) =
(
1− δ

2
− µ− ρ(z)/z

)
Jτ (−z). (58)
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We show some consequences of this equation. Firstly, the vector u(z) satisfies
(
z∂z + µ+ δ

2

)
u(z) = 0, ρ(z)u(z) ∈ H [z−1]. (59)

Secondly, the Euler vector field E (see equation (24)) relates with ρ and u by
∑

k≥0 ρkuk =
∑

da=1 r
aφa. (60)

Thirdly, the potential Φ(z) for the Frobenius manifold satisfies

EΦ(τ) = (3− δ)Φ(τ) + 1
2
η(τ̃ , ρ0τ̃ )−

∑
i≥0 η(τ̃ , ρi+1ui) +

1
2

∑
i,j≥0 η(ui, ρi+j+2uj) + c0.

(61)

for some constant c0. We put the explanation of these consequences in Appendix A.2

Remark 2.9. If δ 6= 3, one can take c0 = 0 by taking Φ(τ) → Φ(τ) − c0
3−δ

, but one can not

do this if δ = 3. For such case, if one further has ντ (z) ∈ H [[z−1]], then the Virasoro-index
mν = 0 and one can deduces c0 = cν (the Virasoro constant defined in Definition 0.4 (2))
from equation (61).

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

E =
∑

k,a

(1− da − k)t̃ak
∂

∂tak
−

∑

k,i,a,b

(ρi)
a
b t̃
b
k+i+1

∂

∂tak
, (62)

where t̃(z) = t(z)− τ0 − zu(z). We see equations (59) and (60) imply E |t=τ = E.

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

EFg(t) = (δ − 3)(g − 1)Fg(t) +
δg,0
2

∑

i,j≥0

η(t̃i, ρi+j t̃j) + δg,0c0 + δg,1c1, (63)

where c0, c1 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
F̄g(s) (34), as well as equation (55) with homogeneous ρ(z). Firstly, by the coordinate
transformation s(z) = [Sτ (z)t(z)]+ − τ and equation (55), we have

(E + E )(sk) = (1− δ
2
− µ− k)sk,

Together with equation (34), we obtain

(E + E )F̄ τ
g (s(t)) = (δ − 3)(g − 1)F̄ τ

g (s(t)).

Secondly, (E + E )F1(τ) = 〈E〉τ1,1 and as we have shown in the proof of Proposition 1.7,
〈E〉τ1,1 = c1 is a constant. Thirdly, equation (55) gives us the following homogeneity condition
for the W -matrix (see equation (10) for the definition):

(z∂z + w∂w + E)W τ (z, w) = [W τ (z, w), µ] + ρ∗(z)
z

·W τ (z, w) +W τ (z, w) · ρ(w)
w

+W τ (z, w).

Then by equation (61) and by direct computations, we have

(E + E )W̃ τ (t− τ ; t− τ) = (3− δ)W̃ τ(t− τ ; t− τ ) +
∑

i,j≥0 η(t̃i, ρi+j t̃j) + 2c0.

The Proposition follows from these computations and E(Fg(t)) = 0 (by Theorem 2.5, Fg(t)
does not depend on τ). �
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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; ~) 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((z−1))), i.e., ω(Af, g) = −ω(f, Ag), let

hA(f) :=
1
2
· ω(Af, f). (64)

and we define the quantization of A by Â := ĥA(f), where f =
∑

k≥0 qkz
k + pk(−z)−k−1 for

pk = pk,aφ
a, qk = qakφa ∈ H and the quantization of quadratic Hamiltonians are given by

(qakq
b
l )
ˆ= qakq

b
l /~

2, (qakpl,b)
ˆ= qak∂qbl , (pk,apl,b)

ˆ= ~2∂qa
k
∂qb

l
.

For the case with a homogeneous ρ-matrix ρ(z) = ρ ∈ End(H), following Givental [20],
we introduce the infinitesimal transformations ℓm for m ≥ −1:

ℓm = −z−1/2(z∂zz + µz + ρ)m+1z−1/2.

Then the Virasoro operator Lm (see equation (4)) can be expressed as

Lm = ℓ̂m + δm,0

4
str

(
1
4
− µ2

)
, (65)

where the coordinate q(z) =
∑

k qkz
k is related with the coordinate t(z) by q(z) = t̃(z). In

general, for the case with a homogeneous ρ-matrix ρ(z) = ρ0 + ρ1z
−1 + · · · ∈ End(H)[z−1],

we generalize the definition of ℓm by

ℓ′m = −z−1/2(z∂zz + µz + ρ(z))m+1z−1/2,

and define Lm by substituting ℓ′m for ℓm in equation (65).
Similarly, we introduce the infinitesimal transformations for the ancestors in parallel:

Lemma 2.12. For m ≥ −1, let ℓτm be the infinitesimal transformations defined by

ℓτm = −z−1/2(z∂zz + µz + E)m+1z−1/2,

then the Virasoro operator Lτm (see equation (1)) can be expressed as

Lτm = ℓ̂τm +
1

4

∑

i+j=m

str
(
E i(1

2
+ µ)E j(1

2
− µ)

)
,

where the coordinate q(z) is related with the coordinate s(z) by q(z) = s(z)− zvτ (z).

Proof. Compare ℓτm with ℓm, by replacing ρ with E , the proof for the ancestor case closely
parallels that of the descendent case. �

Remark 2.13. Let ℓ◦m := −z−1/2(z∂zz)
m+1z−1/2 then we have

ℓ′m = z−µz−
∑

i ρiℓ◦mz
∑

i ρizµ, ℓτm = Sτ (z)z−µz−
∑

i ρiℓ◦mz
∑

i ρizµSτ (z)−1.

For either case, ρ(z) ∈ End(H)[z−1] or ρ(z) = ρ ∈ End(H), we have firstly, ℓτm does not
depend on the precise form of ρ(z) and secondly, the definitions of ℓ′m and ℓm share the same
form. Since the results for arbitrary ρ(z) are parallel to those for ρ(z) = ρ ∈ End(H), in the
follows of this paper, we will focus on the case that ρ(z) = ρ for simplicity.
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Introduce two operators Dρ,z and DE,z by

DA,z := A+ (µ+ 3
2
)z + z2∂z, A = ρ, E , (66)

then by the QDE (39) and the homogeneity condition (55) for S-matrix, one can see

Sτ (z)Dρ,z = DE,zS
τ (z). (67)

The infinitesimal transformations ℓm and ℓτm can be expressed as follows:

ℓm = −Dm+1
ρ,z · z−1, ℓτm = −Dm+1

E,z · z−1.

By identifying φaψ
k with ∂tak , the Virasoro operators Lm, m ≥ −1, can be formally rewritten

as follows

Lm = 1
2~2 η(ρ

m+1t̃0, t̃0)− δm,0 · 1
4
str

(
µ2 − 1

4

)
+ [Dm+1

ρ,ψ ψ−1t̃(ψ)]+

+ ~2

2

∑m
k=1(−1)kφaψ

k−1 ◦ [Dm+1
ρ,ψ φaψ−k−1]+, (68)

where the symbol “◦” represents the composition of two operators. Similarly, by identifying
φaψ̄

k with ∂sak , we have

Lτm = 1
2~2η(Em+1s0, s0)− 1

4

∑
i+j=m str(E i(µ+ 1

2
)E j(µ− 1

2
)) + [Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄−1s̃(ψ̄)]+

+ ~2

2

∑m
k=1(−1)kφaψ̄

k−1 ◦ [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+. (69)

By the quantization formulation of the Virasoro operators Lm, one can see for m ≥ −1,

L0,m(t) = −1
2
ω(Dm+1

ρ,z z−1J(t,−z), J(t,−z)). (70)

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

Proposition 2.14. For m ≥ −1, the function L0,m(t) is a constant if and only if

Dm+1
ρ,z z−1Jτ (−z) ∈ TL.

Proof. We first notice that v(z) ∈ TL if and only if v(z) = Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)v(z)]+. This is
because if v(z) ∈ TL, then there is some v′(z) ∈ H [[z]] such that v(z) = Sτ,∗(−z)v′(z), by
the symplectic condition of S-matrix (38), we have v′(z) = Sτ (z)v(z) = [Sτ (z)v(z)]+, and
hence v(z) = Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)v(z)]+. The converse is straightforward.

Now we consider the derivatives of L0,m(t) with respect to tan, by equation (51), we have

∂tan(L0,m(t)) = −ω(Dm+1
ρ,z z−1J(t,−z), SτDW,∗(−z)[SτDW(z)φaz

n]+).

For an arbitrary element f(z) ∈ H, it is straightforward to see
∑

n,a ω(f(z), φaz
n)φa(−z)−n−1 = [f(z)]−.

Then by using Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)φazn]+ = φaz
n − Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)φazn]− and

ω(f(z), Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)φazn]−) = ω(Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)f(z)]+, φazn),
one can see

∑
n,a ω(f(z), S

τ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)φazn]+)φa(−z)−n−1 = f(z)− Sτ,∗(−z)[Sτ (z)f(z)]+.
In particular, take f(z) = −Dm+1

ρ,z z−1J(t,−z), we get
∑

n,a ∂tan(L0,m(t))(−z)−n−1φa = S∗(−z)[S(z)Dm+1
ρ,z z−1J(t,−z)]+ −Dm+1

ρ,z z−1J(t,−z).
Therefore, L0,m(t) is a constant if and only ifDm+1

ρ,z z−1J(t,−z) ∈ TL and by Proposition 2.6,

this is equivalent to Dm+1
ρ,z z−1Jτ (−z) ∈ TL. The proof is finished. �
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Remark 2.15. If ντ (z) ∈ H [z], then we have z−1J(t,−z) ∈ TL and L0,m(t) = 0 for
all m ≥ −1 according to the formula (70). In particular, we have the string equation
L0,−1(t) = 0. Similarly, we have dilaton equation

∑
k,a t̃

a
k
∂F0(t)
∂ta

k

= 2F0(t),

which is equivalent to the geometric formulation: J(t,−z) ∈ TL. 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 TL are tangent to L 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 Lτm-constraint is equivalent to the following equation:

〈Em+1〉τ1,1 = −1

4

∑

a+b=m

str(EaµE bµ)− 1

24

∑

a+b=m

str((EaµE b1)∗)+ 1

24
str((Em((µ+ δ

2
)1)∗). (71)

(3). The ancestor Virasoro constraints hold for semisimple homogeneous CohFTs.

Remark 3.2. As noted in Remark 1.9, for semisimple cases, we need not assume the vacuum

axiom. Given a semisimple homogeneous CohFT Ωτ , Ωτg,n = Ω̃τg,n for n > 0. Here, Ω̃τ =

Rτ · T τ · (⊕N
α=1Ω

KWα) is constructed through R- and T -actions and satisfies the vacuum
axiom. This indicates a relation between the corresponding total ancestor potentials Aτ(s; ~)

and Ãτ(s; ~): Aτ (s; ~) = eF (τ ;~) · Ãτ (s; ~) for a function F (τ ; ~) which is independent of s.

Consequently, the Virasoro constraints for Aτ (s; ~) are equivalent to those for Ãτ (s; ~).

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 = ⊕N

α=1Cēα

of H = TτU with a basis {ēα} such that η(ēα, ēβ) = δα,β and ēα ∗τ ēβ = δα,β∆
1
2
α ēα for some

functions ∆α = ∆α(τ). We define eα = ∆
− 1

2
α ēα. The reconstruction theorem gives

Aτ (s; ~) = T̂vR̂τ ∆̂DKW
N (s; ~). (72)

The formula (72) is explained as follows. Firstly, DKW
N (t; ~) =

∏
αDKW(tᾱ; ~) is a product of

N copies of the Witten–Kontsevich tau-function. Secondly, ∆̂DKW
N (t; ~) =

∏
αDKW(∆

1
2
αt

ᾱ; ∆
1
2
α~)

and we denote this by Dtop(t, ~). Thirdly, Rτ (z) =I+Rτ
1z+· · · ∈ End(H)[[z]] is the R-matrix

determined by equation (37). It follows that r(z) := log(Rτ (z)) is an infinitesimal transfor-

mation on the loop spaceH and thus r̂(z) is defined by (64) via identification q(z) = t(z)−z1
with 1 =

∑
α eα. The operator R̂τ is defined by er̂(z) and R̂τDtop(s; ~) means we replaces
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the coordinate t in the function er̂(z)Dtop with s. Lastly, the action of T̂v is just a shift on
the coordinate s which trans s(z)− z1 to s(z)− zvτ (z).

The idea of the proof of LτmAτ = 0 for a semisimple CohFT is as follows: we first consider

how the Virasoro operator Lτm go across the operators T̂v, R̂τ and ∆̂, then we prove the
result constraints for DKW

N by the Witten–Kontsevich theorem. For the results, we have

• LτmT̂v = T̂vL̄
τ
m, where L̄

τ
m = Lτm|s(z)→s(z)+zvτ (z)−z1;

• L̄τmR̂
τ = R̂τLtop,τ

m , where Ltop,τ
m = ℓ̂top,τm + m+1

16
tr(Em) with

ℓtop,τm = −z−1/2(z∂zz + E)m+1z−1/2.

• Ltop,τ
m ∆̂ = ∆̂LNKW,τ

m where LNKW,τ
m =

∑
α L

KWα,τ
m with LKWα,τ

m the ancestor Virasoro
operator for the trivial CohFT ΩKWα

g,n (ēα, · · · , ēα) = 1.

• LKWα,τ
m DKW

N (t; ~) = 0 for each α.

Since the first and third results follow immediately from the definition of T̂v and ∆̂, the last
result follows from the Witten–Kontsevich theorem 6, we show details for the proof of the
second equation in the follows.

The central part of the proof is to compute e−r̂(z)ℓ̂τme
r̂(z) which by definition equals

−1
2
e−r̂(z)ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1f(z), f(z))̂ er̂(z), (73)

where f(z) =
∑

k≥0

∑
α q

α
k eαz

k +
∑

k≥0

∑
α pk,αe

α(−z)−k−1. Here {eα} is the dual basis of
{eα} with respect to η. We compute the expression (73) in four steps. Firstly, introduce the
quantization on linear functions of p,q by

q̂αk := qαk /~, p̂k,α := ~ ∂qα
k
,

we see f̂(z) = f̂+(z) + f̂−(z) =
∑

k≥0

∑
α
qαk
~ eαz

k +
∑

k≥0

∑
α ~∂qαk e

α(−z)−k−1, where by

notation f̂(z) (as well as f̂±(z)) we mean we do not quantize zm in f(z). Then we have

1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1f(z), f(z))̂ = 1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1f̂+(z), f̂+(z)) + ω(Dm+1
E,z z−1f̂+(z), f̂−(z))

+ 1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1f̂−(z), f̂−(z)).

Secondly, by the definition equation (64) and by direct computation, we have

r̂(z) =
∑

m≥1

(
−

∑

k≥0

(rm)
β
αq

α
k ∂qβ

k+m
+

~2

2

∑

k+l=m−1

(−1)kηασ(rm)
β
σ∂qαk ∂qβl

)
.

Then by this explicit formula, it is straightforward to get [r̂(z), f̂(z)] = −r̂ · f(z), and it
follows immediately

e−r̂(z)f̂(z)er̂(z) = R̂τf(z), (74)

6More strictly, LKWα,τ
m DKW

N (t; ~) =
∏

β 6=α DKW(tβ̄ ; ~) · LKWα,τ
m DKW(tᾱ; ~), and the Witten–Kontsevich

theorem, together with Dijkgraaf–Verlinde–Verlinde’s work [8], gives us LKWα,τ
m DKW(tᾱ; ~)|τ=0 = 0. It is a

simple consequence of the Witten–Kontsevich theorem that the equation also holds for arbitrary τ .
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where Rτf(z) = Rτ (z)f(z). Hence we get the formula:

−e−r̂(z)ℓ̂τmer̂(z) = 1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1(̂Rτf)+(z), (̂R
τf)+(z)) + ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1(̂Rτf)+(z), (̂R
τf)−(z))

+ 1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1(̂Rτf)−(z), (̂R
τf)−(z)).

Thirdly, notice that [Rτ (z)f(z)]− = [Rτ (z)f−(z)]−, we always have

ω(Dm+1
E,z z−1(̂Rτf)±(z), (̂R

τf)−(z)) = ω(Dm+1
E,z z−1[Rτ (z)f(z)]±, [R

τ (z)f(z)]−)̂.

Therefore

− e−r̂(z)ℓ̂τme
r̂(z) − 1

2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1Rτ (z)f(z), Rτ (z)f(z))ˆ

= 1
2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1(̂Rτf)+(z), (̂R
τf)+(z))− 1

2
ω(Dm+1

E,z z−1[Rτ (z)f(z)]+, [R
τ (z)f(z)]+)̂.

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

1
2
η(Em+1(̂Rτf)0, (̂R

τf)0)− 1
2
η(Em+1[Rτ (z)f(z)]0, [R

τ (z)f(z)]0 )̂ =
1
2
tr(Em+1R1).

Lastly, by equation (37), we have [Rτ
1 , E ] = µ and [Rτ

2 , E ] = Rτ
1 + µRτ

1, and these equations
imply

tr(Em+1Rτ
1) = −1

2

∑
a+b=m tr(EaµE bµ).

Moreover, equation (37) gives DE,zR
τ (z) = Rτ (z)Dtop

E,z where Dtop
E,z = E + 3

2
z + z2∂z, together

with the symplectic condition Rτ,∗(−z)Rτ (z) =I, we have

e−r̂(z)ℓ̂τme
r̂(z) = −1

2
ω((Dtop

E,z )
m+1z−1f, f) + 1

4

∑
a+b=m tr(EaµE bµ).

This proves L̄τmR̂
τ = R̂τLtop,τ

m . The proof is finished. �

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 CohFT with homogeneous calibrations and a Virasoro
index mν as defined in Definition 0.4, the genus-0 generalized Virasoro constraints hold for
m ≥ mν :

L0,m(t) + δm,2mν · cν = 0.
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Proof. We note firstly by formula (70), if ντ (z) ∈ H [z], then by definition z−1Jτ (−z) ∈ TL
and thus z−1J(t,−z) ∈ TL according to Proposition 2.6. The genus-0 generalized Virasoro
constraints follows immediately from the fact Dρ,zTL ⊂ TL and ω(f, g) = 0 for f, g ∈ TL.

Now we consider the case with ντ (z) /∈ H [z], then by assumption, δ = 2mν + 3 for some
non-negative integer mν . By Proposition 2.14, we prove the genus-0 Lm-constraint, m ≥ mν ,
in two steps: firstly, Dm+1

ρ,z z−1Jτ (−z) ∈ TL (then we have L0,m(t) is a constant) and secondly
L0,m(t)|t=τ = −δm,2mν cν . We prove these step by step.

For the first step, by Proposition 2.6 and equations (38) and (67), we just need to prove
Dm+1

E,z ντ (z) ∈ H [z]. Let D̃E,z = DE,z +
δ−3
2
z = E + (µ + δ

2
)z + z2∂z, then by equation (52),

we have D̃E,zν
τ (z) = E and thus

D̃m+1
E,z ντ (z) = D̃m

E,zE ∈ H [z], ∀m ≥ 0. (75)

Notice that [D̃E,z, z
l] = lzl+1, we have D̃k

E,zz
l = zl(D̃E,z + lz)k. Hence

Dm+1
E,z =

(
D̃E,z +

3−δ
2
z
)m+1

= D̃m+1
E,z +

∑m
k=0 am,k(z)D̃

k
E,z (76)

for some polynomials am,k(z) ∈ Q[z]. In particular, by direct computation, we have

am,0(z) =
(
z2∂z +

3−δ
2
z
)m+1

(1) = zm+1
∏m

i=0

(
3−δ
2

+ i
)
.

Since by definition, mν =
δ−3
2

∈ Z≥0, we have am,0(z) = 0 for m ≥ mν . Therefore,

Dm+1
E,z ντ (z) = D̃m

E,zE +
∑m

k=1 am,k(z)D̃
k−1
E,z E ∈ H [z].

For the second step, by equation (58) and by induction, it is straightforward to see

Dm+1
ρ,z z−1Jτ (−z) = zm

(∏m
i=0(i−mν −∇E)

)
Jτ (−z).

Here the multiplications of ∇E act on a function f by ∇k+1
E (f) = E(∇k

E(f)). Write
∏m

i=0(i−mν −∇E) =
∑m+1

k=0 bm,k∇k
E ,

then we have bm,0 = 0 for m ≥ mν . Notice

ω(zmEJτ (−z),∇k−1
E Jτ (−z)) = 0, 2 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1,

(since ω(zm · f, g) = ω(f, (−z)mg) and zm∇k−1
E Jτ (−z) ∈ TL for 2 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1), we have

L0,m(t)|t=τ = −1
2

∑m+1
k=1 bm,k∇k−1

E

(
ω(zmEJτ (−z), Jτ (−z))

)
.

Furthermore, it follows from the straightforward computations that

∂τa
(
ω(zmEJτ (−z), Jτ (−z))

)
= (m− 2mν)ω(z

m∂τaJ
τ (−z), Jτ (−z)),

thus we have

L0,m(t)|t=τ = −1
2

∑m+1
k=1 bm,k(m− 2mν)

k−1 · ω(zmEJτ (−z), Jτ (−z)).
For m ≥ mν and m 6= 2mν , we have

∑m+1
k=1 bm,k(m − 2mν)

k =
∏m

i=0(i − mν − (m − 2mν),
thus L0,m(t)|t=τ = 0. For m = 2mν , we have b2mν ,1 = (−1)mν+1(mν !)

2 and

L0,2mν (t)|t=τ = −1
2
b2mν ,1 · ω(EJτ(−z), z2mνJτ (−z)).

Notice that EJτ (−z) = Sτ,∗(−z)E and ω(Sτ,∗(−z)f, g) = ω(f, Sτ(z)g), the r.h.s of above
equation gives exactly −cν . �

26



Remark 3.6. We can prove that if the term am,0(z) in the proof of Theorem 3.5 is not
vanished, then the genus-0 Lm-constraint fails. Otherwise, let ν̃τ (z) = am,0(z)ν

τ (z), the
Lm-constraint, together with equation (75), gives us ν̃τ (z) ∈ H [z]. By QDE (40) of the
ν-vector, we have

z∂τa ν̃
τ (z) = φa ∗τ ν̃τ (z)− am,0(z)φa.

Let ν̃τ (z) =
∑

i ν̃
τ
i z

i, then the equation solves ν̃τ0 = · · · = ν̃τm = 0 and thus

ντ (z) = ν̃τ (z)/am,0(z) ∈ H [z],

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

Corollary 3.7. For a homogeneous CohFT with vacuum vτ (z) and calibrated with a homo-
geneous S-matrix and ν-vector ντ (z), the genus-0 Lm-constraint holds if and only if

Dm+1
E,z ντ (z) = Dm+1

E,z vτ (z).

Proof. We note first the string equation holds if and only if Jτ (−z) ∈ zTL which is equivalent
to the fact that ντ (z) a polynomial in z and is further equivalent to ντ (z) = vτ (z).

For the case that ντ (z) /∈ H [z], the validity of the genus-0 Lm-constraint requires the
existence of the Virasoro-index mν and m ≥ mν ≥ 0. Since the ν-vector and the vacuum
vector satisfy the same homogeneity condition (52) (or (32)), equation (75) also applies to the
vacuum vector vτ (z). By equation (76), Dm+1

E,z ντ (z) = Dm+1
E,z vτ (z) follows from am,0(z) =

0. Conversely, the same homogeneity condition for the ν-vector and the vacuum vector,
equation (75) and equation (76) together give that the equation Dm+1

E,z ντ (z) = Dm+1
E,z vτ(z)

implies am,0(z) = 0 (since we have assumed ντ (z) /∈ H [z] thus ντ (z) 6= vτ (z)). Notice that
am,0(z) = zm+1

∏m
i=0(

3−δ
2

+ i), the vanishing of am,0(z) ensures δ = 2mν + 3 for some integer
0 ≤ mν ≤ m and the genus-0 Lm-constraint follows. �

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 ≥ mν , the Lm-constraint is equivalent to the Lτm-constraint.

Proof. By the relation of the total descendent potential and the total ancestor potential
(equation (45)), the Lm-constraint is equivalent to the following equation for Aτ (s; ~):

L̃τmAτ(s; ~) = 0,

where the operator L̃τm is defined by

L̃τm := e−
1
~2
W̃ τ (t−τ,t−τ) · (Lm +

δm,2mν

~2
cν) · e

1
~2
W̃ τ (t−τ,t−τ).

Here we use the expression (68) of the operator Lm. By viewing t(z) = [Sτ,∗(−z)s(z)]+ + τ

and φaψ
k = [Sτ (ψ̄)φaψ̄

k]+, our goal is to prove L̃
τ
m = Lτm (see equation (69) for the expression

of the operator Lτm). By definition, L̃τm has form:

Lτm = 1
2~2B

τ
m(t, t) + L̃τm,0 + L̃τm,1 +

~2

2
L̃τm,2,
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where Bτ
m(t, t) is a quadratic function of t and

L̃τm,2 =

m∑

k=1

(−1)kφaψ
k−1 ◦ [Dm+1

ρ,ψ φaψ−k−1]+,

L̃τm,1 = [Dm+1
ρ,ψ ψ−1t̃(ψ)]+ +

m∑

k=1

(−1)k
(
〈φaψk−1〉τ0,1 + 〈φaψk−1, t(ψ)− τ〉τ0,2

)
[Dm+1

ρ,ψ φaψ−k−1]+,

L̃τm,0 = − δm,0
1

4
str

(
µ2 − 1

4

)
+

1

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k〈φaψk−1, [Dm+1
ρ,ψ φaψ−k−1]+〉τ0,2.

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

∑m
k=1(−1)kφaψ

k−1◦ [Dm+1
ρ,ψ φaψ−k−1]+ =

∑m
k=1(−1)k[Sτ (ψ̄)φaψ̄

k−1]+ ◦ [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

Sτ (ψ̄)φaψ̄−k−1]+.

By taking expansion of Sτ (ψ̄) =
∑

j≥0 S
τ
j ψ̄

−j and using φa ⊗ (Sτj φ
a) = (Sτ,∗j φa)⊗ φa, above

equation can be further simplified as follows:
∑m

k=1

∑
i,j≥0(−1)k[Sτi S

τ,∗
j φaψ̄

k−i−1]+ ◦ [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−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

L̃τm,2 =
∑m

k=1(−1)kφaψ̄
k−1 ◦ [Dm+1

E,ψ φaψ̄−k−1]+.

Secondly, notice that

L̃τm,1 =
[
Dm+1
ρ,ψ ψ−1

(
Jτ (−ψ) + t(ψ)− τ +

∑
k≥1〈φaψk−1, t(ψ)− τ〉τ0,2φa(−ψ)−k

)]
+

by using equation (51) and by identifying φaψ
k with [Sτ (ψ̄)φaψ̄

k]+, we see

L̃τm,1 =
[
Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄−1Sτ (ψ̄)

(
Jτ (−ψ̄) + Sτ,∗(−ψ̄)[Sτ(ψ̄)(t(ψ̄)− τ)]+

)]
+
.

Now by using equations (41), (38), (11) and Corollary 3.7, we obtain

L̃τm,1 =
[
Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄−1(s(ψ̄)− ψ̄vτ (ψ̄))

]
+
.

Thirdly, by the definition of 〈−〉τ0,2, one can see for m ≥ 1

L̃τm,0 =
1
2

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1,W τ(z, w)Dm+1
ρ,w φaw−k−1)dz

z
dw
w
.

Notice that [Dm+2
ρ,w , w−1] = −(m+ 2)Dm+1

ρ,w , we have

L̃τm,0 = − 1
2m+4

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1,W τ(z, w)Dm+2
ρ,w φaw−k−2)dz

z
dw
w

+ 1
2m+4

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1,W τ (z, w)w−1Dm+2
ρ,w φaw−k−1)dz

z
dw
w
.

Recall by definition of W τ (equation (10)), we have

W τ(z, w)w−1 = −W τ (z, w)z−1 + Sτ,∗(z)Sτ (w)−I.

Substitute this into the second line on the r.h.s of above equation, then one can see the
summation containing −W τ (z, w)z−1 cancel with the first line on the r.h.s of above equation,
and one gets the result:

L̃τm,0 =
1

2m+4

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1, (Sτ,∗(z)Sτ (w)−I)Dm+2
ρ,w φaw−k−1)dz

z
dw
w
.
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Now by using similar method that we used to compute L̃τm,2, one can see

L̃τm,0 = − 1
2m+4

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1, Dm+2
ρ,w φaw−k−1)dz

z
dw
w

+ 1
2m+4

∑
k≥1(−1)k Resz=0Resw=0 η(φaz

k−1, Dm+2
E,w φaw−k−1)dz

z
dw
w
.

This gives

L̃τm,0 =
1

2m+4
str

(
[w0]Dm+2

ρ,w (w−2)
)
− 1

2m+4
str

(
[w0]Dm+2

E,w (w−2)
)
.

By the definitions of DA,z (equation (66)), we have

str
(
[w0]Dm+2

A,w (w−2)
)
=

∑

i+j+k=m

str
(
Ai(µ+1

2
)Aj(µ−1

2
)Ak

)
=
m+ 2

2

∑

i+j=m

str
(
Ai(µ+1

2
)Aj(µ−1

2
)
)

When taking A = ρ, notice that ρ is nilpotent and µ is diagonal under flat basis, above
expression vanishes for m > 0, thus we have

L̃τm,0 = −1
4

∑
i+j=m str

(
E i(µ+ 1

2
)E j(µ− 1

2
)
)

and the formula also holds for m = 0.
Now we know L̃τm has the following form:

L̃τm = 1
2~2
Bτ
m(t(s), t(s))− 1

4

∑
a+b=m str(Ea(µ+ 1

2
)E b(µ− 1

2
))

+ [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

ψ−1s̃(ψ)]+ + ~2

2

∑m
k=1(−1)kφaψ̄

k−1 ◦ [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+.

By genus-0 Lm-constraint, we have
1
2
Bτ
m(t(s), t(s))− 1

2
〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
vτ (ψ̄), s0, s0〉τ0,3 +O(s3) = 0.

This gives Bτ
m(t(s), t(s)) = η(Em+1s0, s0), and we obtain L̃τm = Lτm. �

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{mν , 0}, the genus-1 Lm-constraint is equivalent to equation (3).
(2). The generalized Virasoro conjecture, as stated in Conjecture 2, holds for any semi-

simple homogeneous CohFT with homogeneous calibrations and a Virasoro index.

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

4. Application I: Virasoro constraints of deformed negative r-spin theory

The deformed negative r-spin class Θr,ǫ, also called the ǫ-deformed Θ-class, was introduced
by Norbury [39] for r = 2, ǫ = 0 and generalized by Chidambaram, Garcia-Failde and
Giacchetto [6] for arbitrary r≥ 2 and ǫ. 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.

7In [6], the generating series of the class Θr,ǫ is called the “descendant potential”, it is called the ancestor
potential in this paper. When taking ǫ = 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 ≤ a1, · · · , an ≤ r− 1 be integers satisfying

D̃r,s
g,n(~a) := (2g − 2 + n) · s−∑n

i=1 ai ∈ rZ.

We introduce the proper moduli space of twisted stable r-spin curves

Mr,s

g,~a = {(Cg, p1, · · · , pn, L) : Lr ∼= ωslog(−
∑n

i=1 ai[pi])},
where ωlog = ω(

∑n
i=1[pi]). We see deg ωslog(−

∑n
i=1 ai[pi]) = D̃r,s

g,n(~a) and the Riemann–Roch
theorem gives

Dr,s
g,n(~a) := dimH1(Cg, L)− dimH0(Cg, L) = − degL+ g − 1 = −1

r
D̃r,s
g,n(~a) + g − 1

Let Cr,sg,~a be the universal curve of the moduli space Mr,s

g,~a and let Lr,sg,~a be the universal
bundle on it, we have the morphisms

Cr,sg,~a
π−−→ Mr,s

g,~a

p−−→ Mg,n.

It is known that for −(r− 1) ≤ s ≤ −1, R0π∗Lr,sg,~a vanishes. Following [6, 7], we consider the

vector bundle of rank Dr,s
g,n(~a) :

Vr,sg,~a := R1π∗Lr,sg,~a (77)

and introduce the following twisted class

ctop(Vr,sg,~a) ∈ HDr,s
g,n(~a)(Mr,s

g,~a).

where ctop(Vr,sg,~a) means the top Chern class of Vr,sg,~a.
Now we focus on s = −1 cases. Let H = spanQ(φ1 · · · , φr−1) be the state space, where

{φa}r−1
a=1 are vectors associated to the integers 1 ≤ a ≤ r − 1 (we slightly shift the sub-index

compared with the general setting since φ0 has special meaning here). Let {ψi}ni=1 be the psi-

classes, denoting the first Chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle over Mr,−1

g,~a with
respect to the i-th marked point. The descendent invariants / correlators for the ǫ-deformed
negative r-spin theory are defined by

〈φa1ψk11 , · · · , φanψknn 〉r,ǫg,n :=
∑

m≥0

ǫm

m!

(−1)D
r,−1
g,n+m(~a+~0m)

rg−1

∫

M
r,−1

g,~a+~0m

ctop(Vr,−1

g,~a+~0m
)
∏

i

ψkii ,

where ~a + ~0m = (a1, · · · , an, 0, · · · , 0). We define the genus-g descendent potential F r,ǫ
g (t)

and total descendent potential Dr,ǫ(t; ~) for the deformed negative r-spin theory as follows:

F r,ǫ
g (t) :=

∑
n≥0

1
n!
〈t(ψ1), · · · , t(ψn)〉r,ǫg,n, Dr,ǫ(t; ~) = e

∑
g≥0 ~

2g−2Fr,ǫ
g (t),

where t(ψ) =
∑

k≥0,1≤a≤r−1 t
a
k φaψ

k ∈ H [[ψ]].

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

class of Vr,−1
g,~a along the forgetful maps Mr,−1

g,~a+~0m

p−−→ Mg,n+m
πm

−−→ Mg,n, we get the so called
ǫ-deformed Θ-class as follows

Θr,ǫ
g,n(φa1 , · · · , φan) :=

1

rg−1

∑

m≥0

ǫm

m!
πm∗ p∗

(
(−1)deg · ctop

(
Vr,−1

g,~a+~0m

))
. (78)
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It is proved in [6] that the collection {Θr,ǫ
g,n} satisfies the axioms of an (r − 1)-dimensional

CohFT on H with symmetric bilinear form η(φa, φb) = δa+b,r. Moreover, this CohFT is
semisimple (for ǫ 6= 0) and homogeneous with respect to the Euler vector field

E = (r − 1)φr−1 −
∑r−1

a=1
a
r
τaφa.

The conformal dimension δ of Θr,ǫ is 3. The Euler vector field defines the operator µ which
has formula µ(φa) = (a

r
− 1

2
)φa, a = 1, · · · , r − 1.

By using the Chiodo formula [7], the quantum product ∗ of Θr,ǫ has the following explicit
formula (see [6, 24] for more details): if a+ b = (r − 1)m+ c where 0 ≤ c ≤ r − 2, then

φa ∗ φb = ( ǫ
r
)mφc+1.

Especially, notice that E|τ=0 = (r − 1)φr−1, we have

E|τ=0 ∗ φa =
{
(r − 1) · ǫ

r
· φa+1 a = 1, · · · , r − 2

(r − 1) · ǫ2
r2

· φ1 a = r − 1
. (79)

By using the homogeneity condition (33), one can compute the vacuum vector at τ = 0:

vr,ǫ(z) = r
r−2∑

a=1

φa
∑

m≥1

(mr − 1− a)!

(m− 1)!

(−z)m(r−1)−a−1

ǫmr−a−1
+ rφr−1

∑

m≥1

(mr)!

m!

(−z)m(r−1)−1

ǫmr
.

Remark 4.1. For the CohFT Θr,ǫ, 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 F̄ r,ǫ
g (s) and total

ancestor potential Ar,ǫ(s; ~) for the deformed negative r-spin theory as follows:

F̄ r,ǫ
g (s) :=

∑
n≥0

1
n!

∫
Mg,n

Θr,ǫ
g,n(s(ψ1), · · · , s(ψn)), Ar,ǫ(s; ~) = e

∑
g≥0 ~

2g−2F̄r,ǫ
g (s),

where s(ψ) =
∑

k≥0,1≤a≤r−1 s
a
k φaψ

k ∈ H [[ψ]].

4.3. S-matrix, ν-vector and Kontsevich–Manin type formula. It was proved in [24]
that the total descendent potentialDr,ǫ(t; ~) and total ancestor potentialAr,ǫ(s; ~) are related
by the following Kontsevich–Manin type formula:

Dr,ǫ(t; ~) = e
1
2~
W̃ r,ǫ(t,t)Ar,ǫ(s(t); ~),

where W̃ r,ǫ is given by equation (44) at τ = 0 with Φ(0) = 0. Moreover, the S-matrix
Sr,ǫ(z) and the J-function (which has form Jr,ǫ(−z) = −rφr−1 +

∑
k≥0 J

r,ǫ
k,aφ

a(−z)−k−1) are
explicitly computed in [24], the formulae are

(Sr,ǫk )ba =

{
(−1)k+m

Γ(a
r
)

Γ(a
r
+k−m)

ǫm

m!
, m = rk+a−b

r−1
∈ Z+

0, otherwise
,

and

Jr,ǫk,a =

{
(−1)k+m

Γ(a
r
)

Γ(a
r
+k−m)

ǫm+2

(m+2)!
m = rk+a

r−1
− 1 ∈ Z+

0 otherwise
.
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As noted in Remark 2.2, given S-matrix and J-function, one get the ν-vector νr,ǫ(z) by
νr,ǫ(z) = −z−1Sr,ǫ(z)Jr,ǫ(−z). Precisely,

νr,ǫ(z) =
r−2∑

a=1

φa
∑

m≥0

m!

(mr + a)!

ǫmr+a+1

zm(r−1)+a+1
+ rφr−1

∑

m≥0

m!

(rm)!

ǫrm

zm(r−1)+1
.

It is straightforward to check the S-matrix (resp. the ν-vector) satisfies the homogeneity
condition (57) (resp. (53)), where ρ = 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 Ar,ǫ(s; ~), since the quantum
product of E at the original point τ = 0, the grading operator µ and the vacuum vector
vr,ǫ(z) are all explicitly computed, one gets immediately the ancestor Virasoro constraints
of Ar,ǫ(s; ~) 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 Dr,ǫ(t; ~) be the total descendent potential of the deformed negative
r-spin theory defined in §4.1, then it satisfies the following Virasoro constraints

Lr,ǫmDr,ǫ(t; ~) = 0, m ≥ 0,

where operators Lr,ǫm , m ≥ 0, satisfy the commutation relation [Lr,ǫm , L
r,ǫ
n ] = (m− n)Lr,ǫm+n for

m,n ≥ 0 and have the following explicit formulae:

Lr,ǫm = δm,0
(r − 1)ǫ2

2 ~2
+ δm,0

r2 − 1

24 r
+
∑

k≥0

r−1∑

a=1

Γ(m+ 1 + k + a
r
)

Γ(k + a
r
)

t̃ak
∂

∂tak+m

+
~2

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k
r−1∑

a=1

Γ(m+ 1− k + a
r
)

Γ(−k + a
r
)

∂2

∂tr−ak−1∂t
a
m−k

.

Here the shift on the time variables is given by t̃ak = tak − δk,0δa,r−1 · r.

Proof. We first mention that Lr,ǫm is just the deformed negative r-spin case of Lm +
δm,0

~2 cν
in Theorem 2. We have seen that the deformed negative r-spin class is homogeneous and
semisimple. Moreover, the ν-vector is not a polynomial in z and the conformal dimension of
the CohFT is 3, thus the Virasoro-index mν = 0. By Theorem 2, the Lm-constraint holds
for m ≥ 0. The explicit formula for Lr,ǫm follows from the following computations: firstly,

−1
4
tr(µ2 − 1

4
) = 1

r2

∑r−1
a=1 a(r − a) = r2−1

24 r
,

secondly, for k ∈ Z, a = 1, · · · , r − 1,

Dm+1
ρ,z φaz

k =
Γ(m+2+k+ a

r
)

Γ(k+1+ a
r
)
φaz

m+1+k,

(recall ρ = 0), and lastly, cν =
1
2
[z−2]η(E|τ=0, ν

r,ǫ(z)) = (r−1)ǫ2

2
. �

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 ǫ = N~/

√
−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 Nk,l(λ1, · · · , λm) the counting invariants of
dessins d’enfants, where k, l, λ1, · · · , λm ∈ Z+, and denote their generating function 8 by

FGdd(u, v,p; ~) =
∑

k,l,m≥1

1

m!

∑

λ∈Zm
+

~
∑

i λi−(k+l+m)Nk,l(λ)u
kvlpλ1 · · · pλm . (80)

Let ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) = exp(FGdd(u, v,p; ~)), then according to Kazarian and Zograf [26],
ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) satisfies the following Virasoro constraints:

LGdd
m ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) = 0, m ≥ 0,

where the operators LGdd
m , m ≥ 0, are given by

LGdd
m = δm,0·

uv

~2
+
∑

k≥1

(pk−δk,1)(k+m)
∂

∂pk+m
+(u+v)m

∂

∂pm
+~2

m−1∑

k=1

k(m−k) ∂2

∂pk∂pm−k
. (81)

Conversely, ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) is uniquely determined by the Virasoro constraints and the initial
condition ZGdd(u, v, 0; ~) = 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 ΩeGdd

calibrated by a certain S-matrix and ν-vector. We will prove that the descendent correlators
of ΩeGdd extend the counting invariants of dessins d’enfants and thus we call ΩeGdd the
CohFT of extended Grothendieck’s dessins d’enfants.

5.1. Construction of CohFT ΩeGdd. Consider a generalized Frobenius structure (H, η, ∗τ),
where H is a two-dimensional C vector space spanned by {φ0, φ1}, η is a symmetric bilinear
form on H defined by η(φa, φb) = δa+b,1, τ = τ 0φ0 + τ 1φ1 is a coordinate system of H , and
the quantum product ∗τ is determined by the potential

Φ(τ) = (τ 1 + ǫ1)(τ
1 + ǫ2) log(

1
1−τ0

) +
∑2

i=1
(τ1+ǫi)2

2

(
log(1 + τ1

ǫi
)− 3

2

)
.

Here ǫ1,2 are two parameters. It is straightforward to see

φ0 ∗τ φ0 =
2τ1+ǫ1+ǫ2
(1−τ0)2

φ0 +
2(τ1+ǫ1)(τ1+ǫ2)

(1−τ0)3
φ1,

φ0 ∗τ φ1 =
2

1−τ0
φ0 +

2τ1+ǫ1+ǫ2
(1−τ0)2

φ1,

φ1 ∗τ φ1 =
2τ1+ǫ1+ǫ2

(τ1+ǫ1)(τ1+ǫ2)
φ0 +

2
1−τ0

φ1,

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

1 = 2(τ̃0)2τ̃1

(ǫ1−ǫ2)2
φ0 +

2τ̃0(τ1+ǫ1)(τ1+ǫ2)
(ǫ1−ǫ2)2

φ1,

where τ̃ 0 = τ 0 − 1, τ̃ 1 = τ 1 + ǫ1+ǫ2
2

. Clearly, 1 is not flat.

8Here a parameter s used in [26] is taken to be 1, it can be recovered by taking pk → skpk. Also, we add
a parameter ~ whose power traces the genus of the Riemann surface: 2g − 2 =

∑
i λi − (k + l +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

E = (1− τ 0)φ0,

and its conformal dimension δ = 3. Given the Euler vector field, one has the grading operator
µ by (27), precisely, µ(φa) = (1

2
− a)φa, a = 0, 1.

Furthermore, this generalized Frobenius manifold is semisimple and the canonical coordi-
nates are given by u1,2 = u± = 1

1−τ0

(
2τ 1+ǫ1+ǫ2±2

√
(τ 1 + ǫ1)(τ 1 + ǫ2)

)
. Let Ψ̃α

i = ∂uα

∂τ i
, then

we have the canonical basis eα = (Ψ̃−1)iαφi and the normalized canonical basis ēα = ∆
1
2
αeα,

where ∆α = η(eα, eα)
−1. We introduce the Ψ-matrix: Ψ := ∆− 1

2 Ψ̃.
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:

Rτ (z) =
∑

m≥0

∏m−1
i=0 (4i2 − 1)

m!4m(u2 − u1)m
·
(

1 2m
√
−1

(−1)m−12m
√
−1 (−1)m

)
· zm.

Similarly, the vacuum vector vτ (z) is uniquely determined by the formula (23) or by the
homogeneity condition (32), and we have the following formula:

vτ (z) =
∑

k≥0

1∑

a=0

k+1+a
2∑

i=0

(−1)i
(2k + 1− 2i)!!(k + 1 + a)!

2i+ai!(k + 1 + a− 2i)!

(τ̃ 0)k+2−a(2τ̃ 1)k+1+a−2i

(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2k+2−2i
φaz

k.

By Theorem 1.8, this defines a shifted CohFT, and we denote it by ΩeGdd,τ .
Given the CohFT, one defines the ancestor correlator 〈−〉eGdd,τ

g,n , the genus-g ancestor

potential F̄ eGdd,τ
g (s) and the total ancestor potential AeGdd,τ (s; ~) by equations (13), (14)

and (15) respectively. One can also get AeGdd,τ (s; ~) directly by formula (72).

5.2. S- and ν-calibration. Now we define the descendent potentials by choosing an
S-matrix and a ν-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 (Sτ1 )
b
a =

∂2Φ(τ)
∂τa∂τ1−b ,

a, b = 0, 1). We choose the S-matrix to be the following one:

Sτ (z) =
∑

n>0




∑
i+2j=n

a0(τ)ia1(τ)j

i!j!j!

∑
i+2j=n−1

a0(τ)ia1(τ)j

i!j!j!

(
log(a1(τ)

ǫ1ǫ2
)− 2Hj

)

∑
i+2j=n+1

a0(τ)ia1(τ)j

i!j!(j−1)!

∑
i+2j=n

a0(τ)ia1(τ)j

i!j!j!
(1 + j log(a1(τ)

ǫ1ǫ2
)− 2jHj)


 · z−n,

where a0(τ) =
2τ1+ǫ1+ǫ2

1−τ0
and a1(τ) =

(τ1+ǫ1)(τ1+ǫ2)
(1−τ0)2

. Here the detailed process of the compu-

tations is omitted because it is rather complex to display. However, one can check that this
Sτ (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 + µa − µb)(S
τ
n)
b
a = (ESτn−1 − Sτn−1ρ)

b
a,

where ρ ∈ End(H) is given by ρφ0 = 0, ρφ1 = 2φ0.
To compute the ν-vector, we assume ντ (z) has form ντ1 z

−1 + ντ2 z
−2 + · · · , then by the

QDE (40), we have firstly ∂τaν
τ
1 = −φa. Take ντ1 = −τ̃ , we see the J-function defined
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by (41) has form Jτ (−z) = τ̃ + (ντ2 + Sτ1 τ̃ ) · (−z)−1 + · · · . By requiring ντ2 + Sτ1 τ̃ = ∂Φ(τ)
∂τa

φa,

we get ντ2 = 1
2
(ǫ1− ǫ2) ·

(
log(1+ τ1

ǫ1
)− log(1+ τ1

ǫ2
)
)
φ0− (ǫ1−ǫ2)2

2(1−τ0)
φ1. For k ≥ 3, ντk is determined

by the homogeneity condition (53)

Eντk−1 = (k − µ− δ
2
)ντk .

Notice that k−µa− δ
2
= k− 2+ a > 0 for k ≥ 3 and a = 0, 1, we get ντk from ντk−1 for k ≥ 3.

Given the S-matrix and the ν-vector, we have the J-function by equation (41). The total
descendent potential DeGdd(ǫ1, ǫ2, t; ~) is then defined by (45).

5.3. Virasoro constraints and their application. Similarly as the deformed negative r-
spin theory, by the properties of ΩeGdd,τ and by directly applying the third part of Theorem 1,
one gets the ancestor Virasoro constraints for AeGdd,τ immediately. Now we consider the
descendent Virasoro constraints and deduce explicit formulae for Virasoro operators.

Proposition 5.1. The total descendent potential DeGdd(ǫ1, ǫ2, t; ~) satisfies the following
Virasoro constraints:

LeGdd
m DeGdd(t; ~) = 0, m ≥ 0,

where LeGdd
m , m ≥ 0, satisfy the commutation relation [LeGdd

m , LeGdd
n ] = (m − n)LeGdd

m+n , and
have the following explicit formulae:

LeGdd
m = δm,0 ·

(t10 + ǫ1)(t
1
0 + ǫ2)

~2
+
∑

k≥0

(k +m+ 1)!

k!
t̃0k

∂

∂t0k+m
+
∑

k≥1

(k +m)!

(k − 1)!
t1k

∂

∂t1k+m

+ 2m!t̃10
∂

∂t0m−1

+ 2
∑

k≥1

m∑

i=0

(k +m)!

(k − 1)!(k + i)
t1k

∂

∂t0k+m−1

+ ~2
m−1∑

k=1

k!(m− k)!
∂2

∂t0k−1∂t
0
m−k−1

.

Here the shifts on the time variables are given by t̃ak = tak − δk,0δa,0 + δk,0δa,1
ǫ1+ǫ2

2
.

Proof. The proof is similar as that for the Virasoro constraints of the negative r-spin theory
and we have LeGdd

m = Lm +
δm,0

~2
cν . To see the explicit formula of LeGdd

m , we note firstly

η(ρm+1t̃0, t̃0) = 2δm,0 · (t̃10)2 and cν = 1
2
η(E, ντ2 ) = − (ǫ1−ǫ2)2

4
. Then the explicit formula of

LGdd
m follows from

Dm+1
ρ,z φaz

k = (k + 2− a)m+1 · φazk+m+1 + 2δa,1 ·
∑m+1

i=1
(k+1)m+1

(k+i)
φ0z

k+m,

where (x)m+1 = (x)(x + 1) · · · (x + m) and for −m − 1 ≤ k ≤ −1, the summation in the
formula should be understood as (−1)−k−1(k + 1 +m)!(−k − 1)!. �

The following Proposition is a direct consequence of the Virasoro constraints of DeGdd:

Proposition 5.2. Let ZGdd be the exponential of the generating function for the Grothendieck’s
dessins d’enfants (80), and let DeGdd be the total descendent potential of the calibrated Co-
hFT introduced in §5.1 and §5.2. Then DeGdd extends the function ZGdd. Namely, when we
take t1k = 0 and t0k = k! pk+1 for k ≥ 0 in DeGdd, we have

DeGdd(u, v, t; ~)/DeGdd(u, v, 0; ~) = ZGdd(u, v,p; ~).
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Proof. Under the condition required in the Proposition, the Virasoro operator LeGdd
m becomes

LGdd
m defined by equation (81). The conclusion follows from the uniqueness of the solution

ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) of the Virasoro constraints LGdd
m ZGdd(u, v,p; ~) = 0, m ≥ 0, with initial

condition ZGdd(u, v, 0; ~) = 1. �

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 {φa}N−1

a=0 of the state space H , and denote µ(φa) = µaφa, we introduce
two sets

I1 := {µa|a = 0, · · · , N − 1}, I2 := {µa − µb|a, b = 0, · · · , N − 1}.
For α, β ∈ R, we define

Vα := {v ∈ H|µ(v) = α · v},
and

Mβ := {A : H → H|[µ,A] = β · A}.
It is clear that Vα 6 H (resp. Mβ 6 End(H)) and Vα = {0} (resp. Mβ = {0}) unless α ∈ I1
(resp. β ∈ I2). Furthermore, we have decomposition:

H = ⊕α∈I1Vα, End(H) = ⊕β∈I2Mβ .

We introduce the notation
M c

β := ⊕β′∈I2\{β}Mβ′ .

Lemma A.1. (1). If A ∈ Mβ, then A
∗ ∈ Mβ, where A

∗ is the adjoint of A with respect to
η. (2). The endomorphisim (adµ−β)|Mc

β
:M c

β → M c
β is an automorphism of M c

β.

Proof. The first part follows from [µ,A∗] = ([µ,A])∗ (because µ∗ = −µ) and the second part
is obvious since the endomorphisim is injective. �

Now we are ready to prove the existence of the homogeneous S-matrix:

Proposition A.2. For a homogeneous CohFT, there always exits an homogeneous S-matrix.

Proof. We first note that given an S-matrix S̃τ (z) (i.e., a solution to the QDE (39) satisfy-
ing the symplectic condition), there is always an operator ρ̃(z) ∈ End(H)[[z−1]] such that
equation (55) holds for S̃τ (z) (ρ̃(z) may not satisfy equation (56)). In fact, we can view
equation (55) as the definition of the operator ρ̃(z), more precisely,

ρ̃(z) := −zµ + zS̃τ,∗(−z)µS̃τ (z) + zS̃τ,∗(−z) · (z∂z + E)S̃τ (z). (82)

Then by using equations (38), (39) and (26), it is straightforward to check that ρ̃(z) does
not depend on τ and satisfies ρ̃∗(z) = ρ̃(−z).

Let Sτ (z) = S̃τ (z)A(z), where A(z) is a constant matrix taking form A(z) =I+A1z
−1+· · ·

and satisfies A∗(−z)A(z) =I, then Sτ (z) gives another S-matrix and we define ρ(z) by Sτ (z)
via equation (55). Our goal is to find a matrix A(z) such that ρ(z) satisfies equation (56).

By substituting S̃τ (z) = Sτ(z)A(z)−1 into equation (82), we have

z∂zA(z) = A(z)(µ + ρ(z)/z)− (µ+ ρ̃(z)/z)A(z).
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By taking expansion of A(z), ρ(z) and ρ̃(z), this equation gives

−kAk = Akµ− µAk +
∑k−1

i=0 (Ak−1−iρi − ρ̃iAk−1−i). (83)

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

ρ0 = ρ̃0 + ([µ,A1]− A1).

By decomposition End(H) = M1 ⊕M c
1 , we have ρ̃0 = ρ̃′0 + ρ̃′′0 where ρ̃′0 ∈ M1 and ρ̃′′0 ∈ M c

1 .
Similarly, given an operator A1 we can write A1 = A′

1+A
′′
1 where A

′
1 ∈M1 and A

′′
1 ∈ M c

1 . By
Lemma (A.1), there exist A′′

1 ∈M c
1 (A′

1 can be arbitrary) such that ρ̃′′0 + ([µ,A′′
1]−A′′

1) = 0,
and we can take ρ0 = ρ̃′0 ∈M1. Now we consider k = 2 case of equation (83):

ρ1 = ρ̃1 − (A1ρ0 − ρ̃0A1) + ([µ,A2]− 2A2).

Similar as the k = 1 case, we can take a fixed A′′
2 ∈M c

2 and an arbitrary A′
2 ∈M2 such that

ρ1 ∈ M2. Going on the procedure, on each step we can choose a certain A′′
k ∈ M c

k and an
arbitrary A′

k ∈Mk such that ρk−1 ∈Mk. Finally we get an matrix A(z) such that ρi ∈Mi+1,
i ≥ 0. Equivalently, this means ρ(z) satisfies equation (56).

To see we can require A∗(−z)A(z) =I, we note firstly the selected A(z) satisfies

z∂zA
∗(−z) = A∗(−z)(µ + ρ̃(z)/z) − (µ+ ρ(z)/z)A∗(−z).

where we have used ρ∗(−z) = ρ(z) and ρ̃∗(−z) = ρ̃(z). Then we have

z∂z(A
∗(−z)A(z)) = A∗(−z)A(z)(µ + ρ(z)/z) − (µ+ ρ(z)/z)A∗(−z)A(z).

Denote A∗(−z)A(z) =
∑

k≥0Bkz
−k =

∑
k≥0(B

′
k + B′′

k)z
−k, where B′

k ∈ Mk and B′′
k ∈ M c

k ,
then

[µ,B′′
k ]− kB′′

k =
∑k−1

i=0 [B
′′
k−1−i, ρi] +

∑k−1
i=0 [B

′
k−1−i, ρi].

From the recursion procedure, we can take A(z) such that B′
k = 0 (since we have freedom

to choose each A′
k), then we have

[µ,B′′
k ]− kB′′

k =
∑k−1

i=0 [B
′′
k−1−i, ρi].

Start from B′′
0 = 0 (because B0 = I) and by the second part of Lemma A.1, this recursion

tells us B′′
k = 0 for all k ≥ 0. �

We introduce a sufficient condition that one can require ρ(z) = ρ0.

Lemma A.3. If for each k ∈ Z≥1 and for each A ∈ Mk+1, there is an operator A′ ∈ Mk

such that A = [ρ0, A
′], then we can take ρ(z) = ρ0.

Proof. Given a homogeneous S-matrix S̃τ (z), let Sτ (z) = S̃τ (z)A(z), where A(z) is a con-
stant matrix taking form A(z) = I + A1z

−1 + · · · and satisfying A∗(−z)A(z) = I and
z∂zA(z) = [A(z), µ] (i.e., Ak ∈ Mk), then S

τ (z) gives another homogeneous S-matrix. We

define ρ̃(z) (resp. ρ) by S̃τ (z) (resp. Sτ (z)) via equation (82), then we have

z∂zA(z) = A(z)(µ + ρ(z)/z)− (µ+ ρ̃(z)/z)A(z).

By taking expansion of A(z), ρ(z) and ρ̃(z), we get for k ≥ 1,
∑k−1

i=0 (Ak−1−iρi − ρ̃iAk−1−i) = 0.
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For k = 1, the equation solves ρ0 = ρ̃0. In fact, the homogeneity condition (55) gives us
E = S1+ [S1, µ] + ρ0, restricted on the subspace M1, this determines ρ0 by E . For k ≥ 2, the
equation can be rewritten as follows:

ρk−1 = ρ̃k−1 + A1(ρ̃k−2 − ρk−2) + · · ·+ Ak−1(ρ̃0 − ρ0) + [ρ̃k−1, A1] + · · ·+ [ρ̃0, Ak−1].

Suppose we have ρi = ρ̃i for i = 0, · · · , k − 2, then we take A1 = · · · = Ak−2 = 0, the
equation becomes

ρk−1 = ρ̃k−1 + [ρ0, Ak−1].

If [ρ0,Mk−1] = Mk, then there is an operator Ãk−1 ∈ Mk−1 such that ρ̃k−1 + [ρ0, Ãk−1] = 0.
Take Ak−1 = 1

2
(Ãk−1 + (−1)kÃ∗

k−1) and take Al for l ≥ k such that A∗(−z)A(z) = I, one
get ρk−1 = 0. Repeat the procedure, if [ρ0,Mk−1] = Mk for each k ≥ 2, then we can take
ρk−1 = 0 for k ≥ 2, i.e., ρ(z) = ρ0. �

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 ρ(z) is nilpotent. This can be proved
as follows: equation (56) gives us

µρi = ρi(µ+ i+ 1), i ≥ 0. (84)

This can be rewritten as (ρi)
b
a(i + 1 + µa − µb) = 0 for a, b = 0, · · · , N − 1, where (ρi)

b
a =

η(φb, ρiφa). Since |µa−µb| <∞, ρi = 0 for i big enough. Similarly, by using the commutation
relation (84) repeatedly, one can prove ρi1 · · · ρim = 0 form big enough, especially, this proves
ρ(z) is nilpotent.

Now we prove equations (59)–(61) one by one. Firstly, denote u(z) =
∑n

j≥0 ujz
j , the

coefficient of zk+1, k ≥ 0, in equation (58) gives

(k + µ+ δ
2
)uk = −

∑n−k−1
i=0 ρiuk+i+1.

In particular, for k = n, we see (n + µ+ δ
2
)un = 0. For k = n− 1, we have

(n− 1 + µ+ δ
2
)2un−1 = −(n− 1 + µ+ δ

2
)ρ0un = −ρ0(n+ µ+ δ

2
)un = 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+µ+ δ

2
)n+1−kuk = 0, k = n, n−1, · · · , 0. Notice the operator µ is

diagonal under flat basis, we get
(
z∂z +µ+

δ
2

)
u(z) = 0 and ρ(z)u(z) ∈ H [z−1]. Secondly, by

considering the coefficient of z0 in equation (58), one has immediately equation (60). Lastly,
consider the coefficient of z−1 in equation (58) and by the relation of Φ(τ) with J-function:
Jτ0,a = ∂τaΦ(τ), we have

EJτ0,a = (2− δ
2
+ µa)J

τ
0,a + η(φa, ρ0τ̃ )−

∑
i≥0 η(φa, ρi+1ui),

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 L

τ
0,m(s) = 0, m ≥ −1, where we have precisely

L
τ
0,m(s) =

1

2
η(Em+1s0, s0) + 〈〈[Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄−1s̃(ψ̄)]+〉〉τ0,1

+
1

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k〈〈φaψ̄k−1〉〉τ0,1〈〈[Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+〉〉τ0,1.

The following Lemma will be useful for us.

Lemma B.1. We have the following formula:

∂τ iD
m+1
E,z = [z−1 · φi∗, Dm+1

E,z ], 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. �

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
∏n

i=1 s
bi
ki
, the genus-

0 ancestor Virasoro equations are equivalent to the following equations:

〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄), φb[n]
ψ̄k[n]〉τ0,n+1

= δn,2δk1,0δk2,0η(Em+1φb1 , φb2) +

n∑

i=1

〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

ψ̄ki−1φbi, φb[n]−{i}
ψ̄k[n]−{i}〉τ0,n

+
1

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k
∑

I⊔J=[n]

〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI ψ̄
kI 〉τ0,|I|+1〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ ψ̄

kJ 〉τ0,|J |+1, (86)

where the correlators with insertion φaψ
−k, k > 0, are set to be 0. We call equation (86) the

(n; k1, · · · , kn)-case of the genus zero Lτm-constraint. By dimensional reason, these equations
are trivial for n ≤ 1 or

∑n
i=1 ki ≥ n− 1. For n = 2, the remaining equation to be proved is

the one with k1 = k2 = 0, which is

〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄), φb1, φb2〉τ0,3 = η(Em+1φb1 , φb2).

One can prove it by noticing Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄) = Em+1 +O(ψ̄).

We apply induction on n. Suppose the (n; k1, · · · , kn)-case genus zero Lτm-constraint holds
for a fixed integer n ≥ 2 and arbitrary integers k1, · · · , kn. We take derivative with respect
to τ bn+1 on such equation. By using equations (85), (16) and (22), the derivative of the
left-hand side of equation (86) gives

〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄), φb[n]
ψ̄k[n] , φbn+1〉τ0,n+2 − 〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φbn+1ψ̄

−1, φb[n]
ψ̄k[n]〉τ0,n+1

−
∑n

i=1〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄), φb1ψ̄
k1 , · · · , φbn+1 ∗ φbiψ̄ki−1, · · · , φbnψ̄kn〉τ0,n+1. (87)

and the derivative of the right-hand side of equation (86) is

(I) +
∑n

i=1(II)i +
1
2

∑m
k=1(−1)k

∑
I⊔J=[n]

(
(III)lI,J + (III)rI,J

)
,
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where

(I) = δn,2δk1,0δk2,0
(
〈φb3 , φb2, Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φb1ψ̄

−1〉τ0,3 + 〈φb3 , φb1, Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φb2ψ̄
−1〉τ0,3

)
,

(II)i = 〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

ψ̄ki−1φbi, φb[n]−{i}
ψ̄k[n]−{i}, φbn+1〉τ0,n+1 − 〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄ki−2φbn+1φbi, φb[n]−{i}

ψ̄k[n]−{i}〉τ0,n
−

∑
1≤j≤n;j 6=i〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄ki−1φbi, φb[n]−{i,j}

ψ̄k[n]−{i,j}, φbn+1 ∗ φbj ψ̄kj−1〉τ0,n,

(III)lI,J = 〈φbn+1 , φaψ̄
k−1, φbI ψ̄

kI 〉τ0,|I|+2〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ ψ̄
kJ 〉τ0,|J |+1

− 〈φbn+1 ∗ φaψ̄k−2, φbI ψ̄
kI 〉τ0,|I|+1〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ ψ̄

kJ 〉τ0,|J |+1

−
∑

i∈I〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI−{i}
ψ̄kI−{i} , φbn+1 ∗ φbki ψ̄

ki−1〉τ0,|I|+1〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ ψ̄
kJ 〉τ0,|J |+1,

(III)rI,J = 〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI ψ̄
kI 〉τ0,|I|+2〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ ψ̄

kJ , φbn+1〉τ0,|J |+2

− 〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI ψ̄
kI 〉τ0,|I|+1〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
(φbn+1 ∗ φa)ψ̄−k−2, φbJ ψ̄

kJ 〉τ0,|J |+1

−∑
j∈J〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI ψ̄

kI 〉τ0,|I|+1〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1, φbJ−{j}
ψ̄kJ−{j}, φbn+1 ∗ φbkj ψ̄

kj−1〉τ0,|J |+1.

By applying the (n; k1, · · · , ki − 1, · · · , kn)-case genus zero Lτm-constraint on the second
line of equation (87), and by some direct computations (note that the second lines of the
expression for (III)lI,J and (III)rI,J cancel each other when taking summation over k with

a factor (−1)k), one gets the (n + 1; k1, · · · , kn, 0)-case genus zero Lτm-constraint. By the
symmetry of insertions, the (n + 1; k1, · · · , kn, kn+1)-case genus zero Lτm-constraint holds if
there is at least one of the ki equals to 0. If all ki ≥ 1 for all i = 1, · · · , n + 1, then∑n+1

i=1 ki ≥ n+1 ≥ n. The equations also trivially hold due to the dimensional reason. Thus,
by induction, all the (n; k1, · · · , kn)-cases of the genus zero Lτm-constraints are proved. �

B.2. Genus-1 ancestor Virasoro constraints. We have precisely

L
τ
1,m(s) = − 1

4

∑

a+b=m

tr(Ea(µ+ 1
2
)E b(µ− 1

2
)) + 〈〈Dm+1

E,ψ̄
ψ̄−1s̃(ψ̄)〉〉τ1,1

+
1

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k〈〈φaψ̄k−1, [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+〉〉τ0,2

+
m∑

k=1

(−1)k〈〈φaψ̄k−1〉〉τ0,1〈〈[Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+〉〉τ1,1. (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

〈Dm+1
E,ψ̄

vτ (ψ̄)〉τ1,1 = −1
4

∑
a+b=m tr(Ea(µ+ 1

2
)E b(µ− 1

2
)).

For m ≥ 0, notice that Dm+1
E,z vτ (z) = [Em+1vτ (z)]≤1 +

∑
a+b=m Ea(µ+ 3

2
)E b1z + O(z2), and

by QDE and the homogeneous condition of the vacuum vector,

Em+1vτ(z) = Em+1 − Em ∗ ((µ+ δ
2
)1)z +O(z2).

By topological recursion relation, and by noticing (µ+ δ
2
)1 = 1−∇1E, we get equation (71).
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Now we consider the coefficient of
∏n

i=1 s
bi
ki
, n ≥ 1, in equation (88), the equation reads

〈φb[n]
ψ̄k[n], Dm+1

E,ψ̄
vτ (ψ̄)〉τ1,n+1

=
n∑

i=1

〈φb[n]−{i}
ψ̄k[n]−{i}, [Dm+1

E,ψ̄
φbiψ̄

ki−1]+〉τ1,n

+
1

2

m∑

k=1

(−1)k〈φaψ̄k−1, [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φaψ̄−k−1]+, φb[n]
ψ̄k[n]〉τ0,2+n

+

m∑

k=1

(−1)k
∑

I⊔J=[n]

〈φaψ̄k−1, φbI ψ̄
kI 〉τ0,|I|+1〈[DE,ψ̄φ

aψ̄−k−1]+, φbJ ψ̄
kJ 〉τ1,|J |+1. (89)

For the case with ki ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . , n, by dimensional reason, the equation becomes

〈φb[n]
ψ̄k[n], Dm+1

E,ψ̄
vτ (ψ̄)〉τ1,n+1 =

∑n
i=1〈φb[n]−{i}

ψ̄k[n]−{i}, [Dm+1
E,ψ̄

φbiψ̄
ki−1]+〉τ1,n.

The only non-trivial cases are ki = 1, i = 1, · · · , n or there is a kj = 2 and ki = 1 for i 6= j.
These equations can be proved by the following genus one topological recursion relations:

〈φa1ψ̄, · · · , φanψ̄〉τ1,n = (n−1)!
24

∑
σ1,··· ,σn

〈φσ1 , φa1, φσ2〉τ0,3 · · · 〈φσn , φan, φσ1〉τ0,3,
and

〈φa1ψ̄, · · · , φan−1ψ̄
2, φan〉τ1,n = (n−1)!

24

∑
σ1,··· ,σn

〈φσ1, φa1 , φσ2〉τ0,3 · · · 〈φσn, φan , φσ1〉τ0,3.
If there is some ki = 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. �
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