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GROMOV-WITTEN INVARIANTS OF LOCAL P?
AND MODULAR FORMS

TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

ABSTRACT. We construct a sheaf of Fock spaces over the moduli space of elliptic curves
E, with I'1(3)-level structure, arising from geometric quantization of H'(E,), and a global
section of this Fock sheaf. The global section coincides, near appropriate limit points, with
the Gromov-Witten potentials of local P? and of the orbifold [C?/us3]. This proves that the
Gromov—Witten potentials of local P? are quasi-modular functions for the group T 1(3), as
predicted by Aganagic—Bouchard—Klemm, and proves the Crepant Resolution Conjecture for
[C3/p3] in all genera.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let Y be the total space Kp2 of the canonical line bundle of P2, and let X denote the
orbifold [(CS / ,ug}, where the group ps of third roots of unity acts with weights (1,1,1). Let

3 ' > - t*
dt b

B = a0 ytaa > myae R =Yt

d=0 k=1 '

denote the genus-g Gromov-Witten potentials of Y and X respectively. Here ny4 4 is the
gr}g is the genus-g Gromov—Witten
invariant of X’ with k insertions of the age-1 orbifold class. We regard Fy. as a function of

t € HX(Y), and F¥ as a function of t € H2, (X). The main result of this paper is:

Theorem A (see Corollary [10.3.5, Theorem [10.5.3] Theorem [10.3.9| for precise statements).

Introduce modular parameters T, Tom, by

genus-g, degree-d Gromov—Witten invariant of Y, and n

2 170 2 170
T:_l_iaFY Tmb:gan
2  2wi Ot? o2
1 t . B
= —— —_— :‘t
2+27Ti+0(6) + O(t")

Then:

(1) when regarded as a function of T, Fy. extends to a holomorphic function on the upper
half-plane H;

(2) when regarded as a function of Tor,, FY extends to a holomorphic function on the disc
|Torb| < 7, where r = I‘(%)3/F(§)3,'

(3) for g > 2, FY is a quasi-modular function with respect to the congruence subgroup:

F1(3):{<CCL Z) €SL(2,Z) :a=d=1, c=0m0d3};

(4) (Crepant Resolution Conjecture) {F{.} and {F%} are related by an explicit Feynman
diagram expansion, which takes the following form for g > 2:
FY. = F{ + (polynomial expressions in {0y Fy : 0 <h < g,1 <k < 3g—3})

s
3r+1-€2°

where Topp, = T

This proves conjectures of Aganagic-Bouchard—Klemm [2].
1.1. Geometric Quantization and the Fock Sheaf. Aganagic-Bouchard—Klemm’s pre-
diction was based on Witten’s discovery [81] that a topological string partition function

oo
(1) Z=exp | n'FY

g=0
can be understood as a ‘wave function’ of a quantum-mechanical system that arises from
geometric quantization of the state space of the theory. In the present setting, the state space
is given by H'(E,), where

(2) E, = compactification of {(:vl,xg) c(C)iay+a+-L +1= O}

T1T2

is the family of elliptic curves, parametrised by y € H/I'1(3) = P(3, 1), that corresponds to Y
under mirror symmetry. Quasi-modularity follows by ‘quantizing’ monodromies of this family.
The aim of the present paper is to verify this physics picture for local P? mathematically.
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Let us begin with the genus-zero part of the story. The graph of dF}(l defines a Lagrangian
submanifold £ in the cotangent bundle T*H?(Y) = H?(Y) @ H*(Y) of H?(Y), where we
regard H*(Y) = HX(Y) as the dual of H%(Y') via the intersection pairing:

OF)
L=T(dF) = {(t,p) cH*Y)®a HYY):p= aty} .
The Crepant Resolution Conjecture at genus zero — proved in this case by [17,27] — says that
the graphs of dFQ and dF)O( coincide under an affine symplectic transformation U: T*H%(Y) —
T*ngb(X): see Figure The family {73 L} of tangent spaces to L defines a variation of Hodge
structure (VHS) of weight 1; under mirror symmetry, this is identified with the VHS on H*(E,)

of the mirror family. The mirror curve E, is parameterized by y € P(3,1) = H/T'1(3) and the
Gromov-Witten potentials FO, F/% describe the local behaviour of the VHS near y = 0 (the
large-radius limit) and y = oo (the orbifold point) respectively. An important observation
here is that the directions of the ‘y-axes’ H*(Y) and H2,(X) do not coincide. In higher
genus, these y-axes play the role of a polarization in geometric quantization.

ngb (X)

H‘*EY)

N

Pir

FIGURE 1. Genus-zero Crepant Resolution Conjecture for X = [C3/us]

Geometric quantization (see [60]) associates to a symplectic vector space H a Hilbert space,
called the Fock space, which is an irreducible representation of the Heisenberg algebra associ-
ated with H. To construct such a representation, we need the data of a polarization, that is, a
Lagrangian subspace P of H. Given a polarization P, the Fock space is a space Fun(H/P) of
functions on H/P of an appropriate class (C*°, L?, Schwartz, etc). It carries an action of the
Heisenberg algebra given by ‘canonical quantization’. For instance, if H is a 2-dimensional
symplectic vector space with Darboux co-ordinates (p,x), and if we choose P to be the
subspace (0/0p), then the corresponding Fock space is a space of functions of x, and the
Heisenberg algebra acts by operators x and hd/0z. If we have two different polarizations P,
P>, the corresponding Fock spaces are canonically isomorphic as projective representations of
the Heisenberg algebra:

T(Py, Py): Fun(H/Py) = Fun(H/Py)

by the Stone-von Neumann theorem. Such an isomorphism is given by an integral transfor-
mation of Fourier type.

We are interested in Fock space elements of the form , which can be viewed as asymptotic
series in h. Agangagic—Bouchard-Klemm |[2| described the isomorphism T'(P;, P») for such
asymptotic functions using a sum over Feynman diagrams. Using their Feynman rule, we
construct in a sheaf Foctcy of Fock space&ﬂ over the base P(3,1) of the mirror family.

IThis is a sheaf of sets, not of vector spaces, as functions of the form are not closed under addition.
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Note that we need to construct a Fock sheaf here, instead of a Fock space, because there is

no globally defined, single-valued, flat polarization over the moduli space P(3,1) = H/I'1(3),
because the mirror family has non-trivial monodromies. Roughly speaking, we:

(a) choose an open covering {U,} of P(3,1) by sufficiently small open sets Uy;

(b) choose a Gauss—Manin flat polarization P, C H?(E,) such that P, h £ over U,,
ie. P, ® HYW(E,) = HY(E,) for each y € Uy;

(c) define T'(Ua, Tockcy) to be the space of asymptotic series exp(3_.2, RI~1F9), where
F9 is a holomorphic function on Uy;

and then patch local Fock spaces I'(U,, §octcy) over overlaps U, N Ug using the Feynman
rule of Aganagic-Bouchard-Klemm. Theorem [A]above is a consequence of the following more
fundamental result:

Theorem B (Theorem Theorem [9.0.1). There exists a global section 6cy of the Fock
sheaf Foctcy such that:

(1) in a neighbourhood of the large-radius limit point y = 0 and with respect to the polar-
ization PLr = H*(Y), Gcy is represented by the Gromov—Witten potentials of Y ;

(2) in a neighbourhood of the orbifold point y = oo and with respect to the polarization
Py = Hffrb(X), Govy is represented by the Gromov—Witten potentials of X';

(3) in a neighbourhood of the conifold point y = —2% and with respect to a polarization
Peon, €cy is represented by a collection {chon} of functions such that Fiy, has poles

of order 2g — 2 at y1 = —2% for g > 2.

There are various possible choices of polarization, which are summarized in Table [II The
VHS of the mirror family has singularities at the large-radius (y = 0), conifold (y = —2%),
and orbifold (y = oo) points. Near these points, there are unique flat polarizations Prr, Peon,
P,y characterized by invariance under local monodromy (Notation Proposition [10.3.2)).
These polarizations become multi-valued when they are analytically continued.

On the other hand, we can also consider polarizations which are not Gauss-Manin flat, but
are single-valued. Expressing the global section ¥cy with respect to a single-valued polariza-

tion yields exp(3_,2, R9~1F9), where the correlation functions F'¥9 are single-valued on P(3,1).

The polarization P.. defined by H*'(E,) = H19(E,), which we call the complex-conjugate
polarization, is single-valued, and coincides with Prr at y = 0, Peop at y = —2%, and P,
at y = oo. It varies non-holomorphically along P(3,1), and correlation functions for ¢cy
with respect to P satisfy the Bershadsky—Cecotti-Ooguri—Vafa holomorphic anomaly equa-
tion [9] (Proposition . We can also obtain single-valued polarizations by considering
the algebraic structure of the bundle H'(E,) over P(3,1): U, HY(E,) 2 O(1)® O(-1). The
algebraic polarization P, is a single-valued holomorphically-varying non-flat polarization,
corresponding to O(—1) over P(3,1); correlation functions for Py, can be thought of as the
‘holomorphic ambiguity’ in the holomorphic anomaly equation. Correlation functions for Py,
are rational functions, and it follows that the Gromov-Witten potentials F}., F belong to

certain polynomial rings (see Theorem [10.7.3)).

Remark 1.1.1. Polarizations are called ‘opposite line bundles’ in the main body of the text.

Remark 1.1.2. Lho-Pandharipande [65,/66] also proved a similar finite generation result,
and a version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture for Y and X. We give a proof of their
version of Crepant Resolution Conjecture using our method below (Theorem but we
learned its elegant formulation from them.
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polarization flat/curved global behaviour correlation functions
PR flat multi-valued F{;, quasi-modular
Py flat multi-valued F ;?(
P.on flat multi-valued quasi-modular
P.. curved single-valued almost-holomorphic modular
Pag curved single-valued ~ holomorphic modular (rational functions)

TABLE 1. Various Polarizations

Remark 1.1.3. It was conjectured by Huang—Klemm [52,/53] that the correlation function
F,, with respect to Peo, should satisfy a certain ‘gap condition’ — see 127)). We do not have
a proof of this conjecture, but verify it up to genus g = 7. See §10.§]

1.2. Summary of the Argument. In outline: we pass from Y and X to their toric com-
pactifications Y = Pp2 (O(—3) @ O) and X = P(1,1,1,3). These have generically semisimple
quantum cohomology, which is not true for Y or X. We determine the Gromov-Witten po-
tentials of Y and X using the Givental-Teleman formula; this requires semisimplicity. We
relate the two potentials via mirror symmetry for Y and X. The Gromov-Witten potentials
of Y and X glue together to give a single-valued section %3 of an infinite-dimensional version
of the Fock sheaf, which we constructed in [25]; this is a higher-genus version of the Crepant
Resolution Conjecture for Y and X. The finite-dimensional version of the Fock sheaf, and the
global section %y, emerge from their infinite-dimensional counterparts by taking a certain
‘conformal limit’ or ‘local limit’. In this limit, the volume of the fiber of ¥ — P? becomes
infinitely large, and the Gromov-Witten theory of Y reduces to that of Y.

Let us explain some more details. We consider the Landau—Ginzburg model that is mirror
to the small quantum cohomology of Y. This is given by

[ Y2 3
(3) Wy = (1‘1 ta2+ 219 + 1) x3 + o (z1,22,23) € (C¥)

where (y1,72) € (C*)2. This family of Laurent polynomials extends over a partial compacti-
fication Mp of (C*)?2, where the limits

-1/3 1/3
(y1,2) = (0,0) (i) = (0,0)
correspond respectively to the large-radius limit for Y and the large-radius limit for X: see

Figure
The Landau—Ginzburg mirror determines an infinite-dimensional symplectic vector bundle
over Mg, with fiber over (y1,y2) € (C*)? equal to

Hg( ZCX)3 (2)), zd + dWy, 4, A )

This vector bundle carries a flat Gauss—Manin connection, which has logarithmic singularities
along y; =0, y2 =0, and y; = —2%, and has a Lagrangian subbundle

FB = H3 (QZ(Cx)B [[Z:l]a zd + dWy17y2 A )
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FI1GURE 2. The B-model moduli space Mp: this is the base space of the family
Wy, 4o of Landau-Ginzburg potentials.

Such structures have been studied by K. Saito |74] in the context of singularity theory. By
transporting the Lagrangian subspaces Fp in the fibers to a fixed ﬁberﬂ using the Gauss—
Manin connection, we obtain a moving family of semi-infinite Lagrangian subspaces. This is
an example of a variation of semi-infinite Hodge structure (VSHS) [5].

On the other side of mirror symmetry, we consider the descendant potentials .7-'% and

.7-"%, which are generating functions for genus-g Gromov—Witten invariants of Y and X with

descendants. ]-"% and .7-"% are functions on an infinite-dimensional space, and the graph of the
differential d]-"% defines a Lagrangian submanifold

Ly CH(Y)®C(2h)

in Givental’s symplectic space H*(Y)® C((z~1)). Under mirror symmetry, the tangent spaces
to the Givental cone £y are identified with the VSHS determined by the Landau-Ginzburg
mirror, near the large-radius limit point for Y. Analogous statements hold for X

The Landau—Ginzburg model is a mirror to the small quantum cohomology of Y,
rather than the full big quantum cohomology, and therefore the VSHS that it determines is
not miniversal. In §5| we construct a miniversal unfolding of this semi-infinite variation, over

a six-dimensional base Mgg , that is a mirror to the big quantum cohomology of Y. The base

MU is a thickening of Mg\ {y; = —5-}. It carries an infinite-dimensional version Foctp of
the Fock sheaf, which we constructed in |25] and review in §6| below, and furthermore there is
a distinguished global section ¢3 of this Fock sheaf. The global section 43 is constructed using
Givental’s formula for higher-genus potentials [41]; see |25 §7.2]. It coincides under mirror
symmetry, near the large-radius limit points for Y and X', with the total descendant potentials
Zy = exp(Yy>0 hgfl]-"%) of Y and Zz of X. This follows from Teleman’s theorem [80]
[25, Theorem 7.15].

Now we take the local limit. Observe that the Landau-Ginzburg potential Wy, ,, with 3o
set to zero defines the family of elliptic curves E,,; thus the divisor (y2 = 0) in Mp can
be identified with the base P(3,1) = H/T';(3) of the mirror family of Y. A key step in the
argument is the construction of a “restriction map” from the infinite-dimensional Fock sheaf
Soctg over ./\/lglg to the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf Foctcy over P(3,1). This requires care,
as the VSHS associated with Wy, ,, has logarithmic singularities along y2 = 0. We also need
a result comparing polarizations for the VSHS with polarizations for the VHS.

2We are hiding some technical details here. To obtain a moving subspace realization, we need to analytify
Fg in the z-direction. The analytification is denoted by F5 in the main body of the text.

1
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Theorem C (see Propositions [4.3.1} |5.1.5] [5.1.6| and |5.1.7, Notation Theorem [8.0.1)).

Let y; € P(3,1). There is a one-to-one correspondence between:

(a) flat polarizations near yy for the VSHS associated with the Landau—Ginzburg mirror
that are compatible with the Deligne extension;

(b) flat polarizations nearyi for the VHS associated with the mirror family {Ey} of elliptic
curves.

Let Foctg denote the infinite-dimensional Fock sheaf over Mgig and let Fockoy denote the
finite-dimensional Fock sheaf over P(3,1). Write P(3,1)° = P(3,1) \ {—5} for the comple-
mement of the conifold point, and let i: P(3,1)° — ./\/l%ig denote the inclusion map. There is
a restriction map:

i1 Focky — Focky [y 1)

By applying the restriction map to the global section ¢3 of Focty, we obtain a section oy
of Foctcy over P(3,1)°. It is then easy to check that ¢cy corresponds to the Gromov—Witten
potentials of Y and X, respectively, near y; = 0 and y; = co. In we show that the genus-g
potential of oy has poles of order 2g — 2 at the conifold point y; = —%, by analysing the
pole order of the ingredients in Givental’s formula for higher-genus potentials. This proves

Theorem [Bl

Remark 1.2.1. In the main body of the text, we consider various versions of VSHS but
do not use the term ‘VSHS’ itself, instead using the equivalent notions of TEP structures,
log-TEP structures, and log-cTEP structures.

Remark 1.2.2 (Related work). Higher-genus Gromov-Witten invariants of local P? and
[(CS/ ,us] have been studied by many authors. In string theory, Alim—Scheidegger—Yau—
Zhou [4], Huang—Klemm [52], and Huang-Klemm-Quackenbush [53] have emphasized the
importance of special geometry and the holomorphic anomaly equations. On the mathe-
matics side, Bouchard—Cavalieri have computed Gromov—Witten invariants of [(C?’ / M3] at
genus 2 and 3 using Hodge and Hurwitz—Hodge integrals [13]. Lho—Pandharipande have
recently established the holomorphic anomaly equation for local P, in the precise form pre-
dicted by physicists, and used this to prove a higher-genus Crepant Resolution Conjecture
for [C?’ / ug] [65,/66]. Another approach goes via the Remodelling Conjecture of Bouchard—
Klemm-Marino—Pasquetti |[14] and Eynard—Orantin recursion [33]. Fang-Liu-Zong [34] have
established the Remodelling Conjecture for all toric Calabi—Yau 3-orbifolds, and this should
lead to a proof of modularity and the holomorphic anomaly equation in our setting.
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List of Notation

Vax C Hx open subset of the form .
MXX = #’&@ the base of the A-model TEP structure; see Example [2.7.5
(Ma,x,Da x) the base of the A-model log-TEP structure;
MX’X = M, x \ Da, x; see Example Theorem
(Fax, VA% (-,)ax) see Example
(F ;7 . VA% (A x) A-model TEP structure; see Example Theorems
(Fa X, vAX (., )A,x) A-model log-TEP structure; see Theorem
(Fa,x, vAX (., )a,x) A-model log-cTEP structure; see Example
Pa canonical opposite module for the A-model TEP structure;
see Example
Pa canonical opposite module for the A-model log-cTEP structure;
see Example
Sockp x A-model Fock sheaf; see Definition [6.8.10
(Mg, D) the base of the B-model log-TEP structure;
see and Proposition-Definition
M Mg \ D; the base of the B-model TEP structure; see (23)), Definition
M3 Mg\ {y1 = —1/27}; see Theorem

(M, DV%)

(Mcy, Dcy)
oy

(]:];:?VB> ('a )B)

(]:(::KZ’ vGKZ)

(]:B’ VB? ('a )B)

(Fp®, VB, (-, )B)

(Fggv v? ('a : )
(]:Clv V? ('a ))
H, H, Hyec

PLR7 Pcon7 Porb

the base of the big B-model log-TEP structure; see Theorem
this contains M% but not Mg.

(]P’(S, 1), {0, —%}); the base of Fovy, Foy ( and Foctoy (§7.3).
P(3,1)\ {~%}: the base of Focty (§8).

the B-model TEP structure (Definition ) with base Mp.

the GKZ system, isomorphic to (Fg, VP); see

the B-model log-TEP structure with base (Mg, D);

see Proposition-Definition

the big B-model log-TEP structure; see Theorem

the big B-model log-cTEP structure; see Example

the restriction of 5 to Mcy; see

vector bundles (of rank 6, 3, 2) on My obtained from Fcy; see
unique Deligne-extension-compatible opposite modules for Fp

near y =0, y = —2—17, and y = oo respectively; see Proposition m

Soctp the B-model Fock sheaf over Mgig ; see Definition 6.9.2l
Soctoy the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf over Mcy = P(3, 1); see Definition [7.3.9
F* restriction of a sheaf F over M x C to M x C*; see Notation M
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Bases for Cohomology and Orbifold Cohomology. Let X denote one of X, X, Y
and Y. We fix bases {¢g, ¢1,...,¢n} for the (orbifold) cohomology Hx of X such that

® ¢¢ is the identity class
e writing r for the dimension of the (untwisted) degree two cohomology group H?(X)
—so that » =0, 1, 1, 2 respectively for X = X, X, Y and Y — the classes ¢1,..., o,
form a nef integral basis of H?(X);
e if X is compact, {¢°,...,¢"V} is a basis dual to {¢o,...,¢n} with respect to the
(orbifold) Poincaré pairing.
More specifically we choose the following explicit bases. Let Hy denote the Chen—Ruan
orbifold cohomology H3, (X;C). We fix the basis:

¢ = 1o ¢1=1% $2=1

for Hy, where 13, k € {0, %, %}, denotes the fundamental class of the component of the inertia
stack Z(X') corresponding to the element exp(27ik) € ps. The age of 1j is 3k.

Let H+ denote the Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology HS, (X;C). Let h € H*(X;C) denote
the first Chern class of the line bundle O(1) — X, and regard elements of H*(X; C) as orbifold
cohomology classes via the canonical inclusion of X into the inertia stack Z(X). We fix the

basis:

wln

$o = 1o ¢r1=nh ¢ = h? g3 = h? ¢1=11 ¢5 =12
for H, where 1g, 11, 12 denote the fundamental classes of the components of the inertia
3 3

stack Z(X), ordered so that the age of 1; is 3k. The orbifold Poincaré pairing on X satisfies

3 2 1
(LA = (%) = (13.12) =
and that all other pairings among basis elements are zero.
Let Hy = H*(Y;C). Let 1 € Hy denote the unit class, let 7: Y — P? denote the
projection, and let h € H2(Y;C) denote the first Chern class of the line bundle 7*O(1) — Y.

We fix the basis:
¢o=1 ¢1="nh ¢y = h?

for Hy. . . o

Let Hy = H*(Y;C). Let hi,hy € H?(Y) be such that, regarding Y as the projective
compactification of the line bundle O(—3) — P2, the zero section is Poincaré dual to ho — 3h1,
the infinity section is dual to ho argi the fiber is dual to h;. With these conventions, hq and
ho are rays of the Kéahler cone for Y. We fix the basis:

do=1 d1=h  ¢a=hy  ¢3=h1  ds=hi(ha—3h1) ¢ =hih

for H7
2.2. Gromov—Witten Invariants. Let X denote one of X, X, Y, Y. Let Xy n,d denote

the moduli space of n-pointed genus-g stable maps to X of degree d € Hy(X;Q). If X is a
smooth algebraic variety (so X =Y or X =Y) then there are evaluation maps:

evy: Xgnad — X ke{l,2,...,n}
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If X is an orbifold (so X = X or X = X) then there are evaluation maps to the rigidified
cyclotomic inertia stack:

evi: Xgna — Z(X) ke{l,2,...,n}

and a canonical isomorphism H*(ZX;Q) = H*(ZX;Q), so we get cohomological pullbacks

evi: Hx — H*(Xy,,4;C) ke{l,2,...,n}
that behave like the pullbacks via evaluation maps: see [1] or [21, §2.2.2]. Write:
k=n
(4) <0‘1:---704n>;fn,d —/ ‘ HGVZ(O%)
[Xg,n,d]wr k=1
where a7, ...,a, € Hx; the integral denotes cap product with the virtual fundamental class

[7,68] followed by push-forward (in homology) along the map from X, 4 to a point; if X
is non-compact (i.e. X = X or X =Y), we require that d # 0 or that at least one of the
classes aq, ..., a, has a compact support, so that the integral is Well—deﬁnedlﬂ The right-
hand side of is a rational number when aq, ..., «a, are rational, called a Gromov—Witten
mwvariant of X.

Let 1, ..., 1, € H? (Xg,n,d; (@) denote the universal cotangent line classes |1, §8.3]. Write:

k=n

i1 i X * ik
) (ot oan) = [ Tevitanuy;
ag,mn, [Xg,n,d]wr k1
where ay,...,a, € Hy; i1,...,1, are non-negative integers; the integral denotes cap product

with the virtual fundamental class followed by push-forward to a point; and as before we
insist that d # 0 or that one of ay,...,a, has compact support. The right-hand side of
is a rational number when «aq, ..., a, are rational, called a gravitational descendant of X.
Consider now the morphism py,: Xgmind — ﬂgm that forgets the map, forgets the last
n marked points, forgets any stack structure at the marked points (if X is an orbifold), and
then stabilises the resulting prestable curve. Let ¢,; € H 2 (Xgnt+m,d; Q) denote the pullback

along py, of the ith universal cotangent line class on Mg ,,,. Write:

. _ X
(6) <a1¢117""am¢lm :ﬂla"'aﬁn>
g,m+n,d
k=m ' l=m+n
[ T (evienueiy) - TT eition)
(Xg,mtn,al"™ 21 l=m+1
where aq,...,am € Hx; 81,...,0n € Hx; i1,...,1, are non-negative integers; the integral
denotes cap product with the virtual fundamental class followed by push-forward to a point;
and as before we insist that d £ 0 or that one of a1, ..., a, has compact support. We insist

also that m > 3 if ¢ = 0 and that m > 1 if ¢ = 1, so that the map p,, is well-defined. The
right-hand side of @ is a rational number, called an ancestor invariant of X.

3Here we use the property that the evaluation maps for X and Y are proper; this will also appear in
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2.3. Gromov—Witten Potentials. Let X denote one of X, X, Y, Y. Let r be the rank
of Ho(X). In §2.1) we fixed a basis ¢y, ...,¢n for Hx such that ¢1,...,¢, is a nef basis for
H?(X;C) C Hx. For d € Hy(X;Q), write:

Q' =0Qf---QF
where d; = d - ¢;. Let t°,... t" be the co-ordinates on Hyx defined by the basis ¢, ..., dn,
so that t € Hy satisfies t = t%g + ... + tVén. The genus-g Gromov—Witten potential is:

(7) Fe= Y ) ()
deNE(X)n=0

where the first sum is over the set NE(X) of degrees of effective curves in X. This is a
generating function for genus-g Gromov-Witten invariants. The genus-g Gromov—Witten
potential is a priori a formal power series in variables (); and ¢7:

F{ eClQy,. .., Q1% ... 7]
but the Divisor Equation |1, Theorem 8.3.1] implies that:
F9 e C[t°, Qe ..., Qe 1+ .. tN]
It thus makes sense to set Q1 = --- = @), = 1, obtaining an element:

F)’} :16C[to,etl,...,eﬂ,trﬂ...,tN]]

Fy—,
There is an open region Va x C Hx of the form:

®) {|ﬂ'|<q i=0orr<i<N

Rt' < —M; 1<i<r

such that all of the power series F)’} _1» 9 = 0, converge on Vi x [23]. In the rest

}le"':Q

of this paper we will write F¥, for the analytic function F¥ Q1——0,—1 defined on Vi x, so
that:
00 ed.t(Q) X
g — ! /
Fey= > > ) teVax
deNE(X)n=0

where we write t(2) = Sy tig; for the degree two part of t and ¢/ =t — t(2). We refer to the
limit point:

th=0 i=0orr<i<N
Nt - —00 1<i<r

as the large-radius limit point for X.
2.4. Quantum Cohomology. Let X be one of X, X, Y, Y. When X is compact, i.e. X is

either Y or X', we define the quantum product * on Hx by the formula:

DPFY
9) (@i * dj, P1)x = m(t) o

where the pairing (-, -) x on the left-hand side is the (orbifold) Poincaré pairing. The product
* defines a family of commutative ring structures on Hx parameterized by ¢ € Vj x, called
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the quantum cohomology of X. When X is not compact, i.e. X is either X or Y, we define
the quantum product by using the push-forward by the last marked point

[e9) ed.t(Q) vir
Gi* 5 = Z Z ol (evnt3)« | evi(¢i) evi(y) H eVi2(t') N [Xonts.al”
deNE(X)n=0

Here we write t2) = =>, tig; for the degree two part of t and ¢ = ¢ — ). This makes
sense because the evaluation map ev,43 is proper. The quantum products for X and Y can
be obtained as the limits of the quantum products for X and Y respectively. We have

hm <¢’L *t ¢J) =1 (¢’L) L* L (¢J)

R(t1)—

lim L*(qbi ) ;) = () *L*(t) (o))

R(t2)——o0

where ¢ denotes the natural inclusion of X into X or Y into Y and *;¥ denotes the quantum
product of X at the parameter ¢. In particular, the quantum products for X and Y are also
convergent on regions of the form .

2.5. Dubrovin Connection, Fundamental Solution and J-Function. Let X be one of
X, X, Y, Y. Write ¢1(X) = plqbl + -+ p"¢p,. Define the Fuler vector field E on Hx by:

= r+1
and the grading operator u: Hx — HX by:
(i) = (3 deg i — 5 dime X) ¢
Let m: Vo x X C — Vj x denote projection to the first factor. The Dubrovin connectionﬁ is a
meromorphic flat connection V on 7* (T VA, X) = Hy x (Vax x C), defined by:
(’3

Vo = i 0<i<N
Vzag = zaa + f(E*) + where z is the co-ordinate on C
z z z

The Dubrovin connection defines the A-model TEP structure in Example below.

The Dubrovin connection admits the following fundamental solution L(t, —z) [38, Corollary
6.2; 54, Proposition 2.4]. Suppose that X is compact, i.e. X is either X or Y. Then the
fundamental solution is an End(H x )-valued function of (¢, z) € Vi x x C* defined by

@) N pdt® et /z g
12 Lt,—2)a=¢e"/? g t, i
R A D VD Do (AN > K

deNE(X),n>0 i=0 ¥
(n,d)#(0,0)
which satisfies the differential equation:
(13) V.o (L(t,—2z)a) =0 i=0,...,N
ot

and preserves the (orbifold) Poincaré pairing

(14) (L(t,—2)a, L(t,z)8)x = (o, B) x for all o, 8 € Hx.

4The sign of z is often flipped in the literature: see e.g. [54].
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Givental’s J-function is defined to be
J(t,—z) = L(t,—2) "1

N 4(2) .
(15) _ @, 1 t ed (2 / / i |
=e -—+ St &;
Z deNE(X)m>0 i=0 © 2(2+Y) [ ont1.4
d)#

(X
(n,d)#(0,0),(1,0)
When X is non-compact, the fundamental solution L(t,z) and the J-function J(t,z) are
defined similarly, replacing {¢’} above with the dual basis of {¢;} in the compactly-supported
cohomology group. See [55] §2.5] for more details.

2.6. Descendant Potentials and Ancestor Potentials. Let X be one of X, X, Y, Y.
Let ¢qg,...,¢nN be the basis for Hx defined in Let (to,t1,t2,...) be an infinite sequence
of elements of Hx, and write t, = t2¢ + - + iy . Set t(2) = Y o0 (2™ € Hx[z]. The
genus-g descendant potential of X is:

Qo X
(16) = > Z P61, )y

deNE(X

This is a formal power serie in variables Q;, 1 < ¢ < r, and t%, 0<j<N, 05 n <o
it is a generating function for genus-g gravitational descendants of X. The total descendant

potential is:
o
Zx = exp (Zhg_lf_%).

g=0
This is a formal power series® in variables h, A1, Q;, 1 < i < r, and t%, 0< 73 <N,
0 < n < oo; it is a generating function for all gravitational descendants of X.
Let t € Hx, let (ag, a1, az,...) be an infinite sequence of elements of Hx, and write:

oo
t=1%+- - +tNoy an = apdo + -+ ap én a(z):ZananHx[[Z]]

The genus-g ancestor potential of X is:
X

(17) = > Zzn‘m'< ,...,a(qzm);’t,...,t‘>
g,m~+n,d

deNE(X) n=0m=0

This is a formal power series” in variables Q;, 1 < < r; #/,0 < j < N; and al, 0 <k <N,
0 < n < oco. Itis a generating function for genus-g ancestor invariants of X The total

ancestor potential is:
o
Ax = exp (Z hgl]:")g(>

9=0
This is a formal power series® in variables h; A™!; Q;, 1 < i < r; ¢/, 0 < j < N; and aﬁ,
0<k<N,0<n<oo. Itisa generating function for all ancestor invariants of X.

5

5 See 23, §2.5] for a precise statement.
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2.7. TEP Structures and log-TEP Structures.

Definition 2.7.1. Let M be a complex manifold. Let z denote the standard co-ordinate on
C, let (=): M x C — M x C be the map sending (¢, z) to (t,—z), and let 7: M x C — M
be the projection. A TEP structure (f,V, (, );) with base M consists of a locally free
Oprxc-module F of rank N 4 1, a meromorphic flat connection:

V:F = (7" Uy ® Opixcz 'd2) ®o,, F(M x {0})
and a non-degenerate pairing:

(‘7 )]: (_)*f ®OM><<C ‘F — OMX(C

which satisfies:
((=)"s1,82) = (=) ((—)*s2,51) >
d((=)"s1,82) r = ((=)*Vs1,82) - + ((—)*s1, Vs2) £
for local sections s; € F((—)*V), sa € F(V), where V.C M x C is an open subset. Here

F(M x {0}) denotes the sheaf of sections of F with poles of order at most 1 along the divisor
M x {0} c M xC.

Definition 2.7.2. Let D C M be a normal crossing divisor. A log-TEP structure with base
(M, D) is a tuple (F, V, (+,-)r) consisting of a locally free sheaf F of rank N + 1 over M, a
meromorphic flat connection V

V: F = Qxclog Z2) @0, F(M x {0})

where Z = (M x {0}) U (D x C) is a normal crossing divisor in M x C, and a non-degenerate
pairing

(18)

('a ).7: (7)*‘7. ®OM><<C F = OMX(C
which satisfies the same properties as TEP structure. Here Q}\,lx(c(log Z) denotes the
sheaf of differential forms with logarithmic singularities along Z.

Remark 2.7.3. The notion of TEP structure is due to Hertling [47]: ‘TEP’ stands for
Twister, Extension, and Pairing. This gives us a co-ordinate-free language in which to discuss
mirror symmetry. More precisely, a TEP structure in our sense is what Hertling would call
a TEP(0)-structure; for us all TEP structures have weight zero. A log-TEP structure is a
TEP structure with logarithmic singularities; cf. Reichelt’s notion of log-trTLEP structure
[71, Definition 1.8]. When D = &, a log-TEP structure is the same thing as a TEP structure.

Definition 2.7.4. A log-TEP structure (F, V, (+,-)) with base (M, D) is said to be miniversal
if for every point x € M, there exists a section & of F|,—¢ on a neighbourhood U, of z such
that the map
O u(log D) — Fl.—g
X — 2Vx¢
is an isomorphism over U,. Here © y((log D) denotes the sheaf of logarithmic vector fields,
that is, the subsheaf of © consisting of vector fields tangent to the divisor D. (When M

has an orbifold singularity at x, we take U, above to be a uniformizing chart near z.) By
taking D = @, this also defines miniversality for TEP structures.
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Example 2.7.5 (A-model TEP structure). An important class of examples of miniversal TEP
structures is provided by the quantum cohomology of a smooth algebraic variety or orbifold
X. We will need this only when X is one of X, X, Y, Y, but the definition here makes
sense whenever the genus-zero Gromov—-Witten potential F)O( defines an analytic function on
a region VA x C Hx of the form . The Dubrovin connection defines a TEP structure

(]?AJ(,VA’X, (+,-)a,x) with base V x, where

o F A, x is the locally free sheaf corresponding to the trivial Hx-bundle over Vj x x C;
e VAX is the Dubrovin connection;
e (-,-)A,x is the pairing induced by the orbifold Poincaré pairing.
When X is a smooth variety, the Divisor Equation implies that the Dubrovin connection
descends to ./\/l/i x x C, where

M x = Vax/2mil*(X, Z).

and 27iH?(X,7) acts on Va,x by translation. When X is an orbifold, and we interpret
H?(X,7) as the sheaf Cohomologyﬁ of the topological stack X, we again have that the
Dubrovin connection descends to M; y X C. In this case, 2riH 2(X,7Z) acts on the vec-
tor bundle Hy x (Va,x x C) — (Va,x x C) by the so-called Galois action, which is also
nontrivial in the fibre direction. We refer the reader to [54, Proposition 2.3] for details; see
also Example m The TEP structure (]? Ax, VA () x) described above descends, via
the Galois action, to a TEP structure (Fx y, VA%, (-,)a x) with base M} . This is the
A-model TEP structure. 7 7

Example 2.7.6 (A-model log-TEP structure). The quotient space M; y has a natural par-
tial compactification defined by our choice of nef basis for H?(X); this compactification,
which we denote by My x, adds a normal crossing divisor Da x at infinity. The A-model
TEP structure extends to the partial compactification to give a miniversal log-TEP structure

(Fa,x, VA (., JA,X)

with base (MA,X,DA,X), called the A-model log-TEP structure: see [55, §2.2]. Concretely,
this amounts to the following. Suppose first that X is a smooth variety. Recall that we
have fixed a basis ¢y, ..., ¢n for Hx such that ¢g € Hg( is the unit class and that ¢1,..., ¢,
is a nef basis for H?(X) in This defines co-ordinates t°,...,tN on Hx. Set ¢; = €',
1 <4 < r, and consider CN*! = C x C" x CV~" with co-ordinates (t°, q1,...,q., t" "%, ... tV).
The partial compactification Mx x is a neighbourhood of the origin in CN*L. The locally
free sheaf Fa x is given by the trivial Hx-bundle over My x x C. The divisor Dy x is the
locus q1492 - - - ¢ = 0, the pairing is as in Example and the meromorphic flat connection
is:

V%Z%—%(@*) i=0orr<i<N
(19) Vad = qige — £ (¢i%) 1<i<r
_ .0 1

6An element of H? (X,Z) corresponds to an isomorphism class of a topological orbi-line bundle on X.
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where (as before) z is the standard co-ordinate on C and E is the Euler vector field:

0
*tO@Jer q27+ Z — gdeg di)t' =

i i=r+1
When X is an orbifold, M x has orbifold singularities along the divisor Da x and Fj x is
defined as an orbi-sheaf over My x. We shall describe the structure explicitly for X = X =
P(1,1,1,3) (and this is the only case we need). In this case we have co-ordinates t°, ..., t°
on Hx dual to the basis 1¢, h, h?, h3, 1%, 1% from & Set ¢ = €! " and consider the space
C® with co-ordinates (¢, Jq = et1/3,t2,t3,t4,t5). By the Divisor Equation, the Dubrovin
connection for X = X induces a meromorphic flat connection of the form on the

trivial Hx-bundle over V' x C, where V is a small open neighbourhood of the origin in the
CS. Let ps actﬂ on the trivial bundle Hx x (V x C) — (V x C) by

€ (a, (1%, ¥a, 82, 8,84,8°),2) = (G(O)a, (1°, €7 ¢/q, 12,8°, €41, 6711°), 2)
where G(§) is the endomorphism of Hx represented by the matrix
1
& 0
0 &t
in the basis 1g, h, h?, h?, 11 12 and [ is the identity matrix of size 4. The us-action here

preserves the Dubrovin connectlon and the orbifold Poincaré pairing. The base of the A-
model log-TEP structure is given by:

(Max, Dax) = ([V/ps], {/q = 0}/ ps])
Fa,x is the orbi-sheaf corresponding to the orbi-vector bundle:
[(Hx x (V xC))/pus] = [V/pus] x C

is the meromorphic flat connection induced by the Dubrovin connection, and (-,-)a x
is the pairing on Fa x induced by the orbifold Poincaré pairing.

VAX

Notation 2.7.7. As found in the notation M} = Ma x \ Da x, Fx y, we often put a
cross “x” to denote spaces (or sheaves) obtained by deleting normal crossing divisors from
other spaces (or by restricting to the complement of these divisors).

2.8. From TEP Structures to trTLEP Structures via Opposite Modules. Hertling
has defined the notion of a trTLEP structure with base M. This consists of a TEP structure
(]:, v, (, )]-‘) with base M together with certain extension data for F, V, and (-,)r across
M x {00} € M x P, We encode these extension data using a subsheaf of m(F |y xcx) of
semi-infinite rank called an opposite module (Definition . A TEP structure equipped
with an opposite module is equivalent to a trTLEP structure, so the reader who prefers
sheaves of finite rank can translate statements about opposite modules into statements about
tr'TLEP structures. We will use both languages since opposite modules fit well with Givental
quantization.

Definition 2.8.1 (Hertling [47, §5.2]). Let M be a complex manifold and let (—): M x P! —
M x P! be the map sending (%, z) to (t,—z). A trTLEP structure (£,V, (-, -)¢) with base M
consists of:

" The group ps here arises as H2(X,Z)/H?(|X|,Z), where |X| denotes the coarse moduli space of X = X.
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e a locally free sheaf & on M x P! such that Elqyrxpr is a free Opi-module for each
yeM;
e a meromorphic flat connection V on &£ with poles along Z = M x {0} UM x {o0}:

Vi€ = Qyup(log Z) ® E(M x {0});
e a non-degenerate pairing;:
(- )e: ()€ QO p1 € = Opmxpr

which satisfies:

(()*s152) = (=) (=) s2.51),
d((_)*sh 82)5 = ((—)*Vsl, 32)5 + ((—)*51, V52)g
for 1,80 € £.

Note that V has logarithmic singularities along M x {oc}, and that the restriction of a trTLEP
structure (5, v, (, )5) to M x C is a TEP structure.

Remark 2.8.2. The ‘L’ in ‘trTLEP structure’ stands for logarithmic (along M x {oc}) and
the ‘tr’ stands for trivial (along {y} x P!). Our trTLEP structure is what Hertling would call
a tr'TLEP(0) structure: for us all trTLEP structures are of weight zero.

Notation 2.8.3. Let F be a sheaf on M x C. We write F* for the restriction ]:‘MXCCX'

Definition 2.8.4. Let (F,V,(-,-)#) be a TEP structure with base M. The pairing (-,-)r
induces a symplectic pairing;:

Q:mF* Q0O T — Opm

81 ® s9 — Res,—g ((—)*51, 32)fdz

The connection V induces an operator
Vi mF* = (U © Opmdz) @0, mF*
which preserves the symplectic pairing 2.

Definition 2.8.5. Let (]—", v, (, );) be a TEP structure with base M. Recall that 7, F* is a
T (O pxox )-module. This contains a locally free 7, (Oprxc)-module F := 7, F as a subsheaf.
Let P be a locally free m(Opx(p1\{0}))-submodule of m . F*. We say that:

(1) P is opposite to F if m,F* = F & P;

(2) P is isotropic if Q(s1, s2) = 0 for all s1,s2 € P;

(3) P is parallel if VxP C P for all X € T)M;

(4) P is homogeneous if V5, P C P.
An opposite module for (F,V,(-,-)F) is a locally free m,(Orqx @1\ {o}))-submodule P of m, F*
such that P is opposite to F, isotropic, parallel, and homogeneous.

Example 2.8.6 (the A-model trTLEP structure and canonical opposite module). Recall that
the A-model TEP structure F AX, y Wwith base MZ{’ y is given as the quotient of the trivial Hx-
bundle over V3 x x C by the Galois action (see Example . The Dubrovin connection
on the trivial Hx-bundle over Vj x x C extends to the trivial Hyx-bundle over Vj x X P!
with only logarithmic poles along Vi x x {oo}, and yields a trTLEP structure with base
Va,x. This tr'TLEP structure descends, via the Galois action, to give a trTLEP structure
with base M} y called the A-model trTLEP structure. This is an extension of the A-model
TEP structure.
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The corresponding opposite module can be described as follows. Consider the sheaf
ISA = Z_lHX & ﬂ-*(OVA,XX(Pl\{O})) CHx® F*(OVA’XX(CX)

over Va x, where m: Vj x X P! — Va,x is the projection. The sheaf f’A gives an opposite
module for the TEP structure (F, Ax, VAX () x) introduced in Example It descends
to an opposite module P of the A-model TEP structure via the Galois action. We call P
the canomnical opposite module of the A-model TEP structure. Alternatively, zPa can be
described as the push-forward along 7 of the restriction of the A-model trTLEP structure to

M3 x x (BT {0}).

Remark 2.8.7. The subsheaf F = 7, F of mF* in the above definition gives a variation
of semi-infinite Hodge structure (VSHS) in the sense of Barannikov [5]. It is maximally
isotropic with respect to 2 and satisfies the Griffiths transversality condition VxF C z~'F
for X € TM. It also satisfies V29 F C F. See [27,55] for an exposition.

We now recall how an opposite module P for a TEP structure (.7-' Vo (4 ) ]:) with base M
determines a trTLEP structure with base M. To give an extension of the locally free sheaf F*
on M xC* to alocally free sheaf on M xC is the same thing as to give a locally free m,(Orxc)-
submodule F of 7, F* such that 1, ™ = F®r, (0,,.c) T(Oprxcx ). The submodule F consists
of those sections which extend holomorphically to z = 0; in the situation at hand the extension
is given by the TEP structure F itself, so F = m,F. To give an extension of F* to a locally
free sheaf over M x (P! \ {0}) is the same thing as to give a locally free T (O pax 1\ {0}) )-
submodule F/ of 7w, F* such that 7, F* = F/ ®7T*(OM><(]P1\{O})) T«Orixcx- The submodule F’
consists of those sections which extend holomorphically to z = co; in the situation at hand
we take F/ = zP. Thus the opposite module P determines an extension of the locally free
sheaf F on M x C to a locally free sheaf & on M x P!. The restriction Elpyyxpr 1s a free
Op1-module because P, is opposite to F,: the space of global sections of £ (yyxpr 18 2Py NFy,
and the projection :P, N F, — 2P, /P, gives a trivialization of €[y, p1 (see [55, Lemma
3.8]). The pairing (-,-)r on F extends holomorphically and non-degenerately across z = oo
to a pairing on £ because P is isotropic. The connection V on F induces a connection on
£ with logarithmic singularity along z = oo because P is homogeneous and parallel. Thus
an opposite module P for the TEP structure (f sV, () ]:) determines a trTLEP structure
(E,V,(-,-)¢). Conversely, a trTLEP structure (€,V, (-, )¢) determines an opposite module
P = 27 ' (&| pxpr\fop)) Of the underlying TEP structure. We have thus proved:

Proposition 2.8.8. There is a bijective correspondence between opposite modules for a TEP
structure and trTLEP structures which extend that TEP structure.

Let P be an opposite module for a TEP structure (F,V, (-,-)r) with base M. It defines a
locally free sheaf zP /P of rank N + 1 = rank F on M. This is identified with the restriction
to z = oo of the corresponding trTLEP structure &£, and is equipped with a flat connection

V::P/P — Q4 ® (2:P/P)

since Vx with X € T'M preserves P. Therefore zP /P defines a flat vector bundle over M.
The trivialization &gy, p = Op @ (2Py/P,) discussed before Proposition m yields an
isomorphism:

(20) ~ (2P /P)
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Definition 2.8.9. We call the isomorphism the flat trivialization associated to the
opposite module P. Over a simply-connected base, we can take a flat frame of zP /P that
yields a trivialization of F. This is also called a flat trivialization.

Remark 2.8.10. The flat trivialization gives rise to a Frobenius-type structure. See Hertling
[47, Theorem 5.7] and Coates—Iritani-Tseng |27, Proposition 2.11].

Example 2.8.11. The flat trivialization associated to the canonical opposite module P4 in
Example corresponds to the standard trivialization of F5 x in Example .

3. THE MIRROR LANDAU—GINZBURG MODEL FOR Y AND X

Mirror symmetry associates to each toric variety a Landau—Ginzburg model |39,/48]. In this
context, a Landau—Ginzburg model consists of:
e a holomorphic family 7: Z — My of algebraic tori;
e a function W: Z — C, called the superpotential,
e a section w of the relative canonical sheaf K, M which gives a holomorphic volume

form w, on each fibre Z, = 77 1(q).

The base space My of the family is called the B-model moduli space. In this section we
define the Landau-Ginzburg model that corresponds to Y under mirror symmetry ( and
use it to construct a TEP structure, called the B-model TEP structure ( We formulate
mirror symmetry for Y as an equivalence of TEP structures (§3.3) between the A-model TEP
structure — or rather its restriction to the small quantum cohomology locus H2(Y) C H*(Y) -
and the B-model TEP structure defined from the Landau—Ginzburg model. We then give an
alternative construction of the B-model TEP structure, in terms of the so-called GKZ system,
which is useful in computations (§3.4). The B-model TEP structure is defined over a non-
compact base My, but computations with the GKZ system allow us to define an extension of
the B-model TEP structure over a toric partial compactification Mg of M, such that the
extension has logarithmic singularities along the partially-compactifying divisor (

Remark 3.0.1. The Landau-Ginzburg model that we consider in this section provides a
mirror to the small quantum cohomology of Y: an open subset in the base M corresponds
to a relatively open subset in the small quantum cohomology locus H?(Y) C Hy. We will
construct a mirror to big quantum cohomology, over a larger base Mp, in §5| below.

3.1. The Mirror Landau—Ginzburg Model. The toric variety Y is the GIT quotient of
C® by (C*)? where (C*)? acts via the inclusion

(21) (C)% — (C*)5,  (s,t) > (s,8,5,5 5t,1).
Consider the map 7 given by restricting the dual of this inclusion
m: (CX)% — (C*)?
(wi,...,ws) —> (wlwzwgwf;, Waws)

to the following open subset of (C*)?2:

(22) {(yl,yz) € (C) iy # —717}

The superpotential W is:
W = w; + wy + ws + w4 + ws
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FIGURE 3. The secondary fan for Y.

and the holomorphic volume form w,, on the fibre Z, = 77 1(y1, yo) is:
dlogwi A --- A dlogws
W, =
4 dlogyi A dlogys

We delete the locus y; = —2% in because critical points of W|z, escape to infinity there:
see [27), §3.1].

We now consider a partial compactification ME of the open subset and extend the
Landau—Ginzburg model considered above to a Landau—Ginzburg model over this larger base.
Consider the secondary fan (Figure [3|) for the toric variety Y; this records the weight data
defining the toric variety Y. The toric orbifold Mp associated to the secondary fan gives
a partial compactification of the open set . The two cones in the secondary fan define
toric co-ordinate patches on Mgp. Let y1,y2 be the co-ordinates dual respectively to hy and
to ho, and let y; and 12 be the co-ordinates dual respectively to he — 3h; and to hy. The two
co-ordinate systems are related by:

~1/3

v =Y y1=1n;°

(23) Y B
D2 =Y Y2 Y2 = D192

Note that Mgy is an orbifold with a Z/3Z quotient singularity at (91,92) = 0, and (91, 92) is
a uniformizing system near this orbifold point.
We define the base M} of our new Landau-Ginzburg model to be

Mg = Me\ {(y1,92) € C* gz = O or g1 = —5}

Taking w1, w2, ws as co-ordinates on the fibre Z, C Z, we see that:

3
Wy =w1+w2+7y1y2 3 +£+w5
w1w2w5 Ws
24 3
(24) = w1 + w2 + D2 +0102+W5

wlwgwg Wws

wy = dlogwy A dlog ws A dlogws
We can therefore extend the family of tori 7, the superpotential Wy, and the section w across
the locus {y; = 0}. These extensions define a new Landau-Ginzburg model with base M.

Notation 3.1.1. We refer to the point (y1,y2) = (0,0) as the large-radius limit point and to
the point (n1,92) = (0,0) as the orbifold point. We refer to the locus y; = —2—17 as the conifold
locus.

Remark 3.1.2. The right-hand cone in Figure [3] is canonically identified with the K&hler
cone of Y, and under this identification the cohomology classes hi, hy defined in are as
pictured.
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Remark 3.1.3. The Landau-Ginzburg model described here is discussed in more detail in
27, §62-3]
3.2. The B-Model TEP structure. We now use the Landau—Ginzburg model (77 4 —
MEX,), W,w) to define a TEP structure, called the B-model TEP structure. This is almost the
same as the discussions in [27, §2.5.1; 54, §3.3], with the main differencﬂ being that there
the (equivalent) language of variations of semi-infinite Hodge structure is used. Consider the
locally free sheaf R over My x C* with fibre over (y,z) equal to the relative cohomology
group H*(Zy,{z € Z, : R(W,(x)/z) > 0}). This sheaf carries a flat Gauss—Manin connection
VM "and there is a distinguished global section of R given by:

(y,z) — exp (—Wy/z) Wy
Let Ozxc denote the analytic structure sheaf. Consider the O ngc—module F* consisting
of sections of R of the form:

[f(x, z)exp (—W(z)/z) w} where f(z,2) € (7 x1d),Ozxc

such that, for each z € C, the function « — f(z, z) is algebraic on each fibre Z,. The sheaf
F* is a locally free extension of R to My x C [54, Proposition 3.14]. The B-model TEP

structure will, roughly speaking, be the twist of F* by a factor of z=3/2: this twist will ensure
that the pairing on the B-model TEP structure behaves correctly.

Lemma 3.2.1 (see [27, Lemma 2.19]). The intersection pairing:
I:H*(Zy,{z € Zy: R(Wy(z)/2) < 0}) @ H*(Zy,{z € Z : R(Wy(2)/2) > 0}) —» C
mnduces a pairing:
I:(=)F*@F* — (27712)3OM]§X<C
Proof. Observe that, on the one hand:

I<[f(a:, —z)ew(z)/z w], [g(a:, z)e_W(m)/Z w}) € Opnqxcx

and on the other hand:

I<[f(x, —2)eV @)/ w} : [g(ac, 2)e W@/ w]) _

_NeW@)/z ). -W()/z
Z (/F_(U) flz,—z2)e ) (/F+(U)g(:1:,z)e )

critical points o
where
T (0) € Hy(Zy, {w € Z, : R(W,(2)/2) > 0})
I'_(0) € H3(Zy,{z € Z, : R(W,(z)/z) < 0})

are the Lefschetz thimbles given by upward (for I'y) and downward (for I'_) gradient flow

of the function x %(M) from the critical point o € Z, of W|z,. Stationary phase

z

(25)

8 A minor difference is that the sign of z is flipped compared to [27,[54].
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approximation gives that, as z — 0 in some angular sector:

(26) I([f(:v, —z)ew(x)/z w}, [g(x, z)e_W(x)/z w}) ~
_ory)3/2 f(o) A - (27232 g9(o) .
critica%)ints cr( ) < Hess, (W) ol )> (2 ) < Hess, (W) ol )>
Thus the function

I<[f($, —2)eV(@)/= w], [g(x, z)e”W@)/z w}) € Oprxcx
is in fact regular at z = 0 and lies in (27riz)3(9M§ < C- O

Definition 3.2.2. The B-model TEP structure (Fj,V®,(-,-)B) consists of:

e the locally free OM§ <c-module F == F*;
e the flat connection:

VB FE — (ﬁ*ﬂhé ® 0 ngcz_ldz) D0, FE (M x {0})

defined by:
VB e vGM _ §%
’ 2z
e the pairing:
1
Vg = —— I(-. -
(’ )B (27riz)3 (7 )

It is proven in [54} §3.3] that the B-model TEP structure is, in fact, a TEP structure.

Remark 3.2.3. The connection VP is compatible with the pairing (+,+)B, whereas the con-
nection VEM is compatible with the pairing I(, ).

3.3. Mirror Symmetry as an Isomorphism of TEP Structures. Let X denote X or Y.
Let (FX x5 vAX (., ')A,X) be the A-model TEP structure for X, as defined in Example m
This is a TEP structure with base M} = VA,X/QWiHQ(X, Z), where Vj x C Hx is an open

subset of the form . Recall also that M} = Ma x \ Da x, where (Ma x, D x) is the
base of the A-model log-TEP structure in Example With notation as in Example [2.7.6]
we have

MA,? = {(to,ql,qQ,t3,t4,t5) eCS: \t’] < €, < Ez'} DA,? ={qq =0}
for X =Y and

Mz = [{(to, Y2 B ) e CO 1 |t < e, | < 1) /Mg} Dyx={¢=0}
for X = X.

Theorem 3.3.1 (Mirror Symmetry for Y). Let (y1,y2) be the co-ordinates defined in .
Let hy,hy € H*(Y) be as in . There are real numbers €1, €3 > 0 such that if:

U* = {(y1,42) € Mg : |yi| < e}
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and the map miry-: U* — MX,X is
o

i - 3d = 1
miry(y1, y2) = (0, y1e 90, e, 0,0,0), Z —1)Hyf
=1

then there is an isomorphism of TEP structures

(‘Fga VB7 ('a )B) UXxC = mirf; (‘FA Y7VAY ( v')A,Y)

where on the left we have the B-model TEP structure and on the right we have the A-model
TEP structure.

Proof. This is an example of [27, Conjecture 2.21], and is proven in [27] §3.2]. O

Theorem 3.3.2 (Mirror symmetry for X). Let (91,2) be the co-ordinates defined in .
Let h € H*(X) be the first Chern class of O(1) as in . There are real numbers €1,ez > 0
such that if:

U* = {(91,92) € Mj : |ni| < e}
and the map miry: U — M:,? is

i(_l)n H?Z_&(% + ])3 3n+1

mir}(UhUZ) = (0702’0’07t(01)’0)7 t(‘)l) = (3TL + 1)| Ul

n=0

then there is an isomorphism of TEP structures:

<f§,VB, (, ')B) = mir% (]:A 2 VA 7’)A,X>

where on the left we have the B-model TEP structure and on the right we have the A-model
TEP structure.

U*xxC

Proof. This is an example of [27, Conjecture 2.21], and is proven in [27, §3.4] along y; = 0.
A proof including the ni-direction is given in [54, Proposition 4.8]. O

Remark 3.3.3. The map miry-(y1,42) = (0,4¢1,¢2,0,0,0) is determined by the I-function [39]
of Y via the asymptotics Iy+(y1,y2,2) = 1 + (hilogqi + haloggqa)/z + o(z1): see (35). On
the other hand, mirs(91,92) is determined by the extended I-function [19] of X

3
Hc§0,<c>:<@>(h + cz) :

kl k2+3h/z
w0192, 2 91 92 L,
’“%;0 Mctazts o= (razay (0 402 Rt T B0+ e2) (557

via the expansion I5(91,92,2) =1+ (tlé + (logq)h)/z + o(1/z).

3.4. The GKZ System and the B-Model TEP Structure. We now give an alternative
construction of the B-model TEP structure, which is very convenient for calculations. This
construction is in terms of the so-called GKZ system, due to Gelfand—Kapranov—Zelevinsky
[35].

Definition 3.4.1. Let D* C Endc(O M ) denote the subsheaf of the sheaf of differential op-

erators on M7, xC generated, as a sheaf of rings, by O MEXC and {zX : X is a vector field on M} },
where z is the standard co-ordinate on C.
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Remark 3.4.2. Let £ be a D*-module. The action of (1/z) - zX defines a map

Vx: €= 2718 =EMS x {0})
When £ is a coherent O M «c-module, one may view Vx as a flat connection in the direction
of M, with poles along z = 0.

Definition 3.4.3. By the GKZ system we mean the D*-module F¢y, on M} x C defined as

follows. Recall from that My is covered by two co-ordinate patches (y1,y2) and (91, 12)
related by:

~1/3

v1 =Y y1=1n;°

D2 = y%/gyz Y2 = Y192

Define charts U and UZy, on Mg by:

@0 Uin={0nw e @) im#A %} U= {0 eCx T} 27

Let z denote the standard co-ordinate on C. Consider the left ideal Zyg C D? |ULXRX ¢ generated
by:

Dy(D2 — 3D1) — ya,

D} — y1(Dy — 3D1)(Dy — 3Dy + 2)(Da — 3Dy + 22)

where Dy = —zy10y,, D2 = —2y20,,. Consider the left ideal Z,1, C DZ|UOXbe(C generated by:

(28)

D201 — 92,
(29) 5 3

(D2 —9101)” — 27(01)
where 91 = —20y,, D2 = —2920,,. The ideals Zj,r and Z,, coincide on the overlap (ULXR N
UZ,) x C and define a left ideal Z C D?* over Mj; x C. The GKZ system F(y,, is defined to

be the D*-module D?/T.

Definition 3.4.4 (Grading operator). Define the Fuler vector field E on Mg by:

(30) E = 2y28y2 = 21)28‘)2

This matches up with the Euler vector field on the A-model under the mirror maps mir,
miry-. Consider the endomorphism Gr € Endc(D?) defined by the commutator:

(31) Gr(P) = [20, + E, P]

This preserves the GKZ ideal Z and induces an endomorphism Gr € Endc(FZg,) of the GKZ
system, called the grading operator.

Setting:
3 3
V., =Gr—-E— - = Gr+2z71D2 - =
(32) ’ :
=CGr+22"195 — 3

defines a meromorphic connection on Fjy, in the direction of z. Combining this with the
connection defined in Remark we obtain a meromorphic flat connection on FGXKZ:

(33) Vi Fokz = (”*QL]; @ Ongc%) B0, Féxz (Mg x{0}).
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Remark 3.4.5. The GKZ system is a version of what is sometimes referred to as the Horn
system, homogenized by including the variable z.

Remark 3.4.6. Recall from Definition 2.7.1] that we consider TEP structures in the category
of complex manifolds and holomorphic maps. The A-model TEP structure is naturally a
holomorphic object, as the structure constants of quantum cohomology are transcendental
rather than algebraic functions. The GKZ system and the B-model TEP structure can most
naturally be defined in the algebraic category but, for simplicity of exposition, in this paper
we will regard them as holomorphic objects.

3.4.1. The GKZ System is Isomorphic to the B-Model TEP Structure. The B-model TEP
structure (F, VB, (+,)g) defines another D*-module (F5,V®) on My x C, which we call
the B-model D*-module. Recall that there is a distinguished global section of Fj:

(34) (y,2) —> exp (—Wy/2) wy.
Oscillating integrals:
/ e Wl Wy
Iy (o)

over the Gauss-Manin-flat cycles (Lefschetz thimbles) I'y (o) defined in are annihilated
by the differential operators , , where we take:

_ B _ B
D, = Zvylayl 01 = Zva‘)l
_ B _ B
D2 = ch28y2 @2 = ZCUQ(‘?‘,Q

It is proven in [54, §4] that we have a D*-module isomorphism:

¥ (]:(X;KZvVGKZ) o (F5,VP)
defined by sending the distinguished section 1 € Fgy, to the distinguished section of
F5.
3.4.2. The Pairing on the GKZ System. We can use the D?*-module isomorphism between the
GKZ system and the B-model D?*-module to define a pairing on the GKZ system:

(-)akz: (=) Fékz ®o Fékz = Opxxc

Mé xC
by pulling back the pairing (-,-)g on the B-model D*-module along the isomorphism ¢. This
pairing can be computed using mirror symmetry: the isomorphisms in Theorem and The-
orem [3.3.2] intertwine the pairings (-, )g and (-, ) —; moreover the pairing (-, -)a,— can be com-
puted through Givental’s I-function. For example if f(z, y1,y2, D1, D2) and g(z, y1, y2, D1, D2)
are elements of the GKZ system defined near (y1,y2) = (0,0), then their pairing can be written
in terms of the A-model pairing:

where V; = (mir3- VA’?)yiayi is the Dubrovin connection pulled back by the mirror map miry-.
By applying the inverse L(t,—z)~! of the fundamental solution to the sections of the
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A-model TEP structure in the right-hand side and using the properties , of L(t,—=z)
and the definition of the J-function, we find that the pairing equals

(f(—z, Y1, Y2, 2910y, , 2920y, )J (mirg-(y1, y2), 2),

9(2, 91, Y2, —2y10y, , —2y20y,)J (mirg-(y1, y2), —2))7

The mirror theorem of Givental [39] says that J(miry-(y1,%2), —2) equals the cohomology-
valued power series I3-(y1, 2, —2):

T A R Y

m=—0o0

(35) Ip(ynye—2) = 3. Y

o 0 Tlmey (= m2)3 TToe (he — m2) [[022 % (ha — 3l — mz)

Here we expand the right-hand side as a Taylor series in the (nilpotent) cohomology classes hy,
ho from note that all but finitely many terms in the infinite products on the right-hand
side cancel. Hence we obtain

(36) ((_)*f(za Y1,Y2, Dla D2)7g(zvylay2a D17 D2)>GKZ

= <f(—Z, Y1,Y2, Zylayl ’ ZyQByg)I?(yla Y2, Z)? g(z7 Y1, Y2, _Z?Jlayu _ZyQayQ)IV(yh Y2, —Z))?
Equations and together make clear that the pairing:

((=)*f(2,y1,92, D1, D2), 9(2, 91, y2, D1, D2)) ok,
extends holomorphically across the locus y1y2 = 0 if f and g depend polynomially on (y1,y2).

3.5. The B-Model log-TEP Structure. Recall that the B-model TEP structure has base
Mg, which is the open subset of the toric variety Mg obtained by deleting the divisor

D= (y1y2=0)U (y1 = —2—17) from Mp. Here we construct a logarithmic extension of the
B-model TEP structure across D, which we call the B-model log-TEP structure. This is a
log-TEP structure in the sense of Definition [2.7.2

Proposition 3.5.1. The flat connection and the pairing of the GKZ system are described
explicitly as follows.
(a) In the chart near (y1,y2) = (0,0) with y1 # —5-, writing Dy = —zy19y,, Dy =
—2Y20y,, the GKZ system has basis:

(37) 1,Ds, D3, D3, Dy, (14 27y,)D?
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With respect to this basis, we have:

0 —3y2 22y2 1843 (y1 — &) 0 62y1Y2
0 0 —3p 9zy1y2 0 22%y,
0 3 0 $y2(1 = 27y1) 0 =3z
D, = 1
0 0 1 0 0 n
1 0 0 —z2y2(1+27y) 0 —3y1(3y2 + 22%)
0 0 0 3y ﬁ 0
0 0 0 yo(5dyiye —y2+22) —2ys  Szup(l+27y)
1 0 0  —2zy2(2—27y1) 0 —gy(1+27y)
D 01 0 y2(2 — 27y1) : 0
1o o0 1 0 0 %(1+27y1)
0 0 0 —3zy2(1+427y1) 0 —3y2(1+427y1)
00 0 9ys 0 0
and the Gram matriz of the pairing is:
0 0 0 9 0 0
0 0 9 0 0 (1+27y)
0 9 0 27ys 3 0
9 0 27y 0 0yl +27y1)
0 0 3 0 0 9
0 14+27y1 0  y(14+27y1) 9In 0

(b) In the chart near (y1,y2) = (—2%,0), writing t = y1 + 717 and Dy = ztdy, the following
relations define the GKZ system:

9ty = D9(9tDy — (27t — 1)Dy)
729t*D} = [9tDy — (27t — 1)(Dy + 22)]
X [9t(Dg + z) — (27t — 1)(Dy + 2)| [9t(D3 + 22) — (27t — 1) Dy]
and the GKZ system has basis:
(38) 1,Dy,D3, D3, (1 = 55 ) Dy, 5 ((27t — 1)2D? + (27t — 1) Dy)
(This is the same basis as Part (a).) With respect to this basis, we have:

9t =9t 27t(18t—1)y2
0 557 19;;% T 0 6tzys
0 0 155 9(29752271{; 0 2t 2
9t -
D, = 0 271 gt S 0 —3tz
0 0 271 02 0 t
iy 0 0 s 0 —3t(22%+ 3y)
81t 1
0 0 el 7T 0
0 0 0 ya(54tyz —3y2+2%) —3ya 3zyat
1 00 —zy2(3 — 27t) (1) —3yot
0 10 Yy2(3 — 271) 3 0
P2=10 01 0 0 3t
000 —81zyst 0 —9yat
000 Y2 0 0
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and the Gram matriz of the pairing is:

0 0 0 9 0 0
0 0 9 0 0 27t
0 9 0 27y 3 0
9 0 27y, O 0 27ty
0o 0 3 0 0 9-—1
0 271t 0 2Tty, 9t—% 0

(¢) In the chart near (1,92) = (0,0) with v3 # —27, writing 91 = —z0y,, D2 = —2020,,,
the GKZ system has basis:

(39) 1,D,,93,93,01,07
With respect to this basis, we have:
0 2 —zp2 2292 0 —f;j‘fﬁg?
D1y
0 0 D2 —221)2 0 _Ui’j‘227
R 0 0 0 02 0 0
= 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 W
i
1 0 0 0 0 _§§+217
31
0 0 0 0 1 n§+217
000 —22%mm2 192 0
100 0 0 0
D, — 010 39192 0 0
2710 0 1 0 0 0
000 —3zp3p2 0 1y
00 0 pa(pP+27) 0 0
and the Gram matriz of the pairing is:
0 0 0 9 0 0
0 0 9 0 0 0
09 0 279192 0 0
9 0 27yine 0 0 0
00 0 0 U
00 0 0 9 0

27+n3

Proof. We will prove only part (a). Part (b) follows trivially from part (a), and part (c) is
very similar. Consider first the subsheaf of the GKZ system spanned, over OULXRX(C, by:

1aD27D%7D§7D17 (1 + 2791)D%

This subsheaf is locally free over U x C; to see this, it suffices to show that the Gram matrix
of the pairing is as claimed, for this matrix is invertible for all y1, yo.
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To compute the Gram matrix, observe that the pairing is homogeneous of degree —3 with
respect to the grading (31) and that, in view of the discussion immediately above, only non-
negative powers of y1, y2, and z can occur. Thus the Gram matrix takes the form:

0 0 0 * 0 0
0 0 * *Z 0 *
0 = *Z %22+ xyy ¥ *Z
% %z %22 + *Y2 525 + %2y *Z 22 + *yo
0 0 * *Z 0 *
0 = *Z x22 4+ xyy  * *2

where each asterisk denotes an unknown function of y;. Consider now the matrix entry
((=)*D2, D})gkz. Combining equation with the equality:

[T skcm<o(h2 — 3h1 — mz)
I— , ,—2 —_ e_hl/z€_h2/z 1 + k <m<
v vz ) y2=0 goyl 1§m§k(h1 —mz)?

yields:
((=)*Da, DY)z =
_ m ho—3h1+mz _3l<m ho—3h1—mz
<h2+2k>0 ylthH ai<mzo(ha—3h )7h%+2l>0yi(hl — 1z loptemsolbe=d ))A?

[ <m<i(hi+mz)3 [Ti<m<i(R1—mz)?

and hence:
((=)*D2, D})ckz

= /Y(h2 + ks Yt ff;f;(;ﬁmlz)?) ) (h% + Vs i (ha — 12)? ﬁ;il(;ﬁmlz)?» )

:/hghle
Y

where for the second equality we used the relation ha(he —3h1) =0 in H*(Y'). Thus:
((=)"Da, (1 +27y1)D3) gy = 1+ 2711

The same reasoning allows us to fill in almost all terms in the Gram matrix that are not
divisible by yo:

0 0 0 9 0 0

0 0 9 0 0 1427y
0 9 0 x*xy2 3 0

9 0 xyg  xzyo O *1o

0 0 3 0 0 *

0 1+27y; O *Yog ok 0

Furthermore the symmetry:
(=)7s1,82) 5 = ()7 ((=)"s2,81)
gives a corresponding symmetry of the GKZ pairing, which in particular implies that
((—)*D3, D3)ckz = 0.

All remaining terms in the Gram matrix are therefore independent of z. These can be calcu-
lated using the principal term of the stationary phase approximation , where we see the
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residue pairing:

([f(a:, —2)eV(@)/z w}, [g(x, 2)e”W@)/z WDB = Z f(}(;ésos)ag((];/’)()) + 0(2)

critical points o

Thus:

(129 () (1222 (o)

Hess, (W)

((_)*Dg’Dg)GKZ = Z

critical points o

+O0(z)

( 3y1y§3 y2)5

W1 W2Wg ws

= +0(z
Ym0

critical points o

= 2Tys + O(2)
where we use co-ordinates (w1, w2, ws) on the fibre of the Landau-Ginzburg model as in (24),
and at the last step we used the critical point equations:

3 3 S 3
wy — 91923:0 wo — ?/1?/23:0 ws — ylyzg_ﬂ
w1w2w5 w1w2w5 w1w2w5 Weg
On the other hand we know that ((—)*D3, D3)
((_)*D§7 Dg)GKZ
The same reasoning yields (D% , D%)GKZ = 27y, and:
((=)"D3, (1 +27y1)D?) e, = 12 (1 +2751)  ((=)*D1, (1 +2791)D?) e, = 1
((7)*(1 + 27y1)D%7 D%)GKZ = y2(1 + 27y1) ((7)*(1 + 27y1)D%7 Dl)GKZ =9y
This completes the calculation of the Gram matrix.
We now compute the connection matrices, i.e. the matrices for the action of D; and Dy on
the elements:

=0

is independent of z, so:

=2Tys

GKZ

1, Dy, D3, D3, D1, (1+27y1) D}
This is routine, involving repeated application of the equations ; one can do this system-
atically using Grobner basis methods as in [44]. In particular we discover that the subsheaf
of the GKZ system spanned over OULXRX(C by the above elements is closed under the action of

D1 and Ds. It follows that this subsheaf is in fact the entire GKZ system over ULXR x C, and
hence that is a basis for the GKZ system over U x C, as claimed. O

With these explicit connection matrices in hand, we now construct a logarithmic extension
of the B-model TEP structure to all of Mg.

Definition 3.5.2 ([30, Proposition 5.2]). Let (G*, V) be a locally free sheaf with flat connec-
tion on M\ D, where D is a normal crossing divisor in M. Let G be a locally free extension of
G* to M such that V is extended to a meromorphic flat connection on G* with logarithmic
singularities along D. We say that (G, V) is the Deligne extension of (G*,V) across D if the
residue endomorphisms of V along D are nilpotent. Let (F*,V,(:,-)) be a TEP structure
with base M \ D. We say that a log-TEP structure (F,V,(-,-)) with base (M, D) is the
Deligne extension of (F*,V,(-,-)) if (F,V,(-,-)) restricts to (F*,V,(-,-)) over M \ D and
for each z € C*, (F, V)| rix{z} is the Deligne extension of (F*, V)|[(aq\ D)x {2}
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Remark 3.5.3. Deligne [30] called this logarithmic extension “prolongement canonique”.
The Deligne extension of a flat connection on M \ D across D exists if and only if the local
monodromy around D is unipotent, and is unique if it exists. When the local monodromy
around D is not unipotent, a logarithmic extension is given by the choice of a determination
of logarithm, i.e. a section of C — C/Z [30, Proposition 5.4].

Proposition-Definition 3.5.4. Recall from §3.1] that the toric variety Mp is covered by two
toric co-ordinate patches, with co-ordinate systems (y1,y2) and (91,92). Let Urr and Uy,
denote the following co-ordinate patches of Mp (see equation for Ug and U,)

Ulr = {(ylayQ) € CQ} Uorb = {(01702) € (CQ : U? 3’& _27}
Specifying that the following generators of Ff; = Flky-

1,D2,D%,D§,D1, (1+ 27y1)D% over U x C, as in
17’;32,@%,@%,01,0% over UX, x C, as in

form locally free bases for Fg over (respectively) Upr X C and Uy, X C defines a locally free
sheaf Fg over My x C. The sheaf Fg carries a meromorphic flat connection V® and a
pairing (-,-)p and the triple (Fg, VB, (-,-)p) forms alog-TEP structure with base (Mg, D) in
the sense of Definition where

(40) D = (y1y2 = 0) U (y1 = —1/27).
We call the triple (Fg,V®, (-,-)B) the B-model log-TEP structure. The restriction of the B-

model log-TEP structure to Mg x C is canonically isomorphic to the B-model TEP structure,
and the B-model log-TEP structure is the Deligne extension of the B-model TEP structure.

Proof. We need to check that the generators specified give locally free bases for Fj over
(respectively) ULXR x C and U erb x C, that the connection matrices with respect to these bases
have logarithmic singularities along the divisor D x C, that the residue endomorphisms of
the connection along D are nilpotent, and that the pairing extends holomorphically across D.
These statements follow easily from Proposition [3.5.1 O

Remark 3.5.5. The locally free sheaf Fp should be understood as an orbi-vector bundle on
the orbifold chart, cf. Example In other words, on the chart U,,,, Fp is a us-equivariant
sheaf equipped with ps-invariant connection and pairing. The ps-action is given on the frame
by (1,D92,03,03,01,03) — (1,0, D3, D3, 27/30y, *71/303).

4. THE CONFORMAL LIMIT

Let Mcy = P(3,1), and let Dcy be the divisor {O,—2—17} C Mcy. A key ingredient in
Aganagic-Bouchard—Klemm’s modularity argument is the family of elliptic curves:

(41) {((X:YV:2]eP: X3+V3+ 23+ y V3XxvZ =0}

parametrized by y € Mcy \ Dcy, and the corresponding variation of Hodge structure. This
variation of Hodge structure is a two-dimensional vector bundle over Mcy \ Doy equipped
with a flat connection and a Hodge filtration. We will see in this section how this finite-
dimensional variation of Hodge structure arises from the B-model TEP structure, by taking
the conformal limit yo — 0 of the Deligne extension Fg.
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4.1. A Vector Bundle of Rank 6 on Mcy with a Logarithmic Connection. The
closure of the locus {y2 = 0} in Mp is a copy of Mcy. Consider the restriction

Feoy = FB| Moy xC

of the B-model log-TEP structure Fg (Proposition-Definition to Mgy x C ¢ Mp xC.
The sheaf Fcy has the structure of a log-TEP structure with base (Mcy, Dcy) together
with the endomorphism N: Foy — 2 ' Fcy defined as the residue of VB along the divisor
Mgy x C C Mp x C and the grading operator Gr. More precisely we have:

e a meromorphic flat connection with poles along Z = (Dcy x C) U (Mcy x {0})
V: Foy — Q}Vlcyx((:(log Z) & fcy(./\/lcy X {0})

defined by
dy1 B dz
V (8]ysm0) = (VB — (V >
(8]y2=0) < y1a§1—§y2£28> ya=0 Y1 * Z%S) y2=0 2
d d
= <VB 3 8> i-i— (VBa 5) =~
Mo ) ly=0 M Foz Jlyp=0 2

for a local section s of Fg;
e a flat non-degenerate pairing

(1) 1 (=) Fey @ Fey = Opmey xC

induced by (-, -)B;
e the residue endomorphism N: Foy — 2z~ Foy:

_ uB _ oB T s |
N = vy2ay2 ‘y2:0 = vgza‘u ‘UQZO = z DQ = z @2

which is flat for V and satisfies ((—)*Ns1,s2) = —((—)*s1, Ns2) for s1, 52 € Foy;
e the grading operator Gr: Foy — JFcy induced from the grading operator of the
GKZ system: this is related to V.5, by

(42) V.9, = Gr —2N — g (cf. equation (32)).

Remark 4.1.1. Let V be a flat connection on M with logarithmic singularities along a

smooth divisor D C M. In order to obtain a flat connection along D from V, we need to choose

a splitting of the sequence 0 — Q}, — @} (log D)|p B 0p =0 (see Example |8.1.1| below)

otherwise the induced connection along D is defined only ‘up to the residue endomorphism’.
This choice is not canonical in general, and we chose a particular splitting when defining the
connection V on Fcy. The splitting does not play an important role in this section, but will
appear again in §§8.1H8.2) and will be important there.

The triple (Fcy, V, (+,+)) is a log-TEP structure with base (Mcy, Dcy) in the sense of Def-
inition m The grading operator Gr on Fcy is 7 'Oy -linear since the variable y; of
the base is of degree zero. Thus it serves as another connection in the z-direction. The GKZ

description also passes to Fcy: on the chart Mcy \ {0, —%, oo}, it is defined by the relations

Do(Ds — 3Dy) = 0,
D:f — y1(D2 — 3D1)(D2 —3D1 + Z)(DQ —3D1 + 22’) =0

where Dy = —zy10y1 is as before and Dy = [—2y20y,]y,—0 = —2N is now an O, xc-linear
endomorphism commuting with D;. It is extended across the three points {0, —2—17, oo} by the
bases specified in Proposition-Definition
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4.1.1. The Rank 6 Vector Bundle H. Consider now the push-forward 7, (F(y) where 7: Mgy x
C* — My is the projection; see Notation for the notation here. Consider the subsheaf
of m.(F(iy) consisting of homogeneous sections of degree 1 with respect to Gr; this subsheaf
is locally free of rank 6 over My, and thus defines a rank-6 vector bundle H — Mcy. The
vector bundle H carries the following structures:
e a logarithmic flat connection V: O(H) — Q}\ACY(log Dcy) ® O(H), induced from the
meromorphic flat connection on Fcy;
e a V-flat endomorphism N € End(H) of vector bundles, induced by the residue endo-
morphism N: Foy — 2z ' Foy;
e an Oy, -bilinear symplectic pairing Q: O(H) ® O(H) — Opy, induced by the
pairing (-,-) on Fcy.
The pairing (-,-) induces a symplectic pairing Q on O(H) because, when restricted to O(H),
(,-) takes values in 27 Oy ; We set:

Q(s1,82) = Res.—o ((—)*s1, 52) dz for s1, s2 € O(H).
The connection V on H preserves the symplectic form, and N : H — H is infinitesimally
symplectic, i.e. Q(Nv,w)+Q(v, Nw) = 0. In view of Proposition-Definition local frames
of H over the manifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = oo} and the orbifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = 0} are
given respectively by:
—z, Dy, 27'D3, 272D3, Dy — £Ds, 271 (1 +27y1)(D1 — $D2)*  on Mcy \ {y1 = o0}
—2, Do, 27103, 27203, 0y, 27 (1 + 2%1)?)0% on Mcy \ {y1 = 0}
These two bases are related by the transition matrix
I
—in1 —gn(1+2707°)
0 39,
where I is the identity matrix of rank 4. This implies that O(H) = O%* ¢ O(1) ® O(-1) as
a bundle on Mcy = P(3,1).

4.1.2. The Hodge Filtration. The vector bundle H carries a ‘Hodge filtration’ given by pole

order at z = 0:
T (zp72.7:cy) ]
deg1

where m: Mgy x C — Mgy is the projection and the subscript indicates that we take the
subsheaf consisting of homogeneous elements of degree 1. This is a decreasing filtration by
subbundles:

(43)

FP =

OCF}cF’cF'cF'=H
such that one has:
V,FP c FP~Y  NFPcC FP7Y Q(FP,F*P)=0
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for any vector field v € O a4, (log Dcy }). Explicit bases of the subbundles FP on the manifold
chart Mcy \ {y1 = oo} are given by:

F3 . —z

F?. —2,D5,D1 — D

F'. —2,D9,D1 — £Ds, 27 ' D3, 271 (1 + 27y1)(D1 — £ D3)?

FO. —2,D,D1 — £Dy, 27 ' D3, 27 (1 + 27y1)(D1 — $D2)?, 27°D3

There is a ‘primitive section’ ¢ € F3 of H, represented by —z in the GKZ system. This
satisfies N3¢ # 0, and N3( is flat.

4.1.3. The Kernel and the Image of N. The endomorphism N is flat for V, and therefore the
kernel and image of N are preserved by V. By examining the action of N = —z~1D, on the
basis , we know that both Ker N and Im N are of rank 3 and have the following explicit
bases (on the manifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = oo}):

Ker N : 272D3, Dy — £Ds, 27 (14 2Ty1) (D1 — £D2)?

Im N : Dy, z7'D2, 272D3
4.2. A Vector Bundle of Rank 2 on Mgy with a Logarithmic Connection. We
now pass from H, which is a six-dimensional symplectic vector bundle over Mcy, to a two-
dimensional symplectic vector bundle Hye. over Mcy. The bundle Hyec is obtained from H

via the infinitesimally symplectic endomorphism N. A similar construction appears in the
work of Konishi-Minabe |63, §8] in the A-model.

4.2.1. The Rank 3 Vector Bundle H = Cok N and Quantum D-Module of Kp2. Consider the
cokernel H of the map N : H — H. This carries a flat connection V with logarithmic poles
along Dcy induced by V on H. Write § = V5, = —271Dy for the operatmﬂ acting on

O(H). Local frames for H on the manifold chart Mgy \ {y1 = oo} and the orbifold chart
Mecy \ {y1 = 0} are given respectively by:
(44 ¢=[-2l, 6¢=[D1— 3D, —(1+27y)0°C = [z~ (1+27y1)(D1 — 3D2)"]
and
¢=1[-z, —307'0C=[0a], gua(1+27y;°)0(0 + 5)¢ = [==~ (1 + 5n7)07]

[
We have O(H) 2 O @ O(1) @ O(—1). The differential operator
(45) 03 — y1(—30)(—30 — 1)(—360 — 2)

annihilates the primitive section ¢ € O(H). Hence the D-module (O(H),V) is isomorphic
to the quantum D-module for Y = Kp2; equation is the Picard—Fuchs equation for the
family of elliptic curves mirror to Kp2. With respect to the frame {¢, 0¢, (1 + 27y1)02¢}
in the manifold chart, the action of 6 is represented by the matrix:

0 0 0
1
0 1427y 0

9As 27" Dy acts trivially on O(H), we have § = —2~'(D1 — 1D2) = —Lp;01.



36 TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

4.2.2. Affine Subbundle H,g of H. Any local function 1 (y;) annihilated by the differential
operator ([45]) gives a D-module homomorphism 9#: O(H) — Oaqy sending ¢ to the func-
tion 9 (y1). The constant function 1 is a solution to the equation and thus defines a
homomorphism 1¢: O(H) — Op, . Consider the slice (affine subbundle) Hg of H given by:

Hyg={veH:1*v) =1}
(cf. the dilaton shift in equation (66])). Elements of H,g take the form:
(46) CH+z-0C—p-(1+27y)60%C z, p € C;
on the manifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = oo}. As we see in below, each fibre of the affine

bundle H,g is naturally equipped with an affine symplectic structure. The affine bundle Hog
is preserved by the connection V on H.

4.2.3. Rank 2 Vector Subbundle Hye. of H Parallel to H,g. Consider the canonical projection
Ker N — Cok N = H. This induces an embedding of vector bundles Ker N/(Im NNKer N) —
H. Let Hye. denote the image of Ker N/(Im NNKer N) in H. From the description of H,g C H
in and Ker N in there is a canonical identification between the tangent space
to the affine space H,gl|, and the fibre Hyec|y. In other words, Hyec is a vector subbundle of
H parallel to H,g. The bundle Hy. carries a flat connection V with logarithmic poles along
D¢y and one has O(Hye) =2 O(1) & O(—1).

The symplectic structure on H descends to a symplectic structure on Hye.. Given a finite-
dimensional symplectic vector space (H,(2) and an infinitesimal symplectic transformation
N € sp(H), the symplectic orthogonal (Ker N)* coincides with Im N: since Q(Nv,w) =
—Q(v, Nw) we have that Im N C (Ker N)*, and the two spaces have the same dimension. The
symplectic pairing € thus induces a symplectic pairing on the quotient space Ker N/(Im N N
Ker N). Applying this construction to the (six-dimensional, flat) symplectic vector bundle H
and the bundle map N : H — H yields a (two-dimensional, flat) symplectic vector bundle
Hyec = Ker N/(Im N NKer N). The symplectic pairing is given by:

1 _
(47) Q0¢, —(1 +27y1)6°¢) = —3 = [0, [-= Y1+ g0?)ot))
and therefore the symplectic form on H,g is given by %dp A dz in the co-ordinates .

4.3. Opposite Filtrations on H, H, and H,... The Hodge filtration F* on H induces a
filtration: ey
OCF CF CcF =H
:= F*/(Im N N F*). They are spanned by the bases
. = [—Z]
=2
F2: (=[-2,6¢ =D — 1Dy
—l1 _
F'o ¢ =[=2],0¢ = [D1 = §Ds], =(1+ 27y1)6°C = [z (1 + 2741) (D1 — 3D2)°]
on the manifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = co}. This restricts to a filtration:
0=F3_CF2 CF. = Hye

vec vec vec
—k
=Hy.NF".

k

on H, where F
3
¢

on Hyee, where FF

vec
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4.3.1. Opposite Filtration. Opposite filtrations are decreasing filtrations which are comple-
mentary to the Hodge filtration. We study a well-behaved class of opposite filtrations which
yield trivializations of Fcylfyxc (i-e. extensions of Foylyyyxc to a free Opi-module) with
good properties. See [46, §7; 75, §3] for a closely related discussion.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let y € Mcy. Let z denote the standard co-ordinate on {y} x P! = P!,
There is a one-to-one correspondence between:
(A) subspaces P of Hyec|y such that F%, & P = Hyecly;
(B) filtrations:
OZUO CU1 CUQ CU3=F’y
satisfying F* & Up—1 = Hly and Uz = Hyecly.
(C) filtrations:
0CUOCU1CU2CU3:H|y
satisfying FP ® Uy—1 = H|y, N(U,) C Up_1, Us- = Uz, and Ui- = Uy;
(D) extensions of Foy|qyyxc = }—B‘{y}x(c to a locally free sheaf & on {y} x P! such that:
— the corresponding holomorphic vector bundle on {y} x P! is trivial;
— the pairing (-,-)p extends holomorphically across z = oo and is non-degenerate
there;
— the connection V has a logarithmic pole at z = o0o;
— the map N defined in extends holomorphically across z = oo and vanishes
there.

This correspondence satisfies:
U =U,/(Im N NUy)
P=U;=U;/(ImNNU;)
Proof.

(A <= B). To give a subspace P as in (A) is exactly the same as to give a filtration U, as
in (B) such that U; = P.

(B = (). Suppose that U, is a filtration as in (B). Set:

Uy = (N3¢)

Up={seKerN:s+ImN €U} + (N

Us =KerN +Im N
where recall that ¢ = —z and N = —z~'D». It is clear that F' @ Uy = H, that F3 & U, = H,
that N(Up,) C Up_1, that Us- = Us, and that Uy, = Ui,/(Im N N Uy). It remains to show that
F? @ Uy = H and that Uj- = U;. The space Uj is certainly isotropic, and:

dimU; = dimU; + dim(Ker NNIm N) +1 = 3

so U7 is maximal isotropic: Uf- = U;. Both F? and U; have dimension 3, so to show that

F?2 » U; = H it suffices to show that F?2 +U; = H. Let v € H be arbitrary, and let v
denote the equivalence class of v in H. Since 7 ® U; = H, there exist f € Fandu € U,
such that 7 = f +u. Let f € F? and u € U; be lifts of @ and f respectively. Then
v—f—uéelImN = (N¢,N?¢,N3¢). Since N¢ € F? and N2(, N3¢ € Uy, it follows that
v € F2 4+ U;. Thus if U, is a filtration as in (B), we can define U, as above to obtain a
filtration as in (C) which satisfies Uy = Uy /(Im N N Uy,).
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(C = B). Suppose that we are given a filtration U, as in (C). The filtration U, is opposite
to F'*, and counting dimensions gives:

dimUy =1 dimU; =3 dimUs =5

The elements ¢ € Uz, NC € Uy, N?¢ € Uy, and N3¢ € Uy are non-zero and linearly indepen-
dent; in particular Uy = (N3¢). We have U; = (N3¢, N2(, e1) for some e;. Since Nej € Uy
is a scalar multiple of N3¢ we may, by replacing e; with a linear combination of e; and N2¢,
without loss of generality assume that Ne; = 0. We have Uy = (N3¢, N?(,e1, N(, es) for
some ey. Replacing e with a linear combination of ez, N¢, and N2¢ we may without loss of
generality assume that Ney € Uj is a scalar multiple of e;. Thus, with respect to the basis
N3¢, N2¢, e1, N, e, ¢ for O(H), the matrix of N has the form:

01 00O0O
000 10O
000 0 % O
000001
0 00 0O0O
0 00 0O0O

We know that the kernel of NV is three-dimensional (§4.1.3), so * must be zero and Nez = 0.
Set Uy = U /(Im N N Uy). We find:

Up=0 U1 = ([e1]) Us = ([e1], [e2]) Us=U
Now Ne; = Ney = 0, so Uy C Hyee, and boih spaces are two-dimensional, so Us = Hyec.
Since FP @ U,—1 = H, it follows that P +U p—1 = H. For dimensional reasons we have
Fp@ﬁp,l = H. Thus given a filtration U, as in (C), setting Uy = Uy /(Im NNU},) determines
a filtration as in (B).

(C = D). We construct the extension (D) using an appropriate opposite module, as in
but taking the base M there to be the point {y}. Let 7 : {y} x P! — {y} be the projection
map and note, for comparison with that:

(O enfop) = Op (P {0}) and T(Ofyyxc) = Op (C)
To match with write:

F* :‘FCY‘{y}XCX and F:m(]-"cy‘{y}x(c)

We construct the opposite module using the Rees construction.
Recall that O(H) is the submodule of 7, F* consisting of degree one sections. Define P to
be the Op: (P* \ {0})-submodule of m,F* spanned by:

2’72U3 + 271U2 + U; + 22Uy
The submodule P is homogeneous. Recall that F is the Op1 (C)-submodule of 7, F* spanned
by:

24 PP 4 2P 4+ 22 F0
The fact that FP @ Up_1 = H|, implies that m,F* = F @ P. The facts that UOL = Uy and
Ui~ = U imply that P is isotropic. Thus P is an opposite module. The discussion in §2.8
produces from P an extension of -7:CY’ (Y} xC to a locally free sheaf £ on {y} x P! such that:

e the corresponding holomorphic vector bundle on {y} x P! is trivial;
e the pairing (-,-)p extends holomorphically across z = co and is non-degenerate there;
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e the connection V has a logarithmic pole at z = oc.
Recall that zP consists of sections of £ over P!\ {0}. The fact that N(U,) C U, implies
that the map N extends holomorphically across z = co and vanishes there. Thus a filtration
U, as in (C) determines an extension as in (D).

(D = C). Consider again the discussion in §2.8| with the base M there taken to be the point
{y}. An extension & as in (D) determines an opposite module P = 271w, (€] g1 p1\{o1)) - Set:

Uy=2""PNH
This defines an increasing filtration. Recall that we have

FP = 72FNH
The grading operator Gr preserves zP NF = F/zF and is semisimple there, and therefore P
is generated by homogeneous elements over Op1 (P! \ {0}). Thus the decomposition zP~?F @
P72P = m,F* restricted to degree one part implies Up—1 @ FP = H. The fact that P is
isotropic implies that Q(U,, Us—p) = 0 and thus one has U, = Uj‘_p for dimension reasons.

Furthermore N (U,) C Up—; follows from the fact that N extends across z = oo and vanishes
there. Thus an extension as in (D) determines a filtration U, as in (C). O

4.3.2. Opposite letmtzon at the Cusps y = 0, — 27, 00. At the large-radius point y = 0, the
conifold point y = —ﬁ and the orbifold point y = oo, we have distinguished free extensions

of FCY\{y}x(c to {y} x P! characterized by local monodromy around them. By Proposition
each of them corresponds to a line P in the fibre of Hye. at y.

Proposition 4.3.2. Lety be one of the three points {0, — 27, oo} in Moy =P(3,1). There ex-
ists a unique extension of Foy |y xc to a locally free Oyyyxpr-module € such that the condition
(D) of Proposition [{.5.1] holds and that, in addition:

e when y is the large radius limit point or the conifold point, the residue endomorphism
fCY’{y}XC — zflfcy\{y}xc of the connection V at y extends regularly across z = oo
and vanishes there;

e when y is the orbifold point, the action of Aut(y) = us on Foy|(yyxc extends across
z = 00. Here pg acts trivially on the base {y} x C.

The free extensions of Fcylpyxc to {y} X P! are given explicitly by the following bases:

1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy, D? (large radius limit point y = 0)
1, Do, D3, D3, Dy, (14 27y;)D? (conifold point y = —2—17)
1, ®y, D3, D3, 0y, 07 (orbifold point y = o)

Let Pir, Peon, Porv denote the corresponding subspace P of Hyecly at the large radius, conifold
and orbifold points under the correspondence between (A) and (D) in Proposition|4.3.1. They
are given by:

R=(0°C),  Poon=(14271)0°C)  Pow, = (z7'07) = (07206 + 1)¢)

Proof. We discuss the three cases y = 0, — 27, oo separately.

(y = 0, existence) Take the frame of ]:CY|{O}><(C described in the proposition. Recall that
Fcv is the restriction of the B-model log-TEP structure Fg to Mcy. The connection VP
defines two residue endomorphisms N; : -7:CY|{0}><(C — z_l]:cy|{0}x(c about the divisors y; = 0,
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1 = 1, 2. The map Ny equals N in §4.1} By Proposition N; are represented by the
matrices:

000000 00000 0
000000 100000
1]lo £ 0000 1]lo1o00 % 0
2|0 0 3 00 0 20010 0 §
1 00000 000000
000010 00000 0

respectively for ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2. These are regular at z = oo and vanish there. The connection
V.o, equals Gr —2N, — 3 along {0} x C (see equation ([32))). This is regular at z = oo since the
frame is homogeneous. The Gram matrix of the pairing (-, -)p along {0} x C is independent of
z by Proposition The frame thus gives an extension of Fcy|fo1xc to {0} x P! satisfying
the conditions in the proposition.

(y = 0, uniqueness) Suppose that we have an extension of Fcylo1xc to a free Of0yxp1-
module &£ satisfying the conditions in the proposition. Set

V.= F(Pl,g) C F(C;FCY‘{O}X(C)

Recall that Gr acts on Fcy|oyxc- It preserves the space V since Gr = V.9, + 2N2 + % is
regular at z = co. Therefore V is graded. We have the graded isomorphism fcy|(070) =V,
Under this isomorphism 1 € Fcy /g,y corresponds to a degree-zero global section of Foy {0} xc
which restricts to 1 at z = 0, but 1 is the only such global section and therefore 1 € V. The
operators zNy, zNy are regular at both z = 0 and z = co and thus they act on V. Therefore
ClzN1,zN3] -1 € V. On the other hand, —zN; is given by the multiplication by D; in
the GKZ system, and thus C[z/Nj,zN3] - 1 contains a 6-dimensional subspace spanned by
1, D9, D3, D3, D1, D3. Hence V = C[2N1, 2Ny] - 1. The conclusion follows.

(y = —2—17, existence) This is essentially identical to (y = 0, existence). We use Proposition
:5.1] again.
(y = —2%, uniqueness) Suppose that we have an extension of Fcy| {—L}xC to a free Opi-

module £ satisfying the conditions in the proposition. Set V = T'(P!,&) c I'(C, fCY|{—2i7}x<C)
as before. For the same reason as in (y = 0, uniqueness), V is graded and is preserved
by the operators zNo, 2Ny, where N = Ny, N; are the residue endomorphisms along the
divisors yo = 0 and t = y; + 2—17 = 0 respectively. Therefore, under the graded isomorphism
fcy|(_%70) =V, the homogeneous basis 1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy, (1 + 27y1)D? of fcy\(_%’o) lifts
to a basis of V' of the form:

1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy + azl, zNy(D; + azl)

for some «, where we used the fact that zN;y(Dy +az1) = (1+27y;)D?. We have —zNo(D; +
azl) = %D% + azDy by Proposition and it has to lie in V. Therefore a = 0. The result
follows.

(y = oo, existence) This is essentially identical to (y = 0, existence). We use Proposition
3.5.1] again.

(y = oo, uniqueness) Once again, suppose that we have an extension of ]:CY\{oo}xC to
a free Oy pr1-module & satisfying the conditions in the proposition. Set V' = (P &) C
F(CfoY|{oo}x(C)' As before V is graded and preserved by the residue endomorphism zN =
©5. Therefore a homogeneous basis 1, Do, ’D%, ”D%, 01, b% of FCY‘(oo,o) lifts to a basis of V' of
the form:

1, Do, D3, 03,01 +a'21, 03 4 B'201 + 7209 + 6221



GROMOV-WITTEN INVARIANTS OF LOCAL P? AND MODULAR FORMS 41

for appropriate scalars o/, ', 7/, §’. The space V is invariant under the Z/3Z-action; Z/3Z
acts by 07 — 62“/301, Do +— Dy. Thus o = 0, as otherwise V contains both 1 and z,
contradicting the fact that V' = Foy|(0). Similarly 8’ = 4" = ¢’ = 0. This completes the
proof. O

5. ENLARGING THE BASE OF THE B-MODEL log-TEP STRUCTURE

In this section we enlarge the base of the B-model log-TEP structure (see in such a
way that the enlarged log-TEP structure, which we call the big B-model log-TEP structure,
is miniversal (Definition . The process of enlarging the base, described below, should be
an example of a universal unfolding of log-TEP structure. We prove:

Theorem 5.0.1. Let (Fg, VB, (-,-)B) be the B-model log-TEP structure with base (Mg, D)
in §3.5 Let Mg := Mg\ {y1 = —1/27} be the complement of the conifold locus. We have

e a 6-dimensional complex manifold ./\/l]]%ig
e a closed embedding v: Mg — Mgg
e a divisor D8 in /\/lgig such that . ~'DV& = DN MS;
e a miniversal log-TEP structure (.ngg,VB,(-,-)B) with base (./\/lgig,Dbig) such that
L*(]:Bbig,VB, (-,-)B) is isomorphic to (Fg, VB, (-, ‘)B)|M%><(C-
We call the triple (]:Bbig, VB, (-,)B) the big B-model log-TEP structure.

We construct the enlarged base for the B-model TEP structure using Reichelt’s universal
unfolding for log-trTLEP structures. The argument is in three steps, as follows. In the
first step we construct, for each y € Mg, a log-tr'TLEP structure on a neighbourhood U, of
y. In the second step we delete the conifold locus y; = —2% (because Reichelt’s generation
condition fails there) and apply Reichelt’s unfolding result to construct a miniversal log-
trTLEP structure on U, x V,,, where V, is a neighbourhood of the origin in C4, such that the
restriction to Uy, x {0} is the log-trTLEP structure constructed in the first step. In the third
step we show that the log-TEP structures that underly the log-trTLEP structures constructed
in step two are compatible on chart overlaps, and thus assemble to give a global miniversal
log-TEP structure over a six-dimensional base Mgg . (The log-trTLEP structures themselves
are in general not compatible with each other on chart overlaps.) The six-dimensional base

bi .
./\/lBlg contains M3 as a subset.

5.1. Step 1: Constructing log-trTLEP Structure Locally. We begin with a general
method to construct a log-tr'TLEP structure near a unipotent monodromy point of a log-
TEP structure. As we discussed in §2.8] an opposite module for a TEP structure gives
rise to a trTLEP structure and a flat trivialization (Definition . Suppose that a log-
TEP structure with base (M, D) is the Deligne extension of a TEP structure with base
M\ D (Definition [3.5.2)). In this case, a flat trivialization of the TEP structure given by an
opposite module does not necessarily extend to the log-TEP structure. We introduce below
the notion of “compatibility with Deligne extension” for an opposite module. This describes
a certain special situation where the flat trivialization extends to a trivialization of the log-
TEP structure and yields a log-trTLEP structure. The resulting log-trTLEP structure is
very special: the residue endomorphisms are nilpotent and vanish at z = co. We then show
that opposite modules near p for the log-TEP structure which is compatible with the Deligne
extension is uniquely determined by a trivialization of the log-TEP structure over {p} x C
satisfying certain conditions. Finally we apply this method to the B-model log-TEP structure
and construct a log-trTLEP structure locally on Mg.
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Definition 5.1.1. Let M be a complex manifold with normal crossing divisor D. Let
(F,V,(-,-)) be a log-TEP structure with base (M, D) which is the Deligne extension of a
TEP structure (F*,V,(+,-)) with base M \ D (Definition [3.5.2). Let p be a point in M
and let U, be a contractible open neighbourhood of p such that every (nonempty) irreducible
component of DN U, contains p. An opposite module P for (F*,V, (.,-)) defined over U, \ D
is said to be compatible with the Deligne extension (F,V,(-,-)) if the following conditions are
satisfied:

(1) the flat trivialization of F*|(y \pyxc associated to P (Definition [2.8.9) has no mon-
odromy around D and thus defines a locally free extension € of F to U, x P! such

that the corresponding vector bundle over U, x P! is trivial;
(2) the connection V defines a meromorphic flat connection on £ with:

V:€— Qlljpxlpl(log Z)® E(U, x {0})

where Z = (D x PY) U (U, x {0}) U (U, x {00});
(3) the pairing (-, -) extends holomorphically across (U, x {oo}) U ((DNU,) x P!) and is
non-degenerate there;
(4) the residue endomorphisms of V along (DN U,) x (P!\ {0}) are nilpotent and vanish
at (DNUp) x {oo}.
Condition (4) implies that (£, V, (-, -)) coincides with the Deligne extension (F,V, (-, -)) over
U, xC, because the Deligne extension is the unique logarithmic extension such that the residue
endomorphisms are nilpotent.

Remark 5.1.2. When the base M has an orbifold singularity at p and the Deligne extension
F is an orbi-sheaf (e.g. the B-model log-TEP structure, see Remark , we define the
compatibility with the Deligne extension near p by replacing U, with the uniformizing chart
and requiring the same conditions (1)—(4) in Definition over the uniformizing chart. The
locally free sheaf € on U, x P! in (1) becomes Aut(p)-equivariant, where Aut(p) is the finite
automorphism group at p which acts on Up. The connection V and the pairing (-,-) on £ are
invariant under the Aut(p)-action.

Remark 5.1.3. Compatibility with the Deligne extension has been discussed in the context of
the Crepant Resolution Conjecture and mirror symmetry: see |27, Theorem 3.5] and [55| §3.5]
where a characterization of the A-model opposite module is given at certain cusps in the B-
model moduli space.

It is convenient to rephrase the above conditions (1)—(4) in Definition in terms of
an explicit trivialization. Choose local co-ordinates (x1,...,Z,,y1,...,ys) of M centred at
p € M such that the divisor DNU, can be written as z1z2--- 2, =0. (Weset r =0ifp ¢ D.)
Then an opposite module P compatible with the Deligne extension yields a trivialization of
Flu,xc with the following properties:

e the connection in the trivialization takes the form:

(48)  d+: (Z Al )5+ 3 Bilw,y)dy: + (o) + zolm,y))dZ)

i—1 i o
where A;, B;, Cy, C1 are matrix-valued holomorphic functions on U, such that the
residue endomorphisms A;|;,—o are nilpotent;
e the Gram matrix of the pairing (-,-) is constant with respect to the trivialization.
This trivialization extends the flat trivialization of 7|y \ p)xc associated to P, and we refer
to it as a flat trivialization of F associated to P. Conditions (1)—(3) in Definition imply
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that an opposite module P compatible with the Deligne extension yields a log-trTLEP struc-
ture with base U), in the sense of Reichelt |71, Definition 1.8]. Note however that Reichelt’s
notion of log-trTLEP structure is more general than our notion of ‘compatibility with the
Deligne extension’: the connection V of a log-trTLEP structure has a form similar to
but the term A; there can depend linearly on z, i.e. A; = Aj(x,y) + A (z,y)z.

Remark 5.1.4. In view of the proof of Proposition [A.0.3] slightly more is true about the
connection : Ailz,=0 is independent of x1,...,Ti—1,Tit1, ..., Tr,Y1,-..,Ys and Ci(x,y) is
independent of x and y. These follow automatically from the flatness of the connection.

The existence of an opposite module over U, \ D which is compatible with the Deligne
extension is reduced to the existence of a trivialization of F over {p} x C (or equivalently, an
extension of g« to a free O{p) xp1-module) satisfying certain properties.

Proposition 5.1.5. Let D be a normal crossing divisor in M and let (F,V,(-,-)) be a
log-TEP structure with base (M, D) which is the Deligne extension of a TEP structure

(F*,V,(+,-)) with base M\D. Letp be a point in M and take local co-ordinates (x1,...,Tr,y1,. ..

centred at p such that D can be written as x1x2 - - - x, = 0 nearp. (We taker =0 whenp ¢ D.)
There is a one-to-one correspondence between the following:
(a) an extension of F|pyxc to a free Ogyyypr-module such that
— the residue endomorphisms Vs, |p: Flpyxc — 2 Flgpyxcs i =1,...,1 extend
regularly across z = oo and vanish there;
— the connection V on f‘{p}x(‘c has a logarithmic pole at z = 00, i.e. V.9, is reqular
at z = 00;
— the pairing (-,-) on {p} x C extends reqularly across z = oo and is non-degenerate
there;
— when p is an orbifold point, the Aut(p)-action on Fyyc extends across z = oo.
(b) an opposite module P for (F*,V,(-,-)), defined near p, which is compatible with the
Deligne extension (F,V,(-,-)).

Proof. Let U, be a contractible open neighbourhood of p in M such that every irreducible
component of D N U, contains p. (If p is an orbifold point, we take U, to be a uniformizing
chart.) In view of the discussion after Definition an opposite module P, defined over
Up \ D, which is compatible with the Deligne extension yields a flat trivialization of F over
U, x C such that

(i) the connection V in the trivialization takes the form:

1 (< dx; u dz
(49) d+ - (2 Ao y) =+ Z; Bi(z,y)dyi + (Co(x,y) + 2C1(x, )~ )
where A;, B;, Cp, C are matrix-valued holomorphic functions on U, and A;|z,—o is
nilpotent;
(ii) the pairing (-,-) is constant with respect to the trivialization.
Restricting the trivialization to {p} x C, we obtain an extension of F|,yxc to a free Oy p1-
module satisfying the conditions in (a). When p is an orbifold point, recall from Remark
that F|y,xc extends, via the trivialization, to an Aut(p)-equivariant free Oy ,p1-module £.
Conversely, suppose that we have an extension of |1 ¢ to a free O pyxpr-module satisfy-
ing the conditions in (a). We take a trivialization of F |{p}><<c which yields the free extension.
We shall show that there exists a unique trivialization of F over U, x C extending the trivi-
alization over {p} x C and satisfying the properties (i)—(ii) listed above.

ays)
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To see the existence of a trivialization over U, x C, we first extend the given trivialization
of F along {p} x C to U, x C in an arbitrary way (shrinking U, if necessary). The connection
V in the trivialization takes the form

(ZA Ty, 2

where A;, B;, C' are matrix-valued holomorphic functions on U, x C, A4;(0,0,2), 1 < i < r

Yy + Oy, >d) .

=1

are nilpotent and independent of z and C(0,0,z) depends linearly on z, i.e. C(0,0,z)
Co(0,0) + 2C1(0,0). By Propositions [A.0.1] and [A.0.3] after shrinking U, if necessary, there
exists a gauge transformation L, defined on U, x C such that L|(,3xc = id and that this
connection is transformed to a connection of the form by L+. By Proposition the
Gram matrix of the pairing (-, )7 is constant over U, x C after the gauge transformation.
Next we show the uniqueness of such a trivialization. Suppose we have a gauge transfor-
mation G such that G|, «c = id and that G transforms the connection (49)) to a connection

of the same form:
dmz dz
+ ZB (z,y)dy; + (Co(z,y) + 2C1 (=, ?J))

(50) <Z Al(z,y)
i=1

where A}(0,y), 1 <14 < r are nilpotent. By Proposition [A.0.1] u the connections and
admit respectively unique “fundamental solutions in the U-direction” of the form:

E(x,y,z)e zzlAi(O’O)logxi/Z, [N/(;z:,y’z)e =1 A[(0,0) log z; /2

satisfying the initial conditions L(0,0, z) = L/(0,0, z) = id. Then we have
f//(w7 v, Z)Ci > i1 A5(0,0)logx; /2 _ G(CE, v, Z)E(.T, v, 2)67 >i_1A4:(0,0)logz;/z

Since the trivialization along {p} x C is ﬁxed the residue endomorphisms are the same
A;(0,0) = Al (O 0). Since the connections , in the U-direction are trivial along
z =00, L and L' are regular on U, x (P'\ {0}) and L|z 00 = L'|.—o0 = id. Therefore G has
to be the identity on U, x C.

When p is an orbifold point, we additionally need to check that the opposite module
corresponding to the trivialization of F |y, «c is well-defined on the quotient (U, \ D)/ Aut(p).
(The trivialization itself may not descend to the quotient.) It suffices to show that each
g € Aut(p) acts on the trivializing frame by a constant matrix (independent of z). This
follows from the uniqueness statement: let so, ..., sy be the trivializing frame of F|y,xc and
define a matrix-valued function M on U, x C by [g - s0,...,9 - sN] = [S0,...,sn]M. By
the last condition in (a), My := M| «c is a constant matrix independent of z. The frame
[s0,...,5n] M, yields a trivialization of F|y,«c satisfying the properties (i)-(ii) above since
M), is constant. On the other hand, since V and (-,-) are Aut(p)-invariant, the connection
matrices and Gram matrix of the pairing (-, -) do not change under the gauge transformation by

M, and hence the trivialization given by the frame [so,...,sy]M also satisfies the properties
(i)—(ii) above. The uniqueness argument shows that the two trivializing frames are the same,
i.e. M = M, is a constant matrix. O

We now apply the above general method to the B-model log-TEP structure (Fg, VE, (-, )B).
Recall from that (Fg, VB, (-,-)B) is the Deligne extension of the B-model TEP structure
(F5, VB, (-,)p) with logarithmic singularities along

D ={y1y2 =0} U {yp = —1/27}
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For each point y in Mp, we shall construct an opposite module P for the B-model TEP
structure over U, \ D for a sufficiently small neighbourhood U, of y, which is compatible
with the Deligne extension. This yields a log-trTLEP structure with base (U, U, N D) which
underlies the B-model log-TEP structure.

5.1.1. Step 1, Case 1: y € Mcy \ (Dcy U {oo}). Let y be of the form y = (y1,y2) such that
yo = 0 and y1 # 0, —2—17, 0o. In other words, we take y € Mcy \ (DCY U {oo}) In this case
there are many possible choices for P:

Proposition 5.1.6. Let y € Mcy \ (Dcy U {oo}). The following are equivalent:
(A) a subspace P of Hyec|y such that F2 oP= Hyeely;

vec

(B) an opposite module P defined on Uy, \ D, where U, is a neighbourhood of y in Mg,
such that P is compatible with the Deligne extension.

Proof. By Proposition a subspace P of Hyec|y such that F2. 0P = Hyeely is equiv-
alent to an extension of Fgl(xc to a free Oy p1-module satisfying the condition (a) of
Proposition [5.1.5, The conclusion follows from Proposition [5.1.5 (]

5.1.2. Step 1, Case 2: the Large-Radius, Conifold, and Orbifold Points. We next consider the
large-radius, conifold, and orbifold points. In each case there is a unique choice for P. For
the large-radius and the orbifold points, the uniqueness has been shown in [27, Theorem 3.5]
for the case at hand, and in [55, Theorem 3.13] for a more general target.

Proposition 5.1.7. We have the following:
(1) Suppose that y is the large-radius limit point y = (y1,y2) = (0,0). There is a unique
opposite module PR, defined near y, which is compatible with the Deligne extension.
The corresponding flat trivialization of Fg along {y} x C is given by the frame:

1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy, D?

(2) Suppose that y is the conifold point y = (t,y2) = (0,0). There is a unique opposite
module Peon, defined near y, which is compatible with the Deligne extension. The
corresponding flat trivialization of Fg along {y} x C is given by the frame:

1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy, (1+27y1)D3?

(3) Suppose that y is the orbifold point y = (h1,v2) = (0,0). There is a unique opposite
module Po,, defined near y, which is compatible with the Deligne extension. The
corresponding flat trivialization of Fg along {y} x C is given by the frame:

1, Do, 2, 3,01, 02

Proof. In all three cases, in view of Proposition [5.1.5] it suffices to check that there exists a
unique extension of Fp|f,1xc to a free Ogyy . pr-module satisfying the condition (a) of Propo-
sition [5.1.5| and that it is defined by the frame given in the proposition. This has been proved
in Proposition O

5.1.3. Step 1, Case 3: y ¢ Mcy. We now turn to the remaining case, where y ¢ Mcy. This
means either that y = (y1, y2) with y2 # 0, or that y = (91, 92) with n; = 0 and n2 # 0. We will
use the fact that any connection V as in Definition [5.1.1] defined on U x C extends canonically
to a connection on V x C, where V is the orbit of U under the flow of the Euler field: see
e.g. Kim-Sabbah [59, Example 1.3]. In the case at hand, the Euler field is 2y20,, = 2110y,.
The opposite submodules constructed in Step 1, Cases 1 and 2, are defined on neighbourhoods
{U,} that together cover the locus Mcy C Mp where y» = 0 or y2 = 0, and so the orbits



46 TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

of these neighbourhoods under the Euler flow cover all of Mpg. Thus we construct, for any
y € Mgp with y € Mcy, a neighbourhood U, of y in My and an opposite module P over
Uy \ D which is compatible with the Deligne extension.

More precisely, we have the following statement:

Proposition 5.1.8. Let p: Mp — Mcy be the map that sends (y1,y2) € Mp to the point
(y1,0) € Mcy C Mg, and which sends (91,92) € Mgy such that 1 = 0 to the orbifold point
(91,92) = (0,0) € Mcy C Mp. Lety € Mcy. For a sufficiently small open neighbourhood
Uy of y, an opposite module defined over U, \ D which is compatible with the Deligne extension
extends to an opposite module over p~!(p(Uy)) \ D.

Proof. Suppose for simplicity that y € Mcy is neither the large radius limit point, nor
the conifold point, nor the orbifold point. (The argument in these three cases is essentially
identical.) Then p(z) is the limit as t — —oo of the image of x under the time-t flow of the
Euler field. With respect to the flat trivialization defined by P, we have:

V.o, = 20, — 22 ' B(y1,y2) + C(y1,y2)
vayl = 8yl + Z_IA(?JLZUZ)
Voo, = Y20y, + 27 B(y1,12)

for (y1,y2) in Uy, for some regular endomorphism-valued functions A, B,C on U,. Flatness
of V gives that C is independent of y; and ys (see Remark [5.1.4]) and yields the following
differential equations:

2y20y,B = B — [C, B]
2y20y, A =20, B=A—[C, A]
These differential equations imply:
B(y1,y2t®) = t -t~ B(yr, y2)t¢
Alyr,yat®) = t -t~ Alyr, yo)t©

The right-hand side defines an analytic continuation of B(y1,¥2), A(y1,y2) — which are origi-
nally defined only near y» = 0 — to all of V;, = p~1(p(U,)). By the discussion after Definition
this yields an opposite module over V,, \ D which is compatible with the Deligne exten-
sion. g

teC*

Remark 5.1.9. This completes Step 1: we have constructed, for each y € Mp, a neighbour-
hood Uy of y in Mp and an opposite module P over U, N M}; which is compatible with the
Deligne extension. In particular, P determines a log-trTLEP structure with base U,,.

5.2. Step 2: Unfolding the log-trTLEP Structures Locally. We now delete the conifold
locus, y; = —2%, from Mg, setting:

Mg = {(y1,92) € M 11 # —5-
Consider y € Mg, a neighbourhood Uy, of y in Mg, and an opposite module P over U, \ D such
that P is compatible with the Deligne extension, as constructed in Step 1. The choice of U,
and P defines a log-trTLEP structure with base U, such that the underlying TEP structure
coincides with the B-model log-TEP structure. The section £ of Fp corresponding to the
element 1 € F§, satisfies the conditions (IC), (GC), (EC), and flatness in |71, Theorem 1.12].
We therefore consider Reichelt’s universal unfolding of our log-trTLEP structure. This is a
log-trTLEP structure with base (U, x Vy, (DNUy) x V,)), where Vj, is a neighbourhood of the
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origin in C*, such that the restriction to U, x {0} coincides with the log-trTLEP structure
with base (U, D NU,) defined by P. The underlying log-TEP structure is miniversal in the
sense of Definition 2.7.41

Remark 5.2.1. We delete the conifold locus y; = —2% because Reichelt’s generation condition
(GC) fails there.

5.3. Step 3: A Global Miniversal TEP Structure. Now that we have completed Steps 1
and 2, we are in the following situation. Given a sufficiently small open subset U of M3,
there exists an opposite module P over U \ D that is compatible with the Deligne extension.
Thus there exists a log-trTLEP structure with base (U x V,(UN D) x V), where V is an open
neighbourhood of the origin in C*; this log-trTLEP structure is constructed as a universal
unfolding of the log-trTLEP structure with base (U,U N D) defined by P. The log-trTLEP
structure with base (U x V, (U N D) x V) determines a log-TEP structure with the same
base, and we now show that all these log-TEP structures glue together, after shrinking the
base U x V if necessary, to give a global, miniversal log-TEP structure, defined on a six-
dimensional complex manifold Mgg that contains Mp as a closed submanifold. This global
log-TEP structure is the big B-model log-TEP structure.

5.3.1. The Gluing Map. To simplify the notation, when there is no risk of confusion, we
denote a log-TEP (or log-trTLEP) structure simply by the corresponding locally free sheaf
F, omitting the flat connection V and the pairing (-,-)r.

Lemma 5.3.1. Let U be an open set of My. Suppose that we have opposite modules P, P’
for the B-model TEP structure F; over U\ D that are compatible with the Deligne extension.
These opposite modules define the log-trTLEP structures underlying the B-model log-TEP
structure Fg. Suppose that U is sufficiently small so that the log-trTLEP structures admit
the following universal unfolding as in Step 2:

miniversal log-trTLEP structure Ep with base (U x V,(UN D) x V)
miniversal log-trTLEP structure Ep: with base (U x V', (UN D) x V')

where V., V' are open neighbourhoods of the origin in C*. We write Fp = Eplwxvyxc and
Fpr = Eprlwxvryxc for the underlying log-TEP structures. Let Opp: denote the canonical
isomorphism of log-TEP structures

Oppr: Frluxioyxc = FBluxc = Fpilwxfopxc
given by the construction. There exist open sets Oppr C U XV, Opp C U x V' and a
biholomorphic map epp:: Oppr — Op/p such that:
U x {0} C Oppr and U x {0} C Oprp;
©PP'|Ux{oy 18 the identity map;
wppr maps the diwisor (U N D) x V)N Oppr onto (UN D) x V)N Oprp;
there is an isomorphism ©pp:: Fplopn xc — (wppr X id)*(Fploppxc) of log-TEP
structures which restricts to Opp: over (U x {0}) x C.

Moreover, the map ppp/ and the isomorphism Opp: are unique as germs.

Proof. By construction, the log-TEP structures Fp and Fp: are equipped with natural op-
posite modules P and P’ that are compatible with Deligne extensions and give rise to the
log-trTLEP structures &p and Ep/. Recall from Proposition that a Deligne-extension-
compatible opposite module for Fp/ near p € U x {0} corresponds bijectively to an extension
of Fpr|pyxc to a free Ofpyxpr-module satisfying certain conditions. By the isomorphism
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Opp : Fplux{oyxc = Fp/luxfoyxc, one can shift the opposite module P for Fp |y oyxpt to
an opposite module P” for Fp: i (oyxc- For every point p € U x {0}, P” gives rise to an exten-
sion of Fp/|g,)xc to a free Oy, pr1-module satisfying the conditions of Proposition (a).
Therefore, the opposite module P” for Fp/ |U><{O}><(C extends to a Deligne-extension-compatible
opposite module (which we denote by P” again) for Fp: over an open neighbourhood O of
U x {0} in U x V'. This gives rise to a log-trTLEP structure Ep» over O x P! underlain by
the log-TEP structure Fps and one has an isomorphism of log-tr'TLEP structures:

Oppr: Ep |k o} Pt = Epr|(Ux{0})xP!
(The isomorphism #pp~ is induced from Opps.) The universal property of Reichelt’s unfolding
implies that there exist a biholomorphic map ppp/: Oppr — Op/p between an open neigh-
bourhood Opps of U x {0} in U xV and an open neighbourhood Op/p of U x {0} in O C Ux V'
such that @pps satisfies the properties listed in the statement and that fpp~ extends to an
isomorphism of log-trTLEP structures:

Oppr: Eplo, xpt = (pppr X id)*(Epr|oy,,xp1)
The map @pps and isomorphism Opp~ are unique as germs. Restricting Oppr to Opps X C,
we obtain the desired isomorphism Opp/ between Fp and (¢pps x id)*(Fpr).

We show the uniqueness of ppp: and Opp/. Suppose we have ppps and Opp: satisfying the
conditions in the statement. Then the isomorphism Opp/: Fp = (ppps X id)*Fp: of log-TEP
structures induces a log-trTLEP structure Ep» underlain by the log-TEP structure Fps which
is isomorphic to &p as a log-trTLEP structure. By the uniqueness of Reichelt’s universal
unfolding, ppp/ and Opp/ should be the same (as germs) as what we constructed above. [

5.3.2. The Big B-model log-TEP Structure. The above Lemma [5.3.1]says that the underlying
log-TEP structures of the miniversal log-trTLEP structures constructed locally in Step 2 do
not depend on the choice of opposite modules. Therefore, they are glued together to give a
global miniversal log-TEP structure over a 6-dimensional base Mglg. At first sight, the gluing
construction looks obvious: however it is not so straightforward to show that the glued space
is Hausdorff. We leave this technical (but elementary) problem to a separate paper [24] and
adapt the result there to our setting.

We take an open covering {U; }ier of M$, such that for each i € I there exists an opposite
module P; for 7 over U; \ D which is compatible with the Deligne extension and that the
log-trTLEP structure associated to P; admits Reichelt’s universal unfolding &; with base
(U; x Vi, (U; N D) x V;) for an open neighbourhood V; of the origin in C*. We write F; =
Eil(w,xv;)xc for the log-TEP structure underlying &. We glue the local charts U; x V; first
and then glue the local log-TEP structures F;.

First we construct an ambient space Mglg containing Mp. Write ¢: U; = U; x {0} — U; xV;
for the inclusion map and define the sheaf of algebras over U; by A; := fl(’)Uini. Fori,j €1,
the sheaves A; and A; are canonically isomorphic along U; NU; by the map ¢p,p; in Lemma
m The gluing maps ¢p,p, satisfy the cocycle condition by their uniqueness. Therefore A;
for all 7 € I are glued together to give a global sheaf A of algebras over Mp. The sheaf A
is naturally equipped with a surjection A — O M- By [24, Theorem 1], there exists a global
6-dimensional complex manifold ./\/l]%lg together with a closed embedding t: M$ — Mgg such

that we have an isomorphism A = =10 vvie Which commutes with the natural surjections to
B

Omeg. The space Mgg is unique in the sense explained in loc. cit.
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Next we construct a log-TEP structure on Mgg . Consider the inclusion ¢ x id: Mp xC —
Mgg x C and set A = (¢ X id)*lOM
the pull-back (¢ x id)~'F;. This is a locally free .,Z|Uixc—module of rank 6. Recall that the

gluing maps pp,p; are determined so that the log-TEP structures F; and (¢p,p; X id)*F;
are isomorphic. In view of the construction of A, this means that (¢ x id)flfﬂ(UimUj)xC and

big - This is the sheaf of algebras over Mg x C. Consider
B

(L x id)_lfj\(UimUj)x(C are canonically isomorphic as Av\(UinU].)X(C—modules for each i,j € I.

—1F; are glued together to a locally free A-module B of rank

Therefore the sheaves (¢ x id)
6. By [24, Theorem 2, Remark 4], there exists a locally free sheaf ]-']BOig of rank 6 over an
open neighbourhood of Mg x C in M%ig x C such that (v x id)_lfgig = B. Similarly, we can
glue the divisors (U; N D) x V; on local charts to construct a global divisor D"# in Mgg by

regarding them as a coherent .A-module and applying [24, Theorem 2]. The flat connection
and the pairing on the local charts are glued to give germs of connections and pairings:

VB (0 x id) TR s (1 x id) ! (QlM (log Z) @ FUE(M x {0}))

big
5 xC

() (x i)™ () FRE© FR) = (X id) O, e o

where Z = Mgg x {0} U D& x C. These germs extend to an actual open neighbourhood
of M§{ x C and satisfy the properties of a miniversal log-TEP structure. Because of the flat

connection V, the structure (fBbig, VB, (-,-)B) extends automatically to an open set of the
form O x C, where O is an open neighbourhood of M3 in M%lg. The proof of Theorem m

is now complete.

5.4. A Mirror Theorem for Big Quantum Cohomology. The opposite module P in

Proposition |5.1.7(1) coincides under mirror symmetry (Theorem [3.3.1)) with the canonical op-
posite module for Gromov-Witten theory defined in Example this is [27, Theorem 3.5].

Thus in a neighbourhood of the large-radius limit point (y1,y2) = (0,0), the A-model log-
TEP structure (Example [2.7.6]) is isomorphic to the big B-model log-TEP structure. Since
the universal unfolding of a log-TEP structure is unique as an analytic germ, this proves:

Theorem 5.4.1. Let (M, v, D, 3) denote the base of the A-model log-TEP structure forY,
as described in Example . Let DY be the divisor in Mgg as above. Consider:
e the A-model log-TEP structure (FAy, VA’?, (-, ‘)A?) for'Y'; this is a log-TEP struc-
ture with base (M, v, D\ 5)-
e the big B-model log-TEP structure (]:Bbig, VB (., ~)B); this is a log-TEP structure with
b' .
base (Mp®, D"®8).
There exist:

e an open neighbourhood UP® of the large-radius limit point in Mgg;

e an open embedding of pairs Mir: (UPi&, DPi& 0 bie) — (Myv.Dy5): and
e an isomorphism of log-TEP structures

51) FE P ) M (T (),

)

Ubig xC

The map Mir s called the mirror map; it sends the large-radius limit point in ./\/l]]%ig to the
origin in M, 3, and coincides with the map miry in Theorem when restricted to the

small parameter space U C U® there. The isomorphism intertwines the opposite
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module P1r for fgig defined in Proposition ( 1) with the canonical opposite module P p
from Example [2.8.6,

Remark 5.4.2. An analogous mirror symmetry statement for log-trTLEP structures was
proved by Reichelt—Sevenheck [72].

Remark 5.4.3. A similar statement holds for the big quantum cohomology of the orbifold
X cf. |27, proof of Theorem 3.12].

6. QUANTIZATION FORMALISM AND FOCK SHEAF

As discussed in the Introduction, Givental’s quantization formalism has been an essential
ingredient in much recent work in Gromov—Witten theory. Givental’s formulation of his
quantization rules depends on a choice of flat co-ordinate system and so, in the context
of mirror symmetry, is applicable only over certain patches of the moduli space ./\/lglg. In
previous work, we constructed a global and co-ordinate-free version of Givental’s quantization,
associating to a miniversal cTEP structure a Fock sheaf on (an open subset of) the total space
of that ¢cTEP structure [25]. Furthermore we showed that whenever the ¢cTEP structure is
semisimple, such as is the case for the A-model cTEP structure associated to a target space
X with semisimple quantum cohomology, there is a canonically defined global section of this
Fock sheaf. (In the A-model case, this global section coincides with the total descendant
potential Zx.) In this section, we review the construction of the Fock sheaf.

6.1. cTEP Structures and log-cTEP Structures. We will need the notions of ¢TEP
structure and log-cTEP structure. One can think of these as being obtained from the notions
of TEP structure (Definition and log-TEP structure (Definition by taking the
formal completion along the divisor z = 0.

Definition 6.1.1. Let Al = Spf C[z] denote the formal neighbourhood of zero in C. Recall
that a sheaf of modules over M x Al is the same thing as a sheaf of O[2]-modules. Let
(=): M x A! = M x A! denote the map sending (¢, z) to (¢, —z); this is consistent with our
previous definition of (—), in Definition For an Opq[z]-module F, we give the pull-back
(—)*F the structure of an Ox[z]-module by setting:

fE)(=)a=(=)f(—2)a for all f(z) € Opm[z] and « € F.
Write F[z7!] for the locally free Oq((2))-module F ®0,,1.] Orm((2)), and Fy for the quotient
F/zF.
Notation 6.1.2. We will use sans serif font (F, G, etc.) to denote sheaves and similar
structures over Al or M x Al.
Definition 6.1.3 (cf. Definition [2.7.1)). Let M be a complex manifold. A ¢TEP structure
(F,V,(-,-)r) with base M consists of a locally free Op[z]-module F of rank N + 1, a mero-
morphic flat connection:

V:F— (Qy®0mztd2) ®0,, 2 'F

and a non-degenerate pairing:

(5 )F: (=) F @0, F = OMml?]
which satisfies:
((=)*s1,82)F = (=)"((=)"s2, 51)F
d((—)"s1,82)F = ((—)"Vs1,82)F + ((—)"s1, Vs2)F
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for 51,59 € F. Here we regard z~'F as a subsheaf of F[z7!]; non-degeneracy of the pairing
(+,-)F means that the induced pairing on Fy = F/zF

(’7 ')Fo: Fo QO Fo — Om

is non-degenerate.

Definition 6.1.4 (cf. Definition[2.7.2). Let D be a divisor with normal crossings in a complex
manifold M. A log-¢TEP structure (F,V,(-,-)F) with base (M, D) consists of a locally free
Om[z]-module F of rank N + 1, a meromorphic flat connection:
V:F = (Q)y(log D) & Opz"tdz) ®0,, 2~ 'F
and a pairing:
() (=) F R0y F = Oml?]
which satisfies the properties listed in Definition and is non-degenerate in the same sense.

Example 6.1.5. Our first key example is the A-model log-cTEP structure, which is the
formalization at z = 0 of the A-model log-TEP structure (Example . Write Fa x for
the sheaf underlying the A-model log-TEP structure and (Mja x,Da x) for its base. The
A-model log-cTEP structure (FA,X, VAX (. ')A,X)) has base (Ma, x, Da,x) and:

Fax = Fax ®(9MA ¢ XC OMA,X [~]

with meromorphic flat connection V and pairing (-, -) induced by the meromorphic flat connec-
tion and pairing on the A-model log-TEP structure. We refer to the restriction to M x\Da x
of the A-model log-cTEP structure as the A-model ¢cTEP structure.

Example 6.1.6. Our second key example is the big B-model log-cTEP structure, which is
the formalization at z = 0 of the big B-model log-TEP structure from Theorem This

is a log-cTEP structure with base (Mgg, DVi):
big ., big )
FB = FB ®0Mgig><c OMglg [[Z]]

with meromorphic flat connection V and pairing (-,-) induced by the meromorphic flat con-
nection and pairing on the big B-model log-TEP structure.

Remark 6.1.7. A ¢TEP structure with base M is the same thing as a log-cTEP structure
with base (M, D) where D = @. Thus the definitions of symplectic pairing, miniversality,
etc. for log-cTEP structures given below also define the corresponding notions for ¢TEP
structures.

Definition 6.1.8. Let (F,V,(-,-)g) be a log-cTEP structure. The pairing (-,-)g induces a
symplectic pairing:
Q: Flz7Y R0 Flz71 = Oum,

defined by:
(52) Q(s1, 82) = Res,—o((—)*s1, 82)F dz
Definition 6.1.9. Let n € Z and let (F,V, (-,-)f) be a log-cTEP structure. We set:

(z"F)Y := @%WMOM(ZWIF/ZZF,OM),

!

(53) —11Vv . 1: . -n l
Flz="]" == gnhge%@m@/w(z F/2'F,Onm).
no1
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There are natural surjections:
Flz71Y = = 272F)Y = (27'F)Y » FY = (2F)Y — - ..
The dual (2"F)Y has the structure of an O[z]-module such that the action of z is nilpotent;
it is locally isomorphic to (Op(2))/Om[2]) VT as an O ((2))-module. Also F[z71]V is locally
free as an Oaq((2))-module. The symplectic pairing gives an isomorphism
Flz ) =2 F[lz71]Y, s—10=0Q(,")
and thus a dual symplectic pairing Q¥ on F[z71]V:
QV: Flz7'Y ®o,, Flz71Y = Oum
The dual flat connection VV is defined by:
Vi (271F)Y = Qly(log D) @0, FY, (VVe,s) = d{p,s) — (g, Vs)

6.2. The Total Space of a log-cTEP Structure. We now consider the total space L of a
log-cTEP structure. This is an algebraic analogue of Givental’s Lagrangian submanifold [43].

Definition 6.2.1. Let (F, V, (-, -)g) be a log-cTEP structure. The total space L of (F,V, (-, -)F)
is the total space of the infinite dimensional vector bundle associated to zF.

As aset, L= {(t,z) :t € M,z € zF;}. Let pr: L - M denote the natural projection.
We regard L as a “fiberwise algebraic variety” over M, endowing it with the structure of a
ringed space exactly as in [25 Definition 4.7]. Let O denote the structure sheaf of L. For a
connected open set U C M such that F|y is a free Oy [z]-module, the ring of regular functions
on pr—}(U) is the polynomial ring over O(U):

(54) O(pr}(U)) i= Symiy, T(U, (zF)").

To make this concrete, take a trivialization F|y = CN*! Oulz]. Consider the induced
trivialization F[z~!]|y & CNT! ® Oy ((2)), and the dual frame 2¢, € F[z7!]Y, n € Z,0 < i < N,
defined by:

zt F[z_l]‘U =~V @ Oy ((2) — Ov

n
N
Z Z al e;z" — a,
meZ j=0
where e;, 0 < i < N, denotes the standard basis of C¥*1. Restricting x!, to zF, we obtain
co-ordinates z!,, n > 1, 0 <i < N, on the fibers of L|y.

Definition 6.2.2. Let (F, V, (-,-)F) be a log-cTEP structure of rank N + 1 with base (M, D).
Let t%, g1,...,q,t", ... t® be local co-ordinates on an open set U C M such that DNU is
given by (q1g2 - - - ¢- = 0). We call the co-ordinate system

{(#, q,2}) 15 €{0,r+1,... R}, 1<k <r,0<i<N,n>1}

(55)

an algebraic local co-ordinate system on L. We also set qp = et for k = 1,...,r so that
(0t L ,tR) gives a multi-valued co-ordinate system on U \ D. We write ¢ for a
point on M; this is a slight abuse of notation.
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We have: ‘
O(pr 1 (U)) =0() [z},|n>1,0<i < NJ.
We equip O(pr~!(U)) with a grading and filtration as follows. The grading on O(pr~ Y1)
is given by the degree as polynomials in the variables z!,. The [th part of the filtration, { > 0,
is given by:

(56) Ou(pr~! {Z Z Z le1 i wzi+1"‘x22+1‘ le1 ,Zn( ) EO(U)}

n>0 Iy,..., In>0 i1, i, >0
It <l

This is an increasing filtration O;(pr=(U)) C O1(pr—(U)).
6.3. Miniversality of log-cTEP structures. Suppose now that (F,V, (-, )g) is a log-cTEP

structure with base (M, D). Writing the connection V in terms of our trivialization F|y &
CN*L @ Op[2] gives:

(57) Vs=ds— %C(t, z)s

where s € CNT ® Op[z] = Fly and C(t, 2) € End(CV ) ® Qf;(log D)[2]. The residual part
C(t,0) = (—2V)|,=0 determines a section of End(Fy) @ Q};(log D) which is independent of
choice of trivialization.

Example 6.3.1. In the case of the A-model log-cTEP structure (Example , we have
C(t,0) = (dox)dt® + i (dix) 2 4+ 301 (ix)dt.
Definition 6.3.2. Let (F,V, (-, )g) be a log-cTEP structure. Let:
Fo.t == {71 € Fot | Oam(log D)y — Foy, v+ 1,C(¢,0)r1 is an isomorphism}
L°:={(t,xz) eL|t e M, x € zF;, (x/2)].=0 € F(+}

Fo:= | Fé.

These are open subsets of, respectively, Fo;, L, and Fo. If for every point ¢ € M, F{, is a
non-empty Zariski open subset of Fg, then we say that (F,V,(-,-)f) is miniversal.

Remark 6.3.3. A miniversal log-cTEP structure (F,V,(-,-)g) with base (M, D) satisfies
dim M = rankF.

We henceforth assume that our log-cTEP structure is miniversal. Let {t/,qx, 2%} be an
algebraic local co-ordinate system on L, and write C(¢,z) = Zfi 0 Ci(t, z)dt". Here recall that
dtt = % for 1 <4 < r. Consider:

(58) P(t fL’l) = (— )N+1 det(Co(t O)IEl,Cl(t 0)1’1, e ,CN(t,O)l’l)

This is a polynomial of degree N + 1, P(t,z1) € O(U)[2},...,zY], called the discriminant.
The set L° is the complemenﬂ of the zero-locus of P(t,z1). The ring of regular functions

over pr—H(U)° := pr}{(U) NL° is:

O(pr~'(U)°) = OU)[{z}, }nz1,0<i<n, Pt 21) 7]
Since P(t, 1) is homogeneous in z1 and lies in the zeroth filter, the grading and filtration on
O(pr—1(U)) extend canonically to O (pr~—1(U)°).

100More invariantly, we can think of P(t,z1)dt° A --- A dt" as a section of the line bundle pr*(det(Fo) ®
QN7 (log D)) over L, and of L° as the complement to the zero locus of that section.
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6.4. One-Forms and Vector Fields on L. The sheaf Q!(log D) of logarithmic one-forms
on L is defined in algebraic local co-ordinates {#, qx, = fl} as:

Q' (log D) @ Odt’ @ @ @ Odz,

n=1 i=0
where recall again that dt’ = % for 1 <4 <r. The grading on Ql(log D) is determined b
deg(dt’) = 0, deg(dz!) =

The filtration on Q!(log D) is determined by putting dt’ in the (—1)st filter but not the
zeroth filter, and putting dz?, in the (n — 1)st filter but not the nth filter. We write @% and
Q!(log D)? for the eth filter of the dth graded piece of @ and £ (log D) respectively, so that

L(log D)4 @Oe+1dt & @ @Od 1dx62+1

e1+ea<e i=0
We also set:
(92 (log D))®k)j = > > Q'logD) - © Q' (log D)
e1+-Fep<edi+-+dp=d
The sheaf @ (log D) of logarithmic vector fields on L is defined by
©(log D) = Home (2! (log D), (’))

In algebraic local co-ordinates {t/, g, = etk,xﬁl}, with 9, := —j and O, ; = 8 , we have:

©(log D) = Hoa x HHO&”

n=11:=0
Note that Q!(log D) is the direct sum whereas ©(log D) is the direct product.
6.5. The Yukawa Coupling and the Kodaira—Spencer Map. As above, let {t/, g, 2%}

be an algebraic local co-ordinate system on L, and write C(t,2) = Zf\io Ci(t,z)dt". From
flatness of V and flatness of the pairing we have that:

[Ci(t,0),C;(t,0)] =0
(Ci(t, 0)51, 82) Fo = (81, Ci(t, 0)82) Fo

for all ¢, 7 and all s1, sy € Fp. Thus the endomorphisms C;(t,0) equip the fibers of Fy with a
structure similar to that of a Frobenius algebra (we need to choose an identity element here;
cf. |25, §4.4)).

Definition 6.5.1. The Yukawa coupling is a cubic tensor:
Y =Y ot @ dif @ di* € (22 (log D)),
0,5,k

defined in algebraic local co-ordinates {t/, qx, z } by:

0
COl(t.x) = (Cilt,0)x1,C; (£, 0)Ch(t, 0)1) -, where 7, = (2/2)].=0

Hpfore precisely, the grading and the filtration are defined on the module £2'(log D)(pr~'(U)) or on
Q' (log D)(pr~*(U)°) for an open set U C M. We will omit the domains pr~(U), pr~*(U)°, to ease the
notation.
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Recall again that g, = e’ for 1 < k < r.

Remark 6.5.2. The Yukawa coupling is a symmetric cubic tensor on L that is pulled back
from Fy.

Let pr: L — M denote the natural projection. We define:
P (2"F) = rgpr*(z"F/le) = (pr! 2"F) ®pr1 0,12 O[]

pr* F[z L pr(Flz71]/2'F) 2 (pr ™ Flz 7)) @pr1 0,0 (2) O(2)

r*(2"F)" == (pr ' (2"F)") @pr10,, O
pr* Flz71]Y = Jim pr*(z TR 2 (pr FETY) @pee1 o) O(2))-
!
These are locally free modules over O[z], O((z)), O, O((z)) respectively. Note that, with
the exception of pr*(z"F)V, these differ from the standard notion of pullback. For example,
r*(2"F) is the completion of the standard pull-back pr—!(2"F)®,,-1¢,, O of 2"F with respect

to the z-adic topology. N
The pull-back pr* F admits a flat connection V := pr* V:

(59) V: pr* F — Q!(log D) & pr*(z~'F).
where ® is the completed tensor product:
Q' (log D) ® pr*(z'F) := @(Ql(log D) ® pr*(z~'F/2"F))

Let {t/, qi, 2%} be an algebraic local co-ordinate system on L, where (¢ (% qu,. .., q, Tt
are local co-ordinates on an open subset U of M, and con51der a local tr1v1ahzatlon F| =
CN*1 @ Op[2]. The trivialization of F|; allows us to write:

1
Vs =ds— ;C(t, 2)s

where C(t,z) = Zf\io Ci(t,2)dt" (recall that dt' = dqz for 1 < i < r). The trivialization

of Fly also induces a trivialization pr* F|,.—1() = CNH ® OJz], and with respect to this
trivialization we have:

~ 1
Vaj:@-—gci(t,z) 0<i<N
Vo

m,i

= Ony 0<i<N,1<n<
Definition 6.5.3. The tautological section x of pr*(zF) is defined by
z(t,x) =«
where (¢, ) denotes the point € zF; on L.
Definition 6.5.4. The Kodaira—Spencer map KS: @(log D) — pr* F is defined by:
KS(v) = Vo
The dual Kodaira-Spencer map KS*: pr* F¥ — Q!(log D) is defined by:
KS*(p) = o(Va), ¢ cprF.
Remark 6.5.5. The maps KS and KS* are isomorphisms over L° C L.
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Definition 6.5.6. Let ©.(log D) denote the restriction of @(log D) to L° C L, and let
Q!(log D) denote the restriction of 2!(log D) to L° C L.

Remark 6.5.7. Using the connection V on pr* F and the tautological section ® € pr* F, we
can write the Yukawa coupling as follows:

Y(X,Y,Z) = Q(VxVyx, V).
6.6. The Euler Vector Field and Grading Operators.

Definition 6.6.1. An Euler vector field for a log-cTEP structure (F,V, (-, )g) with base
(M, D) is a logarithmic vector field E on M such that V,5_ ;g is regular at z = 0.

Remark 6.6.2. A miniversal log-cTEP structure always admits an Euler vector field, and
this Euler vector field is unique.

Definition 6.6.3. Suppose that (F,V, (-, )g) is a log-cTEP structure with Euler vector field
E. Define the grading operator gr € Endc(F[271]) by

gr:=V.o.4E
The grading operator gr preserves F C F[z~!]. For ¢ € F[z1]V, define gr¥(¢) by grV(¢)(z) =
E(p(2)) — p(gr(z)).
Lemma 6.6.4. grV is a well-defined element of Endc(F[z71]Y).

Proof. Let (M, D) be the base of the log-cTEP structure and suppose that ¢ € F[z71]V.
We need to show that gr¥(y) € F[z7!]V, i.e. that gr¥(p) is Opg-linear. Let f € O and
x € F[z71]. Then:

' (p)(fz) = E(fo(x)) — ¢(gr(fz))
= E(f)e(x) + fE(p(x)) — E(f)e(gr(z)) — felgr(z))
= fer’(p)(x)
as required. O
Example 6.6.5. Consider the big B-model log-cTEP structure (ngg,v, (-, )F) (Example
6.1.6). Then the grading operator gr € End(Fgg), when restricted to the small parameter

space My, coincides with Gr —% where Gr is the grading operator on the GKZ system (Def-

inition . The shift by % here reflects the shift by % in Definition which was made
to ensure that the B-model TEP structure had weight zero.

Definition 6.6.6. Let #: F[z~!] — F[z7!]" be the map a + Q(a, —), and let b: F[z71]V —
F[z'] be the inverse map. Write af for #(a), and ¢” for b(y).
Lemma 6.6.7. We have:

(a) gr¥ (o) = ((gr +1)a)’;

(b) (&V(9)" = (@ +1)(¢");
(¢) (gr¥@l+1®@gr”)Q=Q;
(d) (grel+1®er)QY = QV.

Proof. For «, B € F[z71], we have:
(20: + E) (=), B) = ()" gr(@), B) + ((=)*a, gr(B))
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and hence:
(60) (E—1)Q(a, ) = Q(gr(a), B) + (e, gr(8))
Rearranging gives:
EQ(CV?ﬁ) - Q(avgr(ﬂ)) = Q(gr(a)v ﬁ) + Q(Ck,ﬁ)
which is (a). Part (b) follows immediately. Rearranging again gives:
EQ(OQB) - Q(aagr(ﬁ)) - Q(gr(a)v B) = Q(OQB)
which is (c¢). For (d), we have:
(grel+1@gr)Q’ = (grel+1egr)bebh)Q
bab)((er'—1)®@1+1® (gr' —1))Q
(b ®b)(—02) by (c)
S—

6.7. Opposite Modules and Propagators.

Definition 6.7.1 (cf. Definition 2.8.5). Let (F,V,(-,-)F) be a log-cTEP structure with base
(M, D). Let P be a locally free Opq[27!]-submodule P of F[z~!]. We say that:

(1) P is opposite to F if F[z7!] = F @ P;

(2) P is isotropic if Q(s1,s2) = 0 for all s1, so € P;

(3) P is parallel if VxP C P for all X € ©(log D);

(4) P is homogeneous if V9. P C P.
An opposite module for (F,V,(-,-)g) is a locally free Opq[z~!]-submodule P of F[z71] such
that P is opposite to F, isotropic, parallel, and homogeneous. Let U be an open subset of
M. We say that P is an opposite module over U if P is an opposite module for the restriction

(F7 v, ('7 ')F)'U’

Remark 6.7.2. Conditions (3) and (4) here imply that an opposite module P is preserved
by the grading operator gr.

Example 6.7.3 (opposites compatible with Deligne give opposites for log-cTEP structures).
Let (F,V,(-,-)F) be alog-TEP structure with base (M, D) which is the Deligne extension of a
TEP structure (F*,V, (-,-)r) with base M\ D. Let (F,V, (-, )g) be the log-cTEP structure
with base (M, D) obtained from (F,V,(:,-)z) by taking the formal completion along the
divisor z = 0 in M x C. Suppose that P is an opposite module for (F*,V,(-,-)x) which is
compatible with the Deligne extension (Definition . Then P determines a trivialization
of F and hence a trivialization of F. Thus P determines an opposite module P for (F, V., (-, -)g).

Example 6.7.4. In particular, Proposition determines opposite modules for the big
B-model log-cTEP structure:

PLRr, defined near the large-radius limit point

Pcon, defined near the conifold point

Porb, defined near the orbifold point.
Example 6.7.5. The canonical opposite module P for the A-model TEP structure defined

in Example is compatible with the Deligne extension. It thus determines a canonical
opposite submodule Pa for the A-model log-cTEP structure.
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An opposite module P determines flat connections on the logarithmic tangent sheaf and
logarithmic cotangent sheaf of L°, as follows. The connection V on pr*F (equation (59))
extends z~!-linearly to a flat connection V: pr* F[z~1] — Q!(log D) & pr*(F[z~!]), where:

Q' (log D) ® pr* (F[z™"]) := lim(2' (log D) @ pr*(F[=""]/2"F))

The dual flat connection VY: pr* F[z71]Y — Q'(log D) & pr* F[z~1]" is defined by:

<chp, > =d(p,s <<p, Vs> sepr*Flz7Y, ¢ € pr* F[z_l]v
where Q*(log D) & pr*(F|[z 1] ) = ( Y(log D) ® pr*(z~"F)V). This induces flat connec-
tions VV: pr*(2"F)¥ — Q' @ pr*(z ”+1F)V for each n € Z.

Definition 6.7.6. Let P be an opposite module for the log-cTEP structure (F,V, (-, -)F), and
let TI: F[z~!] — F be the projection along P. The composition of the maps:

v id ®II

pr* F Q' (log D) & pr*(z~1F) Q'(log D) ® pr*F

pr* FY pr*(z71F)V v Q!(log D) ® pr* FY

(restricted to L°) with the Kodaira—Spencer isomorphisms KS: ©,(log D) — pr* F, KS*: pr* FY —
Q! (log D) induces connections:

V: O,(log D) — Ql(log D) ® O, (log D)

V: Q. (log D) — Q(log D) ® Q,(log D)

where Q! (log D) ® ©,(log D) := Hm (22(log D) ® (©o(log D)/ KS™ (pr*(="F)))).

The connections in are dual to each other. Proposition 4.108 in [25] shows that they
are flat.

(61)

Definition 6.7.7. Let Py, P2 be opposite modules for the log-cTEP structure (F,V, (-, )g).
Let II;: F[z~!] — F, i € {1,2}, be the projection along P; defined by the decomposition
Flz=!] = P, ® F. The propagator A = A(P1,P3) € Homo(RL(log D) @ Ql(log D), O) is
defined by:

Awr,wo) = QY (TI}(KS*) twr, I (KS*) " ws), wi,wy € QL (log D).

The logarithmic bivector field A coincides, via the Kodaira—Spencer isomorphism KS*, with
the push-forward along IT; x I3 of the Poisson bivector field on F[z7!] defined by QV.

The propagator A := A(Pq,P2) is symmetric, i.e. A(wy,ws) = A(wa,wq) for all wi,we €
Q! [25, Proposition 4.110]. Furthermore, if Py, Py, P53 are opposite modules for the log-cTEP
structure (F,V, (-, -)r) and A;; := A(P;, P;) then [25, Proposition 4.111]:

Az = Agg + Agg
In particular, A(Py,P2) = —A(P2, Py).

Lemma 6.7.8. Let P be an opposite module for the log-cTEP structure (F,V, (-,-)g), and let
II: F[z1] — F be the projection along P. Then groll = I o gr.

Proof. Let a € F[z71], and write & = aF + ap with af € F and ap € P. Then gr(a) =
gr(ag) + gr(ap). The operator gr preserves both F and P, so gr(af) € F and gr(ap) € P.
Thus IT o gr(a) = gr(ap) = groll(«), as required. O
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Lemma 6.7.9. Let Py, Py be opposite modules for the log-cTEP structure (F,V, (-,-)g), and
let TI;: F[z71] — F be the projection along P;, i € {1,2}. Let V = (II; ® 12)QY. Then
(grol+l1@gr)V =-V.
Proof. Combine Lemma [6.6.7] and Lemma [6.7.8}
(gr@l +1®gr)(Il; @ )Y = (II; @ Ilz)(gr ©1 + 1 © gr)Q”
(I ® HQ)Q\/ =-V

U
6.8. The Fock Sheaf. Consider a miniversal log-cTEP structure (F,V,(-,-)F) with base
(M, D). As before, let {t/, qx,x.,} be an algebraic local co-ordinate system on L (see Defi-

nition [6.2.2)) where {t/, qk} are co-ordinates on an open set U C M. Write the co-ordinates
{t° logq,...,logq. t""1,. tN, x!} as {x"}, so that:

dxt = Cfgj and axu qja%j if x* =loggjand 1 <j<r

dx“—dtjanda‘zu % ifx“:tjandj:0orr<j§N
dx* = dx!, and a(zu = 822 if xt = 2!,

We use Einstein’s summation convention for repeated indices, expressing the Yukawa coupling
and propagator A = A(P1,P2) as:

Y = C) dxt @ dx” ® dx” A=A, ®0,

where 0,, := %. Let P be an opposite module for (F, V, (-, -)g) and consider the flat connection
V on Q!(log D) determined by P (Definition|6.7.6). The Christoffel symbols of V are defined
by:

Vo, dxt = —T') dx”

The flat connection V acts on n-tensors Cj, ..., dx"! ® - - @ dx» € (€ (log D))®n by:
V(O @X" @ - @dxH™) = (V,Cpyppy )dXY @ dXFT @ -+ - @ dxHn

where:

(62) (VoCyopi) = 00Clypy ZCm-"p'"unrﬁl
i=1

Definition 6.8.1 (local Fock space). The local Fock space Foct(U;P) consists of collections:
{V"C(g) € (Ql(logD))@m(pfl(U)o) :g>0,n>0,2g—2+n> O}
of completely symmetric logarithmic n-tensors on pr—!(U)° such that the following conditions
hold:
e (Yukawa) V3C© is the Yukawa coupling Y;
e (Jetness) V(V"CW) = vticl),
e (Grading and Filtration) V*C ¢ ((£2'(log D))®n(pr’1(U)°))§;_Zg;
e (Pole) PVCM extends to a regular 1-form on pr—'(U), where P is the discrimi-
nant (| . Furthermore for g > 2 we have:

C(g) € P5_590(U)[$1, 9, ng, ceey P39_4$3g_2]



60 TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

Writing:
v — C/(g)--wndxm ® -+ @ dxtn

we refer to V*C) or Cl(g)...”n as n-point correlation functions.

We encode elements of the local Fock space Foct(U;P) as formal functions on the total
space of the logarithmic tangent bundle ®(log D)|,—1(ryo, called jet potentials. Let {y*}

denote the fiber co-ordinates of the logarithmic tangent bundle ©(log D) dual to {%}, SO
that (x,y) denotes a point in the total space of @(log D)|p—1(ryo-

Definition 6.8.2 (jet potential). Given an element ¢ = {V"C¥}/ , of Foct(U;P), set:

(e 9]

1
WI(x,y) = Z Ecl(g%mun (X)y"1 - - - ykn
n=max(0,3—2g)

Wixy) =D B TWI(x,y)
g=0

(63)

We call W9 the genus-g jet potential and exp(W) the total jet potential associated to €.
Remark 6.8.3. exp(W) is well-defined as a power series in hand h~!: cf. [25, Remark 4.63(2)].

The Fock sheaf is constructed by gluing local Fock spaces §oct(U;Pq), Soct(U;P2) ac-
cording to the following transformation rule. Let A denote the propagator A(Pi,P2). The
transformation rule 7'(Py,P2): Foct(U;P1) — Foct(U;P2) is a map which assigns to a jet

potential exp(WV) for an element of Foct(U;Py), the jet potential exp(W) for an element of
Soct(U; P2) given by:

(64) exp (W(x, y)) = exp <2A’“’6yu8yu> exp (W(x, y))

This is equivalent to expressing the correlation functions {6};‘{) jin tg,n fOT W in terms of sums

)

over Feynman graphs, the vertex terms of which are the correlation functions {C’,(;i,__#n gn
for W. We use the notation for graphs established in Appendix [Bl The transformation rule
(64) is equivalent to the Feynman rule:

~ 1
C/»(lgl),,,u,n = Z m COIltF(A, {C(h)}hgg)uh...,un
r

Here the summation is over all connected decorated graphs I' such that

e To each vertex v € V(I') is assigned a non-negative integer g, > 0, called genus;

e T has labelled n-legs: an isomorphism L(T") = {1,2,...,n} is given;

e ' is stable, i.e. 2g, — 2 + n, > 0 for every vertex v. Here n, = |7r;1(v)] denotes the

number of edges or legs incident to v;

°g=>,9v+1—x().
We put the index p; on the ith leg, the correlation function V*C(9+) on the vertex v, and the
of all these tensors with the indices ui,...,u, on the 16%87 fixed. Here Aut(I') denotes the
automorphism group of the decorated graph I'.

Remark 6.8.4. We showed in [25, Proposition 4.115] that the transformation rule is well-
defined, i.e. that it preserves the conditions (Yukawa), (Jetness), (Grading and Filtration),
and (Pole) in the definition of the local Fock space Foct(U;P;).
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Remark 6.8.5. The transformation rule satisfies the cocycle condition [25, Proposi-
tion 4.111] : if Py, Py, P3 are opposite modules for F over U and Tj; = T(P;,P;) is the
transformation rule from Foct(U;P;) to Fock(U; P;) then T3 = Th3 o T1a.

Assumption 6.8.6 (Covering Assumption). There is an open covering {U, : a € A} of M
such that for each a € A there exists an opposite module P, for F over U,.

Definition 6.8.7 (Fock sheaf). If Assumption holds, then we define the Fock sheaf to
be the sheaf of sets on M obtained by gluing the local Fock spaces Foct(Uy,; P,), a € A, using
the transformation rule

T(Pg,Py) : Fock(Uy N Uy; Py) — Fock(Uy, N Up; Py) a,be A
over U, N Up.
Remark 6.8.8. Note that the Fock sheaf is a sheaf over all of M, not just over M \ D.

Remark 6.8.9. We can define the Fock sheaf without the covering assumption: see [25| §4.13].
The definition there requires an analysis of anomaly equations for curved (i.e. non-parallel)
opposite modules.

Definition 6.8.10 (Gromov-Witten wave function). Let X denote either X or Y, and con-
sider the A-model log-cTEP structure for X defined in Example The base of this
log-cTEP structure is (Ma x, Dy, x ), and we denote the corresponding Fock sheaf on Mx x
by Socta x. The Gromov-Witten ancestor potentials of X define a global section ¢x of
Sockp x, the Gromov-Witten wave function, as we now explain.

Let {qﬁz} ', be a homogeneous basis of Hx as in and write a general pomt te Max
as t = ZZ Ot’qﬁl Recalling that ¢1,...,¢, form a ba81s for H?(X), set ¢; = €', 1 < i <7,
and write {#/,qg, 2’} for the corresponding algebraic local co-ordinate system on the total
space L of the A-model log-cTEP structure. Let Pp denote the canonical opposite module
defined in Example The Gromov—Witten wave-function €’y is defined by the element
{(V"C¥, . € Focka(Ma x;Pa) where:

N N N
V3C§?) i v ZZZdti ® dt’ ®dtk<¢z‘ * ) * T1, P, *331>
i=0 j=0 k=0
(65) vel = d(Fk(t) + FL)
a0=0,Q1="=Qr=1
oY _ x9 for g > 2
X K lag=0,Q1=-=Q,=1 =

and V denotes the covariant derivative VP2 from Definition m Here * is the quantum
product @, F¥% is the genus-g ancestor potential , F )1( (t) is the non-descendant genus-one
Gromov—Witten potential:

Qd
Z R CRRP) P

n=0 deNE(X
(2 (0)

and we used the Dilaton shift:
(66) al =zt 4 6168 n>1
to identify the variables {t!, qx,a’,} on the right-hand side with the co-ordinates {t, gz, z%}

on L. Our convergence results in [23] imply that the Gromov—Witten wave-function is well-
defined — that is, that the specialization ;1 = --- = @, = 1 in makes sense and yields
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an analytic function, and the resulting correlation functions satisfy the conditions (Yukawa),
(Jetness), (Grading & Filtration) and (Pole). See [25, Section 6] for details.

Remark 6.8.11 ([25, Theorem 6.8]). The Ancestor-Descendant relation [64, Theorem 2.1],
[42, §5] implies that for ¢ € M x sufficiently close to the large-radius limit point for X and
x sufficiently close to —1z, there are flat co-ordinates q = (¢,) on a neighbourhood of (¢, x)
in L such that:

viey Z Z il (q) dg; ® dg, ® dg);
l,mn=01,5,k= anlzaqmaqn

vy = dFk(q)
CY¥ =F(q forg>2.

Here we regard the genus-g descendant potential F%, which was defined in as a function
of variables t, as a function of ¢, via the Dilaton Shift ¢/, = ¢!, + 6.55. The flat co-ordinates
q and the algebraic co-ordinates (¢, x) are related by

a(z) = [L(t, —2)"@(2)]

where L(t,—z) is the fundamental solution (12), [---]; denotes the non-negative part as a

) N N
Z-Series, q(Z) = Zzo:o qnz", :B(Z) = Zflozl Tp2", Gn = Zi:o Q;Ld)ia and x, = ZZ‘:O ligqﬁbz Thus
one can think of the Gromov-Witten wave function ¢x as encoding the total descendant
potential Zx of X.

6.9. A Global Section of the Fock Sheaf for the Big B-Model log-cTEP Structure.
We now construct a global section of the Fock sheaf for the big B-model log-cTEP structure.
This global section coincides under mirror symmetry with the Gromov-Witten wave functions
Cg? and %y

Proposition 6.9.1. The Covering Assumption (Assumption holds for the big B-model
log-cTEP structure.

Proof. Let y € Mgg be a point of M{ C Mgg. In we constructed, for a sufficiently small
neighbourhood U™ of y in Mg, an opposite module P§™ for the B-model TEP structure on
U™ \ D which is compatible with the Deligne extension. After shrinking Uy™ if necessary, we
may assume that Uy™ C Mg. By the construction of Mgg in the opposite module P7™
extends to an opposite module P, for the big B-model TEP structure on U, \ DV& which is
compatible with the Deligne extension, for some neighbourhood U, of y in Mgg . Recall that

Mblg was constructed as the germ of a thickening of Mgp; after shrinking Mgig if necessary
we may assume that the open sets {U, : y € Mp} just constructed form an open covering

of Mgg . By Example 6.7.3L the opposite module P, over U, determines an opposite module
P, for the big B-model log-cTEP structure over U,. Thus Assumption holds for the big
B-model log-cTEP structure. U

Definition 6.9.2. In view of Proposition there is a Fock sheaf on Mgig determined by
the big B-model log-cTEP structure. We denote this by Foctg.

Definition 6.9.3. Recall the definition of C(t, z) from equation . We say that a log-cTEP
structure (F, V, (-, -)r) with Euler field E and base (M, D) is tame semisimple at t € M if the
endomorphism ¢gC(t,0) € Endc(Fo,) is semisimple with pairwise distinct eigenvalues. This
endomorphism is “multiplication by the Euler field” and coincides with the action of V25 on
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Fo,t. Tame semisimplicity implies that all operators ¢,C(t,0) € End(Fo ;) with v € TM(log D)
are semisimple.

Consider now the big B-model log-cTEP structure (ngg, VB, (-,)B) with base (Mgg, Dbig),
Let Ugs denote the set of points at which this log-cTEP structure is tame semisimple. The
complement of U in Mgg is a union of divisors {B; : ¢ € I} and, after shrinking the
thickening Mgg of M3 if necessary, we may insist that each irreducible component B; meets

Mg C Mgig . The critical values of the superpotential W, are distinct for y € Mj = Mg\ D
(see equation (85))), and so the tame semisimple locus Uss contains M. This implies that, for
each i € I, the intersection of the divisor B; with M$, either contains the component (y; = 0)
or the component (yo = 0) of D N M$. In particular, each divisor B; contains the large-
radius limit point y; = y2 = 0. Moreover, we can also see that Ug does not intersect with
DP&_ In fact, by our local construction of fBbig in the residues of 2V along D& define
nilpotent operators (see Proposition in End(Fg%), which are non-zero by miniversality.

Therefore a point on DP*# cannot be tame semisimpl
In previous work we have shown — see [25, Definition 7.9] — that Givental’s formula [41]
for higher-genus potentials defines a section %3 of the B-model Fock sheaf Foctg over the

tame semisimple locus Uy C ./\/lgig. The mirror isomorphism of log-TEP structures from

Theorem (.41}

(FRE V2. (-, )m) = Mir (Fp v, VA () v)

UbisxC
induces an isomorphism of Fock sheaves

Focty \Ubig = Mir* Foct, 3

and Teleman’s theorem [80] implies that, under this isomorphism, % corresponds to the
Gromov-Witten wave function Mir* 45~ (see Definition |6.8.10)) over Uss N U big  (This is ex-
plained in detail in |25, Theorem 7.15].) The same is true when we replace Y with X and work
near the orbifold point, which is the large-radius limit point for X. We obtain the following:

Theorem 6.9.4. After shrinking the thickening Mgg of M3 if necessary, there exists a global
section 6B of Soctg over ./\/l]%lg extending Gss such that the following holds:

(a) near the large radius limit point for Y, €3 corresponds to the Gromov—Witten wave
function of Y under the mirror isomorphism in Theorem '

(b) near the large radius limit point for X, € corresponds to the Gromov—Witten wave
function of X under the mirror isomorphism in Remark .

Proof. In view of our discussion, it suffices to show that the section % extends holomorphi-
cally across the divisors B;, i € I. The divisors B;, i € I, all meet the open set UP®. By
Hartog’s Principle, it suffices to check that the correlation functions for % with respect to
one opposite module extend to holomorphic functions on all of U8, We check this using
the opposite module Prr from Example [6.7.4 under mirror symmetry, this corresponds to
the canonical opposite module P, from Example m (see Theorem and % corre-
sponds to ¢5-. But the correlation functions for €5 are evidently holomorphic on all of
Mir(UP#). O

12\e can also check that this holds for the big quantum cohomology of Y: the quantum product hsx
coincides with the nilpotent operator h;U along g; = 0 because of the Divisor Equation.
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Remark 6.9.5. The existence of a global section ¢ with these properties establishes a higher-
genus version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture for X = P(1,1,1,3). See Theorem 8.1
and Corollary 8.2 in [25] for a more general result for weak-Fano toric orbifolds.

7. THE FINITE-DIMENSIONAL FOCK SHEAF

In this section we construct a finite-dimensional version of the Fock sheaf, which one can
think of as arising from the big B-model Fock sheaf by taking the conformal limit. Recall from
that we have a three-dimensional vector bundle H — Mcy equipped with a logarithmic
flat connection V, a two-dimensional flat subbundle Hye. of H, a two-dimensional flat affine
subbundle H,g of H, and a distinguished section ¢ of H,g. There is a canonical identification,
for each y € Mcy, between any tangent space to H,g|, and the fiber Hyecly, S0 Hag is
parallel to Hyec; Hag is a symplectic affine bundle, Hye. is a symplectic vector bundle, and
this identification between H,g and Hye. intertwines the symplectic structures. The base
Mecy of H, Hug, and Hye. is isomorphic to P(3,1), and the flat connection V has logarithmic
poles at the divisor Doy = {0, —%} The finite-dimensional Fock sheaf that we will construct
has base Mcy.

FIGURE 4. The finite-dimensional cone £: the primitive section ( sweeps out
a Lagrangian curve £ C H,gls, via parallel translation to the fibre at t.

7.1. The Yukawa Coupling and the Kodaira—Spencer Map.

Notation 7.1.1. We denote by ©(log Dcy) the sheaf of tangent vector fields on My loga-
rithmic along Dcy and by Q! (log Doy ) the sheaf of 1-forms on Mgy logarithmic along Dcy .
Similarly, we denote by ©(log{0}) (respectively Q! (log{0})) the sheaf of tangent vector fields
(respectively 1-forms) logarithmic only at 0 € Dcy.

Definition 7.1.2 (cf. Definition . The Yukawa coupling Yoy € (Ql(log Dcy))®3 is
defined by:
Yoy (X1, X2, X3) = Q(Vx, Vx,( Vx, ) X1, X2, X3 € O(log Dcy)

Here we regard Vx,( and Vx, Vx,( as sections of Hyc, via the identification of tangent
spaces to H.g with fibers of Hy. discussed above.
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Definition 7.1.3 (Definition [6.5.4)). The Kodaira—Spencer map is:
KS: ©(log{0}) = O(Hyec)
X = Vx(

Remark 7.1.4. The Kodaira—Spencer map gives an isomorphism between the logarithmic
tangent bundle ©(log{0}) of (Mcy, {0}) and the subbundle F2,. C Hyc defined in

vec

Remark 7.1.5. From the previous remark, it follows that the Yukawa coupling has a pole
of order 3 at the large-radius limit point y; = 0 and a pole of order 1 at the conifold point
Yy = —%. We give an explicit formula for Yoy in Example

Let tg € My be a point away from Dcy. Locally near ty, we can encode the information of
the filtered flat bundle (H, F cFc H,V) discussed in as a finite-dimensional cone £
in H|,. Parallel translation defines an isomorphism H|; = H|, for ¢ in a small neighbourhood
of tp. Via this isomorphism, the flag (0 C F: C Ff C H|;) can be identified with a ﬂa in
H|y,. With this identification in mind, we define the finite dimensional cone £ C Hly, to be:

L=|Jr,
t

where t varies in a neighbourhood of #y3. See Figure Recall from that Ftl is a line

generated by the primitive section { = —z, that Ff is generated by ¢ and 6(, and that

0¢ = Vyl 9 (. The tangent space of £ along the line F; is therefore Ff . Recall also that
9y

¢ lies in the affine subbundle H,s. Under the above identification, ¢ +— ((t) sweeps out a
one-dimensional Lagrangian submanifold £ in H,gls,:

L=LnN Haglt, = {¢(¢) : t in a neighbourhood of ty}.
In other words, Mcy \ Dcy can be locally embedded into a fiber H,gly, as a Lagrangian
submanifold. The tangent space of £ at ((t) is identified with F2.|; C Hyeclt = T¢ () Hatlr-

By the same construction, we can realize the universal cover of Mcy \ Dcy as an immersed
Lagrangian submanifold in H,glz,.

7.2. Opposite Line Bundles and Propagators.

Definition 7.2.1 (cf. Deﬁnitions . Let U be an open subset of M¢cy. An opposite
line bundle over U is a one-dimensional subbundle P of Hyec|y such that

(1) P is flat, i.e. VO(P) C Q'(log Doy) ® O(P);

(2) for each t € U, we have P, ® F2,.|; = Hyeclt-

Definition 7.2.2 (Flat connection V¥, cf. Definition [6.7.6). Let P be an opposite line bundle
over U C Mcy. Let II: Hyee — Hyee/P = F\?ec denote the projection along P. The flat
connection V on H,.. induces a flat connection on Ffec over U:

(67) O(F2.) % Qlog Dey) ® O(Hyeo) 2% QY (log Dey) ® O(F2

vec )

Composing this with the Kodaira-Spencer isomorphism ©(log{0}) = O(FZ,), we obtain a
logarithmic flat connection on U C Mgy:

v 0(og{0}) = Q'(log Dey) ® O(log{0})

13The map t — (0 C Fy C Fy C Ht) € Fli2,5(H|i) can be viewed as a period map.
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We denote the dual connection
V" Q' (log{0}) = Q' (log Doy) © Q' (log{0})
by the same symbol.

Remark 7.2.3. The description of Hyec in shows that the residue endomorphism N of
V at a point g € D¢y is nilpotent. Monodromy invariance then forces that an opposite line
bundle P around tg is unique and has Im IV as the fiber at ¢y; such a line bundle will be
denoted by Prg for tg = 0 and by P, for tg = —2—17 — see Notation below. Therefore
the connection has no logarithmic singularities along D¢y for such P, i.e. gives a map

O(Fr) = Q' @ O(F,)
Consequently, the connection V¥ gives a map:
v Qllog{0}) — Q' @ Q' (log{0}) c Q' (log{0})®2.

In particular, a flat co-ordinate associated with V¥en is holomorphic at the conifold point,
whereas a flat co-ordinate for VR is logarithmic at the large-radius limit point. Note
however that the connection (67)) can have poles along D¢y if we do not require the opposite
line bundle P to be flat (see for curved opposite line bundles).

Recall from the previous section that a neighbourhood of ty) € M¢y\ Dcy can be embedded
into Hagly, as a Lagrangian submanifold £. Choose affine Darboux co-ordinates (p,z) on
H,gly, such that 9/0p is parallel to P,, and that 2 = %dp/\dac. The fact that P is an opposite
line bundle implies that P, = (0/0p) is transversal to the tangent space Ty L = F2.|¢ (note
that P; is independent of ¢ when transported to the fiber Hyecls,). Therefore £ can be written
as the graph of a function (see Figure, p = p(x). We may regard a function F3(z) satisfying

oFs
as a “genus-zero potential” for the B-model; this depends on the choice of P. The co-ordinate
x restricted to £ C H,gly, defines an affine flat co-ordinate with respect to V. More
invariantly, the affine flat structure is given by the projection along the linear foliation Pj:

L C Haglty — Hagtlto/ P,

d

FIGURE 5. Writing £ C H,gly, as a graph of p = p(x): Darboux co-ordinates
(p, x) are chosen so that P, = (0/dp); the co-ordinate x on L then defines the
affine flat structure associated to P.
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Example 7.2.4 (The Yukawa coupling in flat co-ordinates). Let P be an opposite line bundle
in a neighbourhood of ty € Mcy \ Dcy. As above, choose affine Darboux co-ordinates (p, x)
of Haglt, such that P, = (9/9p) and that Q = idp A dz, and write £ as the graph of a

function p = p(x). We set:

Ip
68 = £
(68) =5
Then the Yukawa coupling is given by:

Yoy = Yoy (0r, 0y, 0,)dz®? = Q(Vp, Vs, (, Vo, )dz®?

or 107
— Iz T ®3 _ 297 ; ®3
2((5) (1) e - 557

Remark 7.2.5. This calculation shows that the Yukawa coupling is given by the 3rd deriva-
tive of a generating function .7-"]% for £. Note that the Yukawa coupling is independent of the
choice of P whereas 733 depends on P. For Givental’s infinite-dimensional Lagrangian cone,
this is explained in [28, §6.1; 37, §6].

Proposition 7.2.6. For every t € Mcy, there exists an opposite line bundle P in a neigh-
bourhood of t.

Proof. When t € Mgy is not equal to the large-radius, conifold, or orbifold points, one can
construct an opposite line bundle P on a neighbourhood U of ¢ by choosing a one-dimensional
subspace P; of Hyec|¢ that is opposite to FVQEC, and then extending P; to a line bundle over U
by parallel translation.

When t is equal to the large radius, conifold, or orbifold points, we have a canonical
choice for an opposite line bundle near t. As shown in Proposition there are unique
opposite modules Prgr, Peon, Porp, for Ffj near the large radius, conifold and orbifold points,
which are compatible with the Deligne extension F5. These opposite modules induce, via the
correspondence in Proposition [£.3.1] opposite line bundles over neighbourhoods of the large
radius, conifold and orbifold points respectively. O

Notation 7.2.7. We write PR, Peon, Porb, for the opposite line bundles in a neighbourhood
of the large-radius, conifold and orbifold points (respectively) discussed in the proof above.
The fibres of Pir, Peon, Porb at the respective limit points are (see Proposition 4.3.2)):

PLR|y1:0 = <02<>7
Pcon|y1:_2717 = <(1 + 27y1)92C>7
Pt = (7193) = 072000+ 1)C)

These are unique opposite line bundles, respectively, around the large-radius, conifold and
orbifold points: see Remark and Proposition [10.3.2

Definition 7.2.8 (cf. Definition [6.7.7)). Let P;, P> be opposite line bundles over U, and let
I;: Hyee — F2,. be the projection along P;, i € {1,2}. The propagator A = A(Py, P,) is the
logarithmic bivector field A € (@(log~{0}))®2 defined by:

A = (KS®KS)"H(IT; @ I1)QY
where QY € Hyee ® Hyee is the dual symplectic form on H.

vec*
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Example 7.2.9 (The propagator in flat co-ordinates, cf. [25, Lemma 5.22]). Let P;, P> be
opposite line bundles over a neighbourhood U of tg € Mcy \ Dcy. We embed U into Haglt,
as a Lagrangian curve £ as above. Let (p,z) and (p/,2) denote affine Darboux co-ordinates
on H,gly, associated to Py and P respectively as in Example so that

0 0 1 1
Pily, =( =— Polyy = ( — Q=-dpAdx==dp' Ndz'.
1t <8p>’ 2 to <8p,>v 3 p €z 3 p €
Then x and 2’ restricted to £ give flat co-ordinates for P; and P, respectively. If

'=ap+br+e
P with <“ b) € SL(2,C)
' =cp+de+f d

is the affine symplectic co-ordinate change between (p,x) and (p/, '), the slope parameters

of L are related by

, _ar+b
cT+d
and the flat vector fields 0., d,y on £ = U are related by
/
(69) Op = %81/ = (CT + d)ax/.
Let IL;: Hyee — Ffec denote the projection along P; for ¢ = 1,2. Then we have
KS™'11(9,) = 0 KS™'I5(9,) = KS™' Ma(ady + ) = cdp = — 0,
ct+d
d
KS™'11,(0,) = 0, KS™'113(0,) = KS™! a(b0, + dOx') = do, = p— 0

and the propagator is:
APy, Py) = (KS®KS) ™ H(IT; ® [5) (39, ® 0 — 30; ® )
3¢
=— Oy ® 0.
cr+d " Oz

Lemma 7.2.10 (Propagator calculus, cf. [25, Proposition 4.45]). Let Py, P» be opposite line
bundles over U, let tg € U, and let x be a flat co-ordinate on U corresponding to Py. Write the
propagator A(Py, Py) as A(z)0; ® 05, and write the Yukawa coupling as Yoy (x) dz @ dx @ dx.
Then:

Vv = AP, Py) - Yoy = A(z) Yoy (z)dx
A
o A(z)*Yoy(z)

where we regard VI, V2 as connections on Q' (log{0}).

Proof. Choose co-ordinates as in Examples so that, with notation as there,

1071 3c
Yov(z) = - — Alz) = — .
ov (@) 30z’ (z) et +d
Let us denote derivatives with respect to x by subscripts. Recalling that z and 2’ are flat
co-ordinates for P; and P» respectively, and using , we have:

vPi(dz) =0

dx’ CT, CT,
V2=Vl [ —— ) =——% _dr@dd = ——2 dz ®dz.
(d) (m—i—d) (e + d)? T et +d T dr
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Hence
V2 (dz) — VP (dz) = A(z) Yoy (z)dz @ da
and: OA )
3ceT,
== T A2)?*Y
or (et +d)? ()Yov ()
as claimed. O

7.3. The Fock Sheaf. We describe the Fock sheaf in the finite-dimensional setting. The
construction is almost parallel to

Definition 7.3.1. Let U be an open subset of Mgy and let P be an opposite line bundle
over U. First suppose that U does not contain the conifold point y; = —2%. The local Fock
space Foctoy (U; P) consists of collections:

{V"C(g) € (QlU(log{O}))®n :9>0,n>0,29—2+n>0}
of completely symmetric logarithmic n-tensors on U such that:
o (Yukawa) V3C'(©) is the Yukawa coupling Ycvy;
e (Jetness) V(V"(C9) = vntiC),
Here V = V7 is the flat connection on Qf(log{0}) defined by P, extended to logarithmic
n-tensors in the obvious way; cf. the discussion in When U contains the conifold point,

we define Foctcoy (U; P) similarly except that we allow V"C@ to have poles of order at most
2g — 2 4+ n at the conifold point, and impose the same conditions (Yukawa) and (Jetness).

Remark 7.3.2. The Yukawa coupling Yoy = V3C(© has a pole of order 1 at the conifold
point — see Remark — and thus satisfies the last condition in the definition.

Let t be a co-ordinate on U. If the point ¢t = 0 is the large-radius limit point then write
u = logt, du = %, and 9, = t%; otherwise write u = t, du = dt, 0, = %. Then, as in the
infinite-dimensional case, if:

VoW = CWdun

then we refer to the tensors V*C9) or the functions 07(19) as n-point correlation functions.
We again encode elements of the local Fock space Foctcy (U; P) as formal functions on the
logarithmic tangent bundle. Let v be the fiber co-ordinate on the logarithmic tangent bundle
Oy (log{0}) that is dual to 9, so that (u,v) denotes a point in the total space of O (log{0}).

Definition 7.3.3 (jet potential). Given an element ¢ = {V"C¥}/, of Fockcy (U; P), set:

WY (u,v) = Z — " and W(u,v) = Z RITIWI (u, v)
n=max(0,3—2g) v g=0

We call WY the genus-g jet potential and exp(W) the total jet potential associated to 4.

Remark 7.3.4. We regard W9 (u, v) as a formal function on the total space of the logarith-
mic tangent bundle. As in the infinite-dimensional case, exp(W) is well-defined as a power
series in i and A~ L.

Definition 7.3.5 (transformation rule). Let P; and P, be opposite line bundles over U, and
consider the propagator A(Py, Py) = A(u)d, ® 0y. The transformation rule

T(Py, Py): Foctey (U; P1) — Joctey (U; P)
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assigns to a jet potential W for an element ¢ € Foctcy (U, P;), the jet potential W for an
element ¢ € Foctoy (U, P2) given by:
2

exp (W(u,v)) = exp <hA( )882> exp (W(u,v))

Suppose that € = {Cy(Lg)du@m :9>0,n>0,29—2+n >0} are the correlation functions
for W and that @ = {Cflg)du@)” :9>0,n>0,29 —2+4n >0} are the correlation functions
for W. The transformation rule in Definition is equivalent to the Feynman rule:

~ n 1
(70) COdu® =" TAn@)| Contr (A, {CM},,)
I

where the summation is over all connected decorated graphs I' such that:

To each vertex v € V(T') is assigned a non-negative integer g, > 0, called genus;
I' has n labelled legs: an isomorphism L(I') = {1,2,...,n} is given;
T is stable, i.e. 2g, — 2 + n, > 0 for every vertex v. Here n, = |m, (v)| denotes the
number of edges or legs incident to v;

®g=>,90+1—x(I).
(See Appendix [B| for our notation for graphs.) We put the correlation function C,({Z”)du®””
on the vertex v and put the propagator A(P;, P») on every edge. Then Contr (A, {C™M},<,)
is defined to be the contraction of all these tensors; the result is an n-tensor with the n tensor
indices corresponding to the n labelled legsEl As before, Aut(I") denotes the automorphism
group of the decorated graph T'.

Proposition 7.3.6. The transformation rule is well-defined. In other words, if:
¢={COdu®" :g>0,n>0,29—2+n>0}

is an element of Fockcy (U, Py) and:
T={COdu®" :g>0,n>0,29—2+n>0}

1s defined by the Feynman rule then € € Soctoy (U, Ps).

Proof. First note that if U contains either large-radius or conifold points, there is a unique
opposite line bundle over U — see Remark Therefore the transformation rule is trivial
and there is nothing to prove. In particular, we do not need to discuss the ‘pole order 2g—2+n’
condition at the conifold point. (When we consider curved opposite line bundles, however,
this condition matters: see §7.4])

We need to show that @ sat1sﬁes the properties (Yukawa) and (Jetness) in Definition
(Yukawa) is obvious, as there is exactly one stable 3-valent graph with g = 0 and so C
C’:,EO). To establish (Jetness), we shall differentiate the right-hand side of (70| with respect to
V2 and check if it coincides with the Feynman rule for aq(ﬁldu‘@(”“).

As discussed, it suffices to check (Jetness) away from Dcy. Therefore we may choose the co-
ordinate u to be a flat co-ordinate x associated with P; and use notation as in Lemma [7.2.10]
Since V2 = VP 1 A(2)Yoy (z)dr by Lemma [7.2.10, V2 applied to yields a sum over
stable Feynman graphs as above, but with either:

HMgince the base Mcy is one-dimensional, there is only one kind of tensor indices; the labelling of legs still
plays a role in reducing automorphisms of I'.
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(a) a distinguished vertex that carries V1 (C’flg“)dx‘g’”) = C’gﬁldaj@("”*l); or

(b) a distinguished edge which carries dA(z) = Yoy (2)A(x)%dx; or

(c) a distinguished leg that carries Yoy (2)A(z)dz in place of dx.
The first possibility here arises from differentiating a vertex term in ; the second possibility
arises from differentiating an edge term; and the third possibility arises from the difference
of V1 and V2 — recall how V acts on n-tensors from Equation . Note that we have
used (Jetness) for ¢ in (a) and Lemma in (b). Observe that these are precisely the
contributions appearing in the Feynman sum for CA’r(L%Zldx@)("“); in fact (a)—(c) correspond
respectively to Feynman graphs such that

(a') the leg labelled by n + 1 is on a vertex v such that 2g, — 2+ n, > 1;

(b') the leg labelled by n + 1 is on a genus-zero vertex with 1 leg and 2 adjacent edges;

(c') the leg labelled by n + 1 is on a genus-zero vertex with 2 legs and 1 adjacent edge.
The proposition follows. O

We now show that the transformation rule satisfies the cocycle condition.

Proposition 7.3.7. Let Py, P>, and P3 be opposite line bundles over U, and let A;; =
A(P;, Pj) be the corresponding propagators. We have:

Az = A1p + Agg
In particular, Ao = —Aoq.

VeC)V7

Proof. Let I;: Hyee — F2_ be the projection along P;. Then, for any sections w, w’ of (
we have:

A13(KS*w,KS*w') = QY (1] — 115w, IT5w’)
= V(0] — ), Tw') + QY (115 — 115w, TTiw')
= QV(( )OJ, 5w ) + A23(Ks*w, KS* w’)

= A13(KS*w, KS*w') + Ags(KS* w, KS* w')

For the first equality here we used the fact that Im I3 = P3l is isotropic; for the third equality
we used the fact that Im(II5 — II3) and Im(II7 — II%) are contained in the isotropic subspace
(Foec)™ O

vec

Corollary 7.3.8. The transformation rule (Deﬁm’tz’on satisfies the cocycle condition:
if P1, Pa, and P are opposite line bundles over U then:

T(Pl, P3) = T(Pg, Pg) o T(Pl, PQ)
Thus the following Definition makes sense.

Definition 7.3.9 (Fock sheaf). From Proposition we know that there is an open covering
{U, : a € A} of Mcy such that for each a € A there exists an opposite line bundle P, over
U,. The Fock sheaf Foctay is defined to be the sheaf of sets over Mcy obtained by gluing
the local Fock spaces Foctoy (Uy; Pa), a € A, using the transformation rule

T(Pa, Pb) gUCECy(U NUy; P, ) — Soc{%cy(U N Up; Pb) a,be A

over U, N Up.

Remark 7.3.10. The Feynman rule (70| coincides with that used by Aganagic-Bouchard—
Klemm [2, §2]. It arises there through stationary phase approximation of certain integral
operators acting on wave functions, which suggests a possible non-perturbative extension of
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the quantization formalism. Our approach here emphasizes rigorous mathematical construc-
tions, but in doing so hides this possible link to a non-perturbative theory.

7.4. Curved Opposite Line Bundles. We discuss a generalization of the previous frame-
work to possibly curved (i.e. not necessarily parallel) opposite line bundles. Of particular
interest to us are the complex conjugate line bundle and the algebraic opposite line bundles
which will be introduced later in §10.4] A general theory for curved opposite modules in the
infinite-dimensional setting was developed in |25, §4.13 and §9], and the discussion here is
parallel to that.

Definition 7.4.1. Let U C My be an open set. A possibly curved opposite line bundle over
U is a topological (or C*) line subbundle P of Hyec|y such that Hyec|y = F2.|u © P.

For possibly curved opposite line bundles P;, P>, the propagator
A(Py, Py) := (KST' @ KS™H(IT; x II3).QY

is still well-defined as a continuous (or C*) section of (©(log{0}))®? (see Definition [7.2.8).
Let Py be an opposite line bundle and suppose that an element of the local Fock space for P

¢ ={CODdu®" : 29 —2+n> 0} € Fockey (U; Py)

is given. For a possibly curved opposite line bundle P over U, we define genus-g, n-point

)

correlation functions 6'7(19 du®™ with respect to P by the same Feynman rule as before

~ 1
(71) C,,(lg)d'u@n = E m COHtF(A(PO, P)7 {C(h)}hgg)
I

where T" ranges over all connected, decorated, genus-g stable graphs (see the list of conditions
below equation (70])). Note that 6§0)du®3 = Céo)du‘@?’ is the Yukawa coupling.

Lemma 7.4.2. IfU does not contain the conifold point, then the correlation functions (71)) are

continuous sections of ! (1og{0})®™. IfU contains the conifold point, (14-27y)29=2+nC) qu®n
extends continuously across the conifold point.

Proof. The former statement is obvious from the definition. The latter statement follows

from the condition that Cﬁg)du‘@” has a pole of order 2g — 2 + n at the conifold point (see
Definition [7.3.1]), and the fact that the “Euler number” 2¢g — 2 + n is additive under graph
contractions. U

Remark 7.4.3. The Feynman rule involving curved opposite modules still satisfies the cocycle
condition. This is because Proposition and its proof are valid also for curved opposite
line bundles. In particular, we can invert the Feynman rule to get

1 o~
O =3 ramy Contr (AP Po). {CM hasy).
I

The main difference from the parallel case is that correlation functions with respect to a
possibly curved opposite line bundle do not satisfy (Jetness) in general. In place of (Jetness),
they satisfy certain anomaly equations. We assume henceforth that a possibly curved opposite
line bundle P is a C° subbundle of Hye.. Also, for simplicity, we work over the locus
Mecy \ Doy where the connection V has no singularities. We can define a (not necessarily
flat) connection V¥ associated with a curved P by the same formula as in Definition
Namely, the projection IT: Hyee — F2,. along P induces a (not necessarily flat) connection

C(F2.) L C°(TY @ Hyeo) 225 ¢(TY ® F2,)

vec vec
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which in turn defines the connection:
vP. (1) = (1Y @ TM)
and its dual:
VP 0% (T0)) 5 O%(TY @ (T9))

via the Kodaira—Spencer isomorphism F2_ = 710, Here T denotes the complexified tangent

bundle of Mcy \ Dcy, T&/ its dual, and Tc = T @ T%! the type decomposition. The
connection V¥ can be naturally extended to n-tensors:
VP: Coo((Tl,O)v R ® (Tl,O)V) N COO(T&/ ® (Tl,O)V Q- ® (Tl,O)v>
Note that the (0, 1)-part of V7 is the standard Dolbeault operator.
Definition 7.4.4 (torsion). Let P be a possibly curved opposite line bundle. The torsion of
P is the C™ tensor A: (TH0)Y @ (T19)Y — TY defined by
A(wl, w2> = QV(VVH*(KS*)_lwl, H*(KS*)_l(,UQ) Wi, w2 € COO((TLO)V)

where VV is the connection on HY,. dual to V, IT*: (F2_)V — H\._is the dual of the projection
II: Hyee — F2

2 and KS*: (F2.)Y = (T19)V is the dual of the Kodaira—Spencer isomorphism.

Note that A vanishes if and only if P is parallel for V. We can generalize the propagator
calculus in Lemma [[.2.10] as follows:

Lemma 7.4.5. Let Py be a (parallel) opposite line bundle over U and let P be a possibly
curved opposite line bundle over U. Let x be a flat co-ordinate associated with Py. Write the
propagator A(Py, P) as A(x)0; ® O, the Yukawa coupling as Yoy (x)dx ® dr @ dx, and the
torsion of P as A = A(dx, dx) = Aydx + Azdz € C°(T{Y). Then:

vEP - vh = A(Py, P) - Yoy = A(z) Yoy (z)dx

dA(z) = A(z)?Yoy (x)dr — Aydr — AzdT.

Moreover, the curvature of VY on the cotangent bundle (T'°)Y is Yoy (z)Az dz A dZT.
Proof. We use notation as in Examples [7.2.4] and [7.2.9] Take a point t5 € U and embed
a neighbourhood of ¢y as a Lagrangian curve £ C H,gl|y,. Fix Darboux co-ordinates (p, z)

on Hgly, such that Py = (0/0p), Q = %dp A dz, and that x coincides with the given flat
co-ordinate when restricted to £. In terms of the co-ordinates (p,x), we have

0 0 T
KS(Oy) =7—+4+ — =
where 7 is the slope parameter of £ in . Suppose that the fiber P, at x is written in the
form (via parallel translation to Hyeclt,):

P, =C G’)

for a smooth function ¢ = ¢(z). Then a computation similar to Example [7.2.9| gives:

APy P) = M) @0 = 0,0 01

In terms of the dual frame {dp,dz} of H.

vec|to, We have:

I (KS*)~ (dz) = %(dp ~edz) = ——(1,~)
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Hence:
(72) A = Alde,dz) = Q¥ (d|——(1,—0) (1,—¢)) = —>_de
N e T—c’ r—c (1 —c)?
and:
1 d d
VFdr = KS* (VVII*(KS*) ! (dz)|p2. ) = KS* d< (1,—c)> ] _ _redr
vec T —20C F\?ec T—2C
Therefore, using Yoy (x) = %Tz, we find:
VPde — VPdr = — Cch(x)da: ®dr = A(z)Yoy (x)dx @ dx
r_
and: ag 24
T c
dA = - = A(2)?Y, dr — A.
Foef oo Al Yevle)ds
Finally, the curvature of V' is given by:
(V) (da) = V7 (— " dr® dm) = Tch)z (dT A dz) ® dv = Yoy (z)As(dz A dT) @ dz
T—c T—c
as claimed. O

Using Lemma [7.4.5] we deduce the following anomaly equation. We omit the proof since
the argument is very similar to that proving (Jetness) in Proposition m

Proposition 7.4.6 (anomaly equation, cf. |25, Theorem 4.86]). Let Py be a (parallel) opposite
line bundle and P be a possibly curved opposite line bundle. Let x denote a flat co-ordinate

associated with Py and let € = {Cq(@g)dx®”}gg,2+n>o be an element of the local Fock space

Soctey (U; Py). Let éflg)da@" denote the genus-g, n-point correlation functions with respect
to P produced from € by the Feynman rule . Let A = A(dz,dz) = Aydx + AzdT denote
the torsion of P. Then we have:

~ ~ 1 ~(h) & 1 ~(g—
Ciilda®0 ) = V(0 da™) + 5 Y <7Z> A® G O™ + SA® O de®

Jjt+1
h+k=g
i+j=n
FEquivalently:
- acy a1 n\ . oAam oAk 1, Al
Oy = = + nA@Yoy ()0 + 5 Y <Z.>Axc§+)1c§+>1+QAxcfli;),
h+k=g
i+j=n
) 9GY 1 n\ o amE® L Ly Ao
= or T 2 )Gt il
h+k=g
i+j=n

where we use notation from Lemma[7.4.5]

Remark 7.4.7. When we apply this in §I0] we shall restrict to the following special cases:

(a) P is an anti-holomorphic line subbundle, i.e. preserved by the (1, 0)-part of V (e.g. the
complex conjugate opposite line bundle in Definition [10.4.1));
(b) P is a holomorphic line subbundle which is not flat (e.g. the algebraic opposite line

bundle in Definition 10.4.3)).
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In the case (a), we have A, = 0. Therefore the correlation functions satisfy ‘partial’ jetness
(VPYLO(Cy Cl )dx®”) = éﬂlczx@"“) and the holomorphic anomaly equations:

A(1)

Ozagl } Yoy (T) forg=1
~(9) g-1

0= C 1ZAC cloh 4 Ac(g” for g > 2

where @}g) = (%CC'(()Q) for g > 2 and Cég) = 8xé§g) + A(w)ch(x)é}g) for g > 1. Note that the

holomorphic anomaly equation in genus 1 says that C) )da behaves as a ‘connection 1-form’
on the square root of the canonical bundle:

d(CWdx) = %AgYCy(w)d.T A dT = %(VP)Q_
)

In the case (b), we have Az = 0. Thus the correlation functions cyY
not satisfy (Jetness).

are holomorphic, but do

8. THE CONFORMAL LIMIT OF THE FOCK SHEAF

Let Mg denote the complement of the conifold locus:

My = Moy \ {—3}
and let Foctry denote the restriction to Mgy of the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf §octcy from

’ Recall from §6| that the B-model Fock sheaf is defined on MB and let 1: Mgy — Mblg
denote the inclusion. In this section, we prove:

Theorem 8.0.1. There exists a restriction map of Fock sheaves, i ' Focky — Fockty .

There are several things to understand:

e how correlation functions for Foctp give rise to correlation functions for Foctgy (§8.1));
e how opposite modules for the big B-model log-cTEP structure that are compatible
with the Deligne extension give rise to opposite line bundles for Hye. (§8.2));
e how the transformation rule used to assemble Foctg out of local Fock spaces gives rise
to the transformation rule used to assemble Foctly out of local Fock spaces (§
8.4).
With this material in place, we define the restriction map i~ 'Focky — Foctdy in §8.5 In
we show that there is a global section ¢cy of the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf Foctiy,
which arises via restriction from the global section 5 of Foctg. Near the large-radius limit
point, correlation functions of ¥cy encode Gromov—Witten invariants of the non-compact
Calabi—Yau 3-fold Y = Kp2 and near the orbifold point, the correlation functions of %cy
encode Gromov-Witten invariants of the non-compact orbifold X = [(C3 / Mg]. We will see
in §9 that the genus-g, n-point correlation functions of ¢cvy, which a priori are holomorphic
functions on Mgy, are in fact meromorphic functions on Mcy with poles at the conifold
point —% € Mcy of order at most 2g — 2 + n. Thus we can think of ¢cy as a global section
of the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf Foctcy.
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8.1. Correlation Functions in the Conformal Limit. Recall from Theorem[5.0.1]that the
big B-model log-TEP structure fBblg (and hence the big B-model log-cTEP structure Fgg ) has
logarithmic singularities along D Mgg. Let L denote the total space of the big B-model
log-cTEP structure and L° denote its open subset as defined in Definition Correlation
functions for the B-model Fock sheaf Foctg are local sections V"C@ of Ql(log DPig)®",
where ! (log D®8) is the sheaf of one-forms on L° logarithmic along pr—' D&, satisfying the
conditions (Yukawa), (Jetness), (Grading and Filtration), and (Pole). Correlation functions
for the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf Foctcy are local sections V*C) of Q' (log{0})®", where
0! (log{0}) is the sheaf of one-forms on Mcy logarithmic at 3; = 0, satisfying the conditions
(Yukawa) and (Jetness). Roughly speaking, to relate Foctg to Foctcy, we want to pull back
correlation functions for Foctp alonﬁ the primitive section ¢: Mgy — L°. This requires care,
because in general there is no canonical way to restrict logarithmic forms to the logarithmic
locus.

Example 8.1.1. Let i: D — M be the inclusion of a normal crossing divisor into a complex
manifold. Then there is no canonical map z'*Q}\A (log D) — Q}j; indeed the canonical map
goes in the other direction, and fits into an exact sequence

0—Qf, —= Q) (log D) —> Op —=0
where the map res takes the residue along D.
To pull back correlation functions for Fockg, we first restrict to the image of {: Mp — L°.

Here there is a well-defined pullback, as ¢ ‘ e is transverse to the logarithmic locus in Le;
B

over Mgy, it defines a map:

("4 (log D"'®) — Q¢ (log D) My

where here and hereafter (* means the pull-back by (: Mgy — L® and D C Mg is the divisor
. Then we choose a splitting of

z — —

(73) 0 —— Q}\A%Y (log{0}) —— Q}\A% (log D) ‘M%Y — Opme,, — 0.
Here the dashed arrow is multiplication by
ldys | dyz _ dys

dug = + =
3 Y2 2

As we will see in in our situation this choice of splitting s canonical. Combining, we
get a restriction map

*0)l big 1
(74) (" (log D) — Q)0 (log{0})
as the composition
(2} (10g DY) — Ol (08 D)o ——= Vo (l0{0}) © Onge,, —= e (log{0})
where the middle arrow is the splitting and the right-hand arrow is projection to the first
factor.

15The primitive section ¢ lands in L° C L because Reichelt’s conditions (IC), (GC) hold along Mg&y: sce

£
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Example 8.1.2. We can compute the B-model Yukawa coupling Y (Definition [6.5.1)) us-
ing Proposition [3.5.1] Restricting the result to ((Mp), which is possible because ¢ Mo 18
B

transverse to the logarithmic locus, yields

1 dyy\ ®3
Y| o= (N 9(dus)®3.
lcomg) 3(1+27y1)<y1> + 9(dus)

But the Yukawa coupling in the finite-dimensional setting (Definition [7.1.2) is

oy = 06°600) () = g ()

— see . Thus the restriction map takes the Yukawa coupling Y to Ycvy.

8.2. Opposite Modules in the Conformal Limit. We now discuss how opposite modules
for the big B-model log-cTEP structure that are compatible with the Deligne extension give
rise to opposite line bundles in the conformal limit. This is largely a summary of material
from §§4 In we considered the restriction Fcy of the B-model log-TEP structure to
My xC. This is a log-TEP structure with base (Mcy, Dcy), which carries an endomorphism
N: Foy — 2~ Foy given by the residue of the B-model connection along the divisor My x
C ¢ Mp x C. Taking the formalizationlﬂ of Foy at z = 0 defines a log-cTEP structure Foy
with base (Mcy, Dcy), equipped with a residue endomorphism N: Foy — 2z~ 'Fcy induced
by that on Foy. In 4] we considered a six-dimensional vector bundle H, a three-dimensional
vector bundle H, and a two-dimensional vector bundle Hyec; these are related to the log-cTEP
structure Foy as follows:

Hee H
(75) \ / \
H

Fcy[z_l]

The vector bundle H is included in Foy[27!] as the degree-1 part; it is preserved by the action
of the residue endomorphism N, so we can regard N as an endomorphism of H. There is a
canonical surjection from H onto H = H/Im N, and Hye. = (Ker N)/(Im N N Ker N) sits
canonically as a subbundle of H. The diagram induces the following diagram of Hodge
subbundles:

F\?EC F2
(76) \ / \
e Foy

. . . =2 _ 55 . . . .
Here F? C H is three-dimensional, '~ C H is two-dimensional, and F2_, C Hye is one-

dimensional. These were introduced in §4.1 and §4.3; we give explicit bases for them below.
Let U be an open neighbourhood of y € M2, in ngg. Let P be an opposite module for
the big B-model log-TEP structure (]-"]];lg , VB, (-,-)B) over U \ D® such that P is compatible

with the Deligne extension (.ngg , VB, (-,-)B)|v in the sense of Definition The opposite
module P naturally yields an opposite module P for the big B-model log-cTEP structure
(Fgg, VB, (-,-)B) over U. By a slight abuse of language, we call such a P a Deligne-extension-

compatible opposite module for the big B-model log-cTEP structure ngg. Let Py denote the

16Gince Foy is graded — see — no information is lost by the formalization (Fcy, V) ~ (Fcy, V).
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restriction P to Mgy, N U. Combining Propositions [5.1.5 |4.3.1f and [4.3.2} we find that P (or
Pcy) induces an opposite line bundle P over U N Mgy, and that (75) induces the following
diagram of opposite modules, filters, and line bundles:

P Uy
) AP
U, Pcy

Here U; is the degree-one part of Pcy, which is three-dimensional; U; is the image of Uy
under the projection to H, which is one-dimensional; and the opposite line bundle P is equal
to Uy. We have that Uy = (27'D3) + {s € Ker N : [s] € P}.

Let us now give explicit bases for the bundles in and , summarizing the discussion
in §4 We have, in the manifold chart Mcy \ {y1 = oo}:

Ker N = (Dy — 3D2,272D3, 271 (1 4 27y ) (D1 — $D2)?)
Im N = (D,,27'D3,272D3)
Furthermore:
F? = (z,Dy — 1Dy, D5)

F* = ([2],[D1 = $Da]) = ([2], [D1]) = (. 6)
Fiie = ([D1 — 3Do]) = ([D1]) = (6¢)
and:
Uy =(z7'D3,272D3, 27 (1 + 27y1) (D1 — $D2)* + a(Dy — £Dy))
P = {(1+427y1)0°¢ + ab()
where a is a scalar-valued function of y; that parameterizes the opposite filter U; or line
bundle P.

A key observation is that the surjection Ker N — Hye. induces an isomorphism F? N
Ker N = F2 . That is, the residue endomorphism N singles out a canonical lift of F2_ to H.

vec* vec
This is also true near the orbifold point. As we now explain, it is this that makes our choice
of splitting in canonical. Note that the Kodaira—Spencer map (see Definition [6.5.4) gives

an isomorphism ¢*©,(log DP&) =5 ¢* pr* Fgg = Foy] Mg, and consider the diagram

(*©,(log D"'®) e Fovl e,
O (log D) e € = FQTM%Y (2,D1 — 1Dy, Dy)
A
(78) I
(P2 N Ker N)| e (D) — 1D,)
1 :
Orre, (log{0}) = F2| o, = (ID1 - §D2])
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where the lower-right vertical isomorphism is the canonical lift of F2,. to H and KS denotes
the Kodaira—Spencer map. There is a unique choice for the dashed arrow that makes the

diagram commute: the bottom horizontal map takes yla%l to [D1] = [D1 — 1 D], and so the
dashed map must take yla%l to y1% — %yQ%. Thus our choice of splitting in is the
unique choice such that this diagram commutes. Dualizing gives:

Lemma 8.2.1. The restriction map 1s the unique map that makes the following diagram
commute:

. KS*

C*Qi (l?g Dblg) = FéY ‘M%Y

!

\ !

[ 2 \

‘ (F2NKerN)"| Mo,

!

\ J{Z

Y KS* v
Q}M%Y(log{o}) = (Fec) ‘M%Y

8.3. Connections in the Conformal Limit. In this section we will show that the restriction
map sends the connection (Definition |6.7.6))

(79) VP Ql(log D8) — Ql(log D"®) © Q! (log D)
to the connection (Definition [7.2.2)
(50) V7 Qe (10{0}) — Qe (10{0}) © Db (log{0})

where the opposite line bundle P is induced by the Deligne-extension-compatible opposite
module P as in More precisely, these connections are defined on open sets where P
or P are defined, but we shall omit the restriction signs to ease the notation. Note that it
suffices to check the correspondence between the connections , on the manifold chart
{y1 # oo}; we will work only with this chart.

Remark 8.3.1. Since V is not Oyo-linear, it does not induce a map from ¢*Q! (log D) to
("0 (log D)2

Since (|aqe is transverse to the logarithmic locus, we can pull back the connection (79)) to
B
get a connection

Q! (log DV — Qe (log D) © (Q},(log Dbie

News) ez

Restricting to Mgy gives
¢ (log DY) — (g (log D) ) @ ¢*2L(log D)
CY

and using the splitting gives a connection
V': (" (log D) — Qe (log{0}) @ (" (log D).

Explicitly:
_dn
n

V'« X (VP a).
(11521 2)
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Let us identify ¢*Q!(log DP®) with Fly using the Kodaira—Spencer map, so that

V' Féy — Qe (log{0}) ® Féy
We need to show that V’ 1nduces a connection on (F2.)" via the map Fy — (F?NKer N)V =
(F2,)V — see Lemma — and that this induced connection coincides, via the Kodaira—

Spencer map, with V. To see this, consider the dual connection
V':Foy — Q}\,%Y (log{0}) ® Foy
and compute:

dyl
V/(Dl — ng) & V (D1 — lDQ)
5 Y (3152~ S 52) 3
dyr
= o Tlp (+71(Dy - §D2)?)
Y1
dy1 a
Y1 1+ 27
where IIp: Foy [zfl] — Fcy is the projection along P. Here we used the fact that IIp on H
is the same as projection H — F? along Uj, together with the explicit bases from Thus
V'’ preserves F2 N Ker N, and so induces a connection on F2_. It remains to show that this
induced connection is VP . But this is 0bV1ous

vP(6¢) = y—@ﬂ p(6%¢)

ng)

(D1_3

di a
_I Y17 2Ty (6)

where we again used the explicit bases in § So under the identification F2, = F2NKer N,

which sends ¢ to D1 — Dg, A4 commdes w1th V. Thus we have shown that the restriction
map ([74) sends the Connectlon ) to the connection

8.4. The Propagators Agree in the Conformal Limit. In this section, we prove:

Proposition 8.4.1. Let Py, Py be Deligne-extension-compatible opposite modules for the big
B-model log-cTEP structure (Fgg,VB, (-,-)B). Let P1, Py be the corresponding opposite line
bundles. The pull-back by : Mgy — L° of the propagator in the infinite-dimensional setting

(Definition |6.7.7) .
C*A(Py, P2) € Hom ((*Q0(log D)%%, 0 e, )

is induced from the propagator in the finite-dimensional setting (Definition [7.2.8|)
A(PL, P2) € Ot (0810)%% = o (04, (08101, Or,)
via the restriction map .

The log-cTEP structure (Foy, V, (-, -)) with base (Mcy, Dcy) carries an Oy, -linear grad-
ing operator:
Gr(P) = [z gz ,P}
This is the grading inherited from the GKZ system (Definition E It is a shift of the
grading operator gr inherited from the big B-model log-cTEP structure so that Gr = gr —1—2
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see Example The Oy [2]-module Foy decomposes as:

0 .
Fov = [TFey
=0

where Fg%( is the sub-bundle of degree ¢ with respect to Gr. We have:

((1) i=
<Z DQ,D2—3D1> 1=1
FO = { (22, 2Dy, 2(Dy — 3Dy), D2, Dy (Dy — 3Dy)) i=2
(23,22 D, 2*(Dy — 3D1),2D3,2D1(Dy — 3D1),D3) i=3
Z3FS) i>4

Note that F(Cl\)( = F? C H. Recall from Definition |6.7.7| that the propagator A(P1,Ps) is
induced from the tensor V € F%‘g ® Fgg = %W(Fglgv ® Fglgv O Mbig):
B

Vg1, p2) == QY (I} 1, M3¢00)
as A(Py,P2) = (KS®KS) pr*(V), where II;: ngg[z_l] — Fgg is the projection along P;.
Proposition 8.4.2. Let Voy denote the restriction of V' to Mgy, Then we have:
Voy € ((Da —3D1)®?) = (F> NKer N)®2 C F) @ FY).
Proof. Lemma implies that (Gr®1 + 1 ® Gr)Voy = 2Vey, and therefore that:
Voy € (FY @ FR ) @ (F e FR ) @ (FR o FR)

Let us write:
Voy =1®as+ Y %9 @ ¢ +as ® 1

where as € Fgg,, 7vij is symmetric in ¢ and j, and (¢1, ¢2, ¢3) = (2, D2, Do — 3Dq) is a basis
for Fg% We claim that the following equation holds:

(81) (D;®1—1® Dy)Voy =0
where Dy = —zN is the endomorphism of Foy (see §4.1)). To see this, note that, since

Dy = —zN preserves both Foy and Pj| sy, we have that DoIl; = I1;Dy. Thus:
(D2®1—1®Ds)Vey = (D2 ®1—1® Dy) (I ® 1) QY
= (I @) (D ®1—1® Dy)QY

which is zero as Dy is self-adjoint with respect to 2. Writing out the graded pieces of
yields:

0 =1® Daas (0,3) component

0=Dy®ag — Z’)/Z]gf)l & Dggf)j (1, 2) component
The first equation shows that as € Ker Dy. The second equation gives ¢; # Dy = Da¢; =
0, i.e. ¢; = Dy — 3D, and thus 11 = 712 = 731 = 732 = 0. Symmetry of v gives
0 0 O

¥y=10 72 0
0 0 33
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The second equation now becomes Dy ® as = Y92D2 ® D%, and thus ay = 'yggD%. Since
Dsay = 0, we conclude that 99 = 0 and ag = 0. Thus Voy = 733(D2 — 3D1) ® (D2 — 3Dq)
and the Proposition follows. O

Proof of Proposition[8.4.1. In view of the diagram and Proposition it suffices to
show that the element Viy € F2,. ® F2_ defined by

Via(p1, 2) = QY (171, T3 p2)
coincides with Voy under the identification F2.. =2 F? N Ker N, where 7;: Hyee — F2.. is

vec vec

the projection along P; and ¢; € (FZ_)V. Take ¢ € F¢y and choose v; € P;| Me,,, such that

vec

v = Q(vj, ) for i = 1,2; then we have

chVCY =wv; — vy € Foy.
We know that v; — vo lies in F2 N Ker N by Proposition On the other hand, let
P € (FaNKer N)V = (F2.)V be the image of ¢ and let w; € H be the degree-1 part of v;.

vec
Then we have ¥ = Q(wj,-) on F, 2 NKerN. By the correspondence between P; and P; in
the image [w;] of w; in H = Cok N lies in P; and thus:

vec

15Via = [w1] — [wo] € F. C H.
Since v] — vy is of degree 1, we have v] — vy = w1 —wy. Thus v; — vy corresponds to [wi] — [ws]
under the isomorphism F? NKer N = F2 . The conclusion follows. O

8.5. The Restriction Map on Fock Sheaves. As discussed, correlation functions for the B-
model Fock sheaf Focty are local sections V"C'9) of Q1 (log DP8)®" satisfying the conditions
(Yukawa), (Jetness), (Grading and Filtration), and (Pole). Applying the restriction map
to such correlation functions {V"C@},, yields local sections of Q}M%Y(log{O})@" which

satisfy (Yukawa), by Example and (Jetness), by To show that we get a restriction
map on Fock sheaves

(82) i Focky — Fockdy

it remains only to check that the restriction map takes the propagator for the big B-model
Fock sheaf Foctp to the propagator for the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf octey,. This is the
content of Theorem [8.0.1] is proved.

8.6. A Global Section of the Finite-Dimensional Fock Sheaf. Applying the restriction
map to the global section ¢ of Focty (see Theorem gives a global section %cy
of Foctry. We can compute the correlation functions of ¢y with respect to the opposite
line bundle Pir by applying the restriction map to the Gromov-Witten wave function %,
which is a global section of Foct, 3. With notation as in Definition the mirror map
(see Theorem gives:

t' =1lo =lo -3 s — 1)

2 gq1 = logy: — 3g(y1) where o) =3 (3d 31)' (—1) ™y

t* =logqz =logyz + g(y1) = (d)
Thus %dt1 +dt? = %dlog y1 + dlog yo, and the splitting in these co-ordinates is given by
dug = %dt1 + dt?. Restricting to the image of C‘M%Y sets

V=3=t"=15=0 =0 xl =

; J—-1 ifn=1landi=0
0 otherwise.
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Let ¢ = {V”C(g )}g » denote the Gromov—Witten wave function of Y. Then the restriction
of V"C’ ) to ((Mgy) under the map is given by:

(0p — 30)" FY (t)‘ (dth)®n

Q1=Q2=1,t0=t3=t4=15=0,g2=0

where F%g ) is the Gromov-Witten potential @ of Y. Writing

Y Y
Ngd = <>g,n7(d,0) - <>g,n,d >0,
we have
1 >° dq ®3
the restriction of V3C® = [ —Z + Z d3*ng g qil (—1>
Y 3 = ’ T
(83) the restriction of VC( ( — 4+ Z dniq q1>
the restriction of C(?g) = Z Ng.d qf for g > 2
d=0

where ¢ = e " and we used the fact that <(h 1h2 >130 fY 1 — = 3 = —% and
<h1 — gh2>1 o= —i fy(hl — %hg) Uc(Y) = —%. These are the correlation functions of

%cy with respect to the opposite line bundle P g and coincide with (the derivatives of) the
Gromov—Witten potentials of Y.

In a similar way, we can compute the correlation functions of 4y with respect to the
opposite line bundle Py, by applying the restriction map to the Gromov—Witten wave
function ¢5. Let {t = t*,logq = t'} denote the co-ordinates on HZ, (X) dual to {1 %,h}
defined in Recall that the mirror map in Theorem [3.3.2] gives

f:i(—l) H] 0( +.7) 3n+1

1 =31 .
(3n + 1) 1 Y qu Og U2

n=0
Thus the splitting is given in these co-ordinates by duo = %dlog q. Writing

b X x
ngrk:<1;,...,1;> :<1;,...,1;> when 2g — 2+ k >0
’ 3 3/ g,k,0 3 3/ g,k,0
we have:
o _ (v ¢
- 3~(0 b 3
the restriction of V°CZ" = (Z 8rk+3k,> (dt)®
k=0
(84) the restriction of VC’%) = (Z n‘l’f}fﬂ k:') dt
k=0
the restriction of C%) = ngf}j 7 for g > 2.
k=0 '

These are the correlation functions for ¥cy with respect to the opposite line bundle P4, and
coincide with (the derivatives of) the Gromov-Witten potentials of X'. This proves:
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Theorem 8.6.1 (cf. Theorem [6.9.4). Let ¢cy be the section of the Fock sheaf Foctly over
Mgy given as the restriction of the global section €5 € Foctg under the map . Then:

(a) around y; = 0 and with respect to the opposite line bundle Prr, the correlation func-
tions of 6oy are given by the Gromov—Witten potential of Y as in ,'

(b) around y1 = oo and with respect to the opposite line bundle Py, the correlation
functions of €cy are given by the Gromov—Witten potential of X as in .

Remark 8.6.2 (cf. Remark|6.9.5)). The existence of a global section ¢y with these properties
establishes a higher-genus version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture [15}27}28.|55, 73] for
the crepant resolution ¥ — X.

9. ESTIMATES AT THE CONIFOLD POINT

Given an open set U C Mgy, and an opposite line bundle P over U, correlation functions
with respect to P for the global section ¢cy of Fockdy are holomorphic functions on U.
Recall that there is a unique opposite line bundle P.o, near the conifold point —2—17 € Mcy:
see Notation [7.2.7] In this section we show that genus-g, m-point correlation functions for
¢cy with respect to Peon extend meromorphically across the conifold point and have a pole
of order at most 2g — 2 4+ m there. This shows that 4cy satisfies the conifold pole condition
in Definition and thus that $cy extends to a global section of Foctcy over Mcy. This
follows immediately from the corresponding statement about %3:

Theorem 9.0.1. Let Py, denote the unique opposite module for ]_-l];ig at the conifold point

that is compatible with the Deligne extension (see Proposition and let Peon denote the
corresponding opposite module for Fglg (see Example . Consider the pull-back of the
genus-g, m-point correlation function for ¢ with respect to Peon along the primitive section
C: M — L°; this gives a local section of %(log D)®™ which is defined in a neighbourhood

of the conifold divisor (y1 = —2—17) but is not defined on the divisor itself. This extends
meromorphically across the conifold divisor, and has a pole of order at most 2g — 2 +m there.

In outline: this will follow from the Givental’s higher-genus formula — which we used to
define the B-model global section 43, and which expresses each genus-g correlation function
as a finite sum over Feynman graphs — together with an analysis of the stationary phase
asymptotics of various oscillating integrals. The stationary phase analysis will allow us to
estimate the pole order of each ingredient of Givental’s formula.

9.1. Critical Points. Consider the Landau-Ginzburg mirror (7, W,w) from and iden-
tify the fiber of 7 with (C*)3 by setting
Y123 %)

w1 = 1173, W2 = T273, w3 = 120 Wy = 23, Ws x
142 3

where (71,2, 73) € (C*)3. Then the superpotential becomes

Y13 Y2
+x3 + —
L1T2 x3

W (1,29, x3) = 123 + T223 +

and there are six critical points:

/ Y2
'Tcalicalic = & 53 ) PP —
( 1) L2 3) (\/yl VY1 1_1_33?1)
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Writing T' = y1 + % for the co-ordinate near the conifold point, we see that four of the critical
points extend holomorphically across T' = 0 and the other two escape to infinity there. The
divergent critical points are those for which the critical value

(85) W (2], 25, 23) = 24/y2(1 + 3¢/y1)
approaches zero as T" — 0. We also note that z§ = O(T~'/2) for a divergent c.
Introduce logarithmic co-ordinates near a critical point ¢, setting
z1 = afexp((25)71%01), w2 =afexp((2§)71?02), s =a§exp((a5)'/?03),

and writing

o 0 0 e o ¢
Wijek(c) = <%69J80]€W> (21, 25, x5)

for the multiple logarithmic derivative of W at ¢. Then the logarithmic Hessian at ¢ satisfies:

2 1
29y Yy 0 SV T 3ym 0
He=|{ Yy 2y 0 H'=| -3y sym O
0 0 2y 0 0 %

and det(H,.) = 6y%/ 3y2. These quantities are holomorphic at T'= 0. For a divergent critical
point ¢, and for m, n > 1 and [ > 0, we have:

0 m odd
Wiq 3.3(c) =Wa.2 3.3(c) = m—l—2

=~ S~ O(T <) meven
0 m odd -2
.3(c) = m Wi.q4 2.2 3.3(c)=0(T 14
3..3 (¢) {O(T 4+2) o even 1122313() ( )

as T' — 0. At non-divergent critical points, the multiple logarithmic derivatives of W are
holomorphic at T'= 0. Altogether, we get

k1
O(T~4%2) if ¢ is divergent;
(86) Wiy (c) = ( ) o :
O(1) if ¢ is non-divergent.

9.2. Givental’s Higher-Genus Formula. Choose a point t € Mp \ D C /\/lglg. The B-
model log-cTEP structure is tame semisimple at ¢ because W has pairwise distinct eigenvalues.
Correlation functions for the B-model wave function ¢ with respect to Py, are obtained by
applying a certain quantized operator }Ait to the product of Kontsevich—Witten tau-functions

T = HT(qC) where q° = ¢§ + ¢§z + ¢52° + - -- € C[2].
C

Here ¢ ranges over critical points of W and R; is an invertible C[z]-linear operator:
b
Ry: [[Clz] — F®h
c

This is Givental’s formula for the ancestor potentials of a semisimple Frobenius manifold. It is
discussed, in a notation and framework convenient for our setting, in |23} §§3-4]; the original
reference is [41]. The operator R; here is a certain “asymptotic fundamental solution” for the
connection VP, whose existence near ¢ is guaranteed in general by |40, Proposition 1.1] and
which in our setting we can obtain from a genuine fundamental solution matrix by taking
stationary phase asymptotics.
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Recall from Proposition[5.1.7] that the flat trivialization of Fp corresponding to Peop is given
by the frame 1, Dy, D3, D3, Dy, (1 + 27y1)D? at the conifold point (y1,y2) = (—1/27,0).
Let Dq,...,Dg denote differential operators whose classes in the GKZ system give the flat
trivialization associated with P.o, and coincide with the above frame at the conifold point.
Let ¢ be a critical point, and let I'; (¢) denote the Lefschetz thimble given by upward gradient
flow from c of the function x — %(@) Let {s.} denote the flat sections of Fg dual to the
cycles {I'+(¢)} so that

1
_ ;) = / 9
(27TZ)3/2 /F+(C) Sc 5070 (Cf' ' .

Define a matrix S; = (sj.) with rows indexed by j € {1,2,...,6} and columns indexed by
critical points ¢ of W, by expressing the sections s. with respect to the frame Dy, ..., Dg:

6
Se = E Schj
j=1

The matrix S; is a fundamental solution matrix for VB; its entries are multi-valued holo-
morphic functions on M$ x C*. The duality between the sections {s.} and the cycles {I'.}
implies that the (c,j) entry of the inverse matrix S; ' is the oscillating integral

1
(87) Sy = — D / W/,
t 1(ed) (2#2)3/2 J T (o)

In the basis {D;} of ngg\t, the linear operator R; ' is represented by a formal power series in
2z with coefficients in 6 by 6 matrices. The (c, j)-entry of R; ! is obtained from the (c, j)-entry
of S ! by stationary phase expansion:

€W(c)/z[5’t—1](c7j) ~ [Rt_l](qj) as z — +0.
The basis D; can be calculated explicitly up to order O(T).

Lemma 9.2.1. Define (D}, ..., Df) := (1, Dy, D3 — y2, D3 + zy2 — 2y2 Do, D1, (1 4 27y;)D3).
Then D; = D, + O(T) in the GKZ system.

Proof. We need to show that D] gives a flat trivialization associated with Py, along the
divisor (y; = —1/27). Since {D}} coincides with the frame 1, Do, D3, D3, Dy, (1 + 27y;)D? at
(y1,y2) = (—1/27,0), it suffices to check that the action of Dy in the basis {D}} is represented
by a matrix independent of z. Indeed, the action of Dy in the basis {D} is

0 o O —2y§ 0 0
1 0 yo 0O 0O
01 0 yp 10
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 O 0 0 0
00 0 9y 0 0
along the divisor y; = —1/27. The lemma follows. O

9.3. Stationary Phase Asymptotics. We say that a function f of T" has T-order « if
f(T) =O(T*) as T — 0. We evaluate the T-order of R; ' by examining the stationary phase
asymptotics of , where T' = y1 + 2% is the co-ordinate of ¢ and we shall keep yo # 0 fixed.
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Let ¢ be a divergent critical point, and start with the oscillatory integral associated with c.
We have

1/ e Wiz, ﬂ €38 ox _lii Z Wi,.ip (¢)0;, -+ - 6;
(27-‘-2)3/2 T4 (0) /xg /det I. . p > i A P11 i1 i

U 01=02=05=0

where A = Ef’ =1 Héj %% and Héj are the matrix entries of the inverse Hessian. We can
obtain this asymptotic expailsion by expanding the integrand in Taylor series in 64, 62, 83 and
performing termwise Gaussian integrals: see |20|, §6.2; |66, Appendix A]. The factor (:Ug)_l/2
comes from w = (xg)_l/ 2dh1dB,dfs. By Wick’s theorem, the term in square brackets is the

sum over graphﬂ

where each vertex has valency at least 3, we place the tensor —% Z“Zk Wi, iy db;, - - - dO;,
at a vertex of valency k, and contract using the bivector field zA on each edge. A graph with
E edges and V vertices contributes to the coefficient of 22~ in the asymptotic expansion, and

if the graph has vertices of valencies ki, ..., ky, then its contribution has T-order ZZV:l (_%
%) - _%; here we used - Thus
1

- ~W/z, o~ Wl(c)/z = n . _ 1_n
(27Tz)3/2/p (c)e w e nz:%anz with a, = O(T172) as T — 0.

The stationary phase asymptotics of D fp+(c) e W/2w, with D a differential operator in y; and

Y2, can be computed similarly. For example, if D = Dy = —zyQ%, we have

1 _ 1 y2 _ _ c
- D Wi o~ 92 / W/z \/17736'3
(27z)3/2 2 /F+(c) c “ (2m2)32 2§ Jr, (o) ¢ v

e WOz gy | s S
ez exp —\/.%'303—2;_3]{:! Z W'Lllk(c)ellglk

V25/det(H,) 7§ s 01=0,=03=0
1=b=03=

We apply Wick’s theorem again to express this as a sum over graphs. In this case, we allow
graphs to have additional vertices of valency 1 where we place the tensor (—\/:?gdeg). If a
graph has V vertices of valencies ki,...,ky > 3, L vertices of valency 1, and FE edges, its
contribution has T-order ZYZI(—% ) — L =-EY Hence

N

~

1 = . 3_n
WDz /1“+(c) e Wiay ~ e WIe)/2 Z by 2" with b, = O(T172) as T — 0.

Combining this method with Lemma we can compute the T-orders of the asymptotic
expansion of D; fF+(c) e W/2y for all i. The analysis for a non-divergent critical point is

n=0

17As an illustration, we listed all graphs that contribute whose number of edges is less than or equal to 3.
Such a graphical technique is standard in quantum field theory: see e.g. |10} §2;|82) Chapter 1.7].
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identical except for the fact that everything is holomorphic at 7' = 0. Ordering the critical
points so that the first two are divergent and the last four are non-divergent, we see that

Lom Bom [lom Bom [1om 1o
~ ﬁ[g]z] [%{5]’;1 ﬁ[a];ﬂ [%{6]3] [—i[(i’;] ﬁ{igﬂ
L S0 A N N N )
o] [0] [0] [0] [0] 1]
o o o o 0 [

where [a] denotes a term that has T-order a.
We will need similar estimates for the matrix entries of R;. For this we use the unitarity
condition

Rt(fz)_TRt(z)_l = G or equivalently, Z[Rt(fz)_l](c’i) [Rt(z)_l](c’j) = gij

Cc
from [41}, §1.3]; here G = (g;;) = (((—)*D;, D;)B) is the Gram matrix in Proposition [3.5.1b)
evaluated at the conifold point (y1,y2) = (—1/27,0). The unitarity follows directly from the
description of the B-model pairing. Thus
Ri(2) = G'Ry(—2)7"

and since

000§ 0 0
0010 0 1
e 58 0 0 0
"8 000 0 O
0000 0 -3
0100 -3 0
we conclude that
@—%] @—%][W [0] (0] [0]
MERERTEY
) ARPPIROE B RO ROl
-3 -3 [ 0] [ [
[=3-3% [=2-3] (0] (0] [0] [0]

9.4. The Proof of Theorem It remains to translate these estimates for the pole
order in T of stationary phase asymptotics to estimates for the pole order in 7" of correlation
functions. Choose a point t € Mp \ D C ngg. As before, we fix the co-ordinate ys # 0
of the point ¢t and study the asymptotics of correlation functions as T = y; + % goes to
zero. Introduce algebraic co-ordinates (¢, ) on the total space L of the big B-model log-cTEP

structure, where
= Mgg represents a point in a neighbourhood of ¢; and
o x =3 39 aiez" € 2C8[z] are co-ordinates along the fiber of L — Mgg asso-
ciated with the frame D1, ..., Dg of Fgg.

See Definition There is a distinguished flat co-ordinate systemlﬂ q € C%z] in the formal
neighbourhood of the fiber Ly in L°, associated with the frame {D;}: see [25, Definition 4.28].

18Note that the flat co-ordinate system q depends on the choice of .
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This is given by
(90) q=[M( z)z]s
where [- - - |1 means the non-negative part as a z-series. The inverse fundamental solution ma-
trix M (Z, z) here is characterized by the conditions M (t, z) = Id and dM (¢, z) = 1M (L, 2) A(t),
where d is the differential in the ¢-direction and %A(f) is the matrix-valued connection 1-form
for VB written in the frame {D;}.

Let {V™C g)}g m denote the correlation functions for ¥ with respect to P.on. Givental’s
higher genus formula discussed in - gives Correlatlon functions along Ly, expressed in terms
of the flat co-ordinate system q = > 7 Z _, gheiz". Writing

VoW, =3 C((Z)l,il),...,(nm,im)(t’ z)dg’ - @ dgim

and Settinﬂ

CEEE IS D DD DI RO R

g=0m:2g—2+m>0 N1y m 1<61 000,00, <6
we have

no h (n,c),(n,c’) 0 0 !
(91) Altz) = [eXp <2 2V oa 00%) |

ac=[R; ' (@+a)]°

where Vt(n’c)’(nl’cl) are coefficients of Givental’s propagator defined below, and 7" is the product
of the Kontsevich—Witten tau function modified at genus 1:

[o.¢]
T'(@) =[Jexp [ D0 (Fh(a®) = SgaFpi([R; '2]))
c g=0
Recall that th is the genus-g descendant potential of a point; we regard it as a function
of the dilaton-shifted co-ordinate q¢ = —z + t. Formula (91} . ) follows from the definition of %
25, Definition 7.9], the fact that {V™C(@} can be obtained from % by the transformation
rule T'(Pss, Pcon), and the following facts:

e the ‘conifold ancestor potential’ .Aff‘;) is the image under the formalization map of

{vmCW} at (t, ), see [25, Definition 5.11], where the formalization map is the one
associated with the frame {D;}.

e 7T7(q) is the image under the formalization map of % at (¢, R; 'x), where the for-
malization map is the one associated with the semisimple trivialization. To see this
combine Lemma 5.13 and Lemma 7.13 of |25].

e the transformation rule T'(Pggs, Pcon) is expressed in terms of the action of Givental’s

quantized operator ﬁt through the formalization map; see |25, Theorem 5.14].

Definition 9.4.1. Givental’s propagator {Vt(n’c)’(nl’cl)} associated with R; is defined by

Z Z n+n nC)7(n,7C/)wnzn’ _ Rt(_w)_lRt(Z) —1Id
n=0m=0 Ztw (ex!)

where ¢, ¢’ range over critical points of W.

is a formal power series in the shifted flat co-ordinate & = > OEZ Laheiz" == q—x on a
neighbourhood of (¢, x).

19 Af ;)’n
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The formula together with the discussion in [23, §3] implies that c L (t,x) is

(n1,81),.; (N im)
given by the sum over decorated connected Feynman graphs

where

e cach vertex v is labelled by an integer g, > 0;

e the graph has m external half-edges, called legs, labelled by {1,...,m};

e a label (I,c) € Z>( x {critical points of W} is assigned to each pair of a vertex and a
half-edge incident to it; note that we assign a label (I, c) to legs (external half-edges)
too so that legs have two different kinds of labels;

e the Euler number y of the graph satisfies g =1— x + >_

vivertex Jv5
and we require that, for each vertex v, if (I1,c1),..., (g, cx) are all the labels attached to
half-edges incident to v, then

lh+--+1p<39,—3+k and 2g, — 2+ k>0

There are finitely many such decorated Feynman graphs [41]. The contribution of such a
graph I' to c¥

(nl Zl) ,(nm,zm)(

1
TAETY H (edge term for e) H (vertex term for v) H (leg term for /)
| h ( )| ecE(T) veV(T) LeL(T)

t,x) is:
(92)

where the edge term for an edge with labels (I,¢), (I/,c) is the coefficient Vt(l’c)’(ll’cl) of
Givental’s propagator; the vertex term for a vertex v incident to half-edges with labels

(ll,cl), ey (lk, Ck) iﬂ

8]6;91) o0 1 pt
Bt Z (Ul W), (k)
PIRIP R 2 A k+1)5--- k+p
8qlc1 8(][02 e 8qlck ac=[R; 'z p 9v:k+p,0
00 . pt
(93) = 3 ()R <w U (W), ()
=0 gv,k+p,0
if ¢; = --- = ¢, = ¢ and zero otherwise, where we set
(94) Q°(2) = =2 +t°(2) = [Re(2) "'z (2)]
and q%,(2) denotes the truncation of the z-series q°(z) at degree two; and finally the leg
term of a leg ¢ with labels s € {1,...,m} and (,c) is [R; e;,2"™]f, where [---]¢ denotes the

coefficient of z! in the cth component.
Now we restrict (¢, ) to lie on the image of the primitive section ¢: My — L°, and evaluate

the T-order of C((ni i) oo (i Z.m)(t, ). The primitive section ( is given by —z = —zD] in the
GKZ system. Since the frame {D;} is homogeneous and D} = 1 has the lowest possible degree,

it follows that Dy = f(T')D] for some holomorphic function f(T') such that f(0) =1 and f is

independent of yo or z. Therefore the section ( is given in terms of x by
(95) 1 =—-1+0(T), 23=---=29=0, 2L=-=28=0 foralln>2.

n

20We used the Dilaton equation in the second line.
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On this locus, using and , we have for n > 1,
¢ {O(Ti_g) if ¢ is divergent;

" lo®0) if ¢ is non-divergent.

A more careful analysis of the first column of R, ! shows that qf is exactly of T-order % if ¢

is divergent, and is exactly of T-order 0 if ¢ is non-divergent. Thus we find for every critical
point ¢, )

(¢5)~ = o~ and q, = O(T%*%) for n > 2.
We can estimate the T-order of the vertex term from this. Using the fact that the
coefficient of g5, g (with ji,...,7p >2) in is non-zero only when Iy + -+ + I, + j1 +
<-4+ Jp = 39y — 3+ k + p, we find that the T-order of the vertex term is at least

(96) —(2gu—i+k+1))+zp:(i_]'2r>:_(2%_2)_2]{:@_2).

r=1 r=1

The T-order of the leg term [R; e;,z"]¢ is —1 - l‘% by (88). To compute the T-order of
the edge term, writing

S (1Y 1 [Rt(—w)‘l Ry(z) — Rt(—w)]
(')

1730 z+w
=> > (-t > [(R7)e(Ry)er] ()
1=01'=0 e+e'=l+1'+1,e<n
with Ry(2)~! = ZeZO(R;l)eze and Ry(z) = > .>o(f%)e2”, and using and (89), we find

1441

that V(W) = O (T~ 2

ETES TN WS B
2 \4 2 4 2

I+ +1

let us split the contribution O(T_ 2

) as T — 0, for all pairs (¢, ) of critical points. Since

) from an edge e with labels (I,¢) and (I',c) up
into contributions O(T%_%) and O(T%_%) carried by the two half-edges given by e and a
contribution O(T~2) carried by e itself. We include this new contribution O(Tgfé) from a
half-edge with label (I, c¢) into the T-order of vertices or legs incident to it. Then, the new
T-order of the vertex term of a vertex v becomes —(2g, —2) — see — and the new T-order
of the leg term of a leg labelled by s € {1,...,m} is —1 + %:. Therefore the total T-order of
the contribution from a graph I' is at least

edge terms vertex terms leg terms
n
—2ED)- Y e -2- > (1- 35) > (29— 2+m)
veV(T) 1<s<m

where we used g = ZUGF(V) gy + 1 — x. Summing over all graphs, we find that
(9) _ —(2g—2+m)
C(nl,i1)7~--,(nm,im)(t7x) =0T )
as T'— 0 on the image of (.
We need to check that the change of co-ordinates does not affect the pole order in T

Recall that C (9)

(1s01)se (i im)(t’ x) is an m-tensor written in the basis {dg’} of 1-forms. Write



92 TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

t = (t',...,1%) for a co-ordinate system centered at ¢, and write 14 = %22:1 Ay (t)dt® for
the connection 1-form of V5. Equation gives

(ié—zt t)z1]" + O(|)

=zl + Zta () zns1]’ + O(E?) for n > 1.
Since the section ¢ = —z has co-ordinates x%, = 0 for n > 2 — see ([95) — we have:
dy; dys
C* ’t VBC] _511 +521 +O( )
Y1 Y2
C*(dﬁ;)‘t = dx;, forn>1
where [ - - ]§ means the coefficient in front of z2°D; when expanded in the basis {2"D;}. These

1-forms are regular along 7' = 0. This means that ¢*(V™C9) has poles of order 2g—24+m
along y; = —1/27, for any fixed yo # 0. We already know from Theorem 4| that V"C'@)
extends regularly across yo = 0 as a logarithmic tensor; Hartog’s Principle apphed to a section

of Q) (log D)®™ thus proves Theorem

Remark 9.4.2. In this section, we studied correlation functions on the image of {, but the
pole order along T' = y; + 2% = 0 depends on the choice of slice. A similar analysis shows
that C9(t,x) (the O-point correlation function, with g > 2) has pole of order g — 1 along
T = 0 for a fixed generic . The restriction to the image of ( is special because ( touches the
discriminant divisor P(t,z1) = 0 (see equation (58)) at the conifold point; this follows from
¢§ = [R; 'z1]¢ = O(T'*) on the image of ¢ for a divergent ¢. We have the 59 — 5 pole order
condition along the discriminant (Definition , and correlation functions on the image
of ¢ acquire part of their poles from this.

10. MODULARITY

We now apply the theory developed in the preceding sections to show that the Gromov—
Witten potential of local P? is a quasi-modular function with respect to the congruence sub-
group I';1(3) of SL(2,7Z):

F1<3):{<Z Z) €SL(2,Z):a=d=1, czOmodB}.

10.1. The Mirror Family for Local P2. As discussed in the Introduction, the mirror to the
non-compact Calabi-Yau manifold Y is a certain family of elliptic curves {E, : y € Mcy}.
This family has been studied by many authors: see for example [2,|16}31,51}62,(77,/78]. We
summarize the aspects of this work that we need.

10.1.1. A Family of Elliptic Curves with T'1(3)-Level Structure. Recall that Mcy = P(3,1)
and Dcy = {—2%,0}. We will see the mirror family of ¥ emerging in the conformal limit
y2 — 0 of the Landau-Ginzburg potential mirror to Y = P(Op2 & Op2(—2)) from §3.1}

Wy = w1 + w2 + w3 + wy + ws with wiwows = ylwi, WAWs = Yo.
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Setting the last co-ordinate ws = ya/w4 to zero and considering the zero locus of W, in the
projective space with co-ordinates [wy, wa, w3, wy|, we obtain a family of elliptic curves

Ey = {[w1, w2, w3, wa] € P* : wiwows = yw}, wy +ws + ws +ws = 0}

= compactification of {(wl, wy) € (C*)? 1wy + wy + Y 1= 0}
wi1w2
parametrized by y = y; € C C Mcy. The second line is a presentation in the affine chart
wy = 1. The curve E, has singularities when y € Dcy. By introducing a co-ordinate

v = (wiwows)'/3, we can extend the family across the orbifold point y = co as

E, = {[wl,wQ,wg,v] e P? : wiwows = 03, w1 + woy + wy + yv = 0}
with y = y; = /3. The isotropy group us at y = oo € P(3,1) acts on the family as
v E 1w, = €y, A holomorphic volume form on E, is given by the one-form

\ 71 dlogw; Adlogws duwq
Y 3d(wy +wy + wlng +1)  3Bwi(wg — w1yw2))

where (wy,ws) € (C*)? are co-ordinates on the affine chart.

Remark 10.1.1. Aganagic-Bouchard-Klemm [2] worked with a 3-fold covering 7: E, — E,
given by

By ={[X,Y,Z] € P*: X} + Y3+ Z3 1 yXYZ = 0}
where m maps [X,Y, Z] to [wy,ws, ws,v] = [X3,Y3, 723, XY Z)].

A T'1(3)-level structure on an elliptic curve FE (equipped with a group structure) is by
definition choice of a 3-torsion point t on E. This is equivalent to the choice of an order-3
automorphism o of E without fixed points, or to a non-zero element ¢ in H{(FE,Z/37Z). We
introduce a group structure on E, such that [wy, ws, w3, ws] = [1,—1,0,0] € Ej is the identity
element, and define a I'; (3)-structure on E, by the order 3 automorphism o

(o [w17w27w37w4] = [W3,w1,w2,w4]

The corresponding 3-torsion point is t = ¢(0) = [0,1,—1,0] € E,. For a path + connecting 0
and t, 37y defines a non-zero element ¢ € H(E,, Z/37Z), which is independent of the choice of
the path . The set of ordered bases {«a, 5} for Hi(E,,7Z) satisfying o - =1 and [a] = £ is
a torsor over I'1(3), via change of basis.

A marked elliptic curve is a pair (F, {c, 8}) of an elliptic curve E (with group structure) and
a symplectic basis, also called a marking, {«, 8} C H1(F,Z) with a- 8 = 1. The moduli space
of marked elliptic curves can be identified with the upper-half plane H = {7 € C: (1) > 0}
via the period map (E,{a,f}) — 7 = fﬁ A/ [, A € H, where X is a non-zero holomorphic
one-form on E. We call 7 a modular parameter. We let SL(2,Z), and hence PSL(2,Z), act on
the upper-half plane by fractional linear transformations

a b at +b
T = —
c d ct +d
which corresponds to the change of markings

(97) (0, 8) > (@, B) = (@, B) (d b) .

c a
The moduli stack of elliptic curves with I'1(3)-level structure is identified with the quotient:
(98) [H/T1(3)]
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The I'1(3)-orbit of a marked elliptic curve (E, {«, 5}) corresponds to the elliptic curve E with
the I'; (3)-level structure ¢ = [o] € H1(E,Z/3Z).

Remark 10.1.2. The I';(3)-structure on E, lifts to a level-3 structure on Ey, i.e. to a basis of
3-torsion points. The corresponding order-3 automorphisms are given by [X,Y, Z] — [Z, X, Y]
and [X,Y, Z] s [X, €Y, €27] with € € ps.

Proposition 10.1.3. The base space Mcy \ Dcy of the mirror family can be identified with
the moduli stack of elliptic curves with T'1(3)-level structure.

Proof. As we saw, Mcy \ Dcy is equipped with a family of elliptic curves with I';(3)-level
structure. Hence we have a canonical map Mcy \ Dcy — [H/I'1(3)]. The j-invariant of E,
is given by ;
. (14 24y)

I = =iy amy)
and this gives the composition Mcy \ Dcy — [H/T'1(3)] — H/PSL(2,Z) = C. We can easily
see that this has the same degree (= 4) and ramification data (at j = 0, 1728) as the covering
[H/T'1(3)] — H/ PSL(2,Z). Thus the coarse moduli spaces of Mcy \ Dcy and [H/T';(3)] are
the same. The ps-orbifold structures at y = co, 7 = €2™*/3 also match. O

LAY NN

0 3

D=

FIGURE 6. A fundamental domain for H/T'1(3). Note that I'1(3) is generated
by 7+ 7+ 1 and 7 — 7/(37 + 1). The large-radius limit point is 7 = +ooi,

the conifold point is 7 = 0, and the orbifold point is 7 = —% + 23/3 = %,

where the parameter 7 is as in Corollary [10.2.10

10.1.2. A Relative Cohomology Mirror and the Picard—Fuchs Equation. Let F, = Fy (w1, w2)
denote the defining equation of E, on the affine chart (wq,ws) € (C*)%:

4
wrw2

Fy:wl—i—wg—i— + 1.

The corresponding affine elliptic curve
E, = {(wl,wQ) e (C*)?: Fy(wy,wy) = O}
is £, \ {0,t,2t}, where t is the 3-torsion point as before. Near y = oo, by introducing
variables v; = ywy, vy = Ywe, we define
(99) Ep = {(v1,v2) € (C*)? 1 v1 + va + 1/(v1v2) + 9 =0} = B, \ {0,t,2t},

where y =y~ /3. A mirror for Y is given by the relative cohomology of the pair (((CX)Q, E;),
such a mirror has been analysed by Stienstra [77], N. Takahashi |78] and Konishi-Minabe [62].
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We shall see that the variation of Hodge structure on H'(E,) corresponds to the rank 2 vector
bundle He. from § and that the variation of mixed Hodge structure on HQ(((CX)Q, EZ)

corresponds to the rank 3 vector bundle H there. Let ¢, € H? ((CX)Q, E, ) denote the relative

cohomology class given by
dwy | dwy _ dvy - dvy

Cyzi/\iz

wy  ws v vy

Proposition 10.1.4 ([6,62,77,78]). The classes ¢, € H*((C*)?, Eg), Ay € H'(E,) satisfy

0¢, =
=30l
where 0 =V, 2 is the Gauss—Manin connection and §: HI(EO) — H2((CX)2,E;) is the
connecting homomorphzsm They satisfy the Picard—Fuchs equations:
(6% +3y0(30 +1)(30 +2)) ¢, =0
(6% +3y(30 +1)(30 +2)) Ay =0
Proof. Let C € HQ(((CX)2 EO) be a relative cycle. Working in the chart near y = oo, we find
dlogvy A dlog V9
Wiy =5 6=, =3[
Yoy = oy = oc d(vr +vs + 1) oc

vlvg
(see |78, Lemma 1.8], [62, Lemma 4.3]). This gives the first equation. The Picard—Fuchs
equations are well-known: see [6, Theorem 14.2] and (77, §6]. O

(100)

Corollary 10.1.5. We have the following isomorphisms.
(1) The rank 3 vector bundle | J,, H2((C*)?, Ey) over Mcy\Dcy equipped with the Gauss—

Manin connection is isomorphic to the vector bundle (H,V) from .
(2) The rank 2 vector bundle |, HY(E,) over My \ Dy equipped with the Gauss—Manin
connection is isomorphic to the vector bundle (Hyec, V) from .

These isomorphisms map ¢, € H*((C*)?, Ey) to ¢ € H and Ay € H'(Ey) to 0C € Hyec.
Proof. The vector bundles (H,V), (Hyee, V) are described by the same Picard-Fuchs equa-
tions (100)); see (45)). O

Consider now the diagram:

0 — Hy((C¥)?) — Hy((C¥)2, B) —2> Hy(ES) — H; ((C*)?) —0

Hy(Ey)

where we use Z coefficients and the top row is exact. Since R(Fy): (C*)*> — R is a Morse
function with 3 critical points of Morse index 2, it follows from Morse theory that

Hi((C*)* By) =0,  Hy((C*)* Ey) =77
see e.g. |54} §3.3.1]. Generators of H((C*)?, E;) are given by 3 Lefschetz thimbles emanating

from critical points of Fy. We define the lattice of vanishing cycles to be

VCy :=1Im (i 0 0: Hy((C*)?, E}; Z) — Hi(Ey; Z)) .
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Proposition 10.1.6. The sublattice VC, C H1(Ey;Z) is of index 3 and is given by
VC, = 3H(Ey;Z) + {a € Hi(EyZ) : [o] = €} = m.Hi(E,; Z)

where £ € Hy(Ey,Z/37Z) is the I'1(3)-level structure of E, and m: Ey — Ey is the 3-fold
covering described in Remark|10.1.1).

Proof. We work in the chart near y = oo and use the presentation (99) of E;. Consider
the projection £y — C, (v1,v2) = v1 to the vi-plane, which extends to a ramified covering
E, — P'. This has 4 branch points given by v; = 0 and vy (v; + 0)2 = 4; note that v; =
is not a branch point. The branch points move as t) varies, and two of them coalesce when
n = -3¢, j € {0,1,2}, with & = e2™/3  where E, is singular. The three vanishing cycles
on E,_ associated with three paths [0, -3¢, i € {0,1,2}, on the y-plane are given by
the trajectories of coalescing branch points: see Figure [l It is then easy to see that these
vanishing cycles generate a sublattice of index 3. Thus VC, is of index 3.

On the other hand, the sublattice VC, is clearly invariant under monodromy. Since we
have Mcy \ Dcy = [H/I'1(3)], the monodromy group is I'1 (3) and acts on symplectic bases
of Hi(E,,7Z) by @ It is easy to see that there is a unique sublattice of index 3 which is
invariant under I'; (3). The conclusion follows. O

43¢
71

o
W
ol

43¢2
FIGURE 7. A vanishing cycle 71 on F, pictured on the vi-plane. The black
dots are branch points. Two other vanishing cycles 2, 3 are obtained from
v by 27 /3, 47 /3 rotations respectively. The cycles {a, 8} give a symplectic

basis. With some choice of orientations, we find 71 = 2a + 3, 2 = a + 24,
Y3 =—a+ b

Remark 10.1.7. As a mirror to Y, Chiang—Klemm—Yau-Zaslow [16] considered periods of

a multi-valued one-form
dUJQ
log(wy) 222
YCEy w2

and periods of the 3-fold Y = { (w1, wa, u,v) € (C*)? x C? : F(w1,ws) +uv =0}:

/ dwy dwy du
—— A —= A —.
Scy Wi w9 u

These are equivalent, up to a Tate twist, to the relative cohomology mirror [62].

10.2. Periods and Compactly Supported K-theory. We next compute periods of the
mirror family as explicit hypergeometric series. To do this, we identify periods over integral
cycles with elements of the compactly supported K-group of Y (or X) via the f—integral
structure [54-56]. We then identify the modular parameter 7 with the second derivative of
the genus-zero Gromov—-Witten potential of Y. Most of the computations in this section are
already in the literature, in particular in work of Hosono [51].
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10.2.1. I-function, f—]ntegml Structure and Monodromy. The I-functions |18}39] of Y and X
are the power series

th/2+dn3d o(=3h —m2)

H 1(h+mz)3
dHo<im<ays ayzy—omy (—m2)? L
Z D dd (d/3)

which take values, respectively, in Hy = H*(Y) and Hy = H3, (X). In the second line, (r)

denotes the fractional part of a real number r. The components of Iy written in the basis

{1, h, h?}, or the components of Iy written in the basis {1,11,12}, form a basis of solutions
3 3

to the Picard—Fuchs equation satisfied by ¢,. Therefore periods of (, can be written as
certain linear combinations of these hypergeometric series. In what follows, we set z = 1 and
write Iy (y) = Iy(y,1) and Ix(y) = Ix(y,1). The Mirror Theorem [40, Theorem 4.2] implies
that the I-function of Y can be expanded as

OF)
Iy(y) = 1+th+ﬁ( 3h?)
where ¢ = ¢(y) is the mirror map for Y, given by t(y) = logy + ¢g(y) with g(y) as in Theo-

rem [3.3.1) and
(101) FO(t) :——t3+z ()9.0.4€"

is the genus-zero Gromov-Witten potentlaﬂ restricted to H2(Y). The Mirror Theorem [18|
Theorem 4.6] implies that the I-function of X can be expanded as

OFY

where t = t(p) is the mirror map for X', which is the same map as appeared in Theorem
and

(102) FO() = i <1% 11>X t

nl
ne3 0,n,0 N2

is the genus-zero Gromov-Witten potential restricted to HZ, (X).

Consider now the f—integral structure [54, §2.4; 55, §2]. The classes fy € Hy, f/\( € Hy
are defined by:

Ty :=T(1+h)*T(1 — 3h) = 1 + w2h?, Ty:=@ra- §)°15.

Let X denote either Y or X and consider the K-group K.(X) of coherent sheaves on X with
compact support. The groups K.(Y'), K.(X) are freely generated by 3 coherent sheaves:

K (Y) = (Opt, Op1(—1), Op2(—1)) , K (X) = {0y, 09 ® 0,00 ® 0°)

2lWe added a cubic term to FY which is responsible for the cup product.
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where P! C P? denotes a line and g is the standard one-dimensional representation of ju3. For
V € K.(X), we define a vector ¥(V) lying in the compactly supported (orbifold) cohomology
H X,c of X by

(V) = Tx U (2r1) " inv* ch(V).
This is an analogue of the Mukai vector. For a precise definition of the right-hand side, we
refer the reader to [54, §2.4] and [55, §2.5]. In the case at hand, we have:

V(Opt) = (271)° [pt]
V(Op1(—1)) = (2m1)*[P!]
U(Op2(—1)) = (2mi) (1 + wih — 7°h?) N [P?]
for Y and

U(0p ® o) = (27i)? <1[pt] +

—1 —21
&€
3

1
NETE OOk )
for X, where [pt] € HS(X) C ngb’c(X) is the class of a non-stacky point, so that (1, [pt]) = 1,

and & = €2™/3. Cf. [55, Example 2.16].

Definition 10.2.1 ([54,/55]). Let X be Y or X. We define the quantum cohomology central
charge of V € K.(X) to be

ie€{0,1,2}

(V) = ((~1)%/21x, %(V))

where I'x is the I-function of X and (+,-) is the natural pairing between (orbifold) cohomology
and compactly supported (orbifold) cohomology.

Remark 10.2.2. The quantum cohomology central charge in [54,/55] is a function of the
A-model co-ordinates (Kéhler parameters) and is related to the present one by a change of
co-ordinate given by the mirror map, together with a multiplicative factor of (27ri)~3 . Under
the mirror map ¢t = t(y) for Y, we have

My (Op) = (271)?

(103) Iy (Op1 (=1)) = —(271)%t

0
My (Op2(—1)) = —(27i) (Wz + it + 3%) .

Similarly, under the mirror map t = t(y) for X, we have

oL, &7 ' OFY .
(104) Hx (0o ® ') = (271) <3+3F(§)3t+I‘(§)3 5t ), i€ {0,1,2}.

We introduce period vectors ﬁy and ﬁ x as follows:
Ty = (Iy(Op). Ty (Op1 (~1)), Ty (Oga(~ 1)),

My = (ILx (Op), M (Op ® ), x (Op ® ¢7)) -
They are power series solutions defined near y = 0, y = y~1/3 = 0 respectively; since they
satisfy the Picard—Fuchs equation, they analytically continue to the universal cover of Mcy \

Dcy. Take a base point y9 € Mcy \ Dcy such that 0 < yg < 1. We choose a branch of ﬁy
around yo by requiring that logyy € R.
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Proposition 10.2.3 ([32,50,51]). Under analytic continuation along the positive real line in
the y-plane, we have

1 0 0
Ty =Tr|1 -1 0
111

Moreover, the analytic continuation of ﬁy along the loops VLR, Yeon, Yorb i Figure are
given by Iy Myr, lly Meon, Iy Mo, respectively, where

1 -1 0 100 11 1
Mig=|[0 1 -1], Men= (0 1 0], Mg =(0 1 1
0 0 1 03 1 0 -3 —2

Proof. The analytic continuation has been computed in [32,50,51] in a slightly different basis.
The Barnes integral representation for the I-function yields the connection formula between

y and ﬁ/\/t see e.g. [27, Appendix; |50, Appendix A]. It is easy to see that the monodromy
around the orbifold point y = oo corresponds to (—) ® o on K.(X) and that the monodromy
around the large radius limit point y = 0 corresponds to (—)®O(—1) on K.(Y). This together
with the connection formula yields Mg and M,.,. The conifold monodromy M, is then
given by ML*P{M 0;% O

Yo

TLR

FIGURE 8. Paths in Mcy \ Dcy. The base point yg of the analytic continua-
tion is chosen so that 0 < yy < 1.

Remark 10.2.4 ([12,26,49H51]). The connection matrix relating ﬁy and ﬁ){ coincides
with the Fourier—Mukai transformation between compactly supported K-groups. Consider
the diagram

[Op2(=1)/113]
/ \
Y X
and the Fourier-Mukai transformation ®(—) = Rg.(f*(—) ® O(—1) ® p). Then we have:
1 0 O
(P(Op1), ®(Op1 (1)), 2(Op2(~1))) = (O0, 0o ® 0,00 @ ¢*) [1 —1 0
1 1 1

As we remarked in the proof, My and M, correspond to the autoequivalences (—)® O(—1),
(—)®o respectively. The inverse conifold monodromy M} corresponds to the Seidel-Thomas

spherical twist by the object Op2(—1). Observe also that the 2 x 2 right-lower submatrices of
MLR, Mcona Morb generate Fl (3)



100 TOM COATES AND HIROSHI IRITANI

Remark 10.2.5. The above matrices MR, Mcon, Morb represent the monodromy acting on
homology HQ((CX)27 EZ), the monodromy acting on cohomology HQ(((CX)Q, E;), or equiva-
lently the monodromy of (F, V), is given by the adjoint-inverse of these matrices.

10.2.2. Identification of periods with hypergeometric series. We show that quantum cohomol-
ogy central charges are periods of ¢, over integral cycles, and vice versa.

Lemma 10.2.6 ([51, Appendix A]). For 0 <y < g-, let I'r € Ha((C*)?, E°,) denote the
class of a Lefschetz thimble associated to the critical value 1 — 3y'/® of F_, and the straight
path 0,1 — 3y'/3], i.e.

FRZ{(wl,wg)E(CX)Z:wl<0,w2<07w1—|—w2+ +120}.

wi1wW9
Then we have

Iy (Opa(-1)) (™) = 271 | .y

Remark 10.2.7. The (27i) factor on the right-hand side here reflects the fact that we are
working with a 2-dimensional relative cohomology mirror model, instead of a 3-dimensional
mirror.

Proof of Lemma[10.2.6. Hosono [51} equation (A.4)] evaluated the period integral over a van-
ishing sphere in the 3-dimensional mirror model (see Remark , and his computation
implies the lemma. We give another proof using the Mellin transform, which was used by
Katzarkov—Kontsevich-Pantev [58] to compute oscillatory integrals mirror to P™. Via the

co-ordinate change u; = —wy, ug = —wy, ug = —y/(wiwsz), we write, for 0 < y < 2%,
dlogu; A dlogug A dlogus
90(3/) = C—y = .
e u1>0,u2>0,u3>0,u1 +us+uz<l d log Y

UruU2U3=yY

We set p(y) = 0 for y > 5=. The Mellin transform of ¢(y) can be computed as the Euler
integral:
o(y) = (uruguz)’————=——

u1tuz+ug<l w us uz  I(1+3s
Yy u1>0,u2>0,u3>0 1 2 3 ( )

for R(s) > 0. The Mellin inversion formula gives
1 c+ioco F(S)S 5
= — ————y °d
oW =5 /C_ioo T(1+3s)" “

for ¢ > 0. Closing the contour to the left, we can write ¢(y) as the sum of residues at s = —n,
n=20,1,2,.... Thus

h _ 3
ZResh 0= n) Yy dh

/°° <y sduy dug dus I'(s)?
y _
0

:/ Z 3 (h —n)3 _D(h=n)" i
PZ ‘|‘3h 3n)
:ﬁ((‘l)degpfﬂemy%‘I’(OP2(—1))) STy (Ops (~1)(™y).

In the second line here, & is regarded as a cohomology class on P?. The lemma follows. [
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Proposition 10.2.8. Let X denote either Y or X. We have an isomorphism Mir: K.(X) =
Hg(((CX)Q, Ey; Z) of integral lattices such that for V € K.(X),

(105) My (V) = 27i / G

Mir(V)

Proof. 1t suffices to prove this for X =Y. We saw in Lemma that the identity
holds for V' = Op2(—1) and Mir(V) = I'g. Recall from Proposition that monodromy
M;ir around the large radius limit y = 0 corresponds to (—) ® O(—1) on K.(Y"). Since K.(Y)
is generated by Op2(—1) under (—) ® O(—1), and Lefschetz thimbles are generated by I'g
under monodromy around y = 0, the conclusion follows. O

Next we describe cycles @ Mir(V') on the elliptic curve E, in terms of the level structure.
Proposition 10.2.9. Let Mir: K.(Y) = Hy((C*)?, Ep;Z) as in Proposition and set
I't = Mir(Op1(—1)), I'y = Mir(Op2(—1)). There exist a symplectic basis {c, B} of Hi(Ey;7Z)
and a sign € € {1} such that [a] is the level structure ¢ € Hy(Ey;Z/37) and that

8F1 = 635, 8F2 = EQu.
Proof. By differentiating (105]) and using Proposition [10.1.4] we obtain

0
(106) y 2Ty (V) = 2 / A\,

Jdy 9 Mir(V)
that is, the derivatives of the quantum cohomology central charges are precisely periods over
cycles from VC,. Since {Ops, Op1(—1), Op2(—1)} is a basis of K.(Y) and ya%ﬂy(()pt) =0,
ya%ﬂy(Opl(—l)) and ya%ﬂy(Opz(—l)) form a basis of periods over vanishing cycles, i.e.

VC,y = (0I'1,0T'y) .

The monodromy of ya%l_[y((’)m(—l)), ya%l_[y(opa(—l)) is given by the 2 x 2 right-lower
submatrices of M1,r, Mcon, Mo, in Proposition By reducing the monodromy modulo 3,
we find that the class of 0I'y in VC, /3 VC,, generates a monodromy-invariant line over F3 =
7)37.

Let us choose a symplectic basis {c, 5} of Hi(Ey;Z) such that [a] is the given I';(3)-level
structure. Then {33, a} forms a basis of VC, by Proposition The monodromy in
this basis is given by (see (97)):

N a —c/3
Thus the basis {—34,a} also transforms under I';(3), and we see that —3/ generates a
monodromy-invariant line of VC,, /3 VC,,. The discussion in the previous paragraph implies
(107) oI'y = +38 mod 3VC,.
Since OI'y, 0Ty are a basis of VC,, this implies that [0T'9] = n[a] + m[34] in VC, /3 VC, for
some n € F5 and m € Fs; in particular
OI'y = o mod 3H(E,;Z).

Thus the class of OI'y in Hy(E,;7Z/3Z) equals el for some € € {£1}. Equation implies
that OI'y is divisible by 3 in Hy(E,;Z) and thus {0T'2,0I'1/3} gives a basis of Hy(E,;Z). It
now suffices to show that this is a symplectic basis: 'y - (0I'1/3) = 1. We will discuss this in
the proof of the following Corollary O
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Corollary 10.2.10 (cf. Proposition [10.1.3)). The multi-valued function
g v(Op(-1) 1 3 9°RY

y2ily(Op(-1) 2 2mi 92
takes values in the upper-half plane H and induces an isomorphism Mcy \ Dcy = [H/T'1(3)],

where t = t(y) is the mirror map for'Y.

Proof. We have shown that there exist a symplectic basis {a, 5} of Hi(E,;Z) and ¢ € {£1}
such that [o] = ¢ and OI'1 = £e3 and 9Ty = €. (The sign + was not determined in the
above discussion.) Recall from §10.1.1| that the modular parameter for E,, with respect to
this marking, is given by 7/ = fﬁ Ay/ |, Ay- On the other hand, by (106), we have

_ _Z/(%HY(OW(—U) _ = Jor, My _4 1
ya%HY(Opl(—l)) fan Ay =37’

This quantity satisfies
1 logy
+0(y)

T~—=+ -

2 27i

which lies in the upper-half plane H when |y| is sufficiently small. The Riemann bilinear

inequality then implies that (OI'1, —0I'2) is positively oriented, i.e. that OT'; = 35 and 7 =

1/(=37"). The isomorphism Mcy \ Doy = [H/T1(3)] in Proposition was given by

the parameter 7/; it now suffices to observe that the map 7 — 7 = 1/(—37') induces an
isomorphism [H/T'1(3)] = [H/I'1(3)] via the involution on I';(3):

a by, (d —¢/3\_(0 1\y(a b\ (0 1 -
c d -3b  a ~\-3 0/\c d)\-3 0 '
The second expression for 7 follows from ((103]). O

Remark 10.2.11. The parameter 7 in Corollary[10.2.10|is a modular parameter for Ey rather

than for E,. The map 7" — 1/(—37") exchanging the modular parameters of E, and Ey is
known as the Fricke involution. The Fricke involution exchanges the large-radius (7 = 4001)

asy — 0

and conifold (7 = 0) points, and preserves the orbifold point (7 = 1—5’5, ng_l) The role of
Fricke involution in this context has been studied extensively by Alim—Scheidegger—Yau—Zhou
[4).

Let x(V1,Va) = Z?:o(—l)i dim Ext!(V1, V3) denote the Euler pairing of coherent sheaves
V1, Vo with compact support. Since we have 9T'; - 9T'y = —3 and x(Op1(—1), Op2(—1)) = 3,
we conclude:

Corollary 10.2.12. Let X denote either Y or X. For Vi,Va € K.(X), we have
x(Vi, Vo) = —=(0Mir(V1)) - (0 Mir(V2)).

10.3. Opposite Line Bundles at Cusps and the Crepant Resolution Conjecture.
Recall the opposite line bundles Prr, Peon, Porb associated with large-radius, conifold and
orbifold points that were defined in Notation [7.2.7 We next describe these opposite line
bundles in terms of flat co-ordinates given by central charge functions, and obtain an explicit
Feynman rule relating the Gromov—Witten potentials of X and Y.

As discussed in any (local) function v satisfying the Picard—Fuchs equation:

(108) [0° +3y0(30 + 1)(30 +2)| =0  with 6 = y;g
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defines (locally) a D-module homomorphism vf: O(H) — O sending ¢ to 9. In particular,
the central charge functions Iy (V), Iy (V) define “flat co-ordinates” on H — that is, flat
sections of the dual bundle I ' . Recall from § that the subbundles Hog, Hyee C H
are cut out, respectively, by the equations

Iy (Op)* = (271)%, Iy (Ope)? = 0;
see also (103]). Introduce the following flat co-ordinates on H:
z = i(27i) "3 My (Op1 (1))
p = —i(2m1) 3?1y (Op2(~1))*

where we set i'/2 = ¢™/4 = (1 4+ i)/y/2. These co-ordinates are multi-valued: they are
originally defined near a point yo with 0 < yp < 1, and then analytically continued over the
universal cover of Mcy \ Dcy. For example, if we analytically continue them to the orbifold
point along the positive real line in the y-plane, we have, from the connection formula in

Proposition [10.2.3

(109)

r=1i(2mi)"3/? (—HX(OO ® 0)f + x (O ® 92)0
p = —i(21i)"¥ Iy (O) ® o)}

x and p give Darboux co-ordinates corresponding to an integral basis of K.(Y') or K.(X).

(110)

Lemma 10.3.1. When we restrict (p,z) to Hag, we have ) = %dp A dzx.

Proof. Set I} = Hy(Opi1(—1)) and IIy = Iy (Op2(—1)). As y — 0, we have (see equa-
tion (103))
I, = —(27i)%logy + O(y)

1
Iy = —(271) <7r2 +wilogy — §(log y)2> + O(ylogy)

The sections 0¢, §2¢ € O(Hyee) form a fiberwise tangent frame of H,g near y = 0. Since z
and p are flat, it suffices to check that the asymptotics of Q(6¢,6%¢) and %(dp A dzx)(0¢, 6%C)
agree. We have (see equation ([47)):

1 1
Q0C,0%) = ———— ~ =
(6¢,6°¢) 3(1+27y) 3
(dp A dz)(60¢,6°C) = (2mi) ™3 (0IIy - 6°I1; — 7L, - O11;) ~ 1
as y — 0. The conclusion follows. O

Proposition 10.3.2. Let (p,x) be the coordinates of H given by (109)). If we analytically
continue the co-ordinates (p,z) along the paths shown in Figure |8, we have that:

(a) the opposite line bundle PLr C Hyec is cut out by x = 0;
(b) the opposite line bundle Peon C Hyec is cut out by p = 0;

(c) the opposite line bundle Py, C Hyee is cut out by z + (1 — &)p = 0, where & = e*4/3,

Proof. The opposite line bundles Pir, Peon, Porb are flat subbundles of Hye. around the large-
radius, conifold, and orbifold points respectively, and as such, they are necessarily invariant
under the corresponding local monodromy. From the computation in Proposition we
find that {z = 0} is a unique invariant line in Hye. = {IIy (Op)* = 0} around the large-radius
limit point; similarly {p = 0} is a unique invariant line around the conifold point. Parts (a)
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and (b) follow. The monodromy around the orbifold point is semisimple with eigenvalues
{£,£2} and we have precisely two invariant lines given by x + (1 — ¢)p = 0, i € {1,2}. On
the other hand, the generator v := Vg, g,( of F2_ near the orbifold point has co-ordinates

_ omi)3/2
ol0) = 3(278) %0, (-T1x(00 ) + (O & ) = 1502 (- 4+ )+ 0)
3
_ omi)3/2
p(v) = ~1(2m1) 20,1y (0y © ) = 1 T e 4 Of)
3F( )3

where we used (110|) and the formula (104)) for ﬁ Therefore Fvec|‘, —o lies in the subspace
x+ (1 —&%)p = 0. Part (c) follows since P, is transversal to F2,. near y) = 0. O

Recapitulation 10.3.3. Recall from that we can immerse the universal cover of Mcy \
Dcy into the fiber H,gly, as an (immersed) Lagrangian submanifold £, by parallel translation
of the primitive section (. In terms of the “integral” co-ordinates (p,z) on H,gly, — see

equation (109) — £ is given by:

o . OFy o
p=p(C) =i(2ri)”? <7T2 + mit + gf)ty) , x=x(¢) = —i(2mi)/%t

where ¢ = t(y) is the mirror map for Y (see equation ([103])), and the tangent space is:

T\ O 1 3 PR
(111) Twwent=C <1) W T = ) T T2 2 o

We saw in Corollary [10.2.10| that the slope 7 lies in H and identifies the universal cover of
Moy \ Dey with H.

Notation 10.3.4. In this section, we denote by F¥ the genus-g Gromov—Witten potential
of X = X or Y, restricted to the second cohomology and with Novikov parameters specialized
to @ = 1. As before, we write t — th € H*(Y), t — t11 € H2,(X) for parameters on the

second cohomology. Explicitly, we have (see equations (83} and - -

FY(t) —*t3+z 0.0 €"
1 o0
Y
Ry (t) = —ﬁt + Z (104€ !
d=1
oo
FE) = (Og0ac® for g > 2
d=0
and
X oo
9 (¢) — A
Fiy= > <1%,...,1%>gn0n! for g > 0.
n:2g—2+n>0 Y

Corollary 10.3.5. The following objects can be analytically continued to the universal cover
(Mcy \ Dey)™ 2 H of Mcy \ Doy
(a) the opposite line bundles PLr, Peon, Porb;
(b) the Gromov—-Witten potential FY.(t) of Y, when regarded as a function near the large-
radius limit point y = 0 via the mirror map t = t(y);
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(c) the Gromov—Witten potential F%.(t) of X, when regarded as a function near the orbifold
point v = 0 via the mirror map t = t(y).

Proof. We use notation as in Recapitulation Since 7 is a non-zero holomorphic function
on (Mcy \ Dcy)™, it follows from Proposition that £ is transversal to both Pr and
P.on everywhere on (Mcy \ Dcoy)™, i.e. PLr and P, extend to opposite line bundles over
(Mcy \ Dcy)™. Similarly, since 1 4 (1 — §)7 never vanishes for 7 € H, Py, also extends to
the universal cover. Part (a) follows. Parts (b) and (c) follow from Part (a) and the fact that
the Gromov-Witten potentials of ¥ and X" extend to a global section ¢y of Foctxy: see
Theorem [R.6.11 O

Notation 10.3.6 (Darboux co-ordinates at cusps). Let (p,z) be the “integral” Darboux co-
ordinates on H,g given in (109)) and let 7 be the slope of £ in these co-ordinates. In view
of Proposition |10.3.2) we introduce the following Darboux co-ordinates on Hagly, associated
to the large-radius, conifold and orbifold points (cf. Examples . Here all Darboux
co-ordinates (p/,z’) are normalized so that Q = 1dp’ A da’.

(1) To the large-radius limit point, we associate the Darboux co-ordinates

() s (3 7)) (7)

such that Prg = (0/0pLr). In these co-ordinates, £ and its slope are given by:

OFY 2 170
PLR = 35~ q _ Opr _ o 1y _ 38 13%
{UCLR =t TR T D ™\ ot2

where ¢t = t(y) is the mirror map for Y (see §10.2.1)).
(2) To the conifold point, we associate the Darboux co-ordinates:

()= e (5 %5 ()

such that Peop = (0/0pcon)- In these co-ordinates, the slope of L is given by:
Opcon _ 2mi

Tcon = =5
0% con 3T
CO!

(3) To the orbifold point, we associate the Darboux co-ordinates

()=t (B 400 0)- G

such that Py, = (9/0porb). In these co-ordinates, £ and its slope are given by:
0
{porb = 3% aporb . F(%)?) 3r+1— 5 . 382F‘%

and T =

T = t Oz, T(2)3 3r+1-€ ° o8

where t = t(p) is the mirror map for X' (see §10.2.1]).

Remark 10.3.7. The slope parameters 71 R, Tcon, Torb take values, respectively, in the right-
half plane {m,g € C: R(mLr) > 0}, the left-half plane {7con € C : R(7con) < 0} and the disc
{Torb € C : |Torn| <T(3)3/I'(2)3}. In particular, the inequalities

w (2 < PFY|  T(3)?
ot? ’ o 30(2)3

hold.
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Remark 10.3.8. The conifold co-ordinate zeon = v/3 (27ri)_1/ 2p restricted to £ can be written

as the integral:
Lcon =

for —1/27 < y < 0 by Lemma
at the conifold point (see ((LO6|

).

/3

¢

T'r

2

‘10.2.6L In particular, Oz.on is a period over a vanishing cycle
We also obtain the asymptotics Tcon ~ 1 + 27y near the

conifold point by approximating the above integral by the area of an ellipse. Since xcon is

invariant under the conifold monodromy, it is

holomorphic near y = —1/27.

The slope parameters in Notation [10.3.6] are related to each other by:

— 3T iTeon — 472 —47?
LR = 3Tcon ’ Teon = m
LR = s F(2) Torb + F(%)S o = F(%) fTLR —
VBT(2)37em, — T(3)? T(3)3V3mr +
Teon = 271 F(g)gTorb — P(%)s 1 orb = F(l) ( )Tcon —2m

(1= &) (3)37an — (1= EL(3

3)3 F(g) (1 - 52)Tcon —27i

Therefore, by Example [7.2.9] the propagators among the opposite line bundles Pir, Peon,

P, are given as follows:

-3

A(P Pcon = - 033 @2
3
(112)  A(Peon, i) = == (Dees) ™
con
-3V3
A(P s Porb) = —=——— (0 2

B —30(3)° 2
A(Porbypcon) = F(g) Totb +£F(%) (8$orb)
. -31-8) 2
A(Pcomporb) - (1 — §2)Tcon — 27Ti( zcon)
—3I'(3)?
A(F)orbprR) = F(%)?’Torbir(%)s( :rorb)®2

where xr,r = t(y), Zorb = t(y) are the mirror maps for Y and X respectively. The correlation
functions of ¥y with respect to PLr, Peon, Porb are related by Feynman rules given by these
propagators. In particular, we get:

Theorem 10.3.9 (Crepant Resolution Conjecture for X': explicit form). As in Corollary
we regard the Gromov—Witten potentials of Y and X as holomorphic functions on the
universal cover of Moy \ Doy, and we use Notation . After analytic continuation along
the positive real line in the y-plane, the Gromov—Witten potentials of Y and X are related by

a Feynman rule as in §7.3):
1 dy
T3(1+27y)

* = ; I

where T' in the third line ranges over all connected stable decorated genus-g graphs without
legs, A is the propagator from Pir to Py :

3v3
V3TLR + 7

(OCFR) - (d)*° = (9 Fy) - (dt)*® =

Contr (A, {OPFL b < g}) for g >2

O*FY

A=—
o2’

with IR = 3———
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Contp (A, {OpFL : h < g}) denotes the contraction along the graph T' with edge terms A and
verter terms 8,5’]:{} — see the explanation after - and

V3 (2\°
Proof. This follows from Theorem and the definition of the finite-dimensional Fock
sheaf Foctty. See Example for the Yukawa coupling (genus-zero term) and ({112)) for the
propagator. O

Remark 10.3.10. By the general theory developed in we can invert the Feynman rule
in the above theorem, by exchanging Ff{, and Fg, Torb = t and zpr = t, and replacing A with
=30(3)*/(T(3)7om — T(3)?)-
Example 10.3.11. In Theorem [10.3.9 the Feynman rule at genus two takes the form:
1 1 1 1 5
F} = B+ SAGRFY) + SAQFL + SANOFD) O + LAY0MR) + S AR

10.4. Algebraic and Complex Conjugate Opposite Line Bundles. Recall the notion
of curved opposite line bundle from §7.4] In this section we introduce two curved opposite
line bundles Py, and P... The algebraic opposite line bundle P, is a holomorphic subbundle
of Hye. which is opposite to F2,. but is not flat; the complex conjugate opposite line bundle
P, is a C"°°-subbundle of Hye. which is opposite to Ffec but is not flat in the antiholomorphic
direction. The key property of these line bundles is that they are single-valued over Mcy \
D¢y, and therefore they yield single-valued correlation functions of the global section ¢cy of
Soctey. This property plays a crucial role in the next section.

As explained in the central charges IIy (V) of V' € K.(Y) give flat co-ordinates
My (V)! on H, and thus on Hye. Since the Z-lattice formed by these co-ordinates ITy (V)* is
preserved under monodromy, they determine a real flat subbundle of Hye| Mey\Doy

Hyeo := {U € Huee| yyo poy * 1(271) 3/ 2Tly (V)i(v) € R for all V € KC(Y)}

with the property that Hyee = Hyecr @ iHyec,r. Recall from Corollary that Hyecly
is isomorphic to H'(E,,C) for y € Mcy \ Dcy, and that via this isomorphism, Iy (V)
corresponds““| to the integration over the integral cycle O Mir(V'). By scaling the isomorphism
Hyee = Uy H*(E,,C) by a constant, therefore, we have that Hyecr = Hl(Ey, R).

Definition 10.4.1 (complex conjugate opposite). The complex conjugate opposite line bun-
dle P is defined to be the C°° complex subbundle of Hye| Mey\Dey 8lven as the complex

conjugate of F2,. with respect to the real form Hyec g

Since P, is the complex conjugate of a holomorphic subbundle, P, is flat in the holomorphic
direction — that is, V,C%(P.) C C*®(P) for any (1,0)-vector field v. It is not flat in the
antiholomorphic direction.

Lemma 10.4.2. The line bundle P.. C HveC|Mcy\Dcy extends to a topological line subbundle
of Hyec over Mgy such that Ffec @ P.c = Hyec holds globally. Moreover, we have

Pcc’y:O - PLR|y:07 Pcc|y:_2f17 = Pcon’y:_%?v Pcc|y:oo - orb|y:oo-

22Up to a constant — see equations (T05) and (T06).
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Proof. Under the isomorphism Hyec|y & HY(E,, C), F2,|, corresponds to H'0(E,, C) = C),.
As discussed above, we have Hyecrly = H'(E,,R). The Hodge decomposition implies that
Pec|y corresponds to H%'(E,, C) and is opposite to FZ_|, over Mcy \ Dcy.

The extension of P, across Dcy and the oppositeness there follow from a property of the
nilpotent orbit associated to a degeneration of Hodge structure (see [76]). We will give an
elementary account below. Choose one of the limit points from Dcy = {0, —2%} and let ¢
denote a local co-ordinate centred at that point. From the description of H in we can
find a local basis {sg, 51} of Hye near t = 0 such that F2_ = (s1) and that the connection V
is of the form:

0 0
Then we can find a basis { fo, f1} of flat sections of the form (see e.g. Proposition [A.0.1):

(fo, f1) = (s0,$1)G(t) ((1) —1<1)gt>

where G(t) is a holomorphic matrix-valued function near ¢ = 0 with G(0) = I». The flat
section fy spans a monodromy-invariant line; hence after scaling {sg, s1} by a constant, we
may assume that fo € Hyecr. Let fo = afo + bf1, b # 0 be another flat section taking values
in Hyeer and linearly independent of fo. The monodromy acts on fo as fa — fo — 27ib fo;
reality of the monodromy then implies b € iR. The complex conjugate fi of f; with respect
to Hyecr is then computed as:

(Vso,Vsy) = (80,81)A(t)% with A(0) = <O 1)

a—a

fi= 2 fo— fi.

Thus the complex conjugate of {sg, s1} with respect to Hyecr is:
= (1 logt) -1 1 &2\ 71 logt\ =—-1
oo =) (5 ) e = (5 ) (5 ) o

o} ) 3 %) (5 e

1 224 2loglt
oo |(5 73 4 o tog )

Since P.. = (37), this implies that P.. extends across ¢ = 0 as a topological line bundle, and
that the fiber at ¢ = 0 is spanned by the invariant section fy|;=o = So|t=0. This also shows the
oppositeness of P, along Dcy and that Pec|ly—o = Prr|y—o and Pcc|y:_ L= Peon| y=— (we
showed in the proof of Proposition that P r and P, are spanned by invariant sections
near cusps). To show that Pop|y—co = Pecly=oo, it suffices to note that these subspaces are
uniquely characterized by invariance under ps-monodromy and oppositeness to szec\yzoo. U

Recall from that O(Hyec) is isomorphic to O(1) & O(—1) as a vector bundle over
Mcy = P(3,1), and that the subsheaf O(F2,.) = ©(log{0}) is isomorphic to O(1). There is a
(precisely) one-dimensional family of holomorphic line subbundles of Hye. which correspond

to the factor O(—1).

Definition 10.4.3 (algebraic opposite). The algebraic opposite line bundle Py, = Pag(a),
where a € C, is the holomorphic line subbundle of Hy.. with basis given by:

so =9y +a)d¢+ (1+ 27y)02C over Mcy \ {y = oo}
00 = (1 — 3a)9?0y¢ + (27 + 03)8‘?C =9psy over Mcy \ {y =0}
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where 6 = ya% and 0y = 6% act via the connection V. Any holomorphic line subbundle of
H.e. which is globally complementary to F2

vec

Lemma 10.4.4. Let Pyq(a) be the algebraic opposite line in Definition (10.4.3. We have

is of the form Pjj4(a) for some a € C.

Palg(0)|y=0 = PLR|y=07 Palg(%”y:_?l? = Pcon‘y:_zi?a Palg(a)|y=oo = Porb|y=ooa
for all a € C.
Proof. This follows from Notation [7.2.7] and Proposition [£.3.2] O

Proposition 10.4.5. We use Notation[10.3.6] The propagators between PR, Peon, Por and
P, are given as follows:

_ -3 ®2 _ 3 ®2 _ 3 ®2
A(PLr, Pec) = T_?<aa:) - 2mi(r —7) (83?LR) - TLR‘f‘ﬁ(amLR)
7 1 9 |7 3
A(Pcompcc) = _3;7_ — ?(856)@2 = _27.(.j_7_|_’7-(811700n)®2 = _ﬁ(a«fcon)®2
L lHTl-9 1 92 L) GBr+1-€)(B7+1-¢2) 99
A(f)orby-Pcc) - 1+T(17£)77?(aﬂ:) - (271'1)3 7 (a’torb)

3Torb (a
Tor
F(%)GF(%)_(S - ‘Torb’2 b

where we regard x, TLR, Tcon, Torb @S co-ordinates on the immersed submanifold L & H,g,
or on the universal cover of Mcy \ Dcy (see Recapitulation [10.3.3)).

)¥2

Proof. Since (p,z) are real co-ordinates with respect to Hyecr, the complex conjugation in
these co-ordinates is the ordinary one. Written in this frame, we have:

2 T . T (T
ro-c(). ne-c(]) ma wsoo- (7).

Hence by writing I..: Hyec — FV2eC for the projection along P.., we have

T

KS ' (9,) = %ax, KS ' e (0,) = —

T—T T—T

Oy

Let IR, Horb, Heon: Hyee — Ffec denote the projections along Prr, Porb, Peon respectively.
Since KS™! 1g(9,) = 0, KS™' I R (0;) = Oy, we have (see Definition [7.2.8))

3
A(PLR, Pee) = (KSTT@KS (IR @ Mee) (30 ® O — 30, ® 0p) = — — ?(8w)®2.
The other formulae can be obtained similarly using Notation [10.3.6| and
1
KS™ ! Meon (9p) = —0s, KS™ ! Meon (95) = 0,
T
KS™ 11,1, (0,) = Sl S KS™ Iy, (0;) = 1
e A T
which we deduce easily from Proposition [10.3.2 O

Remark 10.4.6. The propagators A(P, P..) with P = P.r, Peon, Porb approach zero at the
corresponding limit points, confirming again the conclusion of Lemma [10.4.2

Lemma 10.4.7. For any flat affine Darbouzx co-ordinates (p,T) on Hag with = %dﬁ Adz,
we have 05(C) - 02%(¢) — 60%p(C) - 02(¢) = (1 + 27y) Y, where § = ya%.
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Proof. This follows from 3Q(0¢,6%¢) = (1 + 27y)~': see . O
Let Ey(7) and E, (1) denote the second Eisenstein series and its modular counterpart:
n@" ~ 6 1

1—Qn Ez(T)ZEQ(T)+ET—F

with Q = €2™7. Then we have [57):

ar +0b 9 6e(er +d)
2 (cr + d) (e +d)" Ba(7) Ti

B (‘” +2> = (cr + d)*By(r)

(113)

cT +
for every (Z Z) € SL(2,7Z).

Proposition 10.4.8. Let P, = Pag(a) be the algebraic opposite line bundle in Defini-
tion[10.4.3 Use Notation[10.3.6} The propagator between Pe. and Py is given by

(114) A(Pe, Pog) = 3 <TiT — 0z - (9y + )bz + (1 + 27@9%)) Oy © Oy
i~ 1
(115) = %E2(7)8m®8x+3 <12—a) 09.

where we regard x = x(¢) as a co-ordinate on the immersed submanifold L % H,g, or on the
universal cover H of Mcy \ Doy (see Recapitulation |10.3.3)).

Proof. In terms of the integral Darboux co-ordinates (p,z) in (109), Pag is given by

_ 9y +a)fp(C) + (1 +27y)0%p(C)
Pag =C ((Qy +a)0z(¢) + (1 + 27y)92x(C))

Set A :=0z(¢) - (9y + a)0z(¢) + (1 + 27y)0?2(¢)). Using Lemma we find

() A 1 T7A -1
Palg—@(ex(C)A >—(C< A )

Arguing as in Proposition [10.4.5] we find:
1
A(Pcupalg):3< —A> O ® 0.
T—T

This shows (114). Next we show that the expressions (114 and (115]) coincide. Recall that
10.2.3)

(p,x) and 7 transform under monodromy as (see Proposition

()= (o)) &
— + ) T

x c d) \z * ct+d
with (CCL Z) € I'1(3), whence Oz = 0z(() transforms as:

(116) Oz — c(0p) + d(0z) = (cT + d)0x.
Therefore the modular transformation property (113]) implies that

Ey(1)0, ® 0y = Eo(7)(02) 202 0
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is invariant under monodromy, and that the expression descends to a single-valued

bivector field on Mcy \ Dcy. Moreover, extends to a continuous global section of

O(log{0})®? since EQ(T) — 1 and 0x(¢) — —i(27i)"/? in the large-radius limit 7 — 4001,
and

Ba(r)0s @ 0y — Bo(r) =0, 00 S By(—1/7)0s.,, © 0

2(7)0z ® Oy = 2(7')% ® O Tomi 2(=1/7) @ O

Zcon Zcon
tends to —3/(271)(0,,.,)®? in the conifold limit 7 — 0. Note that A(Pe, Payg) is a global

Zcon

continuous section of @(log{O})‘gQ2 as Pec, Pg are globally defined,; moreover the difference

between ) and ( is holomorphic. Thus the difference between ) and - is a

global holomorphlc sectlon of ©(log{0})®2 = O(2). Such a section is umque up to a constant,
so it suffices now to check that (114]) and ((115)) have the same value —3af ® 6 at y = 0. D

Comparing ((114]) and -, we obtain:
Corollary 10.4.9. —27iFEs(7) = () - ((1 + 108y) 6z + 12(1 + 27y)6%z), where x = z(().

con con

Corollary 10.4.10. Let n(r) = 6”17/12 [1°2, (1 — e*™™) denote the Dedekind eta function.
We have 1(r) = e~ 31y21 (1 + 27y)51/i(2r1) 1/ 20z.

Proof. Using the identity a% logn(7) = T E5(7) and the above corollary, we have

1 7i 1 1 27y 162z
01 = — —F - ——.
() =~y " T u iy T
We arrive at the formula by integrating this. O

Combining Propositions [10.4.8 we obtain:
Corollary 10.4.11. With notation as in Propositions[10.4.5] and [10.4.8], we have

i 1
A(]DLRa Palg) - Aa = %EQ(T)(8$)®2 = _7E2(T)(8$LR)®2

4
3 Ti 3 3Teon
A(Pconypalg) - Aa - <7_ + 2E2(T)) (8:5)@2 = ZE2 ( oy ) (al'con)®2
3(1 — i
A(Porb, Paig) — Ay = (H—(’r(lf)f) + E2(7')> (8:13)@2
3
= 8‘Jazﬁorb : ( ) 8U«Torb +3 (1 + 37) anorb> (8xorb)®2

where A, = 3 (12 )0@9

Proof. We use A(PiR, Pag) = A(PLR, Pec) + A(Pec, Paig) ete. from Proposition 7.3.7 We

also use Notation [10.3.6} equation ([113]), Corollary [10.4.9) and Lemma [10.4.7| for (porb, ZTorb)-
Another way to compute these quantities will be explained in Lemma [10.7.1 ]

10.5. Quasi-modularity of Gromov—Witten Potentials. In this section we prove that
the Gromov-Witten potential F}- is a quasi-modular function. Let us begin by reviewing the
theory of quasi-modular forms introducedlﬂ by Kaneko—Zagier [57]. We say that a holomorphic

23To be more precise, Kaneko—Zagier considered quasi-modular forms which satisfy a standard growth
condition at cusps. We do not impose the growth condition, since we deal with (quasi-)modular forms with
non-positive weight.
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function f: H — C is a quasi-modular form of weight k for I'1(3) if there exist finitely many
holomorphic functions f;: H— C, i =1,...,n such that

Py fi(7) fn(7)
is modular of weight k&, i.e.
f<z77_j:2> = (et +d)* f(7) for all (CCL Z) e T1(3) and all 7 € H.

When n = 0, f is a (holomorphic) modular form of weight k. It is known that fi,..., f,
(and hence f) are uniquely determined by f [57, Proposition 1]; see |11, Proposition 3.4] for
a proof. The function f is called the almost holomorphic modular form associated with f,
and f is called the holomorphic limit of f . Equation shows that Fs is a quasi-modular
form of weight 2 and E, is the associated almost holomorphic modular form. Every almost
holomorphic modular form of weight k& can be uniquely expanded in the form:

Fr) =" gi(r)Ea(r)
§=0

where g; is holomorphic modular of weight k —2j5. Taking the holomorphic limit, we find that
the corresponding quasi-modular form f admits a unique expansion:

(117) F(r) =) gi(1)Ea(r)’
=0

with g; holomorphic modular of weight & — 2j. The ring of quasi-modular forms is therefore
generated by modular forms and FEs (see [11,57]).

Remark 10.5.1 (modular quantities). Let (p,z) be the Darboux co-ordinates from (109),
regarded as functions on £ = (Mcy \ Dey)™ = H as in Recapitulation The following
quantities are holomorphic modular for I';(3):

the rational co-ordinates y, y, which are of weight 0;

0z, which is of weight 1 (see equation (L16]));

01 = 0(0p/0z) = —(1 + 27y)~1(0x)~2, which is of weight —2;

the Yukawa coupling Yoy (z) = 30,7 = £607/60z, which is of weight —3.

We also note the following:
o f(7)(d7)®% is T'1(3)-invariant <= f(7) is of weight 2k;
o f(7)(0;)®F is I';(3)-invariant <= f(7) is of weight k;
o f(7)(dzx)®* is T'1(3)-invariant <= f(7) is of weight —k.
(

These follow from dr = «97)%, 0, = (0x)~'6 and the above computation.

Notation 10.5.2 (correlation functions for ¢cy). Let x = z({) denote the co-ordinate on
(Mcy \ Dcoy)™ induced by the integral Darboux co-ordinates (109). We represent the global
section €cy of the finite-dimensional Fock sheaf by correlation functions as follows (see §§8{9):

1) the correlation functions C'Y) dz®" with respect to PR;
Y.n

(2) the correlation functions C’gfg)nd:n?;ﬁ with respect to Pyp;
(3) the correlation functions Cég%,ndxéan with respect to Peop;
(4)

con
4) the correlation functions C(Eg,)ndac®” with respect to Pe;
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5) the correlation functions C\) dz®" with respect to Pye(a).
algn g

The co-ordinates t = zq1, and Zeon here were defined in Notation [10.3.60 We will set a = %

12
unless otherwise specified, and will write F, = Cc(gl)l o- Theorem [8.6.1f gives
(0 _ "B _ im0 FY (o) _ "Iy
(118) C'ng = = im(2ri)™ B and C'Xgm = m

where Fy. and FY, were defined in Notation [10.3.4

Theorem 10.5.3. Let g and n be non-negative integers satisfying 2g — 2 +mn > 0. We have
the following (quasi-)modularity with respect to the group I'1(3) and the modular parameter T

from Corollary|10.2.10}
(a) Cl(}(,]q)@ is a quasi-modular form of weight —

(9)

(b) Cc(g?n is the almost-holomorphic modular form of weight —n associated with CY,n"

(c) C’élgg)n is the holomorphic modular form of weight —n which appears as the constant

term of the Ea-expansion (117)) of C(g)

Proof. The correlation functions {C dz®m}, {ch)n @} {C’alg ,dx®"} are different real-
izations of the same section 4cy of the Fock sheaf, and therefore they are related by the
Feynman rule. The relationship between these correlation functions is shown in Figure [0
the propagators recorded there were computed in Proposition Proposition and

Corollary [10.4.11] Since P.. and P, are single-valued subbundles on Mcy, we know that

Cc(g)ndx‘g’” and C’éfg) dx®" are I'y(3)-invariant. Remark [10.5.1| then implies that C’C(C)n and
C(g)

alg,n

are modular of weight —n. The Feynman rules between Pr and Pec/P,g imply that

C’C(C)n and C( 9) can be written in the form:

alg,n
39—3+n %
=iy, 5o ()

3g 3+n 7
A=t 3 0 (o)

for some holomorphic functions f;, fi on H. Moreover fi is modular because it consists of

products of several ng m S

(9)

modular form, that Cccp, is the corresponding almost holomorphic modular form, and that

C;lgg) ,, is the constant term of the Fs-expansion of O)(/%

(with total weight —n — 2¢). This implies that Cl(;gi is a quasi-

, as claimed. O
Essentially the same argument shows the parallel results for conifold correlation functions:

Proposition 10.5.4. Let g and n be non-negative integers satisfying 29 —2+mn > 0. Let O
denote one of alg, con and cc, and write 5’821 = (%
in the frame (dZcon)®™. We have the following (quasi-)modularity with respect to the group
I'1(3) and the modular parameter 7' := —1/(37) = Teon/(271) discussed in Remark[10.2.11]

9)

(a) Cc(onm is a quasi-modular form of weight —
(b) éég?n = (6mi)™/?(r )"C’C(C)n is the associated almost-holomorphic modular form;

)”C@gz% for the correlation functions
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R R i

) ’?Efw : 1(379
a {Ca(fg),n} -—> {65519;,”} 1 Eo(377)

F1GURE 9. Triples of correlation functions related by Feynman rules, with the
arrows labelled by propagators. The dashed arrows --+ mean a change of

frames (multiplication by (671)™/2(7/)") and change of variables 7/ = —1/(37).
(c) éélgg)m = (6mi)"2(r)" a(dgg),n is the holomorphic modular form which appears as the

)

constant term of the E9(37")-expansion of Cc(gnyn.
10.6. The Holomorphic Anomaly Equation and the Anomaly Equation.

Proposition 10.6.1. Let (p,x) denote the integral Darboux co-ordinates (109), and regard
z = z(¢) as a co-ordinate on the universal cover of Mcy \ Dcy. The torsion forms (see

Definition of Pec and Pyg(a) are given respectively as follows:

Aeeldz,dry = —> _gr=— > @ _
(1 —7) (1 —=7)% (1 +27y)(0x)3
A (dy dy> _9(1 —6a)y —3a*dy
\yy) 1+2ty oy

Proof. Use . In the notation there, we have ¢ =7 for P, and ¢ = 7 — 1/A for P,js, where
A is as in the proof of Proposition [10.4.8] We also use:
1

dr = Ta:dx = 3YCY(IB)dZC = _Wdl' (see Example ,
(1+27y)03z = —6ybz — 27Tyo%x (since z is a solution to ({108]))
where Yoy = Yoy (z)(dz)®3. O

Remark 10.6.2. The connection V7e associated with the complex conjugate opposite line
bundle (see respects the positive definite Hermitian metric h on © & F2 = U, # LOE,)

vec
given by h(A1, A2) = i ny A1 U for \; € HLO(Ey). Therefore V¢ is the Chern connection
associated with this Hermitian metric. Recall also from Lemma [7.4.5] that
dr N\ dx dr NdT

Y AT T = —
ov(@Aade NT = T T Plea T (r =7

is the curvature of Ve and gives the Poincaré metric on H.

From Proposition and Remark we obtain the following:
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(9)

Proposition 10.6.3. The correlation functions Celyndz®" associated with Pe. satisfy the

following holomorphic anomaly equation:

Tz ~(g)

(9)
( ) — Pcc J— 800':7”
ch,n+1 - V Cc(g)n - ox -
ICh 1 |nP
oz 2 (T )
80( 9)

Proposition 10.6.4. Let cw .— ol

c<h cl .’

g—
CCO 1
- 52 cec,1
h:l

(7_ _ F) cc,n

n 1 3%

C(Q 1)_

cc,1 2(T—T) cc,2

(0x)™ denote the correlation function associated with

alg,n algn
Pig(a) written in the frame (%)@L. Then C,C(ﬂg) is a rational function of y of the form:
2g—24n
Alg) ' ,
(119) CangL = A Z m, c; € C,
i=[n/3]

and satisfies the following anomaly equation:

Al9) Ale) et 9) 5 91— 6a)y — 3a’ n\ah a5k Alg—1)
Calg,nJrl ecalg, 14+ 27y Calg,n 2(1 i 27y) Z i Calg,i+1calg,j+1 + Calg n+2
h+k=g
i+j=n
with 0 = ya% (In this proposition, we do not specialize a to %)

Proof. By Theorem [9.0.1{ and Lemma [7.4.2] the n-tensor C'¥) (dy)®" = 09 (—39)8n hag

poles of order at most 2g — 2 + n at the conifold point and is regular elsewhere. Thus cl)

alg,n alg,n )

alg,n

is of the form (119). The anomaly equation follows from Propositions and [10.6.1} it

suffices to note that

(120) v Paig(@) <dy> —
Y

a+9y dy dy
1427y y y’

which follows by combining Lemma 5 Corollaries |10 4. 11| and |1O 4. 9|7 and dy = gi O

Remark 10.6.5. The above anomaly equation reconstructs n-point correlatlon functions

from the base cases C( ) C(l)

A(g)
C alg,3’ “alg,1

algn

and C'(l

0 h > 2. The anomaly equatlon preserves

the pole order condition at y = —1/27 and the Vamshlng condition at y =

Example 10.6.6 (genus-one potential). In this example we set a = —1/12. The genus-one,

)

one-point function Q(ﬂ a1 is of the form:

AL

alg,1

1+ 27y

for some ¢ € C. The transformation rule between P, and Ppr implies:

(121) \/ﬁ

O Fy =y =)

alg,1

17i

§7E2( )ch(l').
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Since 9;F|,—0 = —1/12, it follows that ¢ = —1/24. Using Corollary [10.4.9] we get:

o 10 1 27y
02)- Cvi==3% 2\t 152m )

Integrating, we have
P = /CYldm = log ((03;)
= —log (eﬂyﬂ(l + 27y)7in(r)) (by Corollary [10.4.10))
/dy
vy
1 1
yi2 (1 +27y)

which shows that ef¥ is modular of weight —1/2 (with automorphic factors). Equation (T21)
also implies that:

to\»—t

1 1
y 12 (14 27y)~ 7) + const

or equivalently,

1
e/ dx = const.

AFL = (—“EQ(T) + 214(093)2> dr.

Remark 10.6.7 (solving the holomorphic anomaly equation). Bershadsky—Cecotti-Ooguri—
Vafa introduced a Feynman diagram technique to solve the holomorphic anomaly equation [8|
9]. For example, in our case, a solution at genus one (see Proposition [10.6.3]) is
122 ch __ Tz
( ) cc,1 2(7__?) +f($)
for some holomorphic function f(z). On the other hand, the transformation rule from P to
Palg(12) gives:
1 1 1 T, d

nglg), = (gc)l + *E2( Yoy (z) = Céc,)l + 2r—7) i = + o log(n(7));

see Proposition [10.4.8 Therefore the holomorphic ambiguity f(z) = Célg) | — Oz logn(r)

essentially corresponds to the algebraic potential C’Sg? 1- More generally, for g > 2, the trans-

formation rule gives:

h
Ca(mlg 0 Cc(go + Z | A t ContF(A(Pcm Palg), {Céc,)o}h<g)

where we separate the Feynman rule into the leading term C’(g)o and the lower-genus

contribution. When viewed as an expression for c¥

cc.0- this formula solves the holomorphic

anomaly equation recursively in genus, with holomorphic ambiguity C;lg) 0"

Remark 10.6.8. Integrating (122)), we find that F} = log(|7—ﬂ_%]y|_ﬁ|1—|—27y|fl2\77(7)\*2)
satisfies 9, FL = ctV

cc,1-
ef% as a ‘norm’ of the exponentiated genus-one potential, see [8], [25, §9.4].

Then F1 is I'; (3)-invariant and efec = |efy 2|7 — ﬂ*%. We may view



GROMOV-WITTEN INVARIANTS OF LOCAL P? AND MODULAR FORMS 117

10.7. Algebraic Opposite and Finite Generation. As we saw in Proposition [10.6.4] cor-
relation functions with respect to the algebraic opposite line bundle P,.(a) belong to the
polynomial ring C[(1 +27y)~!]. Using the transformation rule from the algebraic opposite to
other opposites, we conclude that correlation functions with respect to Pir, P, Peon belong
to the polynomial ring generated by (1 + 27y)~! and the respective propagators, and that
they are related to each other by ‘interchanging the propagators’. This recovers the results of
Lho and Pandharipande [65], and their version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture [66].
Let us write the propagators between Pyg(a) and PR, Peon, Por in the frame 6 ® 0, setting

A(Pug(a), Po) = Aag0 @0
where © is one of ‘LR’ ‘con’, ‘orb’.

Lemma 10.7.1 (cf. Corollary [10.4.11)). Using Notation [10.3.6, we have

6%z
Aalg0 = 3(1 + 27y) 7
zQ

Proof. We can deduce this from the previous computation (Corollary [10.4.11)), but here we
outline a simpler derivation. By definition — see Definition [10.4.3| — Py, is spanned by:

Valg = (—27y — 3a)0¢ — 3(1 + 27y)6%C.
On the other hand Py is cut out by o = 0 (see Notation [10.3.6)) and is therefore spanned by

+ 27y + 3a, © € {LR, con, orb}.

02z

vo = 3(1+27y)

20¢ — 3(1 + 27y)6°C.
o

Since Q(v,1g,0¢) = Q(vo,0¢) = 1, it follows that vy — vae = Aale,o (0¢). The conclusion
follows. O
Lemma 10.7.2 (cf. Lemma|7.4.5).
O((1+27y) 1) = (1 +27y) "2 — (1 +27y)
1 5 2(a+9y) 9(1 — 6a)y — 3a>
7<Aalg,@) + alg,Q .
3(1 + 27y) 1+ 27y 1+ 27y

Proof. The first equation is obvious. The second equation is an analogue of Lemma (see
also Proposition [10.6.1] and equation (120])) and follows immediately from the Picard—Fuchs

equation (108 for zo. O

The lemma shows that the ring C[Aug0, (1 + 27y) 1] is closed under the differential § =
ya%, so that it is a differential ring. The following theorem shows that the Gromov—Witten

H(Aalg,@) = -

potentials of X and Y belong respectively to the differential rings C[Aag orb, (14 27y) "] and
C[Aalg,LRa (1 + 27y)_1]'

Theorem 10.7.3. Let C'}(/QZL, C’f\f) C’C(gr)l,n be as in Notation [10.5.2 For a pair (g,n) of non-

n’
negative integers with 2g — 2 +n > 0, there exists a polynomial fy,(A,R) € C[A, R] such
that:

CE) = fon(Dagrn, (1+27y) ) (02) ™",
ngg?n = fg,n(Aalg,orba (1 + 27y)_1)(9x0rb)_na
C(E(gn)l,n = fg,n(Aalg,cona (1 + 27y)_1)(9$00n)_n-
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Moreover, we have dega fgn < 39 — 3 +n, degg fgn <29 —2+n and

af, 1 n 1
(123) 8Zn = 5 Z (n )fgl,n1+1fg2,n2+1 + ifgfl,n+2'
ni+nz=n 1
g1+g92=9

Proof. This follows from the Feynman rule relating C; (g ) ,, to each of 03(, 7)1, C'g( )n, CC(O% n together

with Proposition [10.6.4 Note that the Feynman rule for C’}(/ 7)1, written in the frame (d—yy)@m,
is of the form:

A(h
Y“’L 0x)" Z ]A o(T Contr (Aalg,LRv{Célg),.}hﬁg)

(9)

and Cégl)l .n have the same shape. By Proposition|10.6.4 6(’”

alg,m
is a polynomial in (1+27y)~* of degree < 2h —2+m. Thus the right-hand side can be written
as a polynomial fy,(Aag LR, (14 27y)~") such that f,, (A, R) has degree < 2g —2+n in R.
The degree of f,, as a polynomial in A is bounded by 3g — 3 + n, which is the maximum
possible number of edges appearing in Feynman graphs. The differential equation for f,,
follows from the Feynman rule: the first term corresponds to separating edges and the second
term corresponds to non-separating edges. O

Remark 10.7.4. Lho—Pandharipande [65, Theorems 1,2], [66, Theorems 1,2] showed essen-
tially the same result for Fy., F% using stable quotient invariants. The differential equation

- 123) together with 9,Cy’ (g ) — C')(, ZL 41 implies a “holomorphic version” of holomorphic anomaly
equation proved by Lho— Pandharlpande [65, Theorem 2], |66, Theorem 2]; such equations are

sometimes referred to as “modular anomaly equations”. The above theorem implies that the

and the Feynman rules for C'y

Gromov—Witten potentials F( 9 — Cx(,g()], F /gf ) = C/(\jf])o are related by a change of generators:

FO _ Flo
Aalg,orb_>Aalg,LR

for g > 2. This is a formulation of Crepant Resolution Conjecture due to Lho and Pandhari-
pande [66].

10.8. Calculation of Gromov—Witten Invariants and the Conifold Gap. One can
combine knowledge of the first 2g — 1 genus-g Gromov—Witten invariants of Y — for instance
from the topological vertex [3,/67] — with the modularity results from to determine all
genus-g Gromov—Witten invariants of Y (and X), as we now explain. This is essentially the
calculation of Aganagic-Bouchard—Klemm |2, Section 6.4], placed in our rigorous mathemat-
ical setting.

From Example [8.1.2]and Example [10.6.6) we know the Yukawa coupling Yy and the genus-
one data dF§1/ exactly Let g > 2, suppose by induction that we know F{} exactly for h < g, and
suppose that we know the first 2g —1 genus-g Gromov-Witten invariants: ny 4, 0 < d < 2g—2.
Consider the transformation rule

h
(124) CalgO =0+ Z ’A Contr(A, {CY ey

)

between the correlation functions C’a(lfgo with respect to the algebraic opposite line bundle

P,g(a) and the correlation functions C}(,gz with respect to PLr (see Notation [10.5.2). Here

the precise value of a is not important, but it is convenient to take a = % In (124)) we

have divided the terms in the transformation rule (70) into the main term Cx(/g()) and the
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sum over all Feyrnan graphs With a non-zero number of edges; also A = A(PLR, Pag) from
Corollary |1 Equation ((124]) determines the first 2g — 1 terms of the Taylor series
expansion of C 0 Y. On the other hand, we know that C(g ) o has a pole of order at most
2g — 2 at the conlfold point, and is regular elsewhere, so (see Proposition

29—2

(9 _ ai
Ca]g,o - ; (27y+ l)Z

and the first 2g—1 Taylor coefficients of C' (1 g) o determine C (9) o exactly. Reading equation (124)

alg,
as an expression for C’}(,()J now determines Ci(/g()), and hence all genus-g Gromov—Witten invari-

ants of Y, exactly.

Remark 10.8.1. The correlation function Cl(,g()) here is a ‘holomorphic ambiguity’ of Bershadsky—

Cecotti-Ooguri—Vafa [9]; Aganagic-Bouchard-Klemm [2] denote it by hg)), see Remark|10.6.7

With the holomorphic ambiguities in hand, we can compute higher-genus Gromov—Witten
invariants of X too. From Example we have that the Yukawa coupling is

9
Yoy = dy®?
CY 03 T+ 27 D,
where y = y~1/3, and by arguing as in Example [L0.6.6| we have that

1 v 1

1

== dy 4+ = Aalg.orb Y
X 81]3—1—27 U+2 alg,orbL CY

where A,jg orb is the propagator from Lemma By inverting the mirror map t = t()
from Theorem we can write Yoy and dFy in terms of the orbifold flat co-ordinate t;
thus we know both the Yukawa coupling and dF } near the orbifold point exactly. Consider
now the transformation rule

) (9) 1 h
(125) c)y=cy+ Z TAw ()] Contr (A, {CY, bh<y)

(g )

between the correlation functions C7 alz,0 and the correlation functions C(g) with respect to

Pyp,. Here A = A(Pyy, Paig) from Corollary m Assuming by induction that we know
the genus-h orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of X for all h < g, or equivalently that we

know C( ) for all h < g and all n, equation (125 determines C’E,()O, and hence all genus-g
orbifold Gromov Witten invariants of X, exactly

We can perform the same analysis at the conifold point, obtaining ‘conifold Gromov—Witten
invariants’. The conifold flat co-ordinate x¢on from Notation[T0.3.6]is the holomorphic solution
to the Picard—Fuchs equations that satisfies xcon ~ 27y+1 near the conifold point (see Remark
. Thus we can find zcon by solving the Picard—Fuchs equations in power series:

Teon = (2Ty + 1) + 1527y + 1)* + 553 (27y + 1)° + gp; 27y + 1) + 55505 27y + 1)° + - -

and

— 11 2 145 3 6733 4 120127 .5
27y + 1= Lcon — 18 Lcon + 486 Leon — 52488 Lcon + 23619601'(30H
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Example determines the Yukawa coupling near the conifold point:

Yoy = M(dy)m =

xgon 529 xgon xéon 26093 xion _ ) dl‘®3

11 L 7 — —
(Bxcon 54+29165”00n+ 19683 2! 2361960 3! "’531441 41 1205308188 5! con

Arguing as in Example [10.6.6] we have that
1 1 dy 1

dFl = —A Y,
con 241+27y y + 2 alg,conZ CY

where Agig con is as in Lemma [10.7.1], so that dF(,/lO]r1 i
5 con 283 x%on 215 mgon 4517 msc)on, . >d$
con

1145 1 n 44517
12 zcon 216 11664~ con 26244 2! 3149280 3! 6377292 4! 535692528 5!

Note that both the Yukawa coupling and dF have a simple pole at the conifold point. The
transformation rule

(126) iy = C§HO+Z| A 7 Contr (A {Cbney)

between the correlation functions Ca(dgg) o and the correlation functions Céﬁ,{. with respect to

P,on inductively determines all the correlation functions Cég% o from the holomorphic ambi-

guities C (1)0, exactly as above. Here A = A(Peon, Pag) from Corollary |10.4.11

The results of these calculations can be found in Appendix [C] We determine Gromov—
Witten and Gopakumar—Vafa invariants of Y up to genus 7 and degree 15, as well as orbifold
Gromov—Witten invariants of X up to genus 7 with up to 27 insertions of the orbifold class 11,

3
and conifold Gromov—Witten invariants up to genus 7 and degree 4. In particular we find
that the genus-g correlation function with respect to the conifold opposite line bundle Peqy,
for 2 < g <7, has a pole of order of order 2g — 2 at the conifold point:

By
127 (9) — 3g 1 2 29
( ) Ccon,O 2 (29 - 2) Lcon +-

and that no other negative powers of ¢, occur in the Laurent expansion of C.J @ | Thus we

con,0*
verify the “conifold gap” conjecture of Huang—Klemm [52,53] up to genus 7.

Source Code. This paper is accompanied by fully-commented source codﬂ written in the
computer algebra system Sage [79]. This should allow the reader to verify the calculations
presented here, and to perform similar calculations. The source code, but not the text of this
paper, is released under a Creative Commons CCO license [29]: see the included file LICENSE
for details. If you make use of the source code in an academic or commercial context, please
acknowledge this by including a reference or citation to this paper. Part of the code, a Sage
package for performing sums over Feynman graphs, makes use of data files produced by the
program ‘boundary’ by Stefano Maggiolo and Nicola Pagani [69].

2y ttps://arxiv.org/src/1804.03292/anc
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APPENDIX A. Basic FacTs ABoUT CONNECTIONS WITH LOGARITHMIC SINGULARITIES

Proposition A.0.1. Consider C" x C* with standard co-ordinates (x1,...,Tr,Y1,-..,Ys), @
contractible open neighbourhood U of (0,0) in C" x C*®, and a trivial holomorphic vector bundle
E =CNtl x (UxC) — U xC. Let z denote the standard co-ordinate on the second factor
C of U x C. Suppose that E has a “partial” meromorphic flat connection V in the directions

of x and y:
V=d+- (ZA 2.y, % +ZB ,y,2 )dya>
7=1
where Ay, ..., Ay, By,...,Bs are matriz-valued holomorphic functions on U x C such that, for

1<i<r, Ai(0,0, z) is nilpotent. Then there ezists a unique matriz-valued function L(z,y, 2)
of the form:
L(SE, Y, Z) = E(IE, Y, 2)6_ Z::l Ai0.0.2)log iz
with L reqular along U x C* and that E(O, 0,z) = id, the identity matriz, such that:
Voo, L@, y,z)v =0 1<k<r
VakL(:c,y,z)v:O 1<k<s

Y

(128)

for every v € CN*L,

Proof. By the assumption, the residue endomorphism N; = A;(0,0, z)/z along x; = 0 is non-
resonant, i.e. the eigenvalues of IV; do not differ by positive integers. In this case, for each
z € C*, the connection V|y, () is gauge equivalent to the connection d+3 ;| N; d;ii [30, 5.4,

5.5]. The required gauge transformation is L in the proposition. O

Remark A.0.2. The flat connection in the above proposition is only a “partial” connection
defined in the directions of x and y. In what follows, we consider a “full” flat connection
extended in the direction of z: even in such a situation we still consider a matrix-valued
function L which solves the equations only in the directions of x and y. Informally, we
call such an L a fundamental solution in the directions of x and y.

Let us recall Birkhoff factorization in the theory of loop groups (see [70]). A smooth loop
z — L(z) in GLy41 which is sufficiently close to the identity (in the “big cell” of LGLy11)
admits a unique factorization

L=L,L_

where L is a holomorphic map from {z € C : |z| < 1} to GLy41 with smooth boundary values
and L_ is a holomorphic map from {z € P! : |z| > 1} to GLy1 with smooth boundary values
which equals the identity at z = co. In the following proposition, we regard the fundamental
solution L as an element of the loop group LG Ly by restricting z to lie in S* and consider
its Birkhoff factorization. This method has been used in quantum cohomology in [22,44].

Proposition A.0.3. Suppose that the partial meromorphic flat connection V on E in Propo-
sition[A.0.1) is extended in the z-direction to a memmorphz’c flat connection of the form:

(129) V=d+=- (ZAazy,

dz
2)dy; + Cla,y,2)— >
7j=1
where C(x,y, z) is a matriz-valued holomorphic function on U x C such that C(0,0, z) depends
linearly on z, i.e. C(0,0,z) = Co + Ciz for some constant matrices Cy and Cy. Assume
moreover that A; = A;(0,0, z) is both nilpotent and independent of z. Let L be the fundamental
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solution in the directions of x and y in Proposition[A.0.1. After shrinking U if necessary, L
admits a Birkhoff factorization L = Ly L_ such that Ly s holomorphic on U x C, and after
gauge transformation by Ly, the connection V takes the form:

dz
(130)  Li'oVolL, = ( W)dy; +Cla,y,2) )

z
where /~11, ey Er, El, . ,ES, C are matriz-valued holomorphz’c functions on U such that, for
1 <i<r, Aj|g,=0 = A7 is independent of x1,...,%i—1,Zit1,---,Tr,Y1,...,Ys and nilpotent

and that CN’(:L',y, z) depends linearly on z: 6’(3:,1;, z) = 5’0(x, y) + C1z for some matriz-valued
reqular function Cy on U and some constant matriz C.

Proof. Recall that the fundamental solution is of the form L = Le~ Xic1 A7 logwi/2 with L
holomorphic on U x C*. Because E(O 0,z) =id, L admits the Birkhofff factorization L =
L+L_, shrinking U if necessary. Because AY = A;(0,0 z) is independent of z, this gives
the Birkhoff factorization of L: Ly := L+ and L_ = L_e~ Zi-147108%i/z Note that Ly
is holomorphic on U x {z € C : |z| < 1} with smooth boundary values. The fundamental
solution L transforms the connection V to L=' oV o L = d + Ddz/z with D given by

D =L"Y20.L+ 27'CL)

,

= g2z A7 log i/ 1 (wzi + Lzt AP loga; + zch> e~ Xi=m A logwi/z,
i=1

The flatness of d + D% implies that D is independent of x and y. The above expression for

D is polynomial in logz1,...,logx, as A7 is nilpotent. Therefore taking the constant term

in log z, r and y, we obtain

D =2z"1C(0,0, 2).
Substituting Ly L_ for L in the equation L' o V o L = d + Ddz/z, we obtain
2L @05, Ly ) + LT ALy = 2L (20, L71)
21710y, L) + L' BjLy = 2L_(9,,L_")
LN (20.L4) + L2 'OLy = L_(20,L=") + L_2~*C(0,0,2)LZ"
The first two equations show that the left-hand sides are analytically continued to U x P! and

thus are independent of z. Therefore, the gauge transformation L transforms the connection
matrices A;, B; into z-independent connection matrices. The third equation implies that

Ly (20:Ly) + L2 7 OLy = 271 [LICLY]_, + O

where C(0,0,2) = Cy + C1z. Therefore L, transforms the connection matrix z~1C into a
connection matrix of the form z~1C = 27150@,7 y)+C1. On the other hand, this equation can
be viewed as a differential equation for L in the z-direction. Since the differential equation
has no singularities on C*, L, is analytically continued to a holomorphic function on U x C.

Now we know that L, is holomorphic on U x C, and after gauge transformation by Ly the
connection V remains flat and takes the form:
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where Xl, e ,/L, El, e ,Es are independent of z, &(0,0) = A7 is nilpotent for 1 < ¢ < r,

and C is linear in z: C = Co(z,y) + zC1. Tt remains to show that A;|,,—o is independent of
TlyeoyTim1, Titl,- -+, Try Y1, - - -, Ys; then it coincides with the nilpotent matrix A7. Flatness

of V yields:
dy, A; = 2,0, B; + 2~ '[A;, By
a;jaxjﬁi = xiawiﬁj + zil[ﬁi, ZJ]
This implies that AVZ'|$Z.:(] is independent of x1,..., %i— 1, Tit1y- s Ty YLy, Ys- O

Proposition A.0.4. Let (E,V) be the meromorphic flat connection in Proposition .
Suppose that E is equipped with a holomorphic non-degenerate pairing

(-, )E (—1)*O(E) RUxcC O(E) — OUX(C
such that (O(E),V, (-,+)g) is alog-TEP structure with base (U, D), where (—=): UxC — UxC
is the map sending (z,y,z) to (z,y,—z) (see Definition|[2.7.9) and D = {x1 - - -z, = 0} is the
normal crossing divisor. Suppose also that the Gram matriz of the pairing (-, ) g is independent
of z along {(0,0)} x C. After the gauge transformation by Ly in Proposition the Gram

matriz of the pairing (-,-)p with respect to the new trivialization is constant on U x C.

Proof. In the new trivialization after the gauge transformation by L., the connection takes
the form and the pairing is flat with respect to it. Let G be the Gram matrix of (-, -)p
in the new trivialization. We expand G =), - G (z,y)z". The flatness of the pairing with
respect to the connection implies that

0

xia—G(”) = —ATQM+D 4 gt 4,
T

88 G = BTG+ 4 gD,
Yi

By assumption, we have G(”)(0,0) = 0 for n > 0. The second equation then implies that
G (0,y) is independent of y and is zero for n > 0. Expand:

Ai(my) =Y Al)a', GM(z,y)=> 6" (y)a’
I I
where I € N” is a multi-index. We have from the first equation that
kiGn,K — Z (—(A;])TGn+1’[+Gn+1’IA;])
K=I+J
Suppose by induction that G™* = 0 for all K with 0 < |K| < m and all n > 0 except for the
case (n, K) = (0,0). For a multi-index K with |K| =m + 1, we have
kiGn’K — _(AQ)TGn+1,K + GnJrl,KAQ
(] 1"
We can choose 1 < i < r such that k; # 0, because |[K| = m +1 > 0. Note that A} =
A;(0,y) = A;(0,0) is nilpotent. Using the above equation recursively, we find that G5 =0

using the nilpotence of A,?. This completes the induction step and we have that G is constant.
This completes the proof. O
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APPENDIX B. NOTATION FOR GRAPHS

We fix terminology for graphs as follows. A graph I' is given by four finite sets V(I'),
E(T), L(T"), F(I") called (the set of) vertices, edges, legs and flags respectively, together with
incidence maps

my: F(I') = V(I), mg: F(I') = E(T)u L(I)

such that |7, (e)| = 2 for each e € E(T) and |7;'(1)] = 1 for each I € L(T"). We assign to an
edge e a closed interval I, = [0, 1], to a leg [ a half-open interval H; = [0,1) and to a vertex
v a point p,, and fix identifications WEI(E) = 9l., ﬂ;l(l) = 0H,;. By identifying I., H;, p, via
the map 7y : F(T') = | |0l U| |0H; — V(T') = {p,}, we get a topological realization |T'| of
the graph I'. We say that I" is connected if |I'| is connected, and write x(I') = x(|I'|) for the
topological Euler characteristic of |T'|.



APPENDIX C. TABLES OF GROMOV—WITTEN AND GOPAKUMAR—VAFA INVARIANTS

This section records the results of the calculations described in §10.8] Entries in bold face are input to the calculation: everything
else is derived from these. Our results are in agreement with calculations and conjectures in the literature, except for a handful of
cases where we correct typographical errors. These are indicated in typewriter font.

Degree
10

36001193817
00
32

o

4 5 6
102365

15

TAORINIRITT

301218

o

154

0 £
11871 4121486387 27650001 132660671970020007
Laso 130 13

T
1

ez
1

3
00

o

TABLE 2. Some Gromov—Witten invariants of ¥ = Kp2
Degree
Genus 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

0 3 -6 27 -—192 1695 —17064 188454 —2228160 27748899 —360012150 4827935937 —66537713520 938273463465 —13491638200194 197287568723655

1 0 0 -1 231 —4452 80948 —1438086 25301295 —443384578 7760515332 —135854179422 2380305803719 —41756224045650 733512068799924 —12903696488738656
2 0 0 0 —102 5430  —194022 5784837 —155322234 3894455457 —93050366010 2145146041119 —48109281322212 1055620386953940 —22755110195405850 483361869975894765

3 0 0 0 15 —3672 290853 —15363990 649358826 —23769907110 786400843911 —24130293606924 698473748830878 —19298221675559646 513289541565539286 —13226687073790872894
4 0 0 0 0 1386 —290400 29056614 —2003386626 109496290149 —5094944994204 210503102300868 —T7935125096754762 278055282896359878 —9179532480730484952 288379973286696180135
5 0 0 0 0 —270 196857 40492272 4741754985 —396521732268 26383404443193 —1485630816648252 73613315148586317 —32958. 135875843241729533613 —5230662528295888702200
6 0o o0 0 0 21 —90390 42297741 —8802201084 1156156082181 —111935744536416 8698748079113310 —572001241783007370 329701597161 —1707886552705077581628 56065293006
7 0 o0 0 0 0 27538  —33388020 12991744968 —2756768768616 395499033672279 —42968546119317066 3786284014554551293 —283123099266200799858 18542695412600660315361 —1088520963699453440916068

TABLE 3. Some Gopakumar—Vafa invariants of Y = Kpe

The input values for 2 < g < 4 are taken from work of Klemm—Zaslow
of Haghighat—Klemm—-Rauch

. The input values for 5 < g < 7 are taken from work
. The g = 3, d = 7 Gopakumar—Vafa invariant corrects a typographical error in Figure 2].

SINHOA ¥YVTINAON ANV zd TVOOT A0 SLNVIYVANI NHLLIM-AONOYD



Genus 0 1 2 7 8 9 10 11 12
2 e 0 0 0 0 0
3 —m 0 0 0 0 0
1 e 0 0 0 0 0
5 - S — i TSRO 0 0 0
. -~ .

7 26 _ G8906763327 T _ 67696526 6064113 11779039621933858193

1795854272000 2001 TR72139548125822976000 BIT121561

TABLE 4. The coefficient of (27y 4+ 1)~* in the expansion of the genus-g holomorphic ambiguity
A(g) 1

This table records the Laurent expansion at the conifold point of the genus-g holomorphic ambiguity C;

16,0° Here a

Number of insertions of 11
3

Genus 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27
0 1 119401 _ 27428707 244876900492
3 21 6561 531441
1 0 8354164 7744795801263
590! E 1348907
9 1 314201111 7964469005139389
19440 944784 2637520
3 __ 31 1520045984887 6274532138
2429440 175 760 316568608
1 313 __1889 22766570703031 27159:
62985600 5038848 9183300480 8264971
5 _ 519961 98 1 5 < 28 0935057 _ 2 20839 _ 14¢
- 172596083200 3856986201600 1145524901875200 10309724116876800 3711500682075648
6 14609730607 __40015774193969601803 2507996960 8019780014405254969486119183119 30705 68780226358873258188218452;
76 000 9 3 3377465 6 794381172399
7 _ _ 11403268061303112561993941625137 16 __425117914436352886:
66807012277361664000 8016841473283399680

The five entries in typewriter font here correct typographical errors in the corresponding table on page 808 of

9¢1

INVLIYI IHSOYIH ANV SHLVOD INO.L



Degree

Genus -12 -1  -10 -9 -8 -7 -6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -l 0 1 2 3 4
1 _13 1 3187 239 915
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 20920 19440 377913600 255091680 25713241&4—10
B 1 1 23855 15575867
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 112 0 0 0 58786360 1469664 179992689408 24794911296 4498788705546240
4 0 0 0 0 0 0 -5 0 0 0 0 0 T N0 — T 00 TS =T —
160 51744741400 377913600 1190155742208000 120005208898’)000 5726 571200
5 0 0 0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ 809 118418785 113975899 1118846460
352 8380611993600 942818849280 326612060022657024 7 1002105184160424960 393947589997146260275200
6 0 0 18657 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61203943 1276277 279842720162009 984486511 _ 338480893523407
36400 926602365072 384000 21059144660736000  — 9052836032762704465920000 81990424158580224000 87026603972096855678976000
7 81 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 550838251 _ 7943 27776712091 _ 1177971963811 11286380576743987
16 100073055427817472000 1309171316428800 7792369912031464488960 788977453593185779507200  21070001524321295871639552000

TABLE 6. Some conifold Gromov—Witten invariants

This table records the expansion coefficients of the genus-g conifold correlation function C.J @) o as a Laurent series in the conifold

con,
flat co-ordinate:
con ,..d
con 0 Z Ng.d Tcon
d€eZ

See Notation [10.3.6]and Notation [10.5.2|for precise definitions. The genus-g conifold correlation function has a pole of order 2g — 2

at the conifold point, so ngq vanishes for d < 2 —2g and n%' 5 is non-zero. The leading term

9,2—2g
(9) _ Bayg 1,2-2
chn,o 29(29 . 2) 39” Leon I+

agrees with predictions in the literature, up to rescaling zeon by V3 to match with @ or v/ —3 to match with . Note that no
other negative powers of .oy occur, as predicted by : this is the “conifold gap”
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