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Gromov-Witten Invariants of Bielliptic Surfaces

Thomas Blomme

Abstract

Bielliptic surfaces appear as quotient of a product of two elliptic curves and were clas-
sified by Bagnera-Franchis. We give a concrete way of computing their GW-invariants
with point insertions using a floor diagram algorithm. Using the latter, we are able
to prove the quasi-modularity of their generating series by relating them to generat-
ing series of graphs for which we also prove quasi-modularity results. We propose a
refinement of these invariants by inserting a λ-class in the considered GW-invariants.
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Thomas Blomme

1. Introduction

1.1 Setting

1.1.1 Bielliptic surfaces , or sometimes called hyperelliptic surfaces, form a class of complex
surfaces with Kodaira dimension 0 in the classification of compact complex surfaces [3]. The latter
is comprised of four kinds of surfaces. If the surface has trivial canonical bundle, it is either a K3
surface or an abelian surface (complex torus with some polarization). If the canonical bundle is
not trivial (but still numerically 0), the surface is either an Enriques surface, i.e. the quotient of
a K3 surface by an involution, or a bielliptic surface, which are actually quotients of particular
abelian surfaces.

The classification of bielliptic surfaces was established by Bagnera-Franchis [2] and Enriques-
Severi [21] at the beginning of the XXth century. Bielliptic surfaces appear as quotient of very
specific abelian surfaces, actually product of elliptic curves E×F , by the action of a finite abelian
group acting by translations on F , and by some non-trivial automorphisms on E. If E is chosen
generically, up to translation, the only automorphism is the symmetry z 7→ −z, leading to a
first kind of bielliptic surfaces, called of type (a). To get different families, one has to assume
that E is either C/〈1, i〉 or C/〈1, ρ〉, where i4 = ρ3 = 1, since these elliptic curves have more
complicated automorphisms of respective order 3, 4 and 6, leading to types (b), (c) and (d).
Accounting for these various possibilities, and the splitting of types (a), (b) and (c) in two by
adding a translation to the group action, there are actually seven types of bielliptic surfaces. We
refer to Section 2.2 for the detailed classification.

The homology groups of the bielliptic surfaces have been computed by Serrano [35, 36],
and have rank 1, 2, 2, 2, 1. Though their Betti numbers are the same, the seven different types
of bielliptic surfaces are actually distinguished by their topology. Furthermore, H1(S,Z) and
H2(S,Z) have a torsion part which varies from one type of surface to another. In this paper,
we only care about the homology modulo torsion, so that all the bielliptic surfaces may be
treated similarly. The group H2(S,Z) modulo torsion is generated by classes e and f, which are
proportional to push-forwards of the fibers E and F to the quotient.

1.1.2 Enumerative problems and GW-invariants. To understand the geometry of a surface
S, it is natural to study the curves that it contains. This can be done by studying stable maps
f : C → S, where C is a nodal curve, realizing a fixed homology class ̟ ∈ H2(S,Z) (modulo
torsion). For a general surface, these curves are expected to be deformed in a space of dimension
−KS · ̟ + g − 1, so that imposing the right number of geometric constraints, we get a finite
number of curves. This is unfortunately not true in general, since the moduli space Mg(S,̟)
of genus g stable maps to S realizing the class ̟ contains actually many components of various
dimensions. This is especially not true for bielliptic surfaces, since even if we consider solely the
immersed curves with a smooth domain of a given genus g, some components are of dimension
g − 1, which is the expected dimension, but some components are of dimension g. The latter
consist in fact in the curves coming from the abelian cover, and are known to vary in dimension
g.

To remedy this problem, the moduli space of genus g stable maps with n marked points
Mg,n(S,̟) is endowed with a virtual fundamental class [Mg,n(S,̟)]vir, which is of the expected
dimension [5]. The moduli space is also endowed with an evaluation map

ev : Mg,n(S,̟) −→ Sn.
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We then obtain numerical invariants by capping pull-backs of cohomology class in H∗(X,Q) on
this virtual fundamental class. These invariants are called enumerative Gromov-Witten invari-
ants. We are mainly interested in the case where S is a bielliptic surface and the classes are
pull-backs of the cohomology class Poincaré dual to a point pt ∈ H4(S,Q).

As the Picard group of a bielliptic surface is of dimension 1, it is possible to look at curves
belonging to a given linear system rather than just fixing the homology class. It is shown in [17],
see also [28, Section 4], that imposing this kind of constraints amounts to insert cohomology
classes Poincaré dual to a basis of H1(S,Z) modulo torsion. Thus, we also care about the GW-
invariants where we insert two odd dimensional cycles.

1.1.3 Refinement of the enumerative invariants. The moduli space stable maps is also en-
dowed with a forgetful map to the moduli space of stable curves Mg,n. So it is also possible
to pull-back cohomology classes from the latter. For various reasons, we are interested in the
insertion of so-called λ-classes, which are the Chern classes of the Hodge bundle. The latter is
the bundle where the fiber over a curve C is the space of holomorphic forms H0(C,ωC), which
is of dimension g. The choice of these particular cohomology classes is important for at least two
different reasons:

∗ The GW-invariants with a λ-class insertion are related to the study of tropical refined

invariants. F. Block and L. Göttsche [6, 7] propose to replace the tropical multiplicity in-
volved in the tropical correspondence theorem proven by G. Mikhalkin [30] by a polynomial
one, yielding polynomial counts of tropical curves. It was then proven by I. Itenberg and
G. Mikhalkin [24] that counts of tropical curves in R2 of fixed genus and degree passing
through a given number of points using this new refined multiplicity does not depend on
the choice of the points as long as it is generic, leading to tropical refined invariants. Due
to their mysterial nature, tropical refined invariants have been at the center of multiple
works since their discovery. It was proven by P. Bousseau that through a change of variable,
tropical refined invariants actually compute the generating series of some GW-invariants
with a λ-class insertion [11, 12]. The advantage of this approach is that it allows one to
define refined invariants even if we lack a tropical picture to the situation, by considering
these λ-classes insertions. This is the case of some bielliptic surfaces.

∗ One other reason to care about λ-classes is that they appear when relating GW-invariants
of surfaces and some specific threefolds. They are thus necessary when trying to compute
GW-invariants of some Calabi-Yau threefolds. See for instance [32].

1.1.4 Degeneration and enumeration techniques. The computation of GW-invariants re-
mains in many cases a challenge. Yet, there exists some tools to tackle some computations.
One of the main tools is Li’s degeneration formula [29] (also proven in [26]). The formula relies
on the fact that GW-invariants are invariant in families: when considering a families of complex
surfaces, fibers have the same GW-invariants. The idea is then to consider a family where one
of the surfaces is reducible (with suitable notions of GW-invariants), consisting of several irre-
ducible components each meeting all the other on a smooth divisor. It is then possible to express
the GW-invariants of the reducible fiber (and thus any fiber) in terms of the GW-invariants
of its irreducible components relative to this intersection divisor. Here, relative means that we
deal with curves having a prescribed intersection profile with the divisor. Concretely, the formula
states that when going to the reducible fiber, the curves in a generic fiber of the family break into
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the various components of the reducible fibers, and that it is possible to reconstruct everything
from the various pieces, at the price of handling the combinatorics of their gluing.

The combinatorics involved in the decomposition formula [29] are decorated bipartite graphs,
where the colors correspond in fact to the two components of the reducible fibers. However,
one application of the degeneration formula may not be enough to compute the GW-invariants
since the relative GW-invariants of the components may still be complicated. It is possible to
degenerate further, breaking into smaller pieces, but increasing the difficulty of the combinatorial
part of the computation. These iterated applications of the decomposition formula lead to the
introduction of more complicated combinatorial objects called floor diagrams. The latter were
introduced by E. Brugallé and G. Mikhalkin [13, 14] using the tropical geometry approach. They
can also be seen as iterated version of the degeneration formula, as done for instance by Y.
Cooper and R. Pandharipande [20]. In our situation, the combinatorics of curves in bielliptic
surfaces are encoded by pearl diagrams, which are cyclic versions of the floor diagrams.

1.2 Results

1.2.1 Pearl diagram algorithm. We now explain how to compute the GW-invariants of biel-
liptic surfaces. For the latter, as the canonical class is torsion, the virtual dimension of the moduli
space is g− 1, so that we get a finite number by capping with g− 1 point classes. For a bielliptic
surface, homology class ̟ ∈ H2(S,Z), the GW-invariant is denoted by

〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟.

To compute the GW-invariants of bielliptic surfaces, we apply the degeneration formula [29] to
some specific degenerations constructed in Section 2.4. The computation is reduced down to the
enumeration of some decorated graphs called pearl diagrams, with an explicit multiplicity. We
refer to Section 4.1 for precise definitions.

A pearl diagram P of genus g is an oriented graph with two kinds of vertices: flat vertices
which are bivalent, and non-flat vertices which are of genus 1. The vertices are labeled by
[[1; g − 1]]. The genus of the graph (including the non-flat vertices) is equal to g. It has the
following decorations:

∗ A non-flat vertex V is endowed with a positive integer aV > 1.

∗ Each edge e is decorated with a weight we > 1 such that the oriented graph is balanced:
the sum of incoming weights matches the sum of outgoing weights.

∗ Each edge e with extremities labeled i and j has an associated height denoted by he, which
is > 0 if i < j, and > 1 if i > j.

We furthermore assume that the complement of flat vertices is a union of components each having
a unique cycle γk. The degree of the pearl diagram is ae+ bf ∈ H2(S,Z), where a =

∑
V aV , and

b =
∑
wehe. Examples of pearl diagrams can be found on Figure 2, 3 and 4.

Each pearl diagram is associated the following multiplicity:

m(P) =
∏

k

τn(hγk)
∏

V

anV −1
V σ1(aV )

∏

Eflat

we

∏

E\Eflat

w3
e ,

where the first product is to be explained, the second over the non-flat vertices, the third over
edges adjacent to a flat vertex, and the last over the edges not adjacent to any flat vertex.
The first product is over the connected components of the complement of marked points. By
assumption, each contains a unique cycle γk, to which is associated a number hγk by summing
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the heights of its edges (with sign for the orientation). The function τn(h) is n-periodic and its
values are as follows:

∗ n = 2: τ2(0) = 0, τ2(1) = 4,

∗ n = 3: τ3(0) = 0, τ3(1) = τ3(2) = 3,

∗ n = 4: τ4(0) = 0, τ4(1) = τ4(3) = 2, τ4(2) = 4,

∗ n = 6: τ6(0) = 0, τ6(1) = τ6(5) = 1, τ6(2) = τ6(4) = 3, τ6(3) = 4.

Theorem. (Proposition 4.10 and 4.17) The count of pearl diagrams with multiplicity m(P)
yields the GW-invariant 〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟.

The results from [11, 12] suggest that the enumerative invariants should be refined by con-
sidering the generating series with a λ-class insertion:

∑

g>g0

〈λg−g0 ; pt
g0−1〉Sg,̟u

2g−2.

The computation of the latter is also enabled by the degeneration formula and the pearl diagrams,
provided the latter are counted with a new adhoc refined multiplicity given in Proposition 4.23.

1.2.2 Regularity of the generating series. There already exists an extensive litterature on
the generating series of GW-invariants, which often display nice regularity properties depend-
ing on the features of the considered surface. Most impressive results occur for the (reduced)
GW-invariants of surfaces with trivial canonical bundle, where they are proved to be Fourier
development of (quasi-)modular forms. For instance, in the case of K3 surface, we have the Yau-
Zaslow conjecture [4, 16, 27], giving explicit expressions for the generating series. We also have
explicit expressions in the case of abelian surfaces [17, 18, 9]. Getting away from the surfaces
with trivial canonical bundle, we also find quasi-modularity properties for surfaces associated to
elliptic curves. For instance the generating series of their covers (see for instance [23, 10]), or
GW-invariants of P1-bundles over an elliptic curve [8].

Quasi-modular forms are some specific functions on the Poincaré half-plane satisfying a trans-
formation law under the action of SL2(Z) by homography. Quasi-modularity is a desirable prop-
erty because it enables a strong control over the coefficients of the series, such as a polynomial
growth. Moreover, the finiteness of the dimension of quasi-modular forms of a given weight allows
one to recover all the coefficients only knowing a finite number of them.

When the canonical class is non-trivial but still numerically zero, we may lose the quasi-
modularity for SL2(Z), but generating series may remain quasi-modular for smaller subgroups
of SL2(Z) called congruence subgroups Γ0(n) or Γ1(n). The latter consist of matrices which are
upper triangular (Γ0(n)) or unipotent (Γ1(n)) modulo some fixed number n. For instance, in the
case of Enriques surfaces, G. Oberdieck proved that some generating series are quasi-modular
for the congruence subgroup Γ0(2).

Our main regularity result is Theorem 5.1, concerning the double generating series

FS
g (p, q) =

∑

a,b>1

〈ptg−1〉Sg,ae+bfp
aqb.

Theorem. 5.1 The generating series FS
g is a finite sum of products A(p)B(q), where A is quasi-

modular for SL2(Z), and B is quasi-modular for the congruence subgroup Γ1(n), n = 2, 3, 4 or
6 depending on the bielliptic surface.

5
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The proof uses the pearl diagram approach, reducing the computation to the study of some
finite graphs. The quasi-modularity comes out of the following results:

∗ Theorem 5.19 expresses the generating series associated to a given pearl diagram as the
Fourier coefficient of a (quasi-)Jacobi form associated to the graph. This is a generalization
from [23, Theorem 6.1] where we incorporate congruence constraints to the generating series.

∗ Theorem 5.13 which gives the quasi-modularity of the Fourier coefficients of (quasi-)Jacobi
forms for congruence subgroups. This result follows the steps of the result for SL2(Z) proven
in [33, Appendix], which was itself a generalization of [23, Theorem 5.8].

We are able to provide some explicit computations of generatings series. For simplicity, we
give them for bielliptic surfaces of type (a), and there are direct analogs for types (b), (c) and
(d):

∑

a,b>1

〈pt3〉S3,ae+bfp
aqb =4D3E2(p)DE2(p)

[
E4(q)− E4(q

2)
]
+ 4DE2(p)

2
[
DE6(q)− 2DE6(q

2)
]
,

∑

a,b>1

〈λg−2; pt〉
S
g,ae+bfp

aqb =8
(−1)g

(2g − 2)!
DE2g−2(p)(E2g(q)− E2g(q

2)),

with E2k the Eisenstein series.

1.3 Possible directions

1.3.1 More GW-invariants. After dealing with the GW-invariants having point insertions
and a λ-class, one is often interested in inserting other natural cohomology classes, such as
the ψ-classes, getting so-called descendant invariants. The question is to see if the regularity
results extend as well as computation techniques. The decomposition formula still applies, so
this amounts to compute the corresponding relative invariants of E × P1.

Another direction in which to extend the family of GW-invariants is to look at the torsion: our
computation of the GW-invariants does not take care of the torsion part in the homology group
of the considered bielliptic surface. It may be interesting to see if the pearl diagram approach
enables to recover the torsion part of the degree.

1.3.2 More precise computation and regularity. In the case of Enriques surfaces, using the
quasi-modularity of the generating series, G. Oberdieck [32] is able to show that up to a change
of variable, the GW-invariants of Enriques surfaces only depend on the square of the homology
class ̟2. This may not be expected since we do not necessarily deformations and automorphisms
relating two classes with the same square. In the case of bielliptic surfaces, homology classes are
expressed as ae+ bf, but it does not depend only on the square ab. It would be interesting to see
if a similar change of variables yields a nice expression for the generating series.

1.3.3 Regularity of the refined invariants. We only proved a regularity result for the gen-
erating series of enumerative invariants, i.e. not involving any λ-class. We also expect such a
quasi-modularity for the latter. It would be interesting to see how it translates to the coeffi-
cients of the refined invariants BGS

g,̟(q). Meanwhile, the refined invariants have been shown to
satisfy regularity results of their own. For instance, in the toric setting, they satisfy a polyno-
miality property [15]: coefficients of fixed codegree are ultimately polynomials in the curve class
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̟. Computations lead in the toric setting by the author and G. Mével in a forthcoming paper
suggest there may be a dual Göttsche conjecture, in the sense that these polynomials may be
polynomials in ̟ ·KS and ̟Z , and depend on the surface only through the numbers K2

S , χ(S).
Given that refined invariants may be defined out of the toric setting through the insertion of
λ-classes, it may be interesting to see if such regularity results extend out of the toric picture.

1.3.4 Extension of techniques to different situations. The techniques used to prove the quasi-
modularity of the generating series relies on a regularity result for generating series of graphs,
inspired by [23]. If we add some congruence conditions to the generating series, we are able to
prove quasi-modularity for the congruence subgroup Γ1(n). In our situation, as n = 2, 3, 4, 6,
this group is not really different from the bigger Γ0(n). It should be possible to generalize the
techniques to look at generating series of GW-invariants for surfaces which are fibered over an
elliptic curve, but with a fiber potentially not an elliptic curve (which is the case of bielliptic
surfaces). To prove such regularity results, it may be necessary to look at congruence subgroups
for n 6= 2, 3, 4, 6, and to refine the modularity properties proven in Theorem 5.13 and 5.19.

1.4 Organization of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. In the second section, we give a brief description of the
bielliptic surfaces, their classification, their homology groups, and how to construct some families
of bielliptic surfaces degenerating to some peculiar reducible surfaces. In the third section, we
recall the definition of GW-invariants to set notations, and compute some relative GW-invariants
of E × P1, where E is an elliptic curve. Then, we get to the computation of the invariants of
bielliptic surfaces, introducing the pearl diagram algorithm. Last, we prove the quasi-modularity
of the generating series of enumerative GW-invariants by studying generating series of graphs.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Francesca Carocci for helpful discussions
during a workshop in Belalp, and Georg Oberdieck for helpful discussions concerning modular
forms, GW-invariants and pointing out some references on the matter.

2. Complex bielliptic surfaces and some of their degenerations

2.1 Short historical presentation

Bielliptic surfaces (also called sometimes hyperelliptic surfaces) can be roughly described as
surfaces which are fibered by elliptic curves in two different (transversal) ways, hence the name
bielliptic. Bielliptic surfaces form one of the classes of Kodaira dimension 0 in the Kodaira-
Enriques classification of surfaces. The latter is exposed in [3]. The Kodaira dimension 0 surfaces
include K3 surfaces, Enriques surfaces, Abelian surfaces and bielliptic surfaces. The latter play
to Abelian surfaces the role of Enriques surfaces to K3 surfaces as they appear as quotient of
the latter, but have a non-trivial canonical class. More precisely, a complex surface with trivial
canonical bundle is either a K3 surface or an Abelian surface, depending on whether it is simply
connected or not. Enriques surfaces are quotients of K3 surfaces, while bielliptic surfaces appear
as quotients of Abelian surfaces. The canonical classes of the latter are not trivial but only
numerically trivial.

The classification of bielliptic surfaces into seven different types was established in Bagnera-
de-Francis [2] and Enriques-Severi [21] at the beginning of the XXth century. The current clas-
sification presents the bielliptic surfaces as the quotient of a product of elliptic curves by the
action of a finite abelian group. It appears in [37]. Their Picard group has been computed by F.
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Serrano in [35], who also computed their homology groups [36, Theorem 4.3]. The homology with
rational coefficients can easily be computed, but the torsion part is more delicate. One of the
results of [37] is that the seven different types of bielliptic surfaces are classified by their topology.
However, this does their GW-invariants from being equal. As we will see, different families of
bi-elliptic have the same GW-invariants of we do not care about the torsion part.

2.2 Presentation of the classification

Let E and F be two elliptic curves, and let G be a finite subgroup of F , acting on the latter by
translation. With additional assumptions, we can make it act on E as well, depending on the
automorphisms of E. Provided the quotient S = (E × F )/G is not an abelian surface, we call it
a bielliptic surface. They are classified as follows.

(a1) Take any F and E, G = Z/2Z acts
on E by σ(z) = −z.

(a2) Take G = (Z/2Z)2 by adding
σ′(z) = z + c, with c of 2-torsion.

(b1) Take any F and E = C/〈1, ρ〉, G =
Z/3Z acts on E by σ(z) = ρz.

(b2) Take G = (Z/3Z)2 by adding
σ′(z) = z + c, with c is fixed by σ.

(c1) Take any F and E = C/〈1, i〉, G =
Z/4Z acts on E by σ(z) = iz.

(c2) Take G = Z/4Z × Z/2Z by adding
σ′(z) = z + c, with c = 1+i

2 .
(a1) Take any F and E = C/〈1, ρ〉, G =

Z/6Z acts on E by σ(z) = −ρ2z.

Remark 2.1. For a generic elliptic curve, its automorphism group is generated by z 7→ −z and
translations. To get more sophisticated automorphisms, one needs to consider the elliptic curves
C/〈1, i〉 and C/〈1, ρ〉 which have a bigger automorphism group. �

The bielliptic surface S = (E × F )/G inherits two projections:

∗ The projection onto ‹F = F/G, which is an elliptic curve since G acts on F by translations.
The fiber of this projection is E.

∗ The projection onto E/G, which is biholomorphic to the Riemann sphere P1 since the action
is not free. The generic fiber is F . More generally, the fiber over a point p is the elliptic
curve F/Stab(p).

It is possible to get families of bi-elliptic surfaces by varying the base curve F . It is only
possible to vary E for surfaces of type (a).

2.3 Homology and cohomology groups

Given that a bielliptic surface is obtained as the quotient of a torus by a fixed point free group
action, it is easy to compute its homology with Q-coefficient using Poincaré duality, universal
coefficients, and that its cohomology groups are the subgroups of H∗(E×F,Q) stabilized by the
group action. We get that its Betti numbers are 1, 2, 2, 2, 1. In particular, The group Num(S)
(equal to H2(S,Z) modulo torsion) is of rank 2.

For each bielliptic surface S, the group Num(S) contains the classes of fibers [E] and [F ]
of the two projections. Moreover, they satisfy [E] · [F ] = |G|, so that they span a sublattice of
Num(S) of index |G|. A basis of Num(S) in terms of [E] and [F ] is provided by [36, Theorem
1.4]. We denote this basis by (e, f), with e proportional to [E] and f proportional to [F ]. We now
have e · f = 1.

The first cohomology group (up to torsion) is generated by α and β, which are actually pull-

backs of generators of H1(‹F,Z) by the projection S → ‹F . We get elements of H2(S,Z): αβ on
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type τ G Tors(H2(S,Z)) basis (f, e) of Num(S)

(a1) any Z/2Z (Z/2Z)2 (1/2)[F ], [E]
(a2) any Z/2Z⊕ Z/2Z Z/2Z (1/2)[F ], (1/2)[E]

(b1) ρ Z/3Z Z/3Z (1/3)[F ], [E]
(b2) ρ Z/3Z⊕ Z/3Z 0 (1/3)[F ], (1/3)[E]

(c1) i Z/4Z Z/2Z (1/4)[F ], [E]
(c2) i Z/4Z⊕ Z/2Z 0 (1/4)[F ], (1/2)[E]

(d) ρ Z/6Z 0 (1/6)[F ], [E]

Figure 1. Summary of the classification of the bielliptic surface. On the second column, the
parameter of the elliptic curve E = C/〈1, τ〉, third row the torsion part in the homology groups,
and last, a basis of the second homology group modulo torsion.

one side, pull-back of a generator of H2(‹F,Z) by the projection S → ‹F , and ω on the other side,
which is the pull-back of a generator of H2(P1,Z) by the projection S → E/G = P1. The cup
product yields the generators of H3(S,Z) ωα and ωβ. Up to torsion, H∗(S,Z) is generated by
α, β and ω, which are of respective degree 1, 1 and 2, are squared to 0 and commute (up to the
grading). The class ωαβ ∈ H4(S,Z) is Poincaré dual to the class of a point and is denoted by
pt.

Remark 2.2. Universal coefficients theorem proves that the (co)homology of a bielliptic surface
has the following form:

H∗(S,Z) =





Z

Z2 ⊕ T
Z2 ⊕ T
Z2

Z

, H∗(S,Z) =





Z

Z2

Z2 ⊕ T
Z2 ⊕ T
Z

where T is a torsion group. This torsion group is given in Figure 2.2, and is computed in [36].
We do not need this torsion in this paper. �

2.4 Construction of some degenerations

To compute the Gromov-Witten invariants of bielliptic surfaces, we use the degeneration formula
[29]. To do so, we first need to construct some degenerations, i.e. some families of bielliptic

surfaces with a reducible central fiber. This is done by degenerating the base ‹F = F/G of the

first elliptic fibration. More precisely, the curve ‹F is degenerated to a necklace of P1, glued to
each other at 0 and ∞. Meanwhile, the surface S degenerates to a necklace of surfaces X which
are P1-bundle over an elliptic curve ‹E obtained as projective completion of a torsion line bundle,
glued to each other along the divisors given by their 0-section and ∞-section. The elliptic curve
‹E is the quotient of E by the subgroup of G which acts on E by translations. The number of
surfaces in the necklace can be arbitrary. We give below the precise nature of X according to the
type of S:

(a1), (b1), (c1), (d) X is the trivial P1-bundle over ‹E(= E),

(a2), (c2) X is a 2-torsion P1-bundle over ‹E,

(b2) X is a 3-torsion P1-bundle over ‹E.

9
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2.4.1 The base curve. Consider the (infinite) fan in R2 formed by rays R>0 (
n
1 ) for each

n ∈ Z. We apply the construction of toric surfaces from [22], yielding a complex surface. More
precisely, to each cone of the fan generated by two consecutive rays corresponds an affine chart
Un = C2 with coordinates (xn, yn), and Un is glued to Un+1 over C∗ × C by the following
isomorphism:

(xn, yn) 7−→ (x2nyn,
1

xn
).

The fan possesses a projection onto the second coordinate. Therefore, the surface inherits a
map to C. In each chart Un, it expresses as the monomial tn = xnyn. The surface is denoted by
F̃ and fibers of the map to C by F̃t. The fiber F̃t for t 6= 0 is C∗, while the central fiber F̃0 is
an infinite chain of P1, each one glued to the next along their toric divisors 0 and ∞.

For any L > 1 and λ ∈ C∗, we have a Z-action on F̃ . Taking as coordinates on the dense
torus x = ( 10 ) and t = ( 01 ), it is generated by the following automorphism, restricting to

(x, t) 7−→ (λtLx, t),

on the dense torus. This action is a lift to (C∗)2 of the action of
(
1 L
0 1

)
on the fan in R2. Thus, the

action extends to F̃ and maps the chart Un to Un+L, and the induced action on the central fiber

is just the translation by L copies of P1 and multiplication by λ ∈ C∗. We denote by ϕL : F̃ → F̃
the generator of this action. Taking the quotient by this action, we get a family F whose fiber
over t 6= 0 is the elliptic curve Ft = C∗/〈λtL〉, and the central fiber F0 is a necklace of L copies
of P1 glued over their toric divisors.

Remark 2.3. The family F is related to the Tate curve C[[t]]/tZ. �

2.4.2 Degenerations of the first kind. We extend the previous construction by making the
product with a fixed elliptic curve E to construct families of bielliptic surfaces. Let E be an
elliptic curve and ψ : E → E be an automorphism. Then, we consider the joint action

Φ : (p, z) ∈ F̃ × E 7−→ (ϕL(p), ψ(z)) ∈ F̃ × E.

This action is a lift of the action on F̃ . Let S be the quotient by this action, which by con-
struction possesses a map to F with fibers E. Composing with F → C, the fiber St over t of
this family is a bielliptic surface which depends on the nature of ψ.

∗ any E and ψ(z) = −z leads to type (a1),

∗ E = C/〈1, ρ〉 and ψ(z) = ρz leads to type (b1),

∗ E = C/〈1, i〉 and ψ(z) = iz leads to type (c1),

∗ E = C/〈1, ρ〉 and ψ(z) = −ρz leads to type (d).

Meanwhile, the central fiber is also a E-bundle over F0, which is thus a reducible surface.
Each irreducible component is the product P1×E. However, the global space is not F0×E since
there is some monodromy when going across the direction of the necklace of P1.

2.4.3 Degenerations of the second kind. We now twist the previous construction to get the
families of type (•2), when there is some monodromy in the other direction of each fiber Ft.
We still assume that we have an elliptic curve E with an automorphism ψ. Moreover, let c be a
fixed point of ψ, which is thus of n-torsion for some n, and let ζ be a nth-root of unity. We now

10
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consider the additional Z/nZ-action on F̃ generated by

ζ · − : (x, t) 7−→ (ζx, t).

The fixed points of this action are exactly the corners of the toric surface, i.e. the 0 in each chart
Un. The quotient develops singularities at the fixed points according to n.

Example 2.4. When you take n = 2 and ζ = −1, you have quadratic singularities at the nodes.
For bigger n, one would get an An singularity. ♦

We lift this automorphism to an automorphism of F̃ ×E as follows:

Ψ : (p, z) ∈ F̃ × E 7−→ (ζ · p, z + c).

Due to the translational part, this automorphism is now fixed point free. Moreover, as c is a fixed
point of ψ, it commutes with Φ so that we now have a free action of Z/nZ× Z on F̃ × E. We
still denote the quotient by S , and it is still endowed with a map to C whose fibers are denoted
by St. If we only quotient by the Z/nZ-action, the fibers are as follows:

∗ The fiber over t 6= 0 is the quotient of C∗ × E by (x, z) 7→ (ζx, z + c). It can be seen as a
bundle in two ways: as a E-bundle over C∗/〈ζ〉 ≃ C∗ which has monodromy z 7→ z+ c, and
as a C∗-bundle over E/(z 7→ z + c) with monodromy x 7→ ζx. It is thus the open stratum
of a n-torsion line bundles over E/(z 7→ z + c).

∗ Each irreducible component of the central fiber F̃0 is P
1×E and stabilized by Ψ. The action

on each component is also (x, z) 7→ (ζ · x, z+ c). Using the projection to E/(z 7→ z+ c), the
quotient is the total space of a n-torsion P1 bundle over E/(z 7→ z+ c). The central fiber is
thus a chain of n-torsion P1-bundles over E/(z 7→ z+ c) glued along their 0 and ∞-section.

When quotienting by the induced action of Φ, we get a family St whose generic member is
a bielliptic surface, and whose special fiber is a necklace of L n-torsion P1-bundles glued along
their 0 and ∞-sections. We take the following special values:

∗ any E, ψ(z) = −z, n = 2 and ζ = −1 leads to generic member of type (a2),

∗ E = C/〈1, ρ〉, ψ(z) = ρz, n = 3 and ζ = ρ leads to generic member of type (b2),

∗ E = C/〈1, i〉, ψ(z) = iz, n = 2 and ζ = −1 leads to a generic member of type (c2).

3. Gromov-Witten invariants

We review in this section the definition of the Gromov-Witten invariants (GW-invariants) that
we compute for bielliptic surfaces. The use of the degeneration formula expresses them in terms
of relative GW invariants of P1-bundles over an elliptic curve which we also review. This section
is mainly used to fix notations.

3.1 Definitions

3.1.1 Gromov-Witten invariants of bielliptic surfaces. Let S be a bielliptic surface. Let ̟ =
ae+ bf ∈ H2(S,Z) be an homology class. We have the moduli space of genus g stable maps to S
with n marked points realizing the class ̟, which is denoted by

Mg,n(S,̟).

It is endowed with a virtual fundamental class [Mg,n(S,̟)]vir of real dimension 2(n + g − 1).
The real dimension is the double of the complex dimension, whic we need to consider due to the

11



Thomas Blomme

appearance of odd-dimensional cohomology classes. For each marked point we have an evaluation
map

evi : Mg,n(S,̟) → S,

which maps a stable map to the image of the i-th marked point, and the forgetful map

ft : Mg,n(S,̟) →Mg,n.

Moreover, if π : C → Mg,n(S,̟) is the universal curve, and ωπ is the relative dualizing sheaf,
we have the Hodge bundle E obtained by pushing forward the latter. Its fiber over a stable map
f : C → S is H0(C,ωC). The bundle E is g-dimensional since H0(C,ωC) is a vector space of
dimension g. Its Chern classes are called the λ-classes:

λj = cj(E) ∈ H2j(Mg,n(S,̟)).

We obtain GW invariants by capping cohomology classes obtained by pull-back with ft or
some evi with the virtual fundamental class. If λ ∈ H∗(Mg,n,Q) and γi ∈ H∗(S,Q), we set

〈λ; γ1, · · · , γn〉
S
g,̟ =

∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir
ft∗(λ)

n∏

1

ev∗i (γi),

which is non-zero if the cohomology class has degree 2(n+ g− 1). If there is no λ, the invariants
are called enumerative. We consider the following class insertions.

∗ First, we only consider point insertions via the evaluation map. We take n = g − 1 and
consider the following enumerative invariants:

〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟ =

∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir

n∏

i=1

ev∗i (pt).

∗ We take n = g and add cohomology insertions Poincaré dual to 1-cycles:

〈ωα, ωβ,ptg−2〉Sg,̟ =

∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir
ev∗1(ωα)ev

∗
2(ωβ)

g∏

i=3

ev∗i (pt).

∗ Following [11], the refinement corresponds to the insertion of a λ-class in the GW-invariants.
To refine the above enumerative invariant, we insert a λ-class: we take n = g0 − 1 and get

〈λg−g0 ; pt
g0−1〉Sg,̟ =

∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir
λg−g0

n∏

i=1

ev∗i (pt).

∗ Similarly with the 1-cycle insertions:

〈λg−g0 ;ωα, ωβ,pt
g0−2〉Sg,̟ =

∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir
λg−g0ev

∗
1(ωα)ev

∗
2(ωβ)

g0∏

i=3

ev∗i (pt).

Remark 3.1. By construction, we consider all the complex curves realizing a given homology class
(up to torsion). As the Picard group of a bielliptic surface is of dimension 1, it is instead possible
to consider curves belonging to a fixed linear system having given Chern class in H2(S,Z).
Using Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 from [17] or [28, Section 4], these conditions are actually
equivalent to the insertions of cohomology classes Poincaré dual to a basis of H1(S,Z) (modulo
torsion), which are precisely the invariants considered above. As we did not care about torsion,
the invariants counting curves in a fixed linear system are to be understood as the sum over the
Chern classes differing by a torsion element. �
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Remark 3.2. As the cohomology ring is graded commutative, everything commutes as long as all
classes have even degree, which is the case of the classes pt and λj . However, the classes ωα and
ωβ have odd degree. This is why we can only insert one of each. The skew-symmetry relation
forces the GW-invariant to be 0 if we insert more. �

3.1.2 Relative invariants of E×P1. The other family of GW invariants that we consider are
relative invariants of X = ‹E×P1, where ‹E is an elliptic curve. The invariants are called relative

because we care about the intersection profile of the curves with the 0-section and ∞-section,
denoted respectively by D− and D+. The second homology group H2(X,Z) is generated by the

class of a fiber [P1] and the class of a section [‹E], which we respectively denote by p and s. Notice
that D+ +D− is an anticanonical divisor.

Remark 3.3. Technically, we also care about the surfaces X which are the projective completion
of a torsion line bundle over ‹E. However, it is possible to include all degree 0 line bundle over ‹E
in a family, so that they are deformation equivalent and have the same GW invariants. Therefore,
we may only care about X = ‹E × P1. �

Let ̟ = as+ bp ∈ H2(X,Z) and µ ∈ Zn be a tuple of numbers. We have the moduli space of
genus g stable maps to X relative to D± having tangency profile µ, denoted by

Mg,n(X/D
− ∪D+,̟, µ).

The tangency profile encoded in µ means the following:

- If µi = 0, the marked point is mapped to the interior of X, i.e. not to D±.

- If µi > 0, the marked point is mapped to D+ and the tangency order is µi.

- If µi < 0, the marked point is mapped to D− and the tangency order −µi.

For the moduli space to be non-empty, we need to have ̟ · D+ = ̟ · D− = ̟ · [‹E]. In other
words: ∑

µi>0

µi = −
∑

µi<0

µi = ̟ · [E].

The above moduli space is a proper DM stack which possesses a virtual fundamental class in
degree 2(g − 1 + n). The moduli space has evaluation maps for each marked point

evi : Mg,n(X/D
±,̟, µ) −→

®
X if µi = 0,

D± ≃ ‹E if µi 6= 0.

Relative GW invariants are obtained by capping cohomology classes against the virtual fun-
damental class. We will consider the following cycle classes:

∗ For points not mapped to D±, we have the class pt0 ∈ H
4(X,Z), which is Poincaré dual to

a point. The index 0 is to recall that it is a class associated to the interior of X.

∗ For points mapped to one of the divisorsD±, we pull-back cohomology classes fromH∗(‹E,Z).
Let 1•, α•, β•,pt• = α•β• be a basis of H∗(‹E,Z). The indices are meant to be the tangency
order of the corresponding points. See below.

Remark 3.4. The cup-product is skew-symmetric, so relative invariants are symmetric in the
entries of even degree, but skew-symmetric in the entries of odd degree, provided they have the
same index, otherwise we do not have symmetry. Thus, one needs to be careful about the order
of the insertions in case we have insertions of odd degree. �
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We consider the following (relative) GW invariants.

∗ Assume that µ ∈ Zn+1, and all elements are nn-zero except µ0 = 0. We have the genus 1
enumerative invariant with only point insertions:

〈pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

1,as+bp.

The indices encode the tangency orders of the marked points. Here, each marked point is
coupled to a point constraint, except the one associated to µ1 which is free.

∗ Similarly, we have the invariants with two 1-cycle insertions:

〈pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉
X/D±

1,as+bp.

∗ We can consider the same cycle insertions if we increase the genus, provided we insert a
λ-class to match dimensions:

〈λg−1; pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

g,as+bp.

〈λg−1; pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉
X/D±

g,as+bp.

3.2 A vanishing result

In this section, we prove that it is possible to trade the insertion of odd-dimensional cohomology
classes of a bielliptic surface S to point constraints. This is inspired by [18, Lemma 4]. This
allows us to only care about the GW-invariants with point insertions.

We consider the moduli space Mg,n(S,̟), endowed with its evaluation map. The elliptic
surface is endowed with the action by translation of the elliptic curve F . The action is not free,
but stabilizers are finite. The action extends to the moduli space of curves Mg,n(S,̟). Let
M0

g,n(S,̟) be the quotient space (i.e. stable maps to S up to translation by F ). We have the
following commutative diagram, where Sn/F is the quotient of Sn by the diagonal action of F :

Mg,n(S,̟) Sn

M0
g,n(S,̟) Sn/F

pr

ev

p

,

where pr and p are the projection to the quotient.

Proposition 3.5. Let λ ∈ H∗(Mg,n,Q), γ ∈ H∗ (Sn/F,Q) be an arbitrary class. If γ1 ∈

H∗(‹E,Q) is of degree smaller than 1, then
∫

[Mg,n(S,̟)]vir
ft∗(λ) ∪ ev∗1(γ1) ∪ ev∗p∗(γ) = 0.

Proof. Similarly to [18, Lemma 4], the class

(ft∗(λ) ∪ ev∗p∗(γ)) ∩ [Mg,n(S,̟)]vir,

is the pull-back of a class θ on M0
g,n(S,̟) by pr. Using push-pull formula, we get

pr∗(ev
∗
1(γ1) ∩ pr∗(θ)) = pr∗ev

∗
1(γ1) ∩ θ.

But as γ1 is of rank smaller than 1 and fibers of pr are (finite quotients of ) F , we get 0 for
dimensional reasons.
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Remark 3.6. An intuitive way of viewing the vanishing is as follows: constraints from ft∗(λ) ∪
ev∗p∗(γ) only fix the curves up to the action by F , and the remaining condition ev∗1(γ1) is not
enough to finish fixing them. �

We now apply Proposition 3.5 to some specific classes. Recall that H∗(S,Q) is generated by

α, β pull-backs of generators of H1(‹F,Q), and ω pull-back for a generator of H2(P1,Q), with
relations α2 = β2 = ω2 = 0. Using de Rham cohomology, these generators can be seen as the
elements dx1 ∧ dx2, dx3 and dx4 of H∗(E × F,R) ≃ H∗

(
(S1)4,R

)
which are invariant by the

G-action whose quotient is the bielliptic surface S.

Corollary 3.7. We have the following equality:

〈λ;ωα, ωβ,ptn−2〉Sg,̟ =
ω ·̟

n− 1
〈λ; ptn−1〉Sg,̟.

Proof. We apply Proposition 3.5 to some specific classes. We have H∗(Sn,Q) = H∗(S,Q)⊗n. We
use indices to denote generators associated to different copies, so that H∗(Sn,Q) is generated by
αi, βi and ωi, with 1 6 i 6 n. We use de Rham cohomology to determine some classes which are
of the form p∗γ, for some γ ∈ H∗(Sn/F,Q). Cohomology classes are represented by k-forms on
(E × F )n with constant coefficients which are invariant by the G-action. A sufficient condition
for a form on Sn to be the pull-back by p is that it descends to the quotient by F , meaning that
the form vanishes whenever one of the evaluation belongs to the tangent space of the orbit. The
tangent space to the orbits consists in the vector of the form (0, v, 0, v, · · · , 0, v).

∗ The 1-forms αi − α1 and βi − β1 vanish on the tangent space to the orbits. Thus, they
descend to the quotient Sn/F , so that they are actually pull-backs p∗α̃i and p

∗β̃i.

∗ The 2-forms ωi ∈ H
2(Sn,R) are invariant by the F -action: the evaluation does not depend

on the point, and the tangent space to the orbits belongs to the kernel of the form. Thus,
these 2-forms descend to 2-forms on Sn/F , so that ωi are of the form p∗ω̃i.

Thus, the following class is of the form p∗γ:

(β2 − β1)ω2

n∏

3

(αi − α1)(βi − β1)ωi.

We now apply Proposition 3.5 with γ1 = α1ω1. We have

γ1 ∪ p
∗γ =α1ω1(β2 − β1)ω2

n∏

3

(αi − α1)(βi − β1)ωi

=α1ω1β2ω2pt3 · · · ptn − pt1ω2pt3 · · · ptn −
n∑

i=3

pt1β2ω2pt3 · · ·αiωi · · · ptn.

Using the skew-symmetry and the divisor equation to get rid of ω2, we get the expected relation.

3.3 Invariants with boundary constraints

We consider relative GW invariants of X = ‹E × P1 with a minimal number of cycle insertions
in the main stratum. Before making any explicit computations, we prove some vanishing results.
As X is endowed with an action of C∗ inherited from the action on P1, we need at least one
insertion in the main stratum, or for the class to be of the form wp ∈ H2(X,Z).
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3.3.1 Enumerative invariants. We start with the invariants where we only allow cycle inser-
tions.

Lemma 3.8. (i) If a 6= 0, the only non-zero enumerative invariants with a unique point insertion
in the main stratum are

〈pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

1,as+bp,

〈pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉
X/D±

1,as+bp.

(ii) For a class w[P1], the only non-zero invariant with a point insertion is

〈pt0, 1−w, 1w〉
X/D±

0,wp .

(iii) For a class wp, the only non-zero invariants without point insertion are

〈pt−w, 1w〉
X/D±

0,wp and 〈α−w, βw〉
X/D±

0,wp ,

along with their symmetric ones.

Proof. First, we have [8, Proposition 2.13] which gives a relation between the position of the
intersection points with the boundary divisors. More precisely, let C be a curve in the class
as + bp ∈ H2(X,Z). Let C0 and C∞ be the divisors on ‹E obtained by intersecting C with

D± ≃ ‹E. Then

C0 −C∞ ≡ 0 ∈ E.

Thus, it is not possible to evaluate constraints which would prevent this relation from being
realized.

(i) Let g be the genus, and n+ 1 be the length of µ:

〈pt0, γµ1
, · · · , γµn〉

X/D±

g,as+bp,

where γµi
are class insertions. By equating the rank of the insertions and the dimension of

the moduli space, dividing everything by 2, we have

n+ g = 2 +

n∑

1

|γi| 6 2 + (n− 1) = n+ 1,

where the inequality comes from the first part of the proof. Moreover, as there are no non-
constant map from a rational curve to an elliptic curve, g > 1. Thus, we get g = 1 and∑

|γi| = n− 1. The latter can be rewritten
∑

i

(1− |γi|) = 1.

The only possibility for the latter is to have a free insertion (as the rank is 0) or a pair of
1-cycle insertions (each of rank 1

2), and point insertions (of rank 1).

(ii) If we are for a multiple of the fiber class, any stable map factors through some fiber, and the
fibers vary in a 1-parameter family. Thus, the fiber is fixed by the interior point insertion,
so that we cannot have any other boundary insertion. The dimension count is

(1 + n) + g − 1 = 2.

As n > 2 since we intersect each boundary divisor in at least one point, we get that g = 0
and n = 2.
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(iii) If we do not have a point insertion, we still have the boundary insertions, and this time we
get

∑
|γi| 6 1: the ranks add up to at most 1 since the fibers still vary in a 1-dimensional

space. We get

n+ g − 1 =
∑

|γi| 6 1.

As n > 2 and g > 0, we still have n = 2 and g = 0, and
∑

|γi| = 1, yielding the expected
possibilities.

The computation of these invariants is handled in Section 3.4. Before computing these invari-
ants, we further consider the invariants where we insert a λ-class, allowing us to have curves of
bigger genus.

3.3.2 Invariants with a λ-class insertion. We further consider the GW invariants where we
allow a λ-class insertions along with cycle insertions. First, we prove a vanishing result on the
top λ-class for moduli spaces of curves in the class ̟ = as+ bp with a 6= 0.

Lemma 3.9. The top λ-class λg vanishes on the moduli space of stable maps

Mg,n(X/D
±,̟, µ),

with ̟ = as+ bp and a 6= 0. In particular, every GW-invariant involving a λg is 0.

Proof. We have the projection π : X → ‹E, which can be used to pull-back the holomorphic
1-form dz on ‹E to each curve in the moduli space. This yields a section of the Hodge bundle.
As the map π ◦ f : C → ‹E is non-constant, this section is everywhere non-zero. As the Hodge
bundle has a nowhere vanishing section, we deduce that λg = 0.

Due to Lemma 3.9, we can only insert λj with j up to g− 1. We now get an analog result to
Lemma 3.8 in case we insert a λ-class.

Lemma 3.10. (i) If a 6= 0, the only non-zero enumerative invariants with a unique point inser-
tion in the main stratum are

〈λg−1; pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

g,as+bp,

〈λg−1; pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉
X/D±

g,as+bp.

(ii) For a class wp, the only non-zero invariant with a point insertion is

〈λg; pt0, 1−w, 1w〉
X/D±

g,wp .

(iii) For a class wp, the only non-zero invariants without point insertion are

〈λg; pt−w, 1w〉
X/D±

g,wp and 〈λg;α−w, βw〉
X/D±

g,wp ,

along with their symmetric ones.

Proof. Let λj be the λ-insertion.

(i) Assume the class is as + bp with a 6= 0. The only difference with Lemma 3.8 is that now,
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we have

(n+ 1) + g − 1 =j + 2 +
∑

|γi|

6(g − 1) + 2 + (n− 1)

=g + n.

Thus, we have necessarily j = g − 1 and
∑

|γi| = n− 1, and we conclude the same way.

(ii) For a class of the form wp, we proceed similarly. This time, we only have j 6 g since we
are in the case a = 0, and Lemma 3.9 does not apply. Assume we have an interior point
marking. We get

(n+ 1) + g − 1 =j + 2 +
∑

|γi|

6g + 2 + 0.

As n > 2, we have n = 2 and j = g.

(iii) If we do not have an interior point insertion, we get

n+ g − 1 =j +
∑

|γi|

6 g + 1.

Thus, n = 2, j = g and
∑

|γi| = 1.

3.3.3 Skew-symmetry of the invariants. We conclude by proving that the GW invariants
with 1-cycle insertions are skew-symmetric, even if the tangency orders are not the same. In the
case of usual GW invariants, this follow from the skew-commutativity of the cup product and
the symmetry between the marked points. However, in the relative case, the marked points do
not play a symmetric role since they are assigned the tangency order with D±.

Lemma 3.11. Assume µ0, µ1 6= 0. The bilinear function

(γ, γ′) ∈ H1(‹E,Z)2 7−→ 〈γµ0
, γ′µ1

, •〉
X/D±

g,as+bp,

where “•” denotes any complementary insertions to define the invariant (λ-class or point inser-
tions), is skew-symmetric.

Proof. We use automorphisms of ‹E for a suitable choice of ‹E. Every such automorphism can be
lifted to an automorphism of X = ‹E × P1 which acts trivially on H2(X,Z). Assume (α, β) is a
basis of H1(E,Z). We need to show that the function vanishes on (α,α) and (β, β), and takes
opposite values on (α, β) and (β, α).

∗ Take ‹E = C/〈1, i〉, so that we have the automorphism ϕ(z) = iz, which acts in cohomology
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by the matrix
(
0 −1
1 0

)
. Using the basis (α, β), we get that

∫
ev∗0(α)ev

∗
1(β) =

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(−α)

=−

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(α).

∗ Take ‹E = C/〈1, ρ〉 which possesses an order 6 automorphism acting in cohomology via the
matrix

(
0 −1
1 1

)
. Thus, we get
∫

ev∗0(α)ev
∗
1(β) =

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(−α+ β)

=−

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(α) +

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(β).

Using equation from the first point, we deduce that
∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(β) = 0.

∗ Similarly, using the square of the last automorphism, we have that
∫

ev∗0(α)ev
∗
1(β) =

∫
ev∗0(−α+ β)ev∗1(−α)

=−

∫
ev∗0(β)ev

∗
1(α) +

∫
ev∗0(α)ev

∗
1(α),

so that
∫
ev∗0(α)ev

∗
1(α) = 0.

3.4 Computations of invariants with boundary constraints

We finish this section about GW invariants by computing all the needed relative GW invariants
of X = ‹E × P1. The latter are elementary bricks that we need to compute the GW invariants of
bielliptic surfaces. Most of the computations can already be found elsewhere (see [8], [12] or [34]
for instance), but we include them out of completeness.

3.4.1 Boundary invariants with point insertions. We start by computing the invariants
where we do not have any 1-cycle insertions. To express the result for the invariants with a
λ-class insertion, we set the following:

Ras+bp(µ) =
∞∑

g=1

〈λg−1; pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

g,as+bpu
2g−2+n,

and through the change of variable q = eiu and [k] = qk/2 − q−k/2, for µ an integer vector with
sum 0 and non-zero entries, we set

Ra(µ) = (−i)n
∑

k|a

(a
k

)n−1∏

j

[k|µj |]

|µj |
.

We do not emphasize the dependence in u or q in the notation.
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Proposition 3.12. We have the following equalities:

〈pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

1,as+bp =µ21 · a
n−1σ1(a),

Ras+bp(µ) =µ
2
1 · Ra(µ).

Remark 3.13. We have several possible methods. First, it is possible to use the double ramification
cycle formula with a target variety from [25]. This strategy was actually carried out independently
and quite at the same time by G. Oberdieck and A. Pixton in [34, Theorem 6.10]. Alternatively,
we can go to the tropical limit and use the correspondence theorem from [8], which we do for the
λ-class insertion using the correspondence results from [11]. For the invariant without λ-class, it
is also possible to make a direct computation, since the moduli space of genus 1 stable maps to
the considered P1-bundles is particularly simple. �

Proof. A genus 1 stable map f : C → X in the class as+ bp with a 6= 0 yields a degree a cover
of ‹E, and a meromorphic function over the latter. Conversely, given a cover g : C → ‹E together
with a meromorphic function, we get a stable map from C to X. The intersection profile with
D± is given by the zeros and poles of the function.

There are σ1(a) covering maps of degree a of ‹E by a genus 1 curve. If we fix the image of

the marked point inside the main stratum, there are no automorphism. Let g : C → ‹E be one
of these covers. To get the map to X with prescribed intersection profile with D±, we only need
to choose the meromorphic function. For each point constraint on the boundary, we multiply by
a, since the map to E is of degree a.

Let zi be the position of the ith marked point on C. The position of the last point is determined
by the fact that the divisor

∑
µi(zi) on ‹E needs to be principal. Thus, the divisor µ1(z1) is fixed,

and the position of z1 is determined up to µ1-torsion, and we get µ21 positions. In the end, we
get

an−1σ1(a) · µ
2
1.

To compute the invariant with a λ-class insertion, we go to the tropical limit using the
degenerations presented in [8] and the correspondence theorem from [11] which relies on the
degeneration formula from [1]. Theorem 1 from [11] can indeed be applied to the setting of
projective completions of line bundles over an elliptic curve considered in [8]: in [8, Section 4.2] is
constructed a family of these surfaces whose central fiber is a union of toric surfaces glued along
their toric divisors. As the total space is locally toric threefold with a monomial projection, it
enjoys every property needed along the proof of Theorem 1 in [11].

Remark 3.14. In [12], P. Bousseau gives a direct computation of some relative GW invariants
with λ-classes relying on an induction relation obtained by a blow-up algorithm, and initialization
for certain genus 0 curves in the blown-up surfaces, thus avoiding the use of tropical methods.
Such a direct computation might be possible here provided one is able to compute initial values,
which would be for genus 1 curves. �

3.4.2 Boundary invariants with 1-cycle insertions. We now get to the computation of the
invariants

〈pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉X/D±

g,̟ ,
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and its analog with a λ-class insertion. Similarly to the point case, we set

R̃as+bp(µ)(α, β) =

∞∑

g=1

〈λg−1; pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉
X/D±

g,as+bpu
2g−2+n.

Notice that both are skew-symmetric function in the classes (α, β) following Lemma 3.11, and

that is why we may only compute them on a basis of H1(‹E,Q). To compute the GW invariants
with 1-cycle insertions and a λ-class, we use a vanishing result.

Proposition 3.15. We have the following identities:

〈pt0, αµ1
, βµ2

,ptµ3
, · · · ,ptµn

〉X/D±

g,̟ =− µ1µ2 · a
n−1σ1(a),

R̃as+bp(µ)(α, β) =− µ1µ2 · Ra(µ).

Remark 3.16. In particular, the sign depends on the position of µ1 and µ2: it is positive if they
do not belong to the same divisor, and negative if they lie on the same component. �

Proof. We have n + 1 marked points, labeled by [[0;n]], only the first one is mapped to ‹E × P1,
the other one are mapped to D±. To lighten notation, we replace the indices µi of the insertions
by i.

There is a relation between the position of the intersection points between a curve and D±

(see proof of Proposition 3.12 or [8]). More precisely, if we denote by (zi)16i6n the position of
the marked point, we have

n∑

1

µizi ≡ 0 ∈ ‹E.

In other terms, the image by the evaluation map of the boundary points in ‹En is contained in the
hypersurface defined by the above equation, which is Poincaré dual to a class Υ ∈ H2(‹En,Q).

The latter can be obtained as the pull-back of the fundamental class of ‹E by the map

σ : (zi) ∈ ‹En 7→

n∑

1

µizi ∈ ‹E.

As Υ2 = 0, when we integrate ev∗Υ, we get 0. In particular, we get the relation
∫

Mg,n(X/D±,̟,µ)
λg−g0ev

∗(Υpt0pt3 · · · ptn) = 0.

We now reformulate the relation by expanding the class Υ. We use indices from 0 to n to
denote the cohomology class relative to the ith marked point. In other words, the cohomology
algebra relative to the n boundary points H∗(‹En,Q) is generated by αk, βk of degree 1 with the
relations α2

k = β2k = 0 and we have ptk = αkβk. As Υ = q∗(αβ), the class Υ is computed as
follows:

Υ =

(
n∑

1

µiαi

)(
n∑

1

µiβi

)
.

Multiplying by pt3 · · · ptn = α3β3 · · ·αnβn, we can delete any αk, βk with k 6= 1, 2 from the
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expression of Υ, so that we get

Υpt3 · · · ptn =(µ1α1 + µ2α2)(µ1β1 + µ2β2)pt3 · · · ptn

=(µ21pt1 + µ22pt2 + µ1µ2α1β2 + µ1µ2α2β1)pt3 · · · ptn.

To conclude, we multiply with λg−g0 and integrate over [Mg,n(X/D
±,̟, µ)]vir. We have the

following identity between relative GW invariants, where to lighten the relation, we only write
the classes associated to the marked points 1 and 2, and not the λg−g0 , nor the classes pt0,
pt3 · · · ptn:

µ21〈pt1, 12〉
X/D±

g,̟ + µ22〈11,pt2〉
X/D±

g,̟ + µ1µ2〈α1, β2〉
X/D±

g,̟ − µ1µ2〈β1, α2〉
X/D±

g,̟ = 0.

The minus sign in the last term comes from the skew-symmetry: α2β1 = −β1α2. Using skew-
symmetry for the invariants proven in Lemma 3.11, we have finally

µ1µ2〈α1, β2〉
X/D±

g,̟ = −µ21〈pt1, 12〉
X/D±

g,̟ − µ22〈11,pt2〉
X/D±

g,̟ .

The right-hand side has already been computed in Proposition 3.12, which allows us to conclude.

3.4.3 GW-invariants for fiber classes. The last relative GW invariants we need are the one
in the class wp. They can be computed using [12, Lemma 3.2,3.3]. Recall (α, β) is a basis of

H1(‹E,Z).
Proposition 3.17. We have

〈λg; pt0, 1−w, 1w〉
X/D±

g,wp =

ß
1 if g = 0,
0 if g > 0.

〈λg; 1−w,ptw〉
X/D±

g,wp = 〈λg;α−w, βw〉
X/D±

g,wp =

ß 1
w if g = 0,
0 if g > 0.

Proof. We follow the proof from [12, Lemma 3.2,3.3], to which we refer for more details. The
curve class p satisfies p2 = 0, and we have a 1-dimensional family of curves in the class p, although
they do not form a linear system. Every connected curve in the class wp factors through some
fiber of the projection π : X → ‹E, i.e. a curve C in the class p. As the normal bundle NC to C
is trivial, the perfect obstruction theories for stable maps to C and to X differ by the top Chern
class of the bundle whose fiber over the relative stable map f : C → X is H1(C , f∗NC), which
is the dual of the Hodge bundle by Serre duality. Thus, we get the vanishing of the invariants
with a top λ-class, since λ2g = 0 when g > 0.

To compute the invariants in each of the remaining situations, we see that there is a unique
fiber in case of a point insertion, and α · β = 1 fiber if we have 1-cycle insertions. Then, we have
a unique stable map f : P1 → C of degree w fully ramified over 0 and ∞. If we have a marked
point in the main strata, it kills any automorphism. If we do not, then we have an automorphism
group Z/wZ acting by multiplication by roots of unity, so that each solution contributes 1

w .

4. Computation of the GW invariants of bielliptic surfaces

We now get to one of the main section of the paper, where we give a way to compute the GW
invariants of bielliptic surfaces. The idea is to apply the degeneration formula from [29, 26] using
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the degenerations presented in Section 2.4. According to [29], the invariants express as a sum
over some discrete data, which in our situation are basically tropical covers of the circle, with
suitable weights. Through this discrete data, the GW invariants of bielliptic surfaces are reduced
down to the relative GW invariants of ‹E × P1, which have been computed in Section 3.4.

4.1 Different kinds of diagrams

The decomposition formula expresses the GW invariants as a sum over a discrete data. In the
case presented in [29], the discrete data consists in a collection of decorated bipartite graphs.
This is due to the fact that [29] deals with a family of surfaces that degenerate to a reducible
surface consisting only of two irreducible components meeting along a smooth divisor. The two
colors of the graph correspond to the two components of the reducible fiber. As the central
fibers of the families constructed in Section 2.4 may have more than two component, the discrete
data is more complicated: they consist in some decorated graphs we call decomposition diagrams.
In our situation, most of the decoration and vertices on the decomposition diagram is uniquely
determined, so that the discrete data can be indexed simpler graphs called pearl diagrams, similar
to the pearl diagrams presented in [9]. The link between both kind of diagrams is made through
discerning pearl diagrams.

Definition 4.1. A diagram is a connected oriented graph P with vertices labeled by [[1;n]] and
the following additional data:

(i) each vertex V is assigned a curve class ̟V = aV s+ bV p ∈ H2(X,Z) and a genus gV ,

(ii) each edge e is assigned a weight we > 1 and a height he > 0.

A vertex with aV = 0 is called a flat vertex, and other vertices are called non-flat.

◦ A diagram is called a decomposition diagram if it satisfies the following:

(B) For any vertex V , the sum of the weights of the edges leaving V (resp. arriving at V ) is
equal to bV .

(H) For any oriented edge e linking vertices V1 and V2, we are in one of the following
situations:

∗ Labels are k and k + 1 with k < n, and he = 0.

∗ Labels are n and 1, and he = 1.

(M) Among the vertices with a given label k ∈ [[1;n]], we have a distinguished vertex called
preferred vertex.

◦ A diagram is called a discerning pearl diagram if it satisfies (B), (H) and the following
additional conditions, with (M’) replacing (M):

(G) Flat vertices have genus 0, non-flat vertices have genus 1.
(F) Flat vertices are bivalent.

(M’) Among the vertices with a given label k ∈ [[1;n]], we have at most one non-flat vertex,
and a distinguished vertex called preferred vertex which is the unique non-flat vertex
when it exists.

◦ A diagram is called a pearl diagram if it satisfies (B), (G), (F) and the new (H’),(M”):

(H’) For an oriented edge e linking vertices V1 and V2 with labels k1, k2 ∈ [[1;n]], we are in
one of the following situations:

∗ if k1 < k2, then he > 0,

∗ if k1 > k2, then he > 1.
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Figure 2. Example of pearl diagram, map to R/Z and associated discerning pearl diagram.
Non-flat vertices are depicted as square-box, circle-boxes for flat-vertices, and dotted circles for
non-preferred vertices.

(M”) There is exactly one vertex with each possible label k ∈ [[1;n]].

Remark 4.2. The name of the conditions stand for the following: (B) for “Balancing”, since it
means vertices have zero divergence, (H) for “Height” since it imposes a condition on the heights
of the edges, (M) for “Marking” since it is related to the choice of a distinguished vertex among
the vertices with a given label, (G) for “Genus” and (F) for “Flat”. �

Remark 4.3. The motivation for these definitions is that the discrete data indexing the decompo-
sition formula is naturally the set of decomposition diagrams, with a natural multiplicity. When
the latter is non-zero, the decomposition diagram is actually a discerning pearl diagram. Finally,
it is possible to delete most vertices of a discerning pearl diagram to get a pearl diagram, much
easier to handle. We explicit this connection in the rest of the section. �

Choose n distinct points 0 < x1 < · · · < xn < 1 on R/Z. The data of a diagram P uniquely
determines a tropical cover of R/Z branched exactly at the xi (see for instance [19] for precise
definitions of tropical covers):

∗ Vertices with label i are mapped to xi.

∗ The image of an oriented edge e linking vertices with labels k1 and k2 goes from xk1 to xk2
following the natural orientation of R/Z, passing he times over 0.

∗ The condition (B) ensures balancing.

Thus, the diagrams can be seen as tropical covers of R/Z with an additional decoration by
genus and homology classes.

Example 4.4. On Figure 2,3 and 4 we depict several diagrams. We do not write the genus of the
vertices nor the homology classes, and only the weights we > 2 are written. The heights can be
read on the depiction of the map to R/Z as the number of preimages of 0, i.e. the intersection
with a half-line going from center to the top infinity. On (a) we depict the pearl diagram with
its orientation. On (b), the tropical cover to R/Z, which also gives the value of the height. On
(c), we depict the discerning pearl diagram, obtained by subdividing the edges.

∗ For the diagrams on Figure 2, we have two non-flat vertices and one flat vertex for the pearl
diagram in (a). Only the edges linking the vertices with label 1 and 3 have height 1. To
get the discerning floor diagram, we need to subdivide the edge going from 1 to 3 making
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Figure 3. Another example of pearl diagram, map to R/Z and associated discerning pearl
diagram.
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Figure 4. Yet another example of pearl diagram, map to R/Z and associated discerning pearl
diagram.
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an additional turn. Assuming non-flat vertices have genus 1 and flat vertices genus 0, the
genus is 1 + 1 + 2 = 4. The degree of the tropical cover is 3, equal to

∑
e hewe.

∗ The diagram on Figure 3 has genus 2, and the tropical cover has degree 2.

∗ For Figure 4, the diagram is more sophisticated. Its genus is 7, the tropical cover has degree
3. Several edges need to be subdivided to get the discerning floor diagrams. Only the edge
linking vertices with labels 6 to 1 has height 1.

♦

We upgrade R/Z with its n marked point to a cyclic graph Cn with n vertices labeled by
[[1;n]]. Given a diagram P with the map P → R/Z. If P is a decomposition diagram or a
discerning pearl diagram, condition (H) ensures that the map is in fact a graph map to Cn,
meaning the preimages of vertices are also vertices. This is not necessarily the case for pearl
diagrams.

The relation between the different kind of diagrams is as follows:

∗ A decomposition diagram is a discerning pearl diagram if it satisfies the additional conditions
(G), (F), and the enhancement (M’) of (M), which gives more condition on the set of vertices
having a given label.

∗ Given a pearl diagram, we obtain a discerning pearl diagram as follows: we subdivide the
edges by a adding all the preimages of x1, . . . , xn ∈ R/Z. Each new vertex gets assigned
the label of its image by the map to R/Z, genus 0 and the class wp if it lies on an edge of
weight w. Edges linking n to 1 gets height 1, and the other height 0. The preferred vertex
with label k is the vertex coming from P. This way, condition (M’) is satisfied, as well as
(H).

∗ Conversely, given a discerning pearl diagram P, we can delete every non-preferred (nec-
essarily flat) vertex by merging the adjacent two edges, which share the same weight. The
height of an edge obtained through merging is the sum of the heights of the merged edges.
After all deletions, condition (M”) is satisfied, as well as (H’).

Example 4.5. We can observe the correspondence between discerning pearl diagrams and pearl
diagrams on Figures 2, 3 and 4. ♦

To each vertex is assigned a vector µV ∈ ZnV (+1) with nV the valency of V , plus one if it
is one of the preferred vertices. It consists in the weights of the edges leaving V , with a sign
according to whether the edge is ingoing or outgoing. If the vertex is one of the preferred vertex,
the additional entry is 0.

Example 4.6. On Figure 4, the vertex with label 2 has associated vector (0, 1, 1,−2), and the
vertex with label 1 has associated vector (0, 1, 2,−3). ♦

Definition 4.7. Given a diagram P, we define:

∗ its genus by g(P) = b1(Γ) +
∑

V gV ,

∗ its degree ̟ = ae+ bf, with a =
∑
aV and b is the degree of the tropical cover P → R/Z,

equal to
∑
wehe by counting the preimages of 0.

The degree of the tropical cover is the weighted number of preimages at any non-branched
point. It does not depend on the chosen point thanks to the balancing condition (B).
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Remark 4.8. If P is a (discerning) pearl diagram, the genus is equal to the first Betti number
plus the number of non-flat vertices, since condition (G) states that they are the only vertices
having positive genus, equal to 1. �

Example 4.9. We already computed the degree of the tropical covers for the diagrams in Figures
2, 3 and 4, yielding the bf part of their degree. The ae part is obtained by adding the aV s part
of the classes associated to each non-flat vertex. ♦

4.2 Correspondence for enumerative invariants

In this section, we assign multiplicities to diagrams, so that their count yields the enumerative
GW invariants of bielliptic surfaces. This correspondence relies on the decomposition formula.

4.2.1 Decomposition formula. We (finally) apply the decomposition formula from [29] (or
[26]) to get a raw multiplicity assigned to each decomposition diagram. Let S be a bielliptic
surface, g > 2 and n = g − 1.

Proposition 4.10. The enumerative invariant 〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟ decomposes as follows:

〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟ =
∑

P

∏
ewe

|Aut(P)|

∫
∏
[MV ]vir

∏

e∈P

δe

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt),

where the sum is over the decomposition diagrams having total genus g and total degree ̟.

Proof. Using Section 2.4, we choose a family St of bielliptic surfaces with S1 = S degenerating
into a necklace of n = g − 1 ruled surfaces X1 ∪ X2 ∪ · · · ∪ Xn, with all Xi isomorphic to the
same ruled surface X. The surface Xi has two divisors D±

i , with D
+
i = D−

i+1. We choose point
constraints such that the ith marked point goes to Xi.

The moduli space Mg,n(St,̟) is endowed with a virtual fundamental class, and the GW
invariants are constant in family, so that we can compute them for the central fiber S0, for which
the degeneration formula [29] gives an expression as a sum over the decomposition diagrams:

〈ptg−1〉Sg,̟ =
∑

P

∏
ewe

|Aut(P)|

∫

[MP ]vir

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt),

with [MP ]vir the virtual fundamental class associated to P by the decomposition formula. The
decomposition diagrams actually encode some specific classes of curves in S0. Let f : C → S0

be a curve associated to a decomposition diagram P:

∗ vertices are in bijection with the irreducible components of C, with the label k meaning the
component is mapped to Xk,

∗ the preferred vertex among the vertices with a given label corresponds to the component
with the marked point i,

∗ an edge of weight w between vertices having labels k and k+1 corresponds to a node of the
curve, mapped to the divisor Xk ∩Xk+1 = D+

k = D−
k+1, and the components associated to

the adjacent vertices have tangency w with the divisor at this node. This may be referred
as the kissing condition (Thanks to F. Carocci for giving me this very short expression).

The virtual fundamental class is computed as follows:

[MP ]vir = ∆!

(
∏

V

[MV ]
vir

)
,
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where MV = MgV ,nV (+1)(X,̟V , µV ), nV is the valency, plus one if there is a marked point

on the component, and the ∆! means the capping with the product of diagonal classes by the
evaluation morphism. The diagonal class is the product of diagonal classes for each edge of the
graph. Thus, we get the desired formula.

The formula assigns to each decomposition diagram a multiplicity

m(P) =

∏
ewe

|Aut(P)|

∫
∏
[MV ]vir

∏

e∈P

δe

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt).

To compute the latter, it suffices to replace each of the diagonal classes δe by its Künneth
decomposition, expand, and finally split the computation over the various components indexed
by the vertices.

4.2.2 Diagonal class of an elliptic curve and class insertions. Let E be an elliptic curve.
According to Milnor [31, Theorem 11.11], the cohomology class δ Poincaré dual to the diagonal
∆ ⊂ E × E has the following Künneth decomposition in a basis βi of H

∗(E,Z):

δ =
∑

(−1)rkβiβi ⊗ β#i ,

where 〈βi ∪ β
#
j , [E]〉 = δij , meaning they are dual bases. This yields the result in cohomology

Using the basis (1, α, β,pt), this yields the following expression:

δ =1⊗ pt + pt⊗ 1− α⊗ β + β ⊗ α ∈ H2(E,Z)⊗H2(E,Z)

=pt1 + pt2 − α1β2 − α2β1.

Remark 4.11. Notice that the diagonal class is invariant by the swapping automorphism that
exchanges both coordinates using the skew-commutativity. �

We now define the notion of insertion for a diagram P, which will help us express the
multiplicity of a decomposition diagram. A flag for a graph is a pair (V, e) with V ∈ e.

Definition 4.12. An insertion for a diagram P is the assignment of a cohomology class γ±e ∈
H∗(E,Z) to each flag of P, such that the two cohomology classes (γ+e , γ

−
e ) assigned to the two

flags containing the edge e are dual to each other: γ+e ⊗γ−e appears in the Künneth decomposition
of δ.

For each summand γ+e ⊗ γ−e appearing in the Künneth decomposition of the diagonal δe, γ
+
e

and γ−e are assigned to the extremities of the edge e, i.e. the flags containing the edge. Thus,
the multiplicity is a sum over the possible cycle insertions of the diagram. In particular, the
multiplicity associated to a given decomposition diagram P is a sum over all the possible class
insertions, and for each choice of class insertion, the integral over

∏
[MV ]

vir splits.

4.2.3 From decomposition diagrams to discerning pearl diagrams. Before getting to the ex-
plicit computation of m(P), we prove that if the multiplicity is non-zero, then the decomposition
diagram is actually a discerning pearl diagram.

Lemma 4.13. Let P be a decomposition diagram such that m(P) 6= 0. Then we have the
following:
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(i) flat vertices (with aV = 0) are bivalent,

(ii) there is at most one non-flat vertex with a given label and it is the preferred one,

(iii) non-flat vertices have genus 1 and flat vertices have genus 0.

In particular, P is a discerning pearl diagram.

Proof. We replace each diagonal class δe by its Künneth decomposition and we expand. This
amounts to insert cohomology classes at each flag such that the classes associated to an edge are
dual to each other. We are reduced to computation of relative invariants for the surfaces Xk. By
assumption, since only one marked point is mapped to each Xi, for each such invariant we have
at most one point insertion in the main stratum.

(i) The only non-zero invariants for the classes wp are achieved for valency 2. Thus, flat vertices
have valency 2.

(ii) Invariants for a non-flat vertex are 0 unless there is at least a point insertion due to the
C∗-action.

(iii) For a non-flat vertex, the genus is at least 1 for the moduli space of curves being non-empty,
and the only non-zero invariants are obtained for gV = 1, as proved in Lemma 3.8. Similarly,
for a flat vertex, the only non-zero invariants are obtained for gV = 0.

Remark 4.14. A priori, there seems to be a lot of possible insertions: 4 power the number of
edges of P. However, most of them do not contribute to the multiplicity, as we see in Lemma
4.15. �

According to Lemma 4.13, every decomposition diagram with non-zero multiplicity is a dis-
cerning pearl diagram. In particular, all the flat vertices have genus 0, so we can delete them and
get a pearl diagramwith only n = g − 1 vertices. Let Vflat be the set of flat vertices. As non-flat
vertices have genus 1, we have

n+ 1 = g = (n− |Vflat|) + b1(P),

so that there are precisely b1(P) − 1 flat vertices in the pearl diagram. The following lemma
describes the relative position of marked flat vertices on P.

Lemma 4.15. Let P be a pearl diagram such that the associated discerning pearl diagram
has non-zero multiplicity, then each connected component of the complement flat vertices in P
possesses a unique cycle.

Proof. Let P be a pearl diagram and let P be the associated discerning pearl diagram. Consider
a flat vertex V of P, which is associated to some marked point, where we have a point insertion.
By Lemma 3.8(ii), the only way to get a non-zero invariant is to insert the neutral class 1 at each
of the adjacent flags. We thus need to insert point classes at the flags adjacent to neighbors of V .
Therefore, we can disconnect the graph at these marked bivalent vertices, replacing the bivalent
vertex by a pair of univalent vertices, with a point class inserted. As there are b1(P) − 1 flat
vertices in P, the Euler characteristic of the resulting graph is

1− b1(P) + (b1(P) − 1) = 0.

We now consider a connected component Pk of this new graph. Let 1 − gk be its Euler
characteristic, with gk > 0 its genus. By additivity, the sum of Euler characteristics is equal to
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0. We wish to show that 1 − gk 6 0, so that they all are equal to 0 and thus gk = 1 for every
component Pk.

Assume that 1 − gk = 1, so that the component has no cycle: it is a tree. We already have
point insertions at all the outgoing flags, previously adjacent to the cut edges. We can inductively
prune the tree.

∗ Assume V is a non-flat vertex with every adjacent flag but one assigned a point insertion.
By Lemma 3.8(i), to get a non-zero local invariant, we need to insert the neutral class at
the remaining flag. This forces to insert a point class at the flag adjacent to the neighbor
of V , and we can prune the vertex.

∗ If V is a flat vertex (without marked point since those have already been deleted), we
proceed similarly using Lemma 3.8(iii), as the only way to get a non-zero local invariant is
to insert the neutral class at the other flag.

At some point, we are left with a unique vertex with every adjacent flag assigned a point insertion,
which leads to a 0 invariant for dimensional reasons. Thus, we need at least one cycle: 1−gk 6 0.
As
∑

i(1− gk) = 0, then every gk is equal to 1 and we get the result.

Remark 4.16. Notice furthermore that through the proof of Lemma 4.15, the insertions outside
the cycles are uniquely determined (any other choice yields 0 contribution). �

So far, we did not prove that the multiplicity is non-zero since we only deduced necessary
conditions for the latter to be non-zero. This vastly reduces the number of diagrams, since we
only need to care about the pearl diagrams satisfying the condition given by Lemma 4.15

4.2.4 Computation of the diagram multiplicity. Up to now, we did not specify which kind
of bielliptic surface the family was since it did not affect the family of diagrams. However, the
multiplicity of a diagram does depend on which kind of bielliptic surface we look. This only
matters concerning the monodromy going around the direction of the the necklace of P1. Indeed,
the divisors D±

i are all identified with the elliptic curve ‹E, which is the quotient of the elliptic
fiber E by the translational part of the group G. However, there is a monodromy which affects
the cohomology classes, as it acts non-trivially on H1(E,Z). We denote by M this monodromy
in a chosen basis of H1(E,Z). It takes the following values, according to whether St is of type
(a), (b), (c) or (d):

M =

Å
−1 0
0 −1

ã
,

Å
0 −1
1 −1

ã
,

Å
0 −1
1 0

ã
, or

Å
0 −1
1 1

ã
,

whicha re of order n = 2, 3, 4, 6. If we were to consider Abelian surfaces, the monodromy would
be the identity matrix. The action on H1(M,Z) is given by tM . We set τn(h) = 2− trMh, where
tr denotes the trace of a matrix. It is possible to check that the values are indeed the values
given in the introduction. We forget about the index and write only τn if the context does not
require it.

Proposition 4.17. Let P be a pearl diagram. For each component Pk in the complement of
flat vertices, let νk ∈ Z ≃ π1(R/Z) be the class realized by its unique cycle. The multiplicity is
given by

m(P) =
∏

k

τ(νk)
∏

V

anV −1
V σ1(aV )

∏

Eflat

we

∏

E\Eflat

w3
e ,
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where the first product is over the the components Pk, second product over vertices, third
product over the set Eflat edges adjacent to a flat vertex, and last over the remaining edges.

Proof. To compute the multiplicity, we expand each diagonal class to get a sum over all the
possible insertions. Let P be the associated discerning pearl diagram.

Step 1: reducing down to the cycles. We first proceed as in the proof of Lemma 4.15 by
cutting at flat vertices of P and pruning the branches. All the insertions outside the cycles are
uniquely determined.

∗ When cutting a flat vertex, we have a w2
e factor appearing for both adjacent edges since

〈pt0, 1−w, 1w〉
X/D±

0,wp = 1, and we have two adjacent edges.

∗ When pruning a (non-preferred) flat vertex of P, we still have a w factor for the remaining
adjacent edge, but as

〈pt−w, 1w〉
X/D±

0,wp = 〈1−w,ptw〉
X/D±

0,wp =
1

w
,

due to automorphisms, both cancel out, so that we may just not care about these vertices.

∗ Last, when we prune a non-flat vertex, the invariant has value

〈pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

1,aV s+bV p = µ21 · a
nV −1
V σ1(aV ).

We have an additional |µ1| for the edge, yielding the expected exponent 3, and we can prune
the vertex.

Step 2: determining the monodromy around the loops. Once pruned all the possible
vertices, we are left we a disjoint union of cycles. Consider one of them and label its vertices and
edges by [[1;L]]. The monodromy map in homology between the elliptic fiber E1 at the vertex
1 and EL at the vertex l is given by the group action of bielliptic surfaces. Let M denote the
action on homology:

M : H1(E1,Z) → H1(EL,Z),

which is the matrix of the multiplication by −1, i, ρ or −ρ2. We need to take the ν-power where
ν ∈ Z ≃ π1(Γn) is the class realized by the cycle. Thus, the monodromy in cohomology is given
by the transpose:

tMν : H1(EL,Z) → H1(E1,Z),

where EL is the fiber over the L-vertex, and E1 the fiber over the 1 vertex.

Step 3: taking care about each cycle. The pruning algorithm stops due to the presence
of cycles in the components of the complement of marked flat vertices. To finish the computation,
we need to insert one of the four terms in the expression of the diagonal class at each edge of
the cycle, expanding

∏
e δe. The evaluation map at the two marked points corresponding to the

edges adjacent to the vertex i are denoted by ev+i and ev−i . The product of diagonal classes at
the each edge takes the following form:

L−1∏

1

(ev+j × ev−j+1)
∗(δj)× (ev+L × ev−1 )

∗(δL).
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We have the following expression for the diagonal classes:

δj =pt+j + pt−j+1 − α+
j β

−
j+1 + β+j α

−
j+1,

δL =pt+L + pt−1 − α+
Lf

∗(β−1 ) + β+L f
∗(α−

1 ).

The indices j and exponents ± are here to recall to which marked point the class refers: •±j refers

to a marked point mapped to D±
j . The application f denotes the monodromy around the cycle

and has been determined in the second step.

Step 4: finding the insertions with non-zero contribution. We expand the product∏
j δj by replacing each diagonal class by its Künneth decomposition. Lemma 3.8 shows that

given an insertion γ±j , there is a unique insertion γ∓j leading to a non-zero invariant

〈pt0, (γ
−
j )wj−1

, (γ+j )wj
,pt•, · · · ,pt•〉

X/D±

1,aV s+bV p and 〈(γ−j )wj−1
, (γ+j )wj

〉
X/D±

0,wjp
.

More precisely, choose the insertion γ+1 : either 1, pt, α or β.

∗ If γ+1 = pt, then γ−2 = 1 since they are dual basis elements, imposed by the diagonal
insertion for the edge between the vertices 1 and 2. Then, the only way to get a non-zero
invariant at the vertex 2 is to have γ+2 = pt. Thus, the point constraint propagates. The
total insertion is

ev+1 (pt)ev
−
2 (1)ev

+
2 (pt) · · · ev

−
L (1)ev

+
L (pt)ev

−
1 (1)

=ev−1 (1)ev
+
1 (pt)ev

−
2 (1)ev

+
2 (pt) · · · ev

−
L (1)ev

+
L (pt).

∗ We conclude similarly if γ+1 = 1, since we get γ−2 = pt and γ+2 = 1 and the insertion also
propagates, alternating 1 and pt.

∗ We now assume that the insertion γ+1 is α. As the term appearing in the diagonal class is
−α⊗ β, we deduce that γ−2 = −β. The only insertion that yields a non-zero local invariant
at the vertex 2 is α, and we can also propagate the insertion. The difference is that there is
some monodromy when going around the cycle: we get

ev+1 (α)ev
−
2 (−β)ev

+
2 (α) · · · ev

−
L (−β)ev

+
L (α)ev

−
1 (f

∗(−β)).

As all the insertions are 1-cycle, they anti-commute. Thus, when putting the ev−1 (f
∗(−β))

back in front of the product, we get a factor (−1)2L−1 = −1, yielding:

−ev−1 (f
∗(−β))ev+1 (α)ev

−
2 (−β)ev

+
2 (α) · · · ev

−
L (−β)ev

+
L (α).

∗ If we had γ+1 = β, as β⊗α appears in the diagonal class, we get that γ−2 = α. Thus, the only
insertion yielding a non-zero invariant at the vertex 2 is γ+2 = β, and we can propagate. In
the end, we get

ev+1 (β)ev
−
2 (α)ev

+
2 (β) · · · ev

−
L (α)ev

+
L (β)ev

−
1 (f

∗α)

=− ev−1 (f
∗α)ev+1 (β)ev

−
2 (α)ev

+
2 (β) · · · ev

−
L (α)ev

+
L (β).

Step 5: gathering the contributions. We have found four possible choices of insertions,
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each being fully determined by the first insertion γ+1 . For each of them we get

±

∫
∏
[Mj ]

L∏

j=1

(ev−j (γ
−
j )ev

+
j (γ

+
j )
∏

ev∗(pt),

where the second product contains the non-diagonal insertions: the point insertions for the non-
flat vertices, and the insertions coming from vertices adjacent to the cycle. We can split this
integral over each moduli space [Mj ] parametrizing the curves encoded by the vertex j. We
forget about the (unmarked) flat vertices since their contribution is cancelled by the product of
edge weights due to their automorphisms. Consider a non-flat vertex V of valency nV . We have
already computed

〈pt0, αµV
1
, βµV

2
,ptµV

3
, · · · ,ptµV

nV

〉
X/D±

g,ajs+bjp
= −µV1 µ

V
2 · a

nj−1
j σ1(aj),

〈pt0, 1µV
1
,ptµV

2
,ptµV

3
, · · · ,ptµV

nV
〉
X/D±

g,ajs+bjp
= (µV1 )

2 · a
nj−1
j σ1(aj).

If V is the j-th vertex in the cycle, µV1 = ±wj and µV2 = ±wj+1, with signs depending on the
orientation of the edges with respect to the orientation of R/Z. In any case, up to sign, each of
the four possible insertions yields

L∏

1

w2
j

L∏

1

a
nj−1
j σ1(aj).

Concerning the signs in case we insert a 1-cycle, we have seen that is it is negative if and only
if both constraint lie on the same component, i.e. the points where the cycle goes in reverse
direction when mapped to R/Z. There are an even number of such point, so that the signs cancel
each other. To finish, we only need to get rid of the monodromy. Assume that in the basis (α, β),
the matrix of f∗ has the form

(
a b
c d

)
. Then, up to the global factor that we already took care

of, only the first invariant depends on the intersection number between f∗(−β) and α for the α
insertion, and between f∗α and β for the β insertion. They are computed as follows:

f∗(−β) · α = (−bα− dβ) · α, f∗α · β = (aα+ cβ) · β
= d = a.

As a+ d = trf∗, taking into account the minus sign in front of the product of 1-cycle insertions,
we get

2− trf∗.

The 1+1 = 2 is from the insertions of the point class and neutral class at γ+1 , and the trf∗ = a+d
from the insertions of 1-cycle. Gathering this constant term, the vertex contribution and the
product of edge weights, we get the result.

Remark 4.18. If the monodromy is trivial, as in the case of the product of elliptic curve E × F ,
the term 2− trMν = τ(ν) vanishes. we recover that the GW invariant of an abelian surface are
0. If M 6= I2 but Mν = I2 for some ν, we have some diagrams that give a 0 contribution to the
GW invariant. �

Example 4.19. We explicit the formula on the diagrams from Figures 2, 3 and 4.

∗ On Figure 2. The product over edge weights give 23 · 13 · 1 · 1. The vertex contribution is
a21σ1(a1) · a

2
3σ1(a3). Once we removed the flat-vertex, the only cycle is formed by the two

edges linking the vertices 1 and 3, and the homotopy class it realizes is 2 ∈ π1(R/Z). Thus,
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the multiplicity is

τ(2) · a21σ1(a1) · a
2
3σ1(a3) · 8.

∗ The pearl diagram on Figure 3 is easier since there is no flat vertex. If the only edge would
have weight w, we would get

τ(2) · a1σ1(a1) · w
3.

∗ Last, for the diagram on Figure 4, the cycle obtained by removing the flat vertices is 2−4−5,
and realizes the homotopy class 0 ∈ π1(R/Z), so that the diagram has in fact multiplicity
0.

♦

4.3 λ-classes and refinement

In this section, we explain how the multiplicities are modified to deal with the invariants with a
λ-class insertion.

4.3.1 Decomposition formula. We now give the multiplicities that allow to compute the re-
fined invariants. To do so, we use the decomposition formula for λ-class proven in [12, Proposition
3.1].

Proposition 4.20. [12, Prop 3.1] LetM be a finite Deligne-Mumford stack over C, Γ a connected
graph with first Betti number gΓ. For each vertex V let πV : CV → M be a family of genus gV
prestable curves. For each flag V ∈ e, let sV,e : M → CV be a section avoiding nodes. Denote by
π : C → M the curve obtained by gluing the sections corresponding to flags of the same edge,
which is a family of prestable curves of genus g = gΓ +

∑
gV . Then, for every 0 6 j 6 g,

λj,π =
∑

06jV 6gV∑
jV =j

∏

V

λjV ,πV
.

In particular, λg−j,π = 0 if j < gΓ.

We now apply the decomposition formula as in Proposition 4.10 to get the following.

Proposition 4.21. We have the following decomposition:

〈λg−g0 ; pt
g0−1〉Sg,̟ =

∑

P

∑

06jV 6gV∑
jV =j

∏
ewe

|Aut(P)|

∫
∏
[MV ]vir

∏

V

λjV ,πV

∏

e

δe

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt),

where the sum is over the decomposition diagrams with genus g and degree ̟.

Proof. The proof is as the proof of Proposition 4.10, using the expression of the λ-class provided
by [12, Prop 3.1].

4.3.2 From decomposition diagrams to discerning pearl diagrams. Proposition 4.21 assigns
a multiplicity to each decomposition diagram, depending on the λ-class we insert. The latter
expresses as a sum expanding the sum provided by the λ-class decomposition, and the diagonal
classes using Künneth formula. We have Lemma 3.10 that restricts the possible insertions. We
now need an equivalent of Lemma 4.13 to shrink the family of decomposition diagrams that have
a non-zero multiplicity.
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Lemma 4.22. Let P be a decomposition diagram with the insertion of a λ-class at each vertex,
for which the multiplicity is non-zero. We then have the following:

(i) the underlying graph P has genus b1(P) 6 g0,

(ii) each flat vertex has gV = 0 and no λ-class insertion,

(iii) each non-flat vertex has genus gV > 1 and an insertion λgV −1.

Proof. Let P be a decomposition diagram with a λ-class λjV assigned to each vertex. We assume
that the contribution is non-zero. We denote the genus of a vertex V by gV . First, as the λ-class
insertion is g − g0, by Proposition 4.21, we need to have b1(P) 6 g0 for the contribution to be
non-zero, proving (i). Moreover, after expanding the diagonal classes, the integral splits as a sum
over the class insertions. We use the computations and Lemma 3.9 to prove (ii) and (iii).

∗ For a flat vertex, we need to have jV = gV = 0 due to Proposition 3.17 and the vanishing
of invariants with a λ-class. Thus, we need to insert neutral class at the adjacent flags, and
point classes at their other extremities.

∗ For a non-flat vertex, we have jV 6 gV − 1 due to Lemma 3.9.

∗ A non-flat vertex needs to have a least one of the marked point, otherwise the invariant
is always 0 using the action of C∗ on the P1 fibers of X. Furthermore, the dimension of
[MV ]

vir at the given vertex is

gV + (nV + 1)− 1.

It needs to match the dimension of the insertions, which come from λjV of rank jV 6 gV −1,
the point insertion of rank 2, and the insertions γV,e coming from the diagonal classes, whose
ranks add up to at most nV − 1 thanks to [8, Proposition 2.13]. Thus, we get

gV + nV = jV + 2 +
∑

e∋V

rkγV,e 6 jV + 2 + nV − 1 6 gV + nV .

As we have equality, the rank of γV,e add up to nV − 1 and the only possible value of jV for
a non-flat vertex is actually jV = gV − 1.

Thus, the multiplicity associated to a decomposition graph and the λ-class λg−g0 is
∏

ewe

|Aut(P)|

∫
∏

[MV ]vir

∏

V

λgV −1,πV

∏

e

δe

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt).

The choice of genus at the non-flat vertices fully determines the decomposition of the λ-class.
This is similar to the toric picture from [11], where the λ-class insertion used to fill the remaining
constraints yields a top λ-class insertion at the vertex level. Here we also get a “top” λ-class
(equal to λg−1 due to the vanishing of λg). We gather the invariants by taking the generating
series in g:

BGS
g0,̟(u) =

∑

g>g0

〈λg−g0 ; pt
g0−1〉Sg,̟u

2g−2.

Lemma 4.22 proves that the genus at the non-flat vertices is at least 1. Thus, we can restrict
to the discerning pearl diagrams, provided we also sum over any possible genus addition to the
non-flat vertices. We get the following multiplicity:

M(P) =

∏
ewe

|Aut(P)|

∑

gV >1

u2b1(P)+2
∑

gV −2

∫
∏
[MV ]vir

∏

V

λgV −1,πV

∏

e

δe

n∏

1

ev∗i (pt),
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where the sum is over the assignments of genus at every non-flat vertex. Once expanded the
diagonal classes and the integrals split, we show it is possible to factor this sum as a product
over the vertices.

4.3.3 Computation of the diagram multiplicity. We now give a formula for the refined mul-
tiplicity of a discerning pearl diagram. As in the enumerative case, the multiplicity only depends
on the underlying pearl diagram. Lemma 4.15 still applies.

Proposition 4.23. Let P be a pearl diagram. For each component Pk in the complement of
marked flat vertices, let νk ∈ Z ≃ π1(R/Z) be the class realized by its unique cycle. Through the
change of variable q = eiu, the multiplicity is given by

M(P) =
∏

k

τ(νk)
∏

V

RaV (µV )
∏

Eflat

we

∏

E\Eflat

w3
e ,

where the first product is over the the components Pk, the second product over the non-flat
vertices, third product over the edges adjacent to a flat vertex, and the last product over the
edges not adjacent to a flat vertex.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.17.

Step 1: reducing down to the cycles. The first step is verbatim to the enumerative case:
we prune the branches adjacent to the cycles. We start by cutting the marked flat vertices. The
unmarked flat vertices can be removed. When pruning a non-flat vertex, we get

〈λgV −1; pt0, 1µ1
,ptµ2

, · · · ,ptµn
〉
X/D±

gV ,aV s+bV p.

According to the computation from Proposition 3.12, we get µ21 times the coefficient of RaV (µV )
of degree 2gV − 2 + nV .

Step 2: the monodromy around the loop. The latter has already been determined in
the proof of Proposition 4.17.

Step 3: taking care about each cycle. As in the enumerative case, we need to replace
each diagonal class by its Künneth decomposition, expand and split the integral over the vertices.

Step 4: finding the insertions with non-zero contribution. As in the enumerative case,
the choice of the insertion γ+1 fully determines the remaining insertions. Thus, we get four terms
depending on the value of γ+1 = 1, α, β or pt.

Step 5: gathering the contributions. We proceed as in the enumerative case to deal with
the remaining cycles: for each possible choice of insertions at the flag γ+1 at a fixed point over
the cycle, the remaining insertions are fully determined, and we can split over the vertices.

∗ If we insert the point class or the neutral class, after making the generating series over the
possible genus of vertices, we get

∏

e

w2
e

∏

V

RaV (µV ),

for each of them, where the first product is over the edges of the cycle, and the second
product over its vertices.

∗ If we insert instead the class α or β, we can still make the generating series over the possible
genus and use the skew-symmetry. The vertex contribution at a vertex V is

−µ1µ2RaV (µV ).
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As in the enumerative case, if the vertex is the j-th vertex on the cycle, −µ1µ2 = ±wjwj+1

with a negative sign if and only if the flags lie on the same side of the vertex. As there are
an even number of such vertices, they cancel each other, and we also get

−tr(Mν)
∏

e

w2
e

∏

V

RaV (µV ).

5. Regularity of the generating series

In this section, we prove the quasi-modularity of the generating series of Gromov-Witten invari-
ants for bielliptic surfaces. Let S be a bielliptic surface of type (a), (b), (c) or (d), and n = 2, 3, 4
or 6 accordingly. We consider the following double generating series:

FS
g (p, q) =

∑

a,b

〈ptg−1〉Sg,ae+bfp
aqb.

Theorem 5.1. There exists a finite collection of graphs Γ with each assigned: a quasi-modular
form AΓ(p) for SL2(Z), a quasi-modular-form BΓ(q) for Γ1(n), such that

FS
g (p, q) =

∑

Γ

AΓ(p)BΓ(q).

In particular, the generating series is quasi-modular in p for SL2(Z), and in q for Γ1(n) (See
below for definition of the latter).

The graphs over which we sum are actually the pearl diagrams if we forget about the ori-
entation, the weight and heights of the edges along with the homology classes assigned to the
vertices. Generating series are recovered by summing over the possible assignments.

The section is organized as follows. In Section 5.1, we introduce (quasi-)Jacobi forms for
congruence subgroups of SL2(Z) and prove quasi-modularity results concerning their Fourier
coefficients. These results are probably already known to experts on modular forms. We still
include them since finding references on congruence subgroups in the litterature is a little bit
hard. The main result of Section 5.2 is Theorem 5.19, that generalizes [23, Theorem 6.1], dealing
with generating series of graphs, by allowing us to impose congruence conditions on the height
of edges. We then use Theorem 5.19 to prove Theorem 5.1 and give some explicit computations.

5.1 Quasi-modular and quasi-Jacobi forms

We give in this section definitions about quasi-Jacobi forms along with some properties allowing
us to construct quasi-modular forms from the latter. This builds on the work from E. Goujard and
M. Möller [23] and the more direct approach provided by G. Oberdieck and A. Pixton [33]. The
difference is that here we are studying modularity properties with respect to some congruence
subgroups of SL2(Z). Though we follow the same steps, this difference explains the technicalities
we meet along the way.

5.1.1 Modular group and congruence subgroups. We consider the following subgroup of SL2(Z),
called congruence subgroup:

Γ1(n) =

ß
g ∈ SL2(Z) s.t. g ≡

Å
1 ∗
0 1

ã
mod n

™
.
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Remark 5.2. We also have the congruence subgroup

Γ0(n) =

ß
g ∈ SL2(Z) s.t. g ≡

Å
∗ ∗
0 ∗

ã
mod n

™
.

The difference is that diagonal elements can realize different invertible classes modulo n. For
the n of interest to us, i.e. n = 2, 3, 4, 6, the only other invertible element is −1. Thus Γ0(n) is
generated by Γ1(n) and −I2, so that it does not matter for quasi-modularity properties. This is
why we only care about Γ1(n). Generalizations of most statements to Γ0(n) are more technical.

�

The group SL2(Z), also called modular group, acts on Z2. It is thus possible to consider the
semi-direct product Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z). If Λ ⊂ Z2 is a lattice preserved by a subgroup Γ of SL2(Z),
then Λ⋊ Γ is a subgroup of Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z).

Example 5.3. The lattice Z⊕ nZ is preserved by Γ1(n), so that we can consider

Γ1(n) = (Z⊕ nZ)⋊ Γ1(n).

♦

Remark 5.4. A quasi-modular form of weight w and depth p for Γ ⊂ SL2(Z) is a holomorphic
function f : H → C such that there exists holomorphic functions f0 = f, f1, . . . , fp and for any(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ:

(cτ + d)−wf

Å
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
=

p∑

0

fi(τ)

Å
c

cτ + d

ãi
.

We denote by QModw(Γ) the set of quasi-modular forms of weight w for Γ ⊂ SL2(Z). We have a
graded ring QMod(Γ) =

⊕
w QModw(Γ). As these functions are 1-periodic, they can be written

in the variable q = e2iπτ . The graded ring QMod(SL2(Z)) is known to be generated by the
Eisenstein series G2, G4 and G6. �

5.1.2 One and multi-variable quasi-Jacobi forms. Before going to the multivariable case, we
start defining a class of functions on C × H which satisfy some transformation property under
the action of the groups defined above.

Definition 5.5. We say that f : C×H → C is a quasi-Jacobi form of weight w and depth p for
Λ⋊ Γ ⊂ Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z) if it satisfies the following:

(i) it is meromorphic,

(ii) it is elliptic in z: for every (λ, µ) ∈ Λ ⊂ Z2, we have f(z + λ+ µτ ; τ) = f(z; τ),

(iii) it is quasi-modular in τ : there exists meromorphic functions fi : C × H → C such that for
any

(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ ⊂ SL2(Z), we have

(cτ + d)−wf

Å
z

cτ + d
;
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
=

p∑

i=0

fi(z; τ)

Å
c

cτ + d

ãi
.

The definition is extended to the case of functions f : CN ×H → C by taking instead of z a
tuple of complex numbers and requiring the periodicity in each of the coordinates.

Remark 5.6. Sometime, we may omit the argument τ when writing the functions. �
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Example 5.7. ∗ The Weierstrass function ℘ satisfies the equation

(cτ + d)−2℘

Å
z

cτ + d
,
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
= ℘(z; τ).

In that case, since the depth p is 1, we say that it is a Jacobi form for Z2 ⋊SL2(Z) and not
only quasi-Jacobi form. It has a unique pole of order 2 at z ≡ 0 mod 1, τ , where we have
the following Laurent development:

1

(2iπ)2
℘(z; τ) =

1

(2iπz)2
+

∞∑

2

(2l − 1)2lG2l(τ)(2iπz)
2l−2,

which may be taken as a definition of the Eisenstein series G2l.

∗ By differentiating with respect to the z variable, we get

(cτ + d)−s℘(s−2)

Å
z

cτ + d
,
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
= ℘(s−2)(z; τ),

which is thus a Jacobi form of weight s. More generally, the derivative of a quasi-Jacobi
form of weight w is a quasi-Jacobi form of weight w + 1.

∗ When computing generating series of graphs in Section 5.2, we need to consider shifts of
the Weierstrass function: for fixed n and a given k ∈ Z/nZ, we set

℘k(z; τ) = ℘(z − kτ ;nτ).

It is only nτ -periodic and not τ -periodic. Moreover, it satisfies the following transformation
law: if

(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ0(n), using the modularity for ℘ with

Ä
a nb

c/n d

ä
, we have

(cτ + d)−2℘k

Å
z

cτ + d
;
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
= ℘ak(z; τ).

In particular, if a ≡ 1 mod n, we get that ℘k is a Jacobi form for Γ1(n), but not a priori
for Γ0(n). This is the main source of technicalities for the Γ0(n) case.

♦

In particular, for each fixed value of τ , a quasi-Jacobi form induces a meromorphic function
on an elliptic curve Eτ , which is C/〈1, τ〉 in the case of Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z), and C/〈1, nτ〉 in the case
of Γ1(n).

5.1.3 Log-derivative of the Jacobi θ-function. We will need the following auxiliary function.
We refer to [33, Lemma 18] for a precise definition. We denote it by A. It satisfies

A(z + 1; τ) = A(z; τ),

A(z + τ ; τ) = A(z; τ)− 1.

It is not a quasi-Jacobi form since it is only 1-periodic, and has no periodicity in the τ -direction.
The function has poles at 0 modulo 1, τ . We have the following Laurent development at 0:

A(z; τ) =
1

2iπz
−

∞∑

l=1

2lG2l(τ)(2iπz)
2l−1.

It is possible to show that it satisfies a transformation law under SL2(Z):

(cτ + d)−1A

Å
z

cτ + d
;
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
= A(z; τ)− z

c

cτ + d
.
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Moreover, 1
2iπ

∂
∂zA(z; τ) = −℘(z; τ)− 2G2(τ).

5.1.4 Some rings. We now consider some rings of quasi-Jacobi forms in one variable:

∗ Let J be the ring of Jacobi forms for Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z) with at most poles at 0 mod 1, τ . It
is in fact generated by the quasi-modular forms for SL2(Z) (i.e. by the Eisenstein series
G2, G4, G6) and the derivatives of the Weierstrass function ℘. This fact is a special case of
the result proven in [23, Section 5].

∗ Let J (Γ1(n)) be the ring of quasi-Jacobi forms for Γ1(n) having at most poles at 0 mod 1, τ ,
i.e. the kτ modulo 1, nτ and k ∈ Z/nZ.

These rings are graded by the weight of the forms, and we denote by J (w) the graded pieces.

Example 5.8. All the quasi-Jacobi forms considered in example 5.7 belong to these rings. ♦

Now we give some rings of several variables Jacobi forms.

∗ Let JN be the ring of N variables Jacobi forms for Z2 ⋊ SL2(Z) generated by G2, G4 and
G6 along with ℘(s)(zi − zj ; τ). They have poles at most on the diagonals zi ≡ zj mod 1, τ .

∗ Let JN (Γ1(n)) be the ring of N variables quasi-Jacobi forms generated by quasi-modular
forms for Γ1(n) and the shifts ℘(s)(zi − zj − kτ ;nτ). They have at most poles along the
diagonals zi − zj ≡ kτ mod 1, nτ .

5.1.5 Quasi-modular forms out of Quasi-Jacobi forms. We now follow the steps from [33,
Appendix] and prove a quasi-modularity results for periods and coefficients of quasi-Jacobi forms.
We start with the coefficients in the Laurent development of a quasi-Jacobi form, and the one
variable case before getting to the multivariable setting. In each case, we state the result for
SL2(Z), already known from [33] and [23], and its analog for the congruence subgroups Γ1(n).

Lemma 5.9. We have the following:

(i) If f ∈ J (w) and f(z; τ) =
∑

r cr(τ)z
r, then cr(τ) ∈ QModw+r(SL2(Z)).

(ii) If f ∈ J (w)(Γ1(n)) and f(kτ + ε; τ) =
∑

r ck,r(τ)ε
r , then ck,r(τ) ∈ QModw+r(Γ1(n)).

Proof. The quasi-modularity comes from the quasi-modularity for f , and identification of coef-
ficients in the Laurent development. Let f be a quasi-Jacobi form, and let

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) for

which it is quasi-modular. To avoid burdening notations, assume f is in fact a Jacobi form. Let
kτ be a pole of f . We write

f(kτ + ε; τ) =
∞∑

r=−M

ck,r(τ)ε
r.

Thus, we get

(cτ + d)−wf

Å
k
aτ + b

cτ + d
+

ε

cτ + d
;
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
=(cτ + d)−w

∞∑

−M

ck,r

Å
aτ + b

cτ + d

ãÅ
ε

cτ + d

ãr

=f(akτ + kb+ ε; τ)

=
∞∑

−M

cak,r(τ)ε
r.
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Identifying coefficients, we get

(cτ + d)−w−rck,r

Å
aτ + b

cτ + d

ã
= cak,r(τ).

(i) For the first case we take k = 0 and
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) to conclude.

(ii) For
(
a b
c d

)
∈ Γ1(n), we have a ≡ 1 mod n, so that we also get the quasi-modularity.

It is possible to relate periods of quasi-Jacobi forms to coefficients in the Laurent development,
thus showing that they are also quasi-modular forms thanks to Lemma 5.9. For a quasi-Jacobi
form f ∈ J , we define its constant term by

[f ]0 =

∫

Cα

f(z; τ)dz,

where Cα is the path t ∈ [0; 1] 7→ t + iα, and 0 < α < Im τ . Due to the periodicity condition
and the fact that f(z; τ)dz is closed, the result does not depend on the choice of α. It is actually
a period of the meromorphic form f(z; τ)dz on the elliptic curve Eτ . For quasi-Jacobi forms for
Γi(n), the result depends on a mod nIm τ since we have poles not only at 0. Thus, we define

[f ]k =

∫

Cα

f(z; τ)dz,

with kIm τ < α < (k + 1)Im τ .

Lemma 5.10. We have the following:

(i) If f ∈ J (w), then [f ]0 ∈ QModw(SL2(Z)).

(ii) If f ∈ J (w)(Γ1(n)), then for any k, [f ]k ∈ QModw(Γ1(n)).

Proof. We use the function A which is 1-periodic but satisfies A(z + τ ; τ) = A(z; τ) − 1. Thus,
given a quasi-Jacobi form f , the product F (z; τ) = f(z; τ)A(z; τ) is 1-periodic and satisfies

F (z + nτ ; τ) = F (z; τ)− nf(z; τ).

The integral of F over Cα and Cα+nτ differ precisely by
∫
Cα+nτ

nf(z; τ)dz:
∫

Cα

Fdz −

∫

Cα+nτ

Fdz = n

∫

Cα

fdz.

Furthermore, as Cα − Cα+nτ is the boundary of α 6 Im z 6 α + nIm τ in the cylinder C/〈1〉.
Hence, by the residue theorem, the integral is equal to the sum of the residues of F at its poles,
which are precisely the kτ with imaginary part between α and α+ nIm τ . The developments of
f and A at kτ are

f(kτ + z; τ) =
∑

r

ck,r(τ)z
r and A(kτ + z; τ) =

1

2iπz
− k −

∞∑

l=1

2lG2l(τ)(2iπz)
2l−1.

Thus, 2iπ times the residue at kτ of their product is

ck,0(τ)− (2iπ)kck,−1(τ)−
∑

2lG2l(τ)(2iπ)
2lck,−2l(τ).

We then make the sum over α < kIm τ < α + nIm τ . As coefficients of f at each pole are
quasi-modular by Lemma 5.9, we get the expected quasi-modularity.
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Example 5.11. The proposition allows for an explicit computation of the period provided we
know the Laurent development of f at its poles. For instance, for f = ℘, we get that its period is
a modular form for SL2(Z). For the ℘k, we conclude that its period is modular for Γ1(n). ♦

5.1.6 Quasi-modular forms out of multivariable quasi-Jacobi forms. We now define periods
for a multivariable quasi-Jacobi form. Recall that we view these as functions on the product
of elliptic curves EN

τ , having poles at most along the diagonals zj − zi ≡ kτ mod 1, nτ (with
n = 1 in the case of SL2(Z)). Taking the imaginary part of the coordinates, we have a projection
π : EN

τ → RN
τ , where Rτ = R/〈nIm τ〉. We denote by ∆τ the set of diagonals in RN

τ . We integrate
quasi-Jacobi forms along fibers of this projection, which are real tori of dimension N , obtained
by varying the real part of coordinates. This generalizes the 1-dimensional case, since the paths
Cα are the fibers of the projection Eτ → Rτ . The connected components of RN

τ −∆τ are indexed
by a discrete data Σ, and we label the corresponding component UΣ. For α ∈ RN

τ −∆τ , belonging
to some connected component UΣ, we denote by Tα the torus fiber over α.

Let f ∈ JN be a quasi-Jacobi form in N variables. We set

[f ]Σ =

∫

Tα

f(z1, · · · , zN ; τ)dz1 · · · dzN ,

where α is any element of UΣ. It is a function in τ . It does not depend on α ∈ UΣ since the fibers
are cobordant and the holomorphic form is closed. The integral can be computed by successively
integrating over each variable zi.

Remark 5.12. In the case of SL2(Z), a connected component of RN
τ is fully determined by the

cyclic order on its coordinates. For Γ1(n), we also need to recall the position of these coordinates
with respect to the diagonals xj−xi ≡ kIm τ mod nIm τ for k 6= 0. So they depend on a different
discrete data Σ: the cyclic order of the remainder of the imaginary part modulo Im τ , and the
kij for which kijIm τ < xj − xi < (kij + 1)Im τ . �

The goal is to show that these functions [f ]Σ(τ) are quasi-modular forms for Γ1(n).

Theorem 5.13. We have the following:

(i) If f ∈ J
(w)
N , then [f ]Σ(τ) ∈ QMod6w(SL2(Z)).

(ii) If f ∈ J
(w)
N (Γ1(n)), then [f ]Σ(τ) ∈ QMod6w(Γ1(n)).

The first statement is proven in [33]. We adopt a similar approach to prove the second
statement, proceeding by induction on the number of variables. The proof goes through two
main steps:

• proving that the residue along one of the diagonals after multiplication by some power of
A1N = A(z1 − zN ) is still a quasi-Jacobi form,

• using the integration trick from the one variable case to compute at least one integral and
reduce to the first case.

The proof requires the use of residues along the diagonals. In [33], they are denoted as right
operators Rab taking residue along za ≡ zb mod 1, τ . Notice that since we consider products with
A, we lose the τ -periodicity. Here, as we have several diagonals, we denote by Rk

ab the residue
operator taking the residue over the diagonal za − zb ≡ kτ mod 1. We denote the composition of
residue operators as follows:

Rk2···kl
i1···il

= Rk2
i1i2

· · ·Rkl
il−1il

.
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Lemma 5.14. For f ∈ J
(w)
N (Γ1(n)) and any r > 0, then

(fAr
i1im)R

k2···km
i1···im

∈ J
(w+r−m+1)
N−m+1 (Γ1(n)).

Proof. The is verbatim to [33, Lemma 20]. We prove it by induction assuming that f is a
monomial in the functions ℘k:

∗ Assume we have only one residue: (fAab)R
k
ab. We write f = f̃fkab, where fab regroups all

the ℘
(s)
k (za − zb; τ), having a pole on the considered diagonal. As the Laurent coefficients of

Aab and fkab along the diagonal are quasi-modular forms, a direct computation shows that
the residues of f̃(fkabAab) are as well.

∗ To complete the induction, assume we take one residue of the form (fAac)R
k
ab with b 6= c.

We still write f = f̃fkab. Now, Aac has no pole along the diagonal za − zb ≡ kτ mod 1, τ .
Thus, we get

(fAr
ac)R

k
ab =

∑
Coeff(za−zb−kτ)−l(fkab)

1

(l − 1)!

∂l−1

∂zl−1
a

(f̃Ar
ac)|za=zb+kτ .

As the derivative of A expresses in terms of ℘, the right-hand side expresses as a sum of
terms of the form gAs

bc, and we conclude by induction.

Lemma 5.15. Let f ∈ JN (Γ1(n)) be a quasi-Jacobi form. There exists polynomials Qk2···kl
i1···il

such
that we have

[f ]Σ =
∑

l>1

∑

i1,··· ,il
k2,··· ,kl∈Z/nZ

î
fQk2···kl

i1···il
(A1N )Rk2···kl

i1···il

ó
ft(Σ)

,

where (i1, · · · , il) is an sequence of distinct elements of [[1;N ]] with i1 = 1, il = N , and ft(Σ) is
the component of RN−l+1

τ −∆ obtained from Σ by merging the coordinates zi1 , · · · , zil through
the residue operator.

Remark 5.16. In the case of SL2(Z) treated in [33], the choice of Σ is equivalent to the choice of
a permutation σ, there is no choice of ki, and the polynomials Qi1···il are explicitly chosen to be

Q(X) =

Å
X + l − 2− gi1i2 − · · · − gilil+1

l − 1

ã
,

with gab = 1σ(a)>σ(b) . For the case of Γ1(n), the notations are more heavy, but the spirit is the
same. �

Proof. We proceed by induction to prove that for any L,

[f ]Σ =

L∑

l=1

∑

i1,··· ,il
06k2,··· ,kl<n

î
fQk2···kl

i1···il
(A1N )Rk2···kl

i1···il

ó
0,Σ

,

with ik distinct elements, i1 = 1, il = N when l < L (and no condition on iL). It then suffices
to take L = N +1. Let α ∈ UΣ, so that we compute the integral of f on Tα, with α chosen such
that 0 < αi < nIm τ .

◦ The equality is true for L = 1 since it just amounts to [f ]Σ = [f ]Σ.

◦ To get the spirit of the induction, we continue with the case L = 2. To do so, we consider
f as a function of z1 depending on the remaining variables. We compute the integral over
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z1 using the function

fA1N = f(z1, . . . , zN ; τ)A(z1 − zN ; τ),

which satisfies

(fA1N)(z1 + nτ, z2, . . . , zN ; τ) = (fA1N )(z1, . . . , zN ; τ)− nf(z1, . . . , zN ; τ).

Moreover, it has poles exactly at the z1 ≡ zj + kτ mod 1, nτ for every other coordinate zj
and possible choice of k ∈ Z/nZ. We integrate over Cα1

− Cα1+nτ :∫

Cα1

fA1Ndz1 −

∫

Cα1+nτ

fA1Ndz1 = n

∫

Cα1

fdz1.

Meanwhile, as Cα1
− Cα1+nτ is the boundary of {α1 6 Im z1 6 α1 + nIm τ}, the residue

theorem yields 2iπ times the sum over the residues:
∫

Cα1

fdz1 =
1

n

∑

i2 6=1

k̃2

(fA1N)Rk̃2
1i2
,

where ‹k2 is subject to the condition

α1 < αi2 +
‹k2Im τ < α1 + nIm τ.

This latter condition is for the pole to belong to the domain with boundary Cα1
−Cα1+nτ . It is

possible to reduce ‹k2 modulo n up to translating the argument. If we write ‹k2 = n·q(‹k2)+k2,
with 0 6 k2 < n, then

(fA1N )Rk̃2
1i2

= f(A1N − nq(‹k2))Rk2
1i2
.

Each term under the sum is now a function in the variables (z2, · · · , zN ), since z1 has been
set equal to zi2 + k̃2τ when taking the residue. Making the integral over the remaining
variables yields the desired equality for L = 2.

◦ We now assume the equality is true for some L. Consider a term for which iL 6= N :

fQk2···kL
i1···iL

(A1N )Rk2···kL
i1···iL

.

It depends on the N −L+1 variables z1(= zi2 = · · · = ziL) and zj for j 6= 1, i2, · · · , iL. We
now perform the integral over ziL . To use the same integration trick, we look for a function
H such that

H(ziL + nτ) = H− fQk2···kL
i1···iL

(A1N )Rk2···kL
i1···iL

.

Let P be a polynomial such that

P (X − n)− P (X) = −Qk2···kL
i1···iL

,

and set H = fP (A1N )Rk2···kL
i1···iL

. We thus have

fP (A1N )(z1 + nτ)− fP (A1N )

=fP (A1N − n)− fP (A1N )

=− fQk2···kL
i1···iL

(A1N ).

As the residue commute to translation operators, successive integration show that H satisfies
the desired relation. The choice of P can be made explicitly with binomial coefficients in the
SL2(Z) case from [33]. We then apply residue theorem by integrating over CαiL

−CαiL
+nτ .
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The function H has divisors along ziL ≡ ziL+1
+ kL+1τ mod 1, nτ for any possible choice of

iL+1 distinct from i1, · · · , iL, and kL+1. The residue theorem ensures that
∫

CαiL

fQk2···kL
i1···iL

(A1N )dziL =
∑

iL+1 6=i1,··· ,iL
k̃L+1

fP (A1N )Rk2···kL
i1···iL

R
k̃L+1

iLiL+1
.

The integer k̃L+1 has to satisfy

αiL < αiL+1
+ k̃L+1Im τ < αiL + nIm τ.

As in the L = 2 case, it is possible to translate each k̃L+1 to take it between 0 and n, by
writing k̃L+1 = n · q(k̃L+1) + kL+1, 0 6 kL+1 < n, and setting

Q
k2···kL+1

i1···iL+1
= P (X − nq(k̃L+1)).

Integrating with the remaining variables allows us to conclude the induction.

We now get to the proof of the main result of the section.

Proof of Theorem 5.13. We proceed by induction on the number of variables N .

◦ The result is true for N = 0 since there is no variable. The result is also true for N = 1 since
there are no diagonals in this case, so no poles, implying that the functions are constant in
z.

◦ We now assume that the result is true for function with at most N − 1 variables. Using
Lemma 5.15, we can write

[f ]Σ =
∑

l>1

∑

1=i1,··· ,il=n
06k2,··· ,kl<n

î
fQk2···kl

i1···il
(A1N )Rk2···kl

i1···il

ó
Σ
.

Then, Lemma 5.14 ensures that each of the member is a quasi-Jacobi form with fewer
variables. Therefore, the induction hypothesis allows us to conclude the quasi-modularity.

Remark 5.17. As the polynomials Q•
• are not of pure degree, the quasi-modular forms we obtain

are of mixed weight. In [33], we recover quasi-modular forms of pure weight by summing over all
the connected components of RN

τ −∆τ . �

5.2 Quasi-modular forms out of graph sums

5.2.1 Generating series of graphs. In this section we prove a result that generalizes [23,
Theorem 6.1]. The statement is as follows. We consider R/Z with its natural orientation, and
with N marked points 0 < x1 < · · · < xN < 1, labeled by elements of [[1;N ]]. Let Γ be a graph
with vertices also labeled by [[1;N ]]. This does not determine a map from Γ to R/Z since we also
need to specify the image of the edges. This is done by the following data:

∗ an orientation on Γ, which we denote by G ∈ Γ as in [23],

∗ the number of turns that the image of the edge makes in R/Z, which amounts to give the
length of any edge, pulling back the metric from R/Z.
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Figure 5. A graph with a specified orientation and height define a map to R/Z.

The second data amounts to assign to any edge the number of times it crosses 0 ∈ R/Z, called
height. We have he > 0 if the image of the vertices are in the same order in [[1;N ]], and he > 0 if
they are in the reverse order.

Example 5.18. On Figure 5 we give a graph Γ with a given orientation in (a). We also give a
height to the edges, which defines a map to R/Z. The edges between 6 and 1, and 1 and 3 have
height 1 since they pass once through 0 (i.e. between 1 and 6). The edge between 2 and 5 passes
through 0 twice, so it has height 2. ♦

For every edge of Γ, we choose an even integer me, and denote m = (me). In [23], the authors
consider the following generating series

S(Γ,m) =
∑

G∈Γ

S(G,m), where S(G,m) =
∑

w,h

∏

e

wme+1
e qwehe

∏

V

δ(V ),

where the sum is over the possible assignments w and h of weight and height to each edge of Γ,
and δ(V ) is the divergence condition at the vertex V : it is 1 if the sum of incoming weights is
equal to the sum of outcoming weights, and 0 else. The weights we are positive integers. Theorem
6.1 from [23] states that the functions S(Γ,m) are quasi-modular forms of weight

∑
e(2 +me).

Here, we refine this statement by allowing congruence conditions on the heights.

5.2.2 Generating series of graphs with congruence conditions. Let Γ be a graph, L the set
of edges that are loops, and e a subset of edges of Γ. For an edge e ∈ e, we fix a condition:

∗ If e ∈ L is a loop, we fix a subset Υe ⊂ Z/nZ which is stable by multiplication by an element
of (Z/nZ)×.

∗ If e is not a loop, assume it is oriented, and denote by e the edge with reversed orientation.
We fix an element µe ∈ Z/nZ, and µe = −µe for the reverse orientation.

We have thus define a function µ on any edge chosen in e (not a loop) with choice of orientation.
We denote this set of constraints by µ. We consider the refined generating series:

S(Γ,m, e,µ) =
∑

G∈Γ

S(G,m, e,µ), where S(G,m, e,µ) =
∑

h,w

∏

e

wme+1
e qwehe

∏

V

δ(V ),
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where in the sum over h,w is over the assignments of height and weight as the classical case from
[23], but where h is subject to the following additional condition: if e ∈ e is a loop, he ∈ Υe, and
if e is not a loop, oriented with the orientation induced by G, we need to have he ≡ µe mod n.

Theorem 5.19. For any graph Γ, subset of edges e and function µ, the refined generating series
S(Γ,m, e,µ) is a quasi-modular form for Γ1(n) of weight

∑
(2 +me).

5.2.3 Propagator functions. The proof of Theorem 5.19 follows the steps as in [23]. The idea
is to relate the generating series to the period of a suitably chosen quasi-Jacobi form. To find this
quasi-Jacobi form, we introduce propagators defined using the Weierstrass function. The latter
admits the following Fourier development in ζ = e2iπz and q = e2iπτ , valid for 1 > |ζ| > |q|:

℘(z; τ) =
1

12
+

ζ

(1− ζ)2
+

∞∑

h,w=1

w(ζw + ζ−w − 2)qhw.

◦ We have the propagator from [23], defined as P (z; τ) = ℘(z; τ) + 2G2(τ). Assuming that
1 > |ζ| > |q|, it admits the following Fourier development:

P (z; τ) =
∞∑

h=0

∞∑

w=1

wζwqhw +
∞∑

h=1

∞∑

w=1

wζ−wqhw,

and the following Laurent development at 0:

P (z; τ) =
1

(2iπz)2
+

∞∑

l=1

(2l − 1)2lG2l(τ)(2iπz)
2l .

◦ We then define the shifted propagators: Pk(z; τ) = P (z + kτ ;nτ).

Lemma 5.20. The shifted propagators admit the following Fourier development, which is valid
for |q|−k > |ζ| > |q|n−k:

Pk(z; τ) =
∑

h>0
h≡k[n]

∞∑

w=1

wζwqhw +
∑

h>1
h≡−k[n]

∞∑

w=1

wζ−wqhw.

Proof. We evaluate the Fourier development of the propagator P at (z+kτ, nτ). Since q = e2iπτ

and ζ = e2iπz , this as the effect of replacing q by qn and ζ by ζqk. The development is thus valid
as long as |q|n < |ζ||q|k < 1. Thus, we get

Pk(z; τ) =
∞∑

h=0

∞∑

w=1

wζwqw(nh+k) +
∞∑

h=1

∞∑

w=1

wζ−wqw(nh−k).

In the first sum, we set h′ = k+nh, and in the second sum, h′ = nh− k, yielding the result.

5.2.4 Loop contribution. We start by deleting the loops from the graph Γ. Let L be the set
of loops in Γ and let Γ0 be the graph where we removed those loops. We still denote by m, e, µ
the data associated to Γ0, forgetting about the loops.

Lemma 5.21. The generating series of Γ factors as follows:

S(Γ,m, e,µ) = S(Γ0,m, e,µ)
∏

e∈L

Se,

where Se is quasi-modular for SL2(Z) is e /∈ e, and for Γ1(n) if e ∈ e.
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Proof. As loops are adjacent to a unique vertex, their weight does not impact the value of δ(V ).
Thus, weights and heights are chosen independently, and this choice does not depend on the
orientation. Thus, we can factor

∑
he,we

wme+1
e qhewe out of S(G,m, e,µ) for any orientation on

Γ.

∗ If e /∈ e, then we are as in [23]:
∞∑

h,w=1

wm+1qhw = Em(q),

where the above is the definition of Em, the Eisenstein series, shifted to get 0 first coefficient,
and are quasi-modular forms.

∗ If e ∈ e, we get
∞∑

h=1
h∈Υ

∞∑

w=1

wme+1qhw.

where Υ = Υe is the chosen congruence constraint. We show by induction on n that for any
(Z/nZ)×-orbit Υ of Z/nZ, the above series is a quasi-modular for Γ1(n), using Em(q). The
orbits of Z/nZ are of the form Υn(d) = {k ∈ Z/nZ|gcd(k, n) = d}. We denote by F d

n(q) the
corresponding generating series.

◦ If n is a prime number, we have two possible classes Υ: {0} and (Z/nZ)−{0}, for which
the series are respectively

F 0
n(q) = Em(qn) and F 1

n(q) = Em(q)− Em(qn).

The first is quasi-modular for Γ1(n), and thus, so is the second.
◦ If n is not prime, for d 6= 0, h ∈ Υn(d) if and only if d|h and h

d ∈ Υn/d(1), so we have

F d
n (q) = F 1

n/d(q
d).

In particular, the induction ensures the quasi-modularity for d 6= 1. For d = 0, we have
F 0
n(q) = Em(qn), so we also have the quasi-modularity. As

F 0
n(q) +

∑

d|n

F d
n (q) = Em(q),

we also conclude to the quasi-modularity of F 1
n(q).

Example 5.22. We have the following expressions:

◦
∑

h≡0 mod 2w
m+1qhw = Em(q2),

◦
∑

h≡1 mod 2w
m+1qhw = Em(q)− Em(q2),

◦
∑

h≡0 mod 3w
m+1qhw = Em(q3),

◦
∑

h≡1,2 mod 3w
m+1qhw = Em(q)−Em(q3),

◦
∑

h≡2 mod 4w
m+1qhw = Em(q2)− Em(q4).

♦

Remark 5.23. It may be possible to enhance Lemma 5.21 by proving the quasi-modularity for
different type of congruence constraints. For instance, Υe being of the form {±k}. However, we
are only interested in the values n = 2, 3, 4, 6, for which sets of this form are actually orbits,
where the expression can be made explicit. �
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5.2.5 Contour integrals and graph propagator. We now assume that the graph is without
loop. Let Γ be a loopless graph, with vertices indexed by [[1;N ]]. It is endowed with a natural
orientation, where for any edge e, the labels of the extremities are increasing. For an edge e, let
e− and e+ be the labels of its extremities. We associate the following propagator function:

PΓ,m,e,µ(z; τ) =
∏

e/∈e

P (me)(ze− − ze+ ; τ)
∏

e∈e

P (me)
µe

(ze− − ze+ ; τ).

In other terms, we use the shifted propagator if e ∈ e, and the usual propagator if not. The
variables are indexed by the labels of the vertices, i.e. by [[1;N ]].

Proposition 5.24. The refined generating series for Γ is the constant Fourier coefficient for
PΓ,m,e,µ on the domain 1 > |ζi|

|ζj |
> |q| for any i < j:

[PΓ,m,e,µ]Σ = S(Γ,m, e,µ).

Proof. On the given domain, the equations |q|−k > |ζi|
|ζj |

> |q|n−k are always satisfied, so that we

are allowed to use the Fourier developments of the propagators. We thus expand the product
to get a series with coefficients being Laurent monomials in the variables ζi. Each propagator
expresses as a sum of two series, the one where ζ has positive exponents, and the one where
they are negative. Choosing one of them amounts to choose an orientation of the corresponding
edge in Γ, which we reflect by the choice of ǫe = ±1. A choice of 1 means the orientation is with
increasing labels, and decreasing labels if −1. We expand the graph propagator, yielding

PΓ,m,e,µ =
∑

ǫe=±1

∑

w,h

∏

e

wme+1
e qhewe

Å
ζe+
ζe−

ãǫewe

,

where the sum over ǫe = ±1 means over all the assignments of a ±1 to each edge, and for each

e ∈ e, we have he ≡ ǫeµe, we going from 1 to ∞. The monomial
∏

e

(
ζe+
ζe−

)ǫewe

can be rewritten
∏N

1 ζ
δ(i)
i , where

δ(i) =
∑

e:e+=i

ǫewe −
∑

e:e−=i

ǫewe,

is the difference between the sum of ingoing and outgoing weights. Let γ(t) = t+iy with 0 6 t 6 1
and 0 < y < Im τ , and γ̃ = e2iπγ . We have

∫

γ
ζwdz =

∫

γ̃
ζw−1 dζ

2iπ
= δ0,w.

Thus, the integral of a monomial is 1 precisely when the choices of weights make the graphs
balanced. Therefore, we have

∫
PΓ,m,e,µ =

∑

G∈Γ

∑

w,h

∏

e

wme+1
e qhewe

∏

V

δ(V ),

which is the required generating series.

Proof of Theorem 5.19. We have shown in Lemma 5.21 that the generating series of any graph
can be factored between the loop contribution, which is quasi-modular, and the generating series
for the associated loopless graph. Furthermore, Proposition 5.24 expresses the generating function
as the constant Fourier coefficient of the propagator associated to the loopless graph. Theorem
5.13 states that the latter is quasi-modular since the propagator is a quasi-Jacobi form.
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5.3 Generating series of Gromov-Witten invariants and explicit computations.

5.3.1 General Statement. We now apply Theorem 5.19 to get the quasi-modularity of gen-
erating series of Gromov-Witten invariants, proving Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. For each given class ae + bf, the genus g GW-invariant decomposes as a
sum over the genus g pearl diagrams of degree ae + bs. Forgetting about the orientation, the
homology classes ̟V of the vertices, weights we and heights he of the edges, pearl diagrams are
merely genus g graphs with vertices labeled from 1 to N (the number of points constraints), of
which there are a finite number.

Conversely, given such graph Γ we can get back a pearl diagram by choosing decorations:
vertex homology classes given by a = (aV ), orientation G ∈ Γ, edge heights h = (he), and edge
weights w = (we) such that we have a balanced graph. We denote by PΓ(G,a,h,w) the obtained
pearl diagram. We can consider the generating series

SΓ =
∑

G∈Γ

∑

a

∑

h,w

m (PΓ(G,a,h,w))
∏

V

paV
∏

e

qhewe ,

so that the generating series of GW-invariants FS
g (p, q) is actually

∑
Γ SΓ. To conclude, we use

the expression for the multiplicity:

m (PΓ(G,a,h,w)) =
∏

V

anV −1
V σ1(aV )

∏

k

τ(νk)
∏

Eflat

we

∏

E\Eflat

w3
e .

◦ First, we can factor the sum over a, which gives

AΓ(p) =
∏

V

(
∞∑

aV =1

anV −1
V σ1(aV )p

aV

)
=
∏

V

DnV −1E2(p),

where the product is over the non-flat vertices.

◦ Concerning the sum over G ∈ Γ, h and w, it is handled by Theorem 5.19. We choose me = 0
for any edge e in Eflat, and me = 2 else. The value of τ(νk) only depends on the chosen
orientation and heights. Moreover, the function τ takes the same values in ν and −ν, which
are precisely orbits modulo (Z/nZ)× for n = 2, 3, 4, 6. Let γ be one of the cycles involved.

∗ If the cycle consists in a unique edge, necessarily a loop, ν is equal to the height of
the unique edge. The function τ can thus be written as a linear combination of 1Υ(he),
where he is the height of the unique edge, and Υ goes over the (Z/nZ)×-orbits of Z/nZ,
all of the form {±k} for n = 2, 3, 4, 6.

∗ If the cycle γ contains more than one edge. Choose an orientation G ∈ Γ, encoded by
(ǫe)e. For e ∈ γ, let ηe = ±1 such that the cycle γ is written

γ =
∑

e∈γ

ηee.

The class ν realized by the cycle γ is
∑

e∈γ

ηeǫehe ∈ Z.

Indeed, the edge e with orientation given by G realizes the class he, and the orientation
in the cycle γ differs by ηeǫe. The function τn(ν) can be expressed as a linear combination
of 1k+nZ(ν), for k ∈ Z/nZ. Furthermore, for each k, there is only a finite number of
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1

Figure 6. The unique genus 2 pearl diagram up to choice of weight/height.

ke ∈ Z/nZ such that ∑

e

ηeke ≡ k mod n.

Thus, we have

1k+nZ

Ä∑
ηeǫehe

ä
=

∑

(ke):
∑

ηeke≡k

∏

e

1ke+nZ(ǫehe) =
∑

(ke):
∑

ηeke≡k

∏

e

1ǫeke+nZ(he).

Expanding, we get that the the generating series is a linear combination of generating
with congruence constraints, as dealt with in Section 5.2, allowing us to conclude that
BΓ(q) is quasi-modular for Γ1(n) by Theorem 5.19.

5.3.2 Explicit computations. To illustrate the regularity result, we now explicitly compute
some of the generating series of GW-invariants for fixed genus. We set E2k(p) =

∑∞
w,h=1w

2k−1pwh

to be the shifted Eisenstein series with 0 constant term.

Example 5.25. We start with the genus 2 invariant. There is a unique pearl diagram of genus
2, depicted on Figure 6, and it consists in a unique non-flat vertex, and a unique loop. The
generating series over a is

AΓ(p) =
∞∑

a=1

aσ1(a)p
a = DE2(p),

and the generating series over b depends on the choice of the weight and height for the unique
edge. It consists exactly in the loop contribution:

∞∑

w,h=1

τn(h)w
3qwh.

As the function τn(h) takes constant values for h in the same (Z/nZ)×-orbit of Z/nZ, we get to
express it as a sum of E4(q

•). More precisely, we get the following values for BΓ(q) depending
on the type of the bielliptic surface,

(a) 4E4(q)− 4E4(q
2),

(b) 3E4(q)− 3E4(q
3),

(c) 2E4(q) + 2E4(q
2)− 4E4(q

4),

(d) E4(q) + 2E4(q
2) + 3E4(q

3)− 6E4(q
6).

♦
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(I) (II)

Figure 7. The two genus 3 pearl diagrams up to labeling, orientation and choice of weight/height.

Example 5.26. We now compute the generating series for genus 3. This time we get two kinds of
pearl diagrams, depicted on Figure 7: the one with a unique non-flat vertex, a loop and a pair
of edge connected to a flat vertex, and the one with two non-flat vertices.

◦ For the first kind of diagram (type I), we have two labelings and the two orientations are
the same up to symmetry. The generating series for a is

AΓI
(p) =

∞∑

a=1

a3σ1(a)p
a = D3E2(p).

For the generating series in b, the loop contribution is the same as in the genus 2 case, and
for the pair of parallel edges linking both vertices, we get

∑

w>1
h1>0,h2>1

w2qw(h1+h2) =
∞∑

w,h=1

w2hqwh = DE2(q).

Thus, BΓI
(q) has the following values:

(a) DE2(q)
[
4E4(q)− 4E4(q

2)
]
,

(b) DE2(q)
[
3E4(q)− 3E4(q

3)
]
,

(c) DE2(q)
[
2E4(q) + 2E4(q

2)− 4E4(q
4)
]
,

(d) DE2(q)
[
E4(q) + 2E4(q

2) + 3E4(q
3)− 6E4(q

6)
]
.

◦ For pearl diagrams of the second kind (type II), the a-series is obtained by assigning numbers
a1, a2 to the two vertices:

AΓII
(p) =

∑

a1,a2

a1σ1(a1)a2σ1(a2)p
a1+a2 = DE2(p)

2.

For the b-series, we have to choose the heights of each edge:
∑

h1>1,h2>0
w>1

w6τ(h1 + h2)q
w(h1+h2) =

∑

h,w>1

w5(hw)τ(h)qhw .

If we did not have the τ(h1 + h2), we would get
∑

h,w>1w
5(hw)qwh = DE6(q). With the

term, we get as in the genus 2 case evaluations at some q•, yielding the following values for
BΓII

(q):

(a) 4DE6(q)− 8DE6(q
2),

(b) 3DE6(q)− 9DE6(q
3),

(c) 2DE6(q) + 4DE6(q
2)− 16DE6(q

4),
(d) DE6(q) + 4DE6(q

2) + 9DE6(q
3)− 36DE6(q

6).
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Figure 8. The different genus 4 pearl diagrams up to labeling, orientation and choice of
weight/height.

In total, for the surfaces of type (a), we get

FS
3 (p, q) = 4D3E2(p)DE2(p)

[
E4(q)− E4(q

2)
]
+ 4DE2(p)

2
[
DE6(q)− 2DE6(q

2)
]
.

♦

Example 5.27. We do not make the extensive computation but provide the necessary diagrams
involved in the computation of the generating series for genus 4. ♦

Example 5.28. We compute the refined generating series of refined invariants for genus 2. There
is a unique diagram up to the labeling of of the edge by height and weight. Furthermore, when
inserting the refined vertex multiplicity, we need to choose k|aV . Setting aV = kl, we sum over
the choices k, l, h, w and get the following generating series:

−

∞∑

k,l,h,w=1

τ(h)(qwk/2 − q−wk/2)2lwpklqwh.

Stress that the variables q (variable of the refined invariants) and q (variable of the generating
series) are not the same. To remove ambiguity, let us set q = eiu and expand to get the generating
series of invariants with a λ-class:

(qwk/2 − q−wk/2)2 =− 4 sin2
Å
kw

2
u

ã

=− 2(1 − cos(kwu))

=− 2

∞∑

g=2

(−1)g

(2g − 2)!
(kwu)2g−2.

Thus, we get that the term in front of u2g−2 is

2
(−1)g

(2g − 2)!

∞∑

k,l,w,h=1

τ(h)lk2g−2w2g−1pklqwh

=2DE2g−1(p)

∞∑

h,w=1

τ(h)w2g−1qwh.
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For instance, in the case of bielliptic surfaces of type (a), we get

∑

a,b>1

〈λg−2; pt〉
S
g,ae+bfp

aqb = 8
(−1)g

(2g − 2)!
DE2g−2(p)(E2g(q)− E2g(q

2)).

♦
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