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INTEGRALITY OF GENUS ZERO GOPAKUMAR-VAFA TYPE

INVARIANTS OF SEMI-POSITIVE VARIETIES

YOU-CHENG CHOU

Abstract. We give an alternate proof of the integrality conjecture of genus

zero Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants on semi-positive varieties using al-

gebraic geometry. The main technique is to relate Gopakumar-Vafa type

invariants to quantum K-invariants and to utilize the integrality of the lat-

ter.

1. Introduction

Let X be a smooth complex projective variety. (Cohomological) Gro-
mov–Witten invariants of X (with primary field) are defined to be

GWg,β(γ1, . . . , γn) := 〈γ1, . . . , γn〉
X,H
g,n,β

=
∫

[Mg,n(X,β)]vir

n

∏
i=1

ev∗
i (γi) ∈ Q,

where [Mg,n(X, β)]vir is the virtual fundamental class, γ1, . . . , γn ∈ H∗(X),
and evi is the evaluation map at the i-th marked point.

Due to the multiple cover contribution, Gromov-Witten invariants are in
general not integers. For Calabi-Yau threefolds, the genus zero multiple
cover formula was conjectured by physicists [CdlOGP92], reinterpreted in
mathematical terms by Aspinwall-Morrison [AM93], and proved rigorously
by Voisin [Voi96] and many others. The genus one case was computed in
physics [BCOV93] and mathematics [GP99]. The higher genus case was
proved by Faber-Pandharipande [FP00].

The multiple cover formulas lead to integral contributions to the “BPS in-
variants”, sometimes in a subtle way. See [Bry01] for some discussion. The
BPS invariants, also called Gopakumar-Vafa invariants, can be defined via
Gromov-Witten invariants via the remarkable formula (1.1) by Gopakumar-
Vafa [GV98]. The integrality of this ad hoc definition has been shown by E.
Ionel and T. Parker [IP18].

∞

∑
g=0

∞

∑
k=1

∑
β∈H2(M,Z)>0

GVg,β
1

k

(

2 sin

(

kλ

2

))2g−2

qkβ

:=
∞

∑
g=0

∑
β∈H2(M,Z)>0

GWg,βqβλ2g−2.

(1.1)

In [KP08], A. Klemm and R. Pandharipande predicted the genus zero
multiple cover formula to all Calabi-Yau m-folds for m ≥ 4. They defined
Gopakumar–Vafa type invariants (in terms of Gromov-Witten invariants)
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2 YOU-CHENG CHOU

and conjectured their integrality. In [IP18], the definition has been gen-
eralized to semi-positive (including Calabi-Yau and Fano) variety X with
dimC X ≥ 3. It consists of two parts.

• If −β · KX = 0, it is the multiple cover formula in the form given by
Klemm-Pandharipande [KP08]

∑
β∈H2(X,Z)>0

β·KX=0

GV0,β(γ1, . . . , γn)
∞

∑
r=1

qrβ

r3−n
:= ∑

β∈H2(X,Z)>0
β·KX=0

GW0,β(γ1, . . . , γn)q
β.

• If −β · KX > 0,

GV0,β(γ1, . . . , γn) := GW0,β(γ1, . . . , γn).

In this paper, we write GWβ(· · · ) and GVβ(· · · ) for simplicity since we only

consider the genus zero case.
The integrality of genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants has been

proved by Ionel–Parker using symplectic geometry.

Theorem 1.1 ( [IP18, Theorem 9.2]). Let X be a semi-positive variety and

γi ∈ H2∗(X; Z) be cohomology classes with even degree. The invariants

GVβ(γ1, . . . , γn) are integers.

The goal of this paper is to give an alternate proof of this result using
only algebraic geometry. In section 2, we recall some necessary ingredients
on A. Givental and his collaborators’ framework about quantum K-theory
(including the virtual Kawasaki’s Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula, the
fake theory, and the stem theory). In section 3, we relate Gopakumar-Vafa
type invariants to quantum K-invariants. The semi-positive assumption
ensures that the virtual dimension of twisted sector (Kawasaki strata) is
less than or equal to the virtual dimension of the untwisted one. It will
greatly simplify the computation. Finally, we show that the integrality of
quantum K-invariants will imply the integrality of Gopakumar-Vafa type
invariants.

Acknowledgement. I wish to thank Chin-Lung Wang, Sz-Sheng Wang,
Nawaz Sultani, and Wille Liu for discussions about this work. Special
thanks to Yuan-Pin Lee for reading the early draft of this paper and giving
useful comments. This research is supported by Academia Sinica.

2. Quantum K-theory

In this section, we give a limited introduction of Givental and his collab-
orators’ framework about quantum K-theory.

K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants are integral invariants [Giv00,Lee04].
For any smooth projective variety X, they are defined as

QKg,β(Γ1, . . . , Γn) := 〈Γ1, . . . , Γn〉
X,K
g,n,β

= χ
(

Mg,n(X, β);
(

⊗n
i=1 ev∗

i (Γi)
)

⊗Ovir
)

∈ Z.

Here Γ1, . . . , Γn ∈ K0(X), the topological K-theory of X, and Ovir is the virtual

structure sheaf on Mg,n(X, β). We denote QKβ(. . . ) for genus 0 case. It is
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useful to encode genus zero invariants into power series, called (big) J-
function. We recall its construction below.

2.1. The symplectic loop space formalism. Let Λ = Q[[Q]] be the Novikov
ring and

K := K0(X)⊗ Λ.

Givental’s loop space for quantum K-theory is defined as

K := K0(X)(q)⊗ Λ.

K has a natural symplectic structure with the symplectic form Ω,

K ∋ f , g 7→ Ω( f , g) :=
(

Resq=0 + Resq=∞

)

( f (q), g(q−1))K dq

q
.

Here (·, ·)K denotes the K-theoretic intersection pairing on K:

(a, b)K := χ(X, a ⊗ b) =
∫

X
td(TX)ch(a)ch(b).

K admits the following Lagrangian polarization with respect to Ω:

K = K+ ⊕K−

:= K[q, q−1] ⊕ { f (q) ∈ K| f (0) 6= ∞, f (∞) = 0}.

Definition 2.1. The big J-function of X in the quantum K-theory is defined
as a map K+ → K:

t 7→ JK(t) := (1 − q) + t(q) + ∑
α

Φα ∑
n,β

Qβ

n!
〈

Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉X,K

0,n+1,β,

where {Φα} and {Φα} are Poincaré-dual basis of K0(X) with respect to (·, ·)K.

2.2. JK-function as a graph sum via Kawasaki’s HRR. Let IM = ⊔iMi be
the inertia stack of M, with Mi connected components. Following Given-
tal, we refer to them as Kawasaki strata. Kawasaki’s formula [Kaw79] reads

χ(M, E) = ∑
i

1

mi

∫

Mi

td(TMi
)ch
( Tr(E|Mi

)

Tr(Λ∗N∗
Mi

)

)

,

where the sum over i runs through all connected components.
Applying the virtual Kawasaki’s Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula for

Deligne–Mumford stacks (VKHRR) [Ton14] on M0,n(X, β), we get

JK(t) = (1 − q) + t(q) + ∑
n,β,α

QβΦα

n!
〈

Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉X,K

0,n+1,β

= (1 − q) + t(q) + ∑
n,β,α

QβΦα

n! ∑
ζ

〈
Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉

Xζ

0,n+1,β,

where in ∑ζ ζ runs through all roots of unity (including 1), Xζ stand for

the collection of inertia stacks (“Kawasaki strata”) where g acts on L1 with

eigenvalue ζ, and 〈...〉Xζ denote the contributions of Xζ in the Riemann–

Roch formula. In other words, 〈...〉X,K represent (true) quantum K-invariants
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while 〈...〉Xζ stand for (collections of) cohomological invariants. Symboli-
cally, we have

〈· · · 〉X,K = ∑
ζ

〈· · · 〉Xζ .

Let ζ be a primitive r-th roots of unity. Define

arm(q) := ∑
n,β 6=0,α

QβΦα

n! ∑
ζ ′ 6=1

〈
Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉

Xζ ′

0,n+1,β ∈ K[[1 − q]];

legr(q) := Ψr(arm(q)|t=0) ∈ K[[1 − q]];

tailζ(q) := ∑
n,β 6=0,α

QβΦα

n! ∑
ζ ′ 6=ζ

〈
Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉

Xζ ′

0,n+1,β ∈ K[[1 − ζq]],

where ζ ′ in the above sums are arbitrary roots of unity and Ψr are the
Adams operations. Recall that Adams operations are additive and multi-
plicative endomorphisms of K-theory or more generally λ-rings, acting on
line bundles by Ψr(L) = L⊗r. Here Ψr also act on the Novikov variables by

Ψr(Qβ) = Qrβ and on q by Ψr(q) = qr.
We recall the following two propositions which relate contributions from

Kawasaki strata into fake K-theory and stem theory respectively.
The fake quantum K-theory, defined by “naively” applying the virtual

Riemann–Roch for schemes to stacks

〈τd1
(Γ1) . . . τdn

(Γn)〉
X,fake
g,n,β :=

∫

[Mg,n(X,β)]vir
td(Tvir

Mg,n(X,β)
)ch(⊗n

i=1ev∗
i (Γi)L

di
i ),

where [Mg,n(X, β)]vir is the (cohomological) virtual fundamental class and

Tvir
Mg,n(X,β)

is the virtual tangent bundle.

Proposition 2.2 ( [GT14, Proposition 1]).

JK(t)|q=1 = Jfake(t + arm),

where ()|q=1 is the Laurent series expansion at q = 1 (of the rational function).

For ζ 6= 1, a primitive r-th roots of unity, we consider the stem space,
which is isomorphic to

M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ) := M0,n+2

(

[X/Zr ], β; (g, 1, . . . , 1, g−1)
)

.

Here the group elements g, 1, g−1 signal the twisted sectors in which the

marked points lie. The notation [...]Xζ will be reserved for stem contribu-
tions

[

T1(L), T(L), . . . , T(L), Tn+2(L)
]Xζ

0,n+2,β

:=
∫

[M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ)]vir

td(TM)ch

(

ev∗
1(T1(L))ev∗

n+2(Tn+2(L)) ∏
n+1
i=2 ev∗

i T(L)

Tr(Λ∗N∗
M
)

)

,

where [M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ)]

vir is the virtual fundamental class, TM is the (virtual)

tangent bundle to M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ), and NM is the (virtual) normal bundle of

M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ) ⊂ M0,nr+2(X, rβ).
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Proposition 2.3 ( [GT14, § 8] ). Let ζ be a primitive r-th roots of unity. We

have

∑
n,β,α

QβΦα

n!
〈

Φα

1 − qL
, t(L), . . . , t(L)〉

Xζ

0,n+1,β

= ∑
n,β,α

QrβΦα

n!

[ Φα

1 − qζL1/r
, legr(L), . . . , legr(L), δζ(L1/r)

]Xζ

0,n+2,β
,

where

δζ(q) = (1 − ζ−1q) + t(ζ−1q) + tailζ(ζ
−1q).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we assume X to be a semi-positive variety of dimension
m. In section 3.1, we recall basic facts about (twisted) Gromov-Witten in-
variants on X. In section 3.2, we prove three formulas relating Gopakumar-
Vafa type invariants to quantum K-invariants. Finally, in the last section,
we show that the integrality of quantum K-invariants implies the integrality
of Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants.

3.1. Twisted Gromov-Witten theory. Let ζ be a primitive r-th roots of
unity. In the stem theory, we consider the twisting class

td(TM)ch
( 1

Tr(Λ∗N∗
M
)

)

.

Such twisting classes come from the deformation theory of the moduli of

stable maps, M := M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ), and consist of three parts. See e.g., [GT14,

Section 8].

type A. td(πK
∗ ev∗(TX))

r−1

∏
k=1

tdζk(πK
∗ ev∗(TX ⊗ Cζk)), where π : C → M and ev :

C → X/Zr form the universal (orbifold) stable map diagram. Cζk is

the line bundle over BZr with g acts by ζk, and for any line bundle
l, define the invertible multiplicative characteristic classes

td(l) :=
c1(l)

1 − e−c1(l)
, tdλ(l) :=

1

1 − λe−c1(l)
.

type B. td(πK
∗ (−L−1))

r−1

∏
k=1

tdζk(πK
∗ (−L−1 ⊗ ev∗(Cζk))), where L = Ln+3 is the

universal cotangent line bundle of

C ∼= M
X/Zr,β
0,n+3 (g, 1, . . . , 1, g−1, 1).

type C. td∨(−πK
∗ i∗OZg )td

∨(−πK
∗ i∗OZ1

)
k−1

∏
i=1

td∨
ζk(−πK

∗ i∗OZ1
), where Z1 stands for

unramified nodal locus, and Zg stands for ramified one with i : Z →
C the embedding of nodal locus. For any line bundle l,

td∨(l) =
−c1(l)

1 − ec1(l)
, td∨

λ (l) =
1

1 − λec1(l)
.

We have the following observations.
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Lemma 3.1.

td(TM)ch
( 1

Tr(Λ∗N∗
M
)

)

=: r−(n−KX·β) + T0,n+2,β(ζ),

where T0,n+2,β(ζ) ∈ H>0(M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ)), with 0, n, β, and ζ inherited from M =

M
X
0,n+2,β(ζ).

Proof. Note that NM has virtual dimension (r − 1)(n − KX · β) since M is

considered as Kawasaki strata in M0,nr+2(X, rβ).
Only the twisting classes on normal bundle give nontrivial constant. It

is of the following form:

r−1

∏
k=1

tdζk

(

πK
∗ (E ⊗ ev∗(Cζk))

)

,

where E is a virtual bundle of rank n − KX · β. The constant term is given
by

( r−1

∏
k=1

1

1 − ζk

)n−KX·β
= r−(n−KX·β).

�

Lemma 3.2. For β ∈ H2(X, Z)>0, assume degC γ1 ≥ m− KX · β− 1 . We have

〈τk1
(γ1), . . . , τkn

(γn)〉
#
g,n,β = 0,

where # denotes cohomological GW invariants with any twisting.

In K-theory, assume degC ch(Γ1) ≥ m − KX · β − 1 . We have

〈τk1
(Γ1), . . . , τkn

(Γn)〉
K
g,n,β = 0.

Proof. For the cohomological case, let

π1 : Mg,n(X, β) → Mg,1(X, β)

be the forgetful map forgetting the last n− 1 marked points and T ∈ H∗(Mg,n(X, β))
be the twisting class. By projection formula

∫

[Mg,n(X,β)]vir
T

n

∏
i=1

(

ψ
ki
i ev∗

i γi

)

=
∫

[Mg,1(X,β)]vir
(ev∗

1γ1) (π1)∗

(

T ψ
k1
1

n

∏
i=2

ψ
ki
i ev∗

i γi

)

.

The last equation vanishes for dimension reason. The same argument
works in K-theory. �

From Lemma 3.2 and the definition of arm, leg, and tail, we have

Corollary 3.3.

ch(arm(q)) ∈ H≥2(2+KX·β)(X)[[1 − q, Q]];

ch(legr(q)) ∈ H≥2(2+KX·β)(X)[[1 − q, Q]];

ch(tailζ(q)) ∈ H≥2(2+KX·β)(X)[[1 − ζq, Q]].
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3.2. Relations between GV and QK. In this subsection, we prove three
formulas relating Gopakumar-Vafa type invariants to quantum K-invariants.

Proposition 3.4. Let γ ∈ H2(m−KX·β−2)(X) and Γ := ch−1(γ) ∈ K0(X)Q. We

have

GVβ(γ) = QKβ(Γ) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

µ(r)r QKβ/r(Γ),

where ind(β) := max{k ∈ N|β/k ∈ H2(X, Z)} and µ is the Möbius function.

Proof. We compute QKβ(Γ) using VKHRR and divide the graph sum of

Kawasaki strata into three types, type 1, type 2, and type 3.

Γ Γ

stem δζ

Γ

δζ

leg

Figure 1. type 1 (left), type 2 (middle), type 3 (right)

We explain the above graph as follows. See [CL22b] or [GT14] for more
detail.

• The arrow with Γ denotes the first marked point.
• The stem curve is emphasized as thick line.
• The vertical line denotes the curve that contracts to a point under

the stable map.
• Type 1 graph denotes the Kawasaki strata of the fake theory. Type

2 graph denotes the Kawasaki strata of the stem theory with the
stem curve does not contract. Type 3 graph denotes the Kawasaki
strata of the stem theory with the stem curve contracts.

The type 1 contribution gives GWβ(γ) since γ is of the top degree. The

twisting class td(TM) gives no contribution in the fake theory computation.
The type 2 contribution has two cases. If −β · KX = 0, we have

∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

[

Γ, δζ(L1/r)
]Xζ

0,2,β/r

= ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

(

− ζ−1
〈

γ,
ψ

r

〉X/Zr,H

0,2,β/r

+
1

r

〈

Γ, Ψr
(

∑
α

Φα〈Φα〉
X,fake
0,1,β/r

)

, 1 − ζ−1
〉X/Zr,K

0,3,0

)

= ∑
r|ind(β)

(

µ(r)

r2
GWβ/r(γ) +

(

φ(r)− µ(r)
)

GWβ/r(γ)

)

,
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where ∑ζr=1 denotes the sum over primitive r-th roots of unity. The first

term after the first equality comes from the untwisted contribution. The
second term comes from the twisting of type C (type A and B gives no
contribution). In the last equality, we use the dilaton equation and the
following formulas:

∑
ζr=1

ζ = ∑
ζr=1

ζ−1 = µ(r), ∑
ζr=1

1 = φ(r).

If −β · KX > 0, there is no contribution for type 2 for dimensional reason.
Note that for r ≥ 2, we have

vdimM0,n(X, β/r) < vdimM0,n(X, β).

For the same reason, only −β ·KX = 0 case will give nonzero contribution
for type 3. For r ≥ 2, we have

Coeff

(

Qβ; ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

[

Γ, legr(L)(q = 1), δζ(L1/r)
]X,K

0,3,0

)

= ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

1

r

〈

Γ, Coeff
(

Qβ; legr(L)(q = 1)
)

, 1 − ζ−1
〉X/Zr,K

0,3,0

=
(

φ(r)− µ(r)
)(

∑
k|

indβ
r

GVβ/(rk)(γ)− GWβ/r(γ)
)

,

We only consider the constant part of δζ for dimensional reason since

ch(leg(L))(q = 1) ∈ H≥4[[Q]] by Corollary 3.3. The constant r−1 comes
from the twisting class, see Lemma 3.1. In the second equality, we use
the formula of legr(L)(q = 1) discussed in Remark 3.5.

Combine all three contributions, we have

QKβ(Γ) = GWβ(γ)

+ δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

(

µ(r)

r2
GWβ/r(γ) +

(

φ(r)− µ(r)
)

∑
k|

indβ
r

GVβ/(rk)(γ)

)

= GVβ(γ) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

r GVβ/r(γ).

For the second equality, we use the identities:

∑
k|r

φ(k) = r, ∑
k|r

µ(k) = 0.

The proposition follows from the Möbius inverse formula. �

Remark 3.5. With the same notation as in Proposition 3.4, let γ̌ be the
Poincaré dual of γ. We have

Coeff
(

γ̌; ch(legr(L))(q = 1)
)

= r2 ∑
β

(

∑
k|

ind(β)
r

GVβ/(rk)(γ)− GWβ/r(γ)
)

Qβ.
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It can be computed by induction on the Novikov variable Qβ. It is quite in-
volved. See [CL22b, Section 4] for an explicit computation and [CL22a, Sec-
tion 3] for the formula on Calabi-Yau threefold. For reader’s convenience,
we give a comparison of the above formula with the one in [CL22a]. Let φj

be a divisor. The corresponding term in [CL22a] gives

r2 ∑
indβ=1

∞

∑
d=1

(β · φj)
(

GV
(1)
dβ −

GV
(3)
dβ

d2

)

Qrdβ

:= r2 ∑
indβ=1

∞

∑
d=1

(β · φj)∑
k|d

(d

k
GVdβ/k −

dGVdβ/k

k3

)

Qrdβ

= r2 ∑
indβ=1

∞

∑
d=1

(

∑
k|d

GVdβ/k(φj)− GWdβ(φj)
)

Qrdβ.

For the first equality, we use the definition GV
(γ)
dβ := ∑k|d(

d
k )

γGVdβ/k. The

second equality follows from the divisor equation and the relation between
GW and GV. One can see that the two formulas are equivalent.

Proposition 3.6. Let γ1 ∈ H2j(X) and γ2 ∈ H2(m−KX·β−1−j)(X). Let Γi :=

ch−1(γi) ∈ K0(X)Q for i = 1 and 2. We have

GVβ(γ1, γ2) = QKβ(Γ1, Γ2) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

µ(r)QKβ/r(Γ1, Γ2).

Proof. Using the same approach as Propositon 3.4, we compute QKβ(Γ1, Γ2)
from the type 1, type 2, and type 3 contributions in VKHRR.

The type 1 contribution gives GWβ(γ1, γ2) since there is no twisting con-

tribution for dimensional reason.
The type 2 contribution has two cases. If −KX · β = 0, we have

∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

[

Γ1, Γ2

]Xζ

0,2,β/r
= ∑

r|ind(β)
r 6=1

φ(r)

r
GWβ/r(γ1, γ2).

If −KX · β > 0, we have

∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

∑
ζr=1

[

Γ1, Γ2

]Xζ

0,2,β/r
= 0

for dimensional reason.
There is no type 3 contribution for dimensional reason. More precisely,

we have
[

Γ1, legr(L)(q = 1), Γ2

]X,K

0,3,0
= 0

since ch(leg(L))(q = 1) ∈ H≥2(2+KX·β)(X)[[Q]] by Corollary 3.3.
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Combine all three contributions, we have

QKβ(Γ1, Γ2) = GWβ(γ1, γ2) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

φ(r)

r
GWβ/r(γ1, γ2)

= GVβ(γ1, γ2) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

GVβ/r(γ1, γ2).

In the last equality, we rewrite all GW in terms of GV and use the following
identity:

∑
k|r

φ(k)

r
= 1.

The proposition follows from the Möbius inverse formula. �

Proposition 3.7. Let γi ∈ H∗(X) for i = 1, . . . , n with n ≥ 3 and let Γi :=

ch−1(γi) ∈ K0(X)Q. We have

GVβ(γ1, . . . , γn) = QKβ(Γ1, . . . , Γn) + δKX ·β,0 ∑
r|ind(β)

r 6=1

µ(r)rn−3QKβ/r(Γ1, . . . , Γn).

Proof. Using the same approach as Propositon 3.4, we compute QKβ(Γ1, . . . , Γn)
from the type 1, type 2, and type 3 contributions in VKHRR.

Only type 1 contribution is nonvanishing and we have

QKβ(Γ1, . . . , Γn) = GWβ(γ1, . . . , γn).

The proposition follows from rewriting GW to GV and apply Möbius inverse
formula. �

3.3. Conclusion of the proof. Let X be a smooth projective variety. We

claim that for any γ ∈ H2i(X; Z)/torsion ⊂ H2i(X; Q). There exists Γ ∈ K0(X)
such that ch(Γ) = γ (mod H>2i(X; Q)). One can prove it by giving X a CW
complex structure and induction on the number of cells on X. See the
argument in [Hat03, Proposition 4.5].

Theorem 1.1 follows from the formulas in Proposition 3.4, Proposition 3.6,
and Proposition 3.7 with only one difference. Instead of defining Γi as

ch−1(γi) which defines over Q, we take Γi from the preceding claim. Note
that the higher degree ambiguity will not change the computation in Propo-
sition 3.4, Proposition 3.6, and Proposition 3.7 for dimensional reason. The
integrality of quantum K-invariants then implies the integrality of Gopakumar-
Vafa type invariants. This completes the proof.
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