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Loop Space Formalism and K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality

Xiaohan Yan

Abstract

In this paper, we prove the quantum Serre duality for genus-zero K-theoretic permutation-invariant

Gromov-Witten theory. The formulation of the theorem relies on an extension to the formalism of loop

spaces and big J -functions more intrinsic to quantum K-theory. With the extended formalism, we also

arrive at a re-interpretation of the level structures in terms of twisted quantum K-theories. We discuss

the torus-equivariant theory in the end, and as an application generalize the K-theoretic quantum Serre

duality to non-primitive vector bundles over flag varieties.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Some background

In Gromov-Witten (GW) theory, one practical idea is to express the counting problem on more com-
plicated varieties in terms of such problem on better-understood ones, possibly with some modification on
the deformation-obstruction theory of the moduli spaces. In Coates-Givental [9], the authors considered the
so-called twisted GW theory of a smooth projective variety X , under the very general settings where the
virtual fundamental cycles on the moduli spaces of stable maps to X are capped with a cohomological class
determined by pc, Eq, with c an invertible characteristic class and E a vector bundle over X , and expressed
the twisted GW invariants (of all genera) in terms of untwisted ones. By taking c as the Euler class and E
as a convex bundle, they were able to prove the quantum Lefschetz theorem which recovers the GW theory
of complete intersections (cut out by generic sections of E) on X , providing thus a new proof to the mirror
formula [5] for curve-counting on quintic threefolds and extending several earlier results. Moreover, with a
fiberwise Cˆ-action, the authors also found out that the GW invariants twisted by pEu´1, E_q are closely
related to those of pEu, Eq. In this way, they identified the GW theory of a subvariety Y in X defined by a
global section of E with the GW theory of the total space of E_, which generalizes an observation made in
[11, 12] on projective spaces. In the genus-zero case, such relation specializes to an identification of the two
twisted Givental cones up to scaling.

Such correspondence, which is named quantum Serre duality (qSD), or non-linear Serre duality, exists in
various generalized settings as well. The closest formulation came in Tseng [42] where the author studied
extensively the twisted GW theory for orbifolds (smooth DM stacks) and proved qSD for such targets. In
Iritani-Mann-Mignon [27], the authors formulated qSD as a duality between the quantum D-modules. Under
such interpretation, the authors proved that the duality admits a non-equivariant limit, and that it is com-
patible with the integral structures in quantum cohomology introduced in Iritani [26]. Such construction was
generalized to non-compact orbifolds by Shoemaker in [40] through consideration of the narrow cohomology.
In quasimap (defined for GIT quotients in [8]) settings, Heath-Shoemaker [25] proved that qSD-type corre-
spondence holds true directly on the level of virtual fundamental cycles and thus for individual two-point
quasimap invariants.

The quantum Serre duality has led to various applications in the field. In Lee-Priddis-Shoemaker [36],
the authors combined qSD with the so-called MLK correspondence, which relates certain LG models with
orbifold GW theory, and thus provided a new proof of the LG/CY correspondence (introduced in [7]) in
terms of crepant transformation conjecture. A D-module formulation of the LG/CY correspondence [6] is
recovered by Shoemaker [39] using the narrow cohomology construction mentioned above. Moreover, in their
proof of the crepant transformation conjecture for toric complete intersections, Coates-Iritani-Jiang [10] used
qSD to convert the quantum cohomology of such targets into the quantum cohomology of the total spaces
of their dual bundles, which are toric objects and thus have simpler structure. More recently, Mi-Shoemaker
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[33] studied the the GW theory of varieties related by extremal transitions, further demonstrating the utility
of qSD in birational geometry.

Due to the relation known as the adelic characterization [23, 17] between quantum K-theory and quantum
cohomology, a K-theoretic version of the above story should exist as well. Quantum K-theory was introduced
by Givental and Lee [13, 31, 22] to study a K-theoretic variation of the GW invariants. The counterpart in
quantum K-theory of the virtual fundamental cycles are the virtual structure sheaves, defined as elements
in the K-groups of the moduli spaces. More recently, by considering stable envelopes on Nakajima quiver
varieties and of hyperplane arrangements, Aganagic, Okounkov, Smirnov and collaborators [34, 2, 35, 37, 30,
1] have revealed more relations of quantum K-theory with representation theory (of Lie groups and quantum
groups) and finite-difference equations (e.g. the qKZ equations).

Twisted K-theoretic GW invariants of smooth projective varieties were studied by Tonita [41] and under
permutation-invariant settings by Givental [21]. A K-theoretic version of the quantum Lefschetz theorem was
established as a special case of the so-called quantum Adams-Riemann-Roch (qARR) theorem. Moreover,
in genus-zero case and under the assumption that KpXq is generated by line bundles, one may recover
from limited information the entire twisted Givental cone using the Dq-module structure studied in [16] and
even further the big quantum K-ring [28] using a different system of difference operators. Such assumption
is slightly relaxed in [24] and [43] to include grassmannians and partial flag varieties, through the idea of
abelian/non-abelian correspondence. In a different direction, however, a K-theoretic analogue of the qSD is
still missing.

1.2 Main theorems

In this paper, we derive the K-theoretic quantum Serre duality (KqSD) for genus-zero permutation-
invariant quantum K-theory, using the language of Givental cones. We hope that the results here may serve
as a starting point to extend the story in quantum cohomology as above into the realm of quantum K-theory.

Consider smooth projective variety X and primitive vector bundle E over X (i.e. generated by line bun-
dles in KpXq). We study the relation between the pEu, Eq-twisted quantum K-theory and the pEu´1, E_q-
twisted theory, where Eu is the equivariant (thus invertible) K-theoretic Euler class. As before, the former
may roughly be regarded as a counting problem on the subvariety Y of X cut out by a generic section of E,
while the latter as on the total space of E_.

One key observation of this paper is that in K-theoretic settings, however, the most natural connection is
no longer directly from the pEu, Eq-twisted Givental cone to the pEu´1, E_q-twisted one, but rather involves
an extra level structure. Level structures as defined in Ruan-Zhang [38] as a feature of quantum K-theory,
modify the virtual structure sheaves in a different way from the more classical twistings of the type pc, Eq for
c an invertible (K-theoretic) characteristic class. For integer l, we denote by LX,pEu,E,lq the pEu, Eq-twisted

Givental cone further with level-l structure of E, and similarly by LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q the pEu´1, E_q-twisted
Givental cone further with level-pl ` 1q structure of E_. Then, our correspondence is in between these two
cones. To ensure invertibility, we introduce an auxiliary fiberwise Cˆ-action on E, and denote its equivariant
parameter by µ´1. We state the main theorem in the following two forms, in terms of either µ or µ´1.

Theorem A (K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

`
Q1
i

˘di
¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,E,lq

with J1
d independent of Q1

i pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq, we have

J2 “ Eupµ´1Eq ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q1
i ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d P LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q.

Theorem B (K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

`
Q2
i

˘di
¨ J1

d P LX,pEu,E,lq
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with J1
d independent of Q2

i pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq, we have

J2 “ EupµE_q ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q2
i ¨

`
´ql`1

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q

The more precise statements, as well as the definition (and motivation) of the modified Novikov variables
Q1
i and Q

2
i , will be given in Section 5.1. We state the two versions above separately because they hold true

under different settings. Yet, they both follow from one “root” theorem (Theorem 2).

The two theorems indicate that, no matter expressed in terms of µ or µ´1, LX,pEu,E,lq and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q

differ by a global scaling followed by a change on the Novikov variables. In this way, we obtain a K-theoretic
version of the Coates-Givental result [9]. The content of this duality is different from the one with the same
name in [21].

1.3 Idea of proof and the rational loop space formalism

The proof involves the other key observation of this paper, more technical this time, that the level
structures may in fact be interpreted as certain limit of the composition of two invertible twistings, i.e.
of certain types pc, Eq, whose effects on the Givental cones are already understood by the qARR theorem
given in [21]. By definition, an invertible twisting of the type pc, Eq modifies the virtual structure sheaf

Ovirt
g,m,d of the moduli space ĎMg,mpX, dq by replacing it by its tensor product with cpV q “ e

ř
k
ckΨ

kpV q, where

V “ ft˚ ev˚ E (see Section 2.3) is a (virtual) vector bundle over ĎMg,mpX, dq. Meanwhile, the level structure

pE, lq modifies Ovirt
g,m,d by det´lpV q (see Section 2.4), which may formally be re-written as det´lpV q “

˜
p´1qrankV ¨

Λ˚
´µV

_

Λ˚
´µ´1V

¸l
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
µ“1

“ p´1ql rankV ¨

«
exp

˜
´l

ÿ

ką0

µk
Ψ´kpV q

k

¸
¨ exp

˜
l

ÿ

ką0

µ´kΨ
kpV q

k

¸ffˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
µ“1

.

Here Λ˚
´µ refers to the µ-weighted alternate sum of exterior powers and Ψk the k-th Adams operation.

With the appearance of µ (and µ´1), the two exponential factors on RHS are both invertible K-theoretic
characteristic classes of V . Taking the limit at µ “ 1 recovers the level structure. As we will see, when l “ 1,
the first factor comes exactly from twisting of the type pEu, Eq; the second factor, of the type pEu, Eq_

according to our notation later in this paper, is closer when E “ TX to the one considered in Liu [32] which
produces balanced “vertex functions”. In fact, the KqSD implies that the effect on the Givental cones of the
pEu, Eq_-twisting is similar to that of the pEu´1, E_q-twisting.

In order to take proper limit of µ and thus realize the idea of composition above, however, we need
a careful treatment of the convergence issues. Since the expression above involves both µ and µ´1, we
encounter essentially a two-sided infinite sum which is ill-defined.

Our solution involves an overhaul of the loop space formalism, where we extend the domain of definition
of the big J -functions, generating functions of genus-zero K-theoretic GW invariants whose images are
exactly the Givental cones in consideration, to allow inputs being not only Laurent polynomials in q but also
certain rational functions in q with poles away from roots of unity. It is the main goal of Section 3 (after
necessary preparation in Section 2 regarding the classical theory) to understand such extension as well as
several of its variations, called the rational loop spaces, and study their relations. Section 3 is also where
the main technicality of this paper resides. As we will see, the extended domain of definition is somehow
more intrinsic to quantum K-theory. We expect the strategy of studying such rational loop spaces and their
reduction to have broader applications in genus-zero quantum K-theory than the consideration in this paper
of level structures and quantum Serre duality.

Combining the new loop space formalism with the Dq-module structure on the Givental cones, we arrive

at interpreting the effect of the two factors on RHS (of the formula of det´lpV q) above in a way without
reference to power series expansion. Moreover, it acquires a well-defined limit at µ “ 1. In this way, we
provide a simpler proof to the result in [38] (see Theorem 1) which does not require working directly with
the adelic characterization [17]. The details are carried out in Section 4. Such re-interpretation enables us
to study the effect of the level structures, in genus-zero case, under the more classical scenario of (invertibly)
twisted K-theoretic GW theory (in the sense of [41, 21] as mentioned above).
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Eventually, we prove the KqSD in Section 5, under the assumption that E is primitive in KpXq (that is
to say, E “

ř
j ˘fj P KpXq for line bundles fj). The idea is still to express the level structures in terms

of invertible twistings, so the proof resembles largely those in the preceding section, except that we will no
longer need to take the limit at µ “ 1 in the end, as the fiber-wise Cˆ-action on E is indispensable here.
The deduction will be done in several different variations of the generalized loop spaces defined in Section
3, leading to different versions of the KqSD. When E is convex, the appearance of big J -functions suggest
indeed that a non-equivariant limit at µ “ 1 should exist, perhaps in the context of quantum D-modules
[27], but we do not discuss such limit in the present paper.

1.4 Torus-equivariant theory and the assumption on primitivity

In Section 6, we explore how the assumption of E being primitive in the KqSD may be relaxed over
(partial) flag varieties via consideration of the torus-equivariant theory. For such purpose, we set up the
rational loop space formalism further under torus-equivariant settings, and derive a torus-equivariant version
of the KqSD using the recursive characterization developed in Givental [14]. We give the precise statements
in Section 6.2.

When X “ Flagpv1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , vn;Nq, the torus-equivariant KqSD on its associated abelian quotient Y , where
all bundles are primitive, reduces to the non-torus-equivariant KqSD for any given non-primitive bundle E
over X . Here we write out the statements only for the case where E “ Vj p1 ď j ď nq is the j-th tautological
bundle over X . They are corollaries of Theorem 3.

Corollary A (KqSD for flag varieties). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq

řvi
s“1

dis ¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,Vj ,lq

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q1), we have

J2 “ Eupµ´1Vjq ¨
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

`
Q1
i ¨

`
´q´l¨δi,j

˘˘řvi
s“1

dis
¨ J1

d P L
X,pEu´1,V _

j ,l`1q.

Corollary B (KqSD for flag varieties). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

pQ2
i q

řvi
s“1

dis ¨ J1
d P LX,pEu,E,lq

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q2), we have

J2 “ EupµV _
j q ¨

ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

´
Q2
i ¨

´
´q´pl`1q¨δi,j

¯¯řvi
s“1

dis
¨ J1

d P LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q.

1.5 Acknowledgement

I owe much thanks to my PhD advisor Alexander Givental for suggesting this problem and for providing
many beautiful insights. This material is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation
under Grant DMS-1906326 and by ERC Consolidator Grant ROGW-864919.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper unless otherwise stated, we assume X is a smooth projective variety. We fix line
bundles P1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pn such that tc1pPiquni“1 form a basis of H2pXq. Then, we may express any integral curve
class d P H2pXq in terms of a tuple of integers pdiq

n
i“1 where di “ ´xc1pPiq, dy. For simplicity, we assume

that the effective cone of curve classes is contained in pZě0qn Ă Zn. We also fix an additive basis tφαuαPA

of KpXq. We denote by tφαuαPA its dual basis under the Poincaré pairing on KpXq:

xφα, φ
α1

y :“ χpX ;φα b φα
1

q “ δα
1

α .
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2.1 Big J -function

We review the basics of permutation-invariant quantum K-theory below. For a more complete introduc-
tion, see for example Givental [20, 18].

Let ĎMg,mpX, dq be the moduli space of genus-g stable maps to X with homological degree d and m

marked points. We denote by evi : ĎMg,mpX, dq Ñ X p1 ď i ď mq the evaluation map at the i-th marked
point, sending the stable map f : pC; p1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmq Ñ X to the value fppiq P X . We denote by Li p1 ď i ď mq
the universal cotangent line bundle at the i-th marked point. Then, the K-theoretic permutation-invariant
Gromov-Witten invariants (or “correlators”) are defined as

xaLk1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , aLkmySm

g,m,d :“ χSm

˜
ĎMg,mpX, dq;Ovirt

g,m,d b
mâ

i“1

ev˚
i paqLki

¸
,

for a P KpXq and k P Z. Here Ovirt
g,m,d is the virtual structure sheaf on ĎMg,mpX, dq introduced by Lee

[31], a K-theoretic analogue of the virtual fundamental cycle from the usual Gromov-Witten theory. χSm

denotes the Sm-invariant part of the virtual holomorphic Euler characteristic, which is naturally an Sm-
representation. In fact, Sm acts on ĎMg,mpX, dq by permutation of marked points, and the bundle given
above is invariant under pull-back along such action because

• evi p1 ď i ď mq and Li p1 ď i ď mq are both compatible to permutation of marked points;

• we have the same input a and k at all marked points.

Equivalently, one may directly take the holomorphic Euler characteristic over r ĎMg,mpX, dq{Sms.
When not all of a and k are the same, however, the virtual holomorphic Euler characteristic is no longer

representation with respect to the entire Sm-action, but only action of a subgroup H Ă Sm. In such cases,
given partition m “ m1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `ms and H “ Sm1

ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Sms
Ă Sm, we may define correlators of the form

xa1L
k1
1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , a1L

k1
m1
, a2L

k2
m1`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , a2L

k2
m1`m2

, ¨ ¨ ¨ , asL
ks
m yHg,m,d

for any a1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , as P KpXq and k1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ks P Z. Moreover, it is not hard to see that the same construction
applies not only for monomial inputs, but for Laurent polynomials in Li as well. In other words, for Laurent
polynomials t1pqq, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tspqq with coefficients in KpXq, we may define correlators of the form

xt1pL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t1pLm1
q, t2pLm1`1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t2pLm1`m2

q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tspLmqyHg,m,d

From now, we focus on the genus-zero theory. In Gromov-Witten-type theories, genus-zero invariants
are recorded in the generating function commonly known as the big J -function. By definition, the big
J -function of the permutation-invariant quantum K-theory of X is

JXptq “ 1 ´ q ` tpqq `
ÿ

diě0,mě0,αPA

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ φαx
φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmqySm

0,m`1,d,

where Qi p1 ď i ď nq are formal variables called the Novikov variables keeping track of the degrees of curves,
and t “ tpqq “

ř
k tkq

k P KpXq b Λrq, q´1s is a Laurent polynomial. Here Λ is a base coefficient ring
containing the Novikov variables. We take the invariant part with respect to H “ Sm “ S1 ˆ Sm Ă Sm`1

for correlators in JX with m` 1 marked points, as only the last m marked points have the same input t.
Two remarks are in place regarding the definition above of the big J -function. First, the expression

φα{p1´ qL0q is not a Laurent polynomial in L0, so its meaning is still unclear. We postpone the details until
Section 3, and only remark here that the idea is to view it as certain Taylor expansion in L0. The expansion
will be different on different “Kawasaki strata” of the inertia stack Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms, but will always
have only finite terms, and will have coefficients being rational functions in q with poles at roots of unity.

Second, one may notice that we have only defined the correlators for input t “ tpqq being a Laurent
monomial in q with coefficient in KpXq, but in the big J -function we need coefficients in KpXq b Λ, which
are Λ-linear combinations of elements in KpXq. Such extension to Λ-linear combinations is, however, not
direct due to the Sm-action. Essentially, we need to decompose the Sm-invariant dimension as the average of
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trh over all h P Sm, and eventually the result relies on the so-called λ-algebra structure on Λ. For motivation
and details of such construction, the readers are referred to [20].

A λ-algebra is an algebra incorporated with a series of endomorphisms Ψk pk P Zě0q called the Adams
operations. For the simplest case of Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, they are defined by ΨkpQiq “ Qki p@1 ď i ď nq.
We note that for this Λ, there exists an ideal Λ` “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq Ă Λ, with respect to the adic topology of
which Λ is complete. The ideal is compatible with the Adams operation in the sense that ΨkpΛ`q Ă Λ`.
Moreover, KpXq naturally admits a structure of λ-algebra as well, through ΨkpP q “ P k for any line bundle
P P KpXq.

For convergence issues, we will consider only Λ`-small inputs t “ tpqq P KpXq b Λ`rq, q´1s for our
big J -function, and in such case JXptq P KpXq b Λpqq is well-defined as a rational function in q with
coefficients in KpXqrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, or alternatively, a formal power series in Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn with coefficients
being KpXq-valued rational functions in q. We will come back to the topic of convergence in more detail.

Later in this paper, we will very often need to extend the pair pΛ,Λ`q above to a larger λ-algebra with
chosen ideal, usually by adding in certain equivariant parameters. We always assume that properties above
remain unchanged

• the Adams operations on Λ still satisfy ΨkpQiq “ Qki p@1 ď i ď nq;

• there is still an ideal Λ` Ă Λ with ΨkpΛ`q Ă Λ` and Qi P Λ` p1 ď i ď nq, such that Λ is complete
with respect to the Λ`-adic topology.

2.2 Loop space formalism and pseudo-finite-difference (PFD) operators

The geometry of JXptq is better understood under the loop space formalism, which we introduce below.
For simplicity of notation, we consider the minimal coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss here. Other cases
may be treated in the same way.

Let K “ KpXq b Λpqq be the space of KpXq b Λ-valued rational functions in q. It admits an symplectic
(i.e. non-degenerate anti-symmetric) pairing over Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss

Ωpf ,gq “ Resq‰0,8xfpq´1q,gpqqy
dq

q
,

where x¨, ¨y is the Poincaré pairing onKpXq defined earlier. K admits a Lagrangian polarizationK “ K`‘K´

where the two Lagrangian subspaces are given by

K` “ KpXq b Λrq, q´1s, K´ “ tf P K|fp0q ‰ 8, fp8q “ 0u.

More precisely, K´ contain reduced rational functions (i.e. the degree of numerator is strictly less than the
degree of denominator) in q with no pole at q “ 0. Under such polarization, the input t “ tpqq of the big
J -function is an element in K`, while the value JXptq is an element in K whose projection to K` is exactly
1 ´ q ` tpqq.

We denote by LX Ă K the image of JX . It can be proven [18] that LX resides in an overruled cone
through the origin. In fact, by our assumption on tpqq P K` being Λ`-small, LX is exactly the Λ`-small germ
of the overruled cone at 1´q. Moreover, LX admits aDq-module structure, a property we will use throughout
the paper. We formulate this property as the lemma below, in terms of the operators Piq

QiBQi p1 ď i ď nq

which act on K by Piq
QiBQi ¨

śn
j“1Q

dj
j “ Piq

di ¨
śn
j“1Q

dj
j and trivially on terms without Novikov variables.

Lemma 1. LX is invariant under operators of the following two forms

O1 “ exp
`
DpPqQBQ , qq

˘
, O2 “ exp

˜
ÿ

ką0

ΨkpDpPqkQBQ , qqq

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
,

where D is any Λ`-small Laurent polynomial expression.

Here we use the abbreviated notation

PqQBQ “ pP1q
Q1BQ1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq

QnBQn q

6



and the Adams operations act by

ΨkpQiq “ Qki , Ψkpqq “ qk, ΨkpPiq
kQiBQi q “ P ki q

kQiBQi .

We call operators like O1 and O2 the pseudo-finite-difference (PFD) operators, and denote by P the group
generated by them. LX is invariant under the action of P . A proof of the lemma may be found in [19].

2.3 Invertible twisting

We review in this section the twisted K-theoretic Gromov-Witten invariants as considered in [41, 21].
We call such twisting invertible as it is determined by an invertible K-theoretic characteristic class c, given
in the exponential form

cpV q “ exp

˜
ÿ

k

ck ¨ ΨkpV q

¸

by constants ck. Note that in K-theory, the Adams operation Ψk may also be defined for k P Zď0, simply as
Ψ´k of the dual. Fixing such c and an element E in KpXq, we may define over ĎMg,mpX, dq a new virtual
structure sheaf

O
virt,pc,Eq
g,m,d :“ O

virt
g,m,d b cpEg,m,dq “ O

virt
g,m,d b exp

˜
ÿ

k

ck ¨ ΨkpEg,m,dq

k

¸
,

where Eg,m,d “ ftm`1,˚ ev˚
m`1E is an element in the K-group of ĎMg,mpX, dq defined through the forgetting

map ftm`1 and evaluation map evm`1 appearing in the diagram below.

Mg,m`1pX, dq
evm`1

//

ftm`1

��

X

Mg,mpX, dq

With the modified virtual structure sheaves, the same construction as in Section 2.1 gives rise to the pc, Eq-

twisted correlators x¨y
H,pc,Eq
g,m,d for any subgroup H “ Sm1

ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Sms
Ă Sm, and thus the pc, Eq-twisted big

J -function, where tφαuαPA is now taken as the dual basis to tφαuαPA of KpXq under the pc, Eq-twisted
Poincaré pairing

xφα, φ
α1

ypc,Eq :“ χpX ;φα b φα
1

b cpEqq “ δα
1

α .

We denote by JX,pc,Eq the twisted big J -function, and by LX,pc,Eq its image. LX,pc,Eq is still an overruled
cone in K, and is invariant under the action of PFD operators. For a more complete treatment, see [21].

One special case is what we call the Euler-type twisting. It appears originally in the context of quantum
Lefschetz theorems, which express the quantum K-theory on complete intersections in X in terms of the
theory on X . The Euler-type twisting is also indispensable for our statement of the KqSD.

To this end, we endow E with a auxiliary fiber-wise C
ˆ-action with character µ´1, and consider c “ Eu

the equivariant Euler class. For convenience of notation, we sometimes write µ´1E instead of E to emphasize
the Cˆ-action. By definition, the modification applied to the virtual structure sheaf Ovirt

g,m,d, in the pEu, Eq-

twisted theory, is exactly Eupµ´1Eg,m,dq, where for any element V ´W in the K-group of ĎMg,mpX, dq with
V and W both vector bundles, the equivariant Euler class is given by

EupV ´W q “

ř
ip´1qiΛiV _

ř
ip´1qiΛiW_

.

µ is introduced here solely for the invertibility and convergence purposes, as we now explain. We specialize
to the genus-zero theory. When E is nef, the fiber of E0,m,d over the stable map f : pC; p1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmq Ñ X

is simply H0pC; f˚Eq, so Eupµ´1E0,m,dq is a well-defined element in Kp ĎM0,mpX, dqqrµs. When E is not
nef, however, the fiber looks like H0pC; f˚Eq ´ H1pC; f˚Eq, and thus Eupµ´1E0,m,dq lives no longer in
Kp ĎM0,mpX, dqqrµs but rather in its fraction field, which creates problem in computation.
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One of the most natural ways of resolving this problem is to consider Taylor expansion in µ so that
Eupµ´1E0,m,dq becomes a well-defined element in Kp ĎM0,mpX, dqqrrµss. In this way, for the pEu, Eq-twisted
theory, we consider

• the enlarged coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, µss with Ψkpµq “ µk,

• and the adic topology given by the ideal Λ` “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, µq.

In this case, it is not hard to see that JX,pEu,Eq is well-defined for any tpqq P KpXq b Λ`rq, q´1s, and
the value JX,pEu,Eqptq is well-defined as a formal power series in Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn and µ with coefficients being
KpXq-valued rational functions in q, located in the Λ`-small neighborhood of 1 ´ q in K. In other words,
LX,pEu,Eq is a Λ`-germ at 1 ´ q for the enlarged pair pΛ,Λ`q above. Now, expanding Eupµ´1Eg,m,dq with
respect to µ, we have

Eupµ´1 ¨Eg,m,dq “ exp

˜
´

ÿ

ką0

µk ¨ Ψ´kpEg,m,dq

k

¸
.

Through the quantum Adams-Riemann-Roch (qARR) formula developed in [21], one may express rather
explicitly the pc, Eq-twisted image cones LX,pc,Eq in terms of the untwisted cone LX . Applying directly the
qARR formula, we obtain

Proposition 1. The pEu, Eq-twisted big J -function has image cone LX,pEu,Eq “ lpEu,Eq ¨ LX , where

l
pEu,Eq “ exp

˜
´

ÿ

ką0

µk ¨ qkΨ´kpEq

kp1 ´ qkq

¸

Both cones are regarded as in the loop space K with the enlarged coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, µss.

Assume now E (and thus E_) is generated by line bundles in KpXq. In other words,

E_ “
rÿ

j“1

˘ fj “
rÿ

j“1

˘ fjpP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq P KpXq

for line bundles fj p1 ď j ď rankEq which are monomials in P1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pn. We assume for simplicity of notation
there are only positive terms, and thus r “ rankE. By Lemma 1, we have LX,pEu,Eq “ DpEu,Eq ¨ LX , where

DpEu,Eq “ exp

˜
´

rankEÿ

j“1

ÿ

ką0

µk ¨ qkpfjpP
k
1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P kn q ´ fjpP

k
1 q

kQ1BQ1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P kn q
kQnBQn qq

kp1 ´ qkq

¸

differs from lpEu,Eq only by a PFD operator. Despite of its intimidating form, DpEu,Eq acts on Novikov
variables in an enjoyable way:

DpEu,Eq ¨ Qd “ exp

˜
´

rankEÿ

j“1

ÿ

ką0

µk ¨ qkp1 ´ q´kxc1pfjq,dyq ¨ fjpP
k
1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P kn q

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
¨ Qd

“ exp

¨
˝´

rankEÿ

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyÿ

s“1

ÿ

ką0

µk ¨ qks ¨ fjpP
k
1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P kn q

k

˛
‚¨Qd

“
rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p1 ´ µ ¨ qs ¨ fjq ¨ Qd.

If a certain summand fj comes with a negative sign in the decomposition of E_, we simply need to invert
the factors involving fj. Therefore, we obtain the following proposition, equivalent to Proposition 1.

Proposition 2. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX with Jd P KpXqrrµsspqq, we have

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p1 ´ µ ¨ qs ¨ fjq
˘1

P LX,pEu,Eq
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Note that
ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1 here refers more precisely to

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“´8 {

ś0

s“´8, and thus resides actually in the
denominator if xc1pfjq, dy ą 0. Therefore, unless E may be decomposed into a sum of nef bundles in KpXq,
terms involving µ emerge in the denominator, and they should always be regarded as its Taylor expansion at
µ “ 0. Such interpretation will lead to a problem in our treatment of the KqSD, which is exactly the reason
why the “classical” loop formalism that we have been using by far will not be sufficient. We will explain the
details later.

For later use, we also consider modified virtual structure sheaves of the following form, which we call
pEu, Eq_-twisted, closely related to the pEu, Eq-twisted version above:

O
virt,pEu,Eq_

g,m,d :“ Ovirt
g,m,d b Eu´1ppµ´1Eg,m,dq_q.

By applying the qARR formula to its µ´1-expansion

Eu´1ppµ´1Eg,m,dq_q “ exp

˜
ÿ

ką0

µ´k ¨ ΨkpEg,m,dq

k

¸

and pairing with suitable PFD operators as above, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX with Jd P KpXqrrµ´1sspqq, we have

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd
śrankE
j“1

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1

`
1 ´ µ´1 ¨ q´s ¨ f´1

j

˘˘1
P LX,pEu,Eq_

.

The equality holds in the loop space with the enlarged coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, µ
´1ss this

time, and all µ´1-terms appearing in the denominator should be regarded as its Taylor expansion in µ´1.

2.4 Level structures

Level structures are introduced by Ruan and Zhang in [38], where a determinant-type modification is
applied to the virtual structure sheaves and the corresponding quantum K-theory with level structures is
considered. Such twisting arises only in quantum K-theory but not in its cohomological prototype. As we
will see later in this paper, level structures play an essential role in the K-theoretic quantum Serre duality.

Given vector bundle E over X and integer l, we may consider the modified virtual structure sheaves

O
virt,pE,lq
g,m,d :“ O

virt
g,m,d b det´lpEg,m,dq,

where by definition detpV ´ W q “ detpV q b detpW q´1. The generating function JX,pE,lq of correlators
defined in the same way as in Section 2.1 but using virtual structure sheaves so modified, is called the big
J -function with level structure pE, lq. We denote its image cone in the loop space by LX,pE,lq. Note that
similar to the case of Euler-type twisting of Section 2.3, the dual basis vectors tφαuαPA used in the definition
of J pE,lq are now taken with respect to the correspondingly modified Poincaré pairing on KpXq

xφα, φ
α1

ypE,lq :“ χpX ;φα b φα
1

b det´lpEqq “ δα
1

α .

According to [38], LXpE,lq is related to LX in the following way. We still assume the decomposition in
KpXq of E_ into line bundles has no negative terms

E_ “
rankEÿ

j“1

fj “
rankEÿ

j“1

fjpP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq

and recognize that we invert the corresponding factors if any fj is endowed with a negative sign.

Proposition 4. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX with Jd P KpXqpqq, we have

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

„
f

´xc1pfjq,dy
j q

xc1pfj q,dypxc1pfj q,dy´1q

2

l
P LX,pE,lq
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As an easy corollary, LX,pE,lq and LX,pE
_,lq differ only by the change of variables Qi ÞÑ Qi ¨ qc1pEqi p1 ď

i ď nq, where c1pEqi p1 ď i ď nq are the integer coefficients when we express c1pEq P H2pXq as a linear
combination of the basis vectors c1pPiq p1 ď i ď nq of H2pXq.

We end this section with another (attempt of) interpretation of the level structures. Indeed, we do not
need a priori the auxiliary equivariant parameter µ for the consideration of level structures. However, the
resemblance between the formulae in Proposition 2, 3, and 4 suggests certain intrinsic relation. Indeed, as
we have mentioned in Introduction, for any element V in the K-theory,

det´1pµ´1V q “ p´1qrankV ¨
Eupµ´1V q

EupµV _q
.

Taking V “ Eg,m,d, it is not hard to see that the twisting of the pE, lq-level structure on the virtual structure
sheaves is, up to a sign, exactly the composition of the pEu, Eq-twisting and the pEu, Eq_-twisting above,
specialized at µ “ 1. The sign here is, for genus-zero case,

p´1qrankE0,m,d “ p´1qrankE`xc1pEq,dy.

In algebraic terms, to elucidate the relation even more, we may further re-write the expression appearing
in Proposition 4 by

f
´xc1pfjq,dy
j q

xc1pfj q,dypxc1pfjq,dy´1q

2 “ p´1q´xc1pfjq,dy ¨

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1 p1 ´ µ ¨ qs ¨ fjq

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1

`
1 ´ µ´1 ¨ q´s ¨ f´1

j

˘

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
µ“1

.

The numerator and denominator on RHS are exactly what have appeared in Proposition 2 and 3, created by
the pEu, Eq- and pEu, Eq_-twisting respectively; the sign here differs from earlier only by p´1qrankE , which
may exactly be absorbed into the discrepancy of the correspondingly twisted Poincaré pairings on KpXq.

The deduction above is inviting as it seems to provide us with a strategy of realizing the level structures
in terms of (the composition of) the more well-studied invertible twisting. However, we should note that the
computation is so far only formal, as Proposition 2 requires expansion in µ while Proposition 3 in µ´1. In
such way, the realization of the level structure as their composition will result in a two-sided infinite sum,
which no longer has a proper meaning.

In order to remedy this situation, we would need a formalism that does not demand expansion but rather
treats the rational functions involving µ as themselves. We develop such a formalism in Section 3, and carry
out the intuitive re-interpretation of level structures above in rigorous terms in Section 4.

3 Loop Spaces Generalized

For the enlarged coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, λss with Adams operation Ψkpλq “ λk and ideal
Λ` “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, λq, the (classical) loop space formalism introduced in Section 2 involves the space K

consisting of rational functions in q taking values in KpXqrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, λss. It admits a polarization given
by the two Lagrangian subspaces K˘, consisting of Laurent polynomials and reduced rational functions in
q respectively, and the Λ`-small elements in K` may serve as input of the big J -function. The settings of
Proposition 2 and 3 may be recovered by taking λ either equal to µ or µ´1.

Nevertheless, as we have explained in previous sections, considering merely enlarged coefficient rings does
not suffice for our purposes, due to the emergence of two-sided infinite sums. Therefore, we explore in this
section a different way of extending the loop space formalism, by allowing directly rational functions of both
q and λ in K` (and thus as inputs to the big J -function) instead of treating them as their Taylor expansion
in λ. The central definition is given in Section 3.2. Yet, we start by considering the intermediate step where
inputs are allowed to be more general rational functions in q than merely Laurent polynomials, where much
technicality arises already. We explore in Section 3.3 the relation between the two spaces.

The construction in Section 3.2 may be further generalized, either by increasing the number of parameters
λ or by posing more subtle constraints on the allowed denominators of the rational inputs. We give the most
general form in Section 3.4, and provide a dictionary of special cases that will be used later.

The symplectic form on the loop spaces may also be modified, but the construction need not to be
changed as long as such form comes from a non-degenerate symmetric pairing on KpXq. For such reason,
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we proceed with the construction for now assuming the standard symplectic form, and postpone making the
choice of symplectic form until Section 3.4.

To distinguish the extended loop spaces defined in this Section from the classical ones where only Laurent
polynomials are allowed as inputs, we call the new ones the rational loop spaces. (The author apologizes for
his lack of creativity in giving names and is open to suggestions of improvements.)

Before moving on to the constructions, we first take a closer look at the big J -function, or more precisely
the part JXptq ´ p1 ´ q ` tpqqq, i.e. the part in the big J -function coming from the correlators. Its q-
dependence comes completely from the input φα{p1 ´ qL0q at the 0-th marked point, where L0 is the 0-th
universal cotangent bundle. By Kawasaki-Riemann-Roch formula [29, 23],

B
φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmq

FSm

0,m`1,d

(1)

“χ

˜
r ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms;Ovirt

0,m`1,d b
ev˚

0 φα

1 ´ qL0

b
mâ

i“1

ev˚
i tpLiq

¸
(2)

“
ÿ

C

ż

rCsvirt
ch

ˆ
trg

1

1 ´ qL0|C

˙
¨ chptrg ev

˚
0 φαq ¨ ch

˜
trg

mâ

i“1

ev˚
i tpLiq|C

¸
¨ TptrgNC , TCq, (3)

where

• the sum is over connected components C of the inertia stack Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms;

• each such component C is by definition labeled by a conjugacy class of the group of local isotropy
fixing each stable map in it, and g is any representative of the conjugacy class;

• T depends on the normal and the tangent bundle of C and is explicitly known.

Since g acts trivially on C, trg L0|C “ ζ ¨ L0 for a constant ζ P C (the fiber-wise eigenvalue of g) and a
non-equivariant line bundle L0. ζ has to be a root of unity as g has finite order. We may thus expand

ch

ˆ
trg

1

1 ´ qL0|C

˙
“ ch

ˆ
1

1 ´ qζL0

˙
“ ch

ˆ
1

1 ´ qζ ´ qζpL0 ´ 1q

˙
“

8ÿ

s“1

pqζqs

p1 ´ qζqs`1
¨ chpL0 ´ 1qs,

and the expansion terminates after finite terms, as chpL0 ´ 1q is nilpotent for dimension reasons. This is
exactly how we understand the input at the 0-th marked point.

Moreover, it is not hard to see that only poles at q “ ζ´1 with ζ a root of unity arise (though possibly
with multiplicities) in JXptq ´ p1 ´ q ` tpqqq, and the q-degree of the numerator is always less than that of
the denominator. In other words, reduced rational functions in q with poles solely at roots of unity should
always be contained in K´.

3.1 Rational functions in q as inputs

In this section, we move a small step forward from the usual loop space formalism by allowing rational
functions in q with no poles at roots of unity as inputs t “ tpqq of JXptq, which amounts to keeping the
same K but taking a larger K`. We work over the coefficient ring Λ “ CrQ, λs :“ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, λss and its
ideal Λ` “ pQ, λq to illustrate the idea, but the construction works for other Λ and Λ` as well. To emphasize
the dependence on λ, we denote the loop space by Krrλss and its Lagrangian subspaces by K˘rrλss.

Definition 1 (Loop space with rational functions in q allowed as input).

K`rrλss :“ KpXq b Λ b

"
apqq

bpqq
P Cpqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ pa, bq “ 1, b has no zero at roots of unity

*
,

K´rrλss :“ KpXq b Λ b

"
apqq

bpqq
P Cpqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ deg a ă deg b, b has only zeros at roots of unity

*
,

Krrλss :“ KpXq b Λ b Cpqq,

where the tensor products are all over C.
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We use the convention that deg c “ 0 for non-zero constant c and deg 0 “ ´8; p¨, ¨q means taking the
greatest common divisor. Roughly speaking, K contains rational functions in q taking values in power series
of Q “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq and λ; K´ contains those with only poles at roots of unity; K` contains those without
any poles at roots of unity.

Proposition 5. K˘rrλss give a Lagrangian polarization of Krrλss under the Λ-bilinear symplectic pairing

Ωpf ,gq “ Resq“roots of unity xfpq´1q,gpqqy ¨
dq

q
,

for the base coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ, λss. Here x¨, ¨y is the K-theoretic Poincaré pairing on KpXq.

The pairing is anti-symmetric because x¨, ¨y is symmetric but dq{q admits a minus sign when we take
change of variable q ÞÑ q´1.

We start by proving the two subspaces are both Lagrangian. Any element in Krrλss can be regarded as
an infinite vector of rational functions in Cpqq, through expansion in power series in Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn and λ and
then under the basis tφαu of KpXq. Since Ω is Λ-bilinear and x¨, ¨y on KpXq is non-degenerate, it suffices
to consider the Cpqq-entries and show that the two corresponding subspaces of Cpqq are Lagrangian with
respect to the pairing

ωpf, gq “ Resq“roots of unity fpq´1q ¨ gpqq ¨
dq

q
.

• For f, g both with poles only away from roots of unity: the poles of fpq´1q are either at reciprocals of
the poles of fpqq or at q “ 0, and thus all poles of fpq´1q ¨ gpqq ¨ q´1 are away from roots of unity. The
residue computed by ωpf, gq thus vanishes naturally.

• For f, g both reduced rational functions with poles only at roots of unity: the poles of fpq´1q ¨ q´1 are
still only at roots of unity for degree reasons, and as a consequence hpqq “ fpq´1q ¨ q´1 ¨ gpqq has no
pole away from roots of unity. The residue computed by ωpf, gq thus vanishes by the residue theorem:

Resq“roots of unity hpqq ¨ dq “ ´Resq‰roots of unity hpqq ¨ dq.

That the pairing ω (and thus Ω) is non-degenerate may be proved using the same idea. We omit the details.
That Krrλss “ K`rrλss ‘ K´rrλss may be reduced to an argument on Cpqq as well. It then follows

from a standard deduction using the Euclidean division on Crqs. We postpone the details until the proof of
Proposition 6, which will use exactly the same idea and will be under the even more complicated settings of
Section 3.2. This completes our proof of Proposition 5.

We devote the rest of this section to defining JXptq for any Λ`-small input t “ tpqq P K`rrλss. For

t “ tpqq “
ÿ

dPZn
ě0

ÿ

iPZě0

ÿ

α1PA

Qdλiφα
1

¨
ad,i,α1 pqq

bd,i,α1 pqq
P K`rrλss,

where ad,i,α1 pqq, bd,i,α1 pqq P Crqs and bd,i,α1pqq has no pole at roots of unity for any d, i, α1, we first define its
contribution to the individual correlator of JXptq

B
φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmq

FSm

0,m`1,d

.

The idea is once again to use the Kawasaki-Riemann-Roch formula, i.e. Formula (3), and it suffices to
understand the contribution of tpLjq to trgpbi ev

˚
i tpLiq|Cq for each Kawasaki stratum C of the inertia stack

Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms. As we have mentioned, each stratum C comes with a fixed conjugacy class (in which
we take a representative g) of the local isotropy group, and all points in the component are fixed by g. Since
Sm permutes the marked points, however, for a stable map f : pΣ; p0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pmq Ñ X on C, g represents an
automorphism of Σ that commutes with f , fixes p0, but possibly permutes p1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pm. Therefore, unlike the
input at the p0 that we have discussed at the beginning of this section, ev˚

j tpLjq is not preserved by the
action of g but rather permuted, unless pj happens to be fixed by g, and thus deserves a different treatment.
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Given 1 ď j ď m, we assume that pj is contained in a cycle of length l of the permutation in Sm induced
by g, and that the cycle looks like pj1, j2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , jlq with j1 “ j. That is to say, gppjkq “ pjk`1

for 1 ď k ď l´ 1
and gppjlq “ pj1 . xgy acts trivially on the component C, but only the subgroup xgly is lifted to an action on
Lj. We need the following lemma to better understand the contribution of tpLjq (and of all other tpLjkq).

Lemma 2. Let M be a smooth projective variety on which xgy acts trivially, and let V be an xgly-equivariant
vector bundle over M . Then,

trg
`
V bl

˘
“ Ψlptrgl V q.

where the action on LHS is given by

g ¨ pv1 b v2 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b vlq “ glpvlq b v1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b vl´1.

The special case of Lemma 2 where xgly acts trivially on V is proven in, for instance, [15] or [23]. Let
r “ rankV , then the idea of proof is to reduce to the case of V being the universal rank “ r vector bundle
over BGLprq, and thus further to the case of V being the standard representation of GLprq over M “ pt,
where the xgy-action on V commutes with that of GLprq. The idea works equally well in our case here.
In fact, since xgly acts trivially on the base, KxglypXq “ Reppxglyq b KpXq, so any V in our case may be

decomposed into building blocks on which xgly acts with the same constant scaling by root of unity ζ. Now,
we consider the case of one such building block of rank r, which we denote still by V by abuse of notation.
Let T Ă GLprq be a maximal torus, and teiu

r
i“1 be an eigenbasis of V with respect to T where h P T acts

with eigenvalues txiu
r
i“1, then tei1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eilu

r
i1,¨¨¨ ,il“1 form a basis of V bl. Let x¨, ¨yV be the inner product

such that teiu
r
i“1 is orthonormal, then

trpg,hq

`
V bl

˘
“

rÿ

i1,¨¨¨ ,il“1

xpg, hq ¨ ei1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eil , ei1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eilyV bl

“
rÿ

i1,¨¨¨ ,il“1

xi1 ¨ ¨ ¨xil ¨ xglpeilq b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eil´1
, ei1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eilyV bl

“
rÿ

i“1

xli ¨ xglpeiq b ¨ ¨ ¨ b ei , ei b ¨ ¨ ¨ b eiyV bl

“
rÿ

i“1

xli ¨ xglpeiq , eiyV “
rÿ

i“1

ζ ¨ xli “ trhΨ
lptrgl V q.

This completes our proof of Lemma 2.
We drop Qdλi for now and take V as ev˚

j φ
α1

¨ ad,i,α1 pLjq{bd,i,α1 pLjq for fixed d, i, α1 and M as (the étale

chart of) C. Indeed, g permutes tLjkulk“1 cyclically, and thus after l-times Lj “ Lj1 goes back to itself.
Moreover, pull-back along g identifies tLjkulk“1 as line bundles. Under such identification,

trg

lâ

k“1

ˆ
ev˚
jk
φα

1

¨
ad,i,α1pLjkq

bd,i,α1pLjkq

˙
“ trg

ˆ
ev˚
j φ

α1 ad,i,α1pLjq

bd,i,α1pLjq

˙bl

,

where the action on the RHS is exactly of the form in Lemma 2. Therefore, by Lemma 2 we have

trg
lâ

k“1

ˆ
ev˚
j φ

α1

¨
ad,i,α1 pLjkq

bd,i,α1 pLjkq

˙
“ Ψl

ˆ
trgl ev

˚
j φ

α1

¨
ad,i,α1 pLjq

bd,i,α1 pLjq

˙
“ Ψl

ˆ
ev˚
j φ

α1

¨
ad,i,α1 pζLq

bd,i,α1pζLq

˙
,

where we use trgl Lj “ ζL, with ζ P C the eigenvalue of the fiber-wise gl-action on Lj, and L the underlying
non-equivariant of Lj (i.e. with gl-action removed). It indicates that ζ is a root of unity and (the Chern
character of) pL´ 1q is nilpotent. By our assumption, bd,i,α1pqq has no poles at roots of unity, so bd,i,α1pζLq
has no zero at L “ 1 in our case, which in turn means that ad,i,α1pζLq{bd,i,α1pζLq admits a well-defined
Taylor expansion in the nilpotent element L´ 1 which terminates after finite terms. The expansion gives a
well-defined element in the K-theory of the base locus, and thus Ψl acts naturally on it.

In this way, we develop a proper understanding of the term above. Note that this is compatible with the
usual interpretation under the known cases of ad,i,α1 pqq{bd,i,α1pqq being Laurent polynomials in q. It remains
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to show that such definition is independent of the choice of ad,i,α1 and bd,i,α1 . In fact, the only ambiguity
comes from multiplying ad,i,α1 and bd,i,α1 by the same polynomial c P Crqs where c is also assumed to have
no zeros at roots of unity. It then suffices to note that the L´ 1 expansion of cpζLq and 1{cpζLq are indeed
inverse to each other.

Combining this result with the dropped term Qdλi and summing over all d, i, α1, we obtain our definition
of the contribution of t on the chosen stratum C Ă Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms through the marked points pj “
pj1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , pjl (cyclically permuted by the local isotropy g) as follows.

trg
lâ

k“1

ev˚
jk
tpLjkq :“ Ψlptrgl ev

˚
j tpLjqq :“

ÿ

dPZn
ě0

ÿ

iPZě0

ÿ

α1PA

Qldλli ¨ ev˚
j Ψ

lpφα
1

q ¨
ad,i,α1

´
ζL

l
¯

bd,i,α1

´
ζL

l
¯ ,

where Qdλi as a coefficient from Λ contributes by definition through ΨlpQdλiq “ Qldλli on any cycle of

length l, and the bd,i,α1 pζL
l
q in the denominator is understood as its (finite-term) expansion in L´ 1.

The contribution of t on C through other marked points, grouped by cycles of permutation g, may be
defined in a similar way. The total contribution of t on C is then the tensor product of contribution from
all such groups. This then completes our definition of the correlator xφα{p1´ qL0q, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmqySm

0,m`1,d

for general t P K`rrλss through Formula (3), as the integration formula over Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms depends
on t only through the Chern characters of trg’s that we considered above.

In the end, we define JXptq P Krrλss by adding together the correlators. Since t is assumed to be
Λ`-small, a0,0,α1 pqq “ 0 for all α1 P A. In this way, the coefficient of the QDλI -term of JXptq, for each fixed
D P Z

n
ě0 and I P Zě0, comes at most from finitely many different correlator terms, and is thus well-defined

as element in KpXqpqq (that is to say, no infinite sum arises in our summation process).
To emphasize the expansion in λ, we denote the big J -function of this loop space by JX rrλss. It is not

hard to see that the regular loop space K in Section 2.2, where only Laurent polynomials in q are allowed,
is a subspace of Krrλss. Moreover, JX rrλss reduces to the regular big J -function JX when restricted to K.

For the coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrss, the same construction as above carries over. We
denote by Krrλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrss and JX rrλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrss the corresponding loop space and big J -function.

For instance, in Section 4.1, we will encounter the case of r “ 2 but with the two parameters λ1 and
λ2 replaced by a and b instead. Krra, bss is defined over the coefficient ring Λrra, bss :“ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qr, a, bss
with Λ`rra, bss :“ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qr, a, bq, and rational functions in q are allowed in K`rra, bss as long as they do
not contain poles at roots of unity.

3.2 Rational functions in both q and parameters as inputs

Recall that in Section 2.4, in order to avoid two-side infinite sum, we would like to treat rational functions
in µ (and µ´1) directly as themselves instead of as their power series expansions. For such purpose, we
upgrade further our loop space K by forbidding infinite series of λ, but including rational functions in both
λ and q instead. We denote by Kλ the resulting generalized loop space, and by Kλ˘ its two subspaces. It is
the central definition of this paper.

Let Crq, λs be the ring of polynomials in q and λ. Then the following three subsets of Crq, λs are closed
under multiplication:

S` :“ tgpq, λq | gpζ, 0q ‰ 0, for any root of unity ζu,

S´ :“ tf0pqq ¨ f1pλq | f0pqq “
Nź

s“1

p1 ´ qζsq where each ζs is a root of unity; f1 P Crλs, f1p0q ‰ 0u,

S :“ S` ˆ S´ “ tgpq, λq ¨ fpq, λq | g P S`, f P S´u.

Definition 2 (Loop space with rational functions in both q and λ allowed as input).

Kλ :“ KpXq b CrrQss b S´1
Crq, λs,

K
λ
` :“ KpXq b CrrQss b S´1

` Crq, λs,

Kλ´ :“ KpXq b CrrQss b

"
apq, λq

bpq, λq
P S´1

´ Crq, λs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ a, b P Crq, λs, degqpaq ă degqpbq

*
.
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The tensor products are all over C, and as before CrrQss :“ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss.

The motivation for such construction is two-fold:

• We would like to relate Kλ to the loop space Krrλss of Section 3.1 (or even the more classical ones as
in Section 2.2 and 2.3) where power series, though not Laurent series, in the extra parameter λ are
considered. It leads to our construction of S Ă Crq, λszpλq, where pλq is the principal ideal, such that
elements in Kλ have no poles at λ “ 0. We will see in Section 3.3 that power series expansion in λ

induces an inclusion from Kλ to Krrλss.

• By the same idea as the previous section, in order that both itself and its expansion in λ may serve as
legitimate inputs to the big J -functions, an element in Kλ` should avoid any factors in its denominator
that would give rise to poles of q at roots of unity. It leads to our construction of S`.

The coefficient ring is now Λ “ CrλspλqrrQss, in the sense that Kλ and Kλ˘ are all free Λ-modules. Here the
subscript pλq means localization at the principal ideal pλq Ă Crλs. The Adams operation on Λ is defined by
Ψkpλq “ λk. We consider the adic topology given by the ideal Λ` “ pQq :“ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq Ă Λ. In general,
one may also consider the case where Λ` “ pQ, λq, but it will not be necessary for our purposes.

We still have the symplectic pairing and the Lagrangian polarization property on Kλ.

Proposition 6. Kλ˘ give a Lagrangian polarization of Kλ under the Λ-bilinear symplectic pairing

Ωpf ,gq “ Resq“roots of unity xfpq´1q,gpqqy ¨
dq

q
,

for the coefficient ring Λ “ CrλspλqrrQss. x¨, ¨y is as usual the Poincaré pairing on KpXq.

It is worth mentioning that Ω takes values only in Λ, although a priori it may land in the larger ring
CpλqrrQss. The reason is that by construction of Kλ, any of its element when expanded as a Laurent series
in q ´ ζ at a root of unity ζ, has Laurent coefficients that never exceed Λ bKpXq.

Now we prove Kλ “ Kλ` ‘Kλ´ as Λ-modules in full detail, as is promised in the proof of Proposition 5. It
is not hard to see that Kλ` and Kλ´ has trivial intersection, so it suffices to prove Kλ “ Kλ` `Kλ´. Moreover,
since we may always expand any element in Kλ with respect to a basis tφαuαPA of KpXq and then into power
series in Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn, it suffices to prove the decomposition for the S´1Crq, λs part. Indeed, any element I
in S´1Crq, λs may be written as

I “
apq, λq

f0pqq ¨ f1pλq ¨ gpq, λq
,

where apq, λq P Crq, λs and f0pqq, f1pλq, gpq, λq are as described in the definition of S` and S´. We take a
factor p1 ´ ζqq of f0pqq, where ζ is a root of unity, and do induction on deg f0pqq. Applying the Euclidean
division to gpq, λq by p1 ´ ζqq,

gpq, λq “ p1 ´ ζqq ¨ Qpq, λq ` gpζ´1, λq

for Qpq, λq P Crq, λs and gpζ´1, λq P Crλszpλq (because gpζ´1, 0q ‰ 0 by assumption on g). Rearranging the
terms and multiplying by apq, λq{f1pλqgpζ´1, λq, we have

apq, λq

f1pλqgpζ´1, λq
¨ gpq, λq ´

Qpq, λqapq, λq

f1pλqgpζ´1, λq
¨ p1 ´ ζqq “

apq, λq

f1pλq
.

Applying the Euclidean division by p1 ´ ζqq again to the numerator apq, λq in the coefficient of gpq, λq, we
may merge the quotient part into the coefficient of p1 ´ ζqq in the formula above, so only the remainder,
constant in q, stays in the coefficient of gpq, λq:

apζ´1, λq

f1pλqgpζ´1, λq
¨ gpq, λq `

Apq, λq

f1pλqgpζ´1, λq
¨ p1 ´ ζqq “

apq, λq

f1pλq
.

Note that all denominators appearing here are in Crλszpλq. Therefore, the above formula, divided further
by f0pqq ¨ gpq, λq, gives a decomposition of I

apζ´1, λq

f1pλqgpζ´1, λq ¨ f0pqq
`

Apq, λq

F0pqq ¨ F1pλq ¨ gpq, λq
“ I.

15



Here the first term on the LHS is in Kλ´; in the second term F0pqq :“ f0pqq{p1 ´ ζqq P Crqs has only zeros
at roots of unity but has one less degree than f0pqq, and F1pλq :“ f1pλqgpζ´1, λq P Crλszpλq. We may then
repeat what we have done for I above for the second term on the LHS, until the degree of f0pqq reduces to
zero, in which case the second term on LHS will eventually be an element in Kλ`.

The proof of Ω being symplectic and the proof of Kλ˘ both being Lagrangian are very similar to that of
Proposition 5, so we omit the details here. This finishes our proof of Proposition 6.

The big J -function may be defined over Kλ in roughly the same way as in Section 3.1. It suffices to
provide a proper interpretation of (the Chern character of) tpLjq on any stratum C Ă Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms
with prescribed local isotropy g. Recall that if pj lies in a cycle of length l of the permutation induced by g,
then by Lemma 2, for any Λ`-small input

t “ tpqq “
ÿ

dPZn
ě0

ÿ

αPA

Qdφα ¨
ad,αpq, λq

bd,αpq, λq
P Kλ`

with ad,α, bd,α P Crq, λs and bd,αpζ, 0q ‰ 0, its contribution boils down to Ψlptrgl tpLjqq. We define

Ψlptrgl ev
˚
j tpLjqq :“

ÿ

dPZn
ě0

ÿ

αPA

Qld ¨ ev˚
j Ψ

lpφαq ¨
ad,α

´
ζL

l
, λl

¯

bd,α

´
ζL

l
, λl

¯ , (4)

where ζ and L are as before, and 1{bd,αpζL
l
, λlq is understood as its finite-term Taylor expansion in the

nilpotent element L´ 1. Due to our assumption on bd,α, such Taylor expansion in L´ 1 has coefficients all
lying in Crλszpλq. We take λl instead of λ in the definition of Ψlptrgl tpLjqq so that it is compatible with the
Adams operation on the coefficient ring. In this way, taking holomorphic Euler characteristics, we see that
any correlator

Qdφα
B

φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmq

FSm

0,m`1,d

is indeed an element in Kλ´, with the poles of q at roots of unity coming from the leading input φα{p1´ qL0q,
and the poles at λ away from zero coming from the (permuted) inputs tpLjq p1 ď j ď mq.

Similar to before, the assumption of t being Λ`-small indicates that a0,αpq, λq “ 0 for all α P A, i.e.
there is no Q0-term in t. Hence, the coefficient of the QD-term of JXptq, for each fixed D P Zně0, comes at
most from finitely many different correlator terms and is thus well-defined taking values Crλspλq bKpXq. It

is also clear that the projection of JXptq to Kλ` is p1 ´ qq ` tpqq while all the remaining terms live in Kλ´.
To avoid conflict of notation, we denote the big J -function over Kλ by JX,λ “ JX,λptq.

3.3 Power series expansion

In this section, we prove that the power series expansion in λ defines an inclusion from Kλ to Krrλss. We
also point out how the big J -functions (see Section 2.1 and 2.2) on the two spaces are related.

We start with the coefficient rings. It is not hard to see that the power series expansion in λ gives an
injective C-algebra homomorphism ι : Λλ :“ CrλspλqrrQss Ñ Λrrλss :“ CrrQ, λss, which preserves the Adams

operations and satisfies ιpΛλ`q Ă Λrrλss`. Recall that Λλ` “ pQq Ă Λλ and Λrrλss` “ pQ, λq Ă Λrrλss. Here
Q always serves as the abbreviation for Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn.

Then on the level of loop spaces, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7. The power series expansion in λ gives an injective homomorphism of symplectic Λλ-modules

ι : Kλ Ñ Krrλss,

where the Λλ-module structure on the codomain, naturally a Λrrλss-module, is induced from the coefficient
ring homomorphism above. Under such homomorphism, ιpKλ˘q “ Krrλss˘. Moreover, the restriction of ι on
Kλ`, which we denote by ι`, satisfies the following properties.

(a) ι`p1 ´ qq “ 1 ´ q.
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(b) ι` commutes with the Adams operations on the coefficients. That is to say,

ι`pΨlptpqqqq “ Ψlpι`ptpqqqq, @t “ tpqq P K
λ
`, l P Zą0.

Here Ψlpλq “ λl, ΨlpQq “ Ql, and Ψl acts on KpXq through the standard action.

(c) ι` commutes with the changes of variables q ÞÑ ζql for any root of unity ζ and l P Zą0. That is to say,

ι`ptpζqlqq “ ι`ptqpζqlq, @t “ tpqq P Kλ`.

The statements regarding ι may be checked directly. We only remark that by construction of S` in
Definition 3.2, elements in Kλ` have no poles at pq, λq “ pζ, 0q for any root of unity ζ, which ensures that no
poles of q at roots of unity arise under λ-power series expansion of Kλ`. As for the the properties regarding
ι`, (a) and (c) are obvious, as by definition ι` acts only non-trivially on λ, and (b) follows from the fact
that the Taylor expansion in λ commutes with the change of variable λ ÞÑ λl for any l P Zą0.

Proposition 8 (Identification of big J -functions).

ι
`
JX,λptq

˘
“ JX rrλsspι`ptqq, @t “ tpqq P Λλ` ¨ Kλ`.

It follows from our definition of the big J -functions. Indeed,

JX,λptq “ 1 ´ q ` tpqq `
ÿ

d,m,α

Qd ¨ φαx
φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLnqySm

0,m`1,d,

JX rrλsspι`ptqq “ 1 ´ q ` ι`ptqpqq `
ÿ

d,m,α

Qd ¨ φαx
φα

1 ´ qL0

, ι`ptqpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ι`ptqpLnqySm

0,m`1,d,

so it suffices to look at the individual correlators. By our argument in Section 3.1 and 3.2 using Kawasaki-
Riemann-Roch formula, tpLjq and ι`ptqpLjq contribute to the correlators only through, respectively,

Ψlptrg ev
˚
j tpLjqq “ Ψlpev˚

j tqpζqlq|q“L, and Ψlptrg ev
˚
j ι`ptqpLjqq “ Ψlpev˚

j ι`ptqqpζqlq|q“L.

Here, the non-equivariant bundle L, the positive integer l, and the root of unity ζ depend only on the
Kawasaki stratum C and are thus the same in both cases; Ψl is the l-th Adams operation (on the coefficients);
L ´ 1 is nilpotent, and the RHS’s should both be understood as the finite-term power series expansion in
L´ 1, with the former having coefficients in Λλ and the latter having coefficients in Λrrλss. The two RHS’s
are identified under ι by (b) and (c) of Proposition 8, and thus the corresponding correlators as ι commutes
with taking Chern characters and integration. Finally, since ιpΛλ`q Ă Λrrλss`, all legitimate inputs t of JX,λ

are sent to legitimate inputs ι`ptq of JX rrλss. This completes our proof.

Corollary 1. Let LX,λ Ă KX,λ and LX rrλss Ă KX rrλss be the images of JX,λptq and JX rrλssptq respec-
tively. Then,

LX,λ “ ι´1
`
LX rrλss

˘ č
pp1 ´ qq ` Λλ` ¨ Kλq.

In other words, if a point I P Kλ, Λλ`-close to p1 ´ qq, satisfies ιpIq P LX rrλss, then I P LX,λ.

In particular, taking λ “ µ (or µ´1), we are finally able to regard the expression appearing in Proposition
2 (or 3) as an honest rational function in λ and q rather than its Taylor expansion in λ, and the corollary
tells us that it resides indeed on LX,λ. Re-interpretation of this kind will be very useful later.

For simplicity of notation, starting from now, we omit the decorations and write simply LX Ă KX,λ and
LX Ă KX rrλss to distinguish between the image cones of big J -functions defined in different loop spaces.
We follow the same notational convention in the rest of the paper, as no confusion will be caused in this way.
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3.4 Variations

The rational loop space Kλ in Section 3.2 may be further generalized in several ways. We introduce the
variations below, and list at the end a few special cases which will be used later in this paper.

First, we may generalize the construction by increasing the number of parameters. More precisely, we
consider the coefficient ring Λ “ T´1Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, where

T “

#
rź

i“1

fipλiq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ fip0q ‰ 0, 1 ď i ď r

+
“

rź

i“1

Crλiszpλiq,

and the ideal Λ` “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qrq. Below are three multiplicatively closed subsets of Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs

S
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` :“

#
rź

i“1

gipq, λiq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ gipζ, 0q ‰ 0, for any root of unity ζ and any i

+
,

S
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

´ :“

#
f0pqq ¨

rź

i“1

fipλiq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ f0pqq “

Nź

s“1

p1 ´ qζsq where each ζs is a root of unity;
rź

i“1

fipλiq P T

+
,

Sλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr :“ S
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` ˆ S
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

´ .

We define

Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qrss b pSλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr q´1
Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs,

K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qrss b pSλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` q´1
Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs,

K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

´ “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qrss b

"
apqq

bpqq
P pSλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

´ q´1
Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ deg a ă deg b

*
.

Note that if we regard T as a multiplicative subset of Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs, it is a subset of both S` and S´. In

this way, Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr and the two subspaces Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

˘ are all free Λ-modules. The definition above indicates:

• When we expand Ψlptrgl tpLjqq at L ´ 1 as in Formula (4) for t “ tpqq P K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` , the expansion
coefficients lie in Λ “ T´1Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, as the denominators come entirely from

S
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` . Consequently, the correlators appearing in J ptq for such t give indeed elements in K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

´ ,

which in turn implies that the big J -function is well-defined for Λ`-small elements in K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` .

• Elements in Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr all admit well-defined Taylor expansion in λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λr. Moreover, such expansion
gives rise to an inclusion Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr Ñ Krrλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrss, under which the two Lagrangian polarizations

are compatible (expansion coefficients of elements in K
λ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

` have no poles of q at roots of unity). As
a result, Proposition 8 and Corollary 1 both hold for this general version. We omit the statements.

Second, one should realize that the only purpose of the choice of T above is to ensure that the Taylor
expansion in λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λr gives an inclusion Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr Ñ Krrλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrss. When there is no requirement for
such expansion, one may instead consider any subset

T Ă Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs,

closed under multiplication, invariant under the Adams operations, and not containing zero. A loop space
formalism over the coefficient ring Λ “ T´1Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss parallel to the one above may
be developed as below. Λ is complete under the adic topology of its ideal Λ` “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq.

Consider any three multiplicatively closed subsets ST`, S
T
´, S

T of Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs satisfying

• STmin :“ tqk|k P Zě0u ˆ T Ă ST` Ă STmax :“ tgpq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrq|gpζ, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrq P T,@ root of unity ζu,

• ST´ “
!
f0pqq

ˇ̌
ˇ f0pqq “

śN
s“1p1 ´ qζsq where each ζs is a root of unity

)
ˆ T,

• ST “ ST` ˆ ST´,
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Note that while ST´ is determined entirely by T , the above construction allows for some flexibility on ST`
even for a fixed T . We define

K “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss b pST q´1
Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs,

K` “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss b pST`q´1
Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs,

K´ “ KpXq b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss b

"
apqq

bpqq
P pST´q´1

Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ deg a ă deg b

*
.

This variated loop space K is a free Λ-module, and K˘ are free sub-modules. The big J -function may
be defined on K in the same way as in Section 3.2, taking Λ`-small elements in K` as input and giving
correlators in K´ as output. In fact, we impose the constraints on ST` as above exactly because

(a) we want STmin Ă ST` so that Laurent polynomials in q with coefficients in Λ are allowed in K`;

(b) we need ST` Ă STmax so that the expansion of Ψlptrgl tpLjqq at L´1 as in Formula (4) for t “ tpqq P K`

has coefficients lying in Λ, and thus the big J -function is well-defined on Λ` ¨ K`.

In particular, in our construction of Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr above, ST` was taken as STmax for the corresponding T .
Moreover, K˘ gives a Lagrangian polarization of K under the symplectic pairing

Ωpf ,gq “ Resq“roots of unity xfpq´1q,gpqqy ¨
dq

q

for any non-degenerate symmetric pairing x¨, ¨y on KpXq. For simplicity, we take it always as the Poincaré
pairing on KpXq unless stated otherwise (in certain cases we need to apply twisting to it). We omit the
justification of the polarization being Lagrangian, as it largely resembles the one for Kλ. We only remark here
that K` X K´ “ 0 because ST` X ST´ “ T , and that Ω is non-degenerate because we have taken ST` Ą STmin,
which implies that Laurent polynomials in q with coefficients in Λ are included in K`.

So far we have described the most general settings under which a rational loop space in the spirit of
Section 3.2 may be defined. In summary, the entire construction is determined by

(1) a base coefficient ring Λ,

(2) a set ST` of “allowed denominators of input”, and

(3) a pairing x¨, ¨y on KpXq.

For instance, when Λ “ T´1Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs with T “
ś
i Crλiszpλiq and ST` “ STmax, we recover Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr

above. In this paper, we only need certain special cases which we list below. The rest of this section may be
used as a dictionary notation to appear later.

We start with the trivial cases. When r “ 0, i.e. there are no parameters at all, we may consider the
multiplicatively closed subset T “ Cz0 Ă C and thus the base ring Λ “ T´1C b CrrQss “ CrrQss. The
choice of ST` “ STmin will give as back the classical loop space K, where K` is set of Laurent polynomials

in q taking values in KpXq b CrrQss. The choice of ST` “ STmax will give us a slightly larger loop space rK,

where rK` contains now all rational functions in q with poles away from the roots of unity, still taking values

in KpXq b CrrQss. rK is exactly what we have considered in Section 3.1, but with the extra parameter λ
removed.

We will need the rational loop space Ka,b in Section 4.1, which is the special case of Kλ1,¨¨¨ ,λr (introduced
at the beginning of this section) when r “ 2, with the two parameters re-named a and b instead. We re-
iterate that the Taylor expansion in a and b induces an inclusion of loop spaces ιa,b : Ka,b Ñ Krra, bss, where
Krra, bss is constructed as in Section 3.1 but with base coefficient ring Λrra, bss “ CrrQss bCrra, bss and adic
topology defined by the ideal Λ` “ pa, b,Qq. ιa,b share the same properties with ι studied in Section 3.3.
In Section 4.1, the symplectic form on both Ka,b and Krra, bss is defined with respect to the Rpa, bq-twisted
Poincaré pairing on KpXq, namely by taking F “ p´1ql¨rankE ¨ Eupa´1Eql{Eupb´1E_ql in the following
formula

xV,W y “ χ pX ;V bW b Fq (5)
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We define Kpµq as the rational loop space determined by Λ “ CpµqrrQss “ T´1Crµs b CrrQss with
T “ Crµsz0, and ST` “ STmax. In particular, Kpµq contains all rational functions in q and µ, and Kpµq`

those without factors p1 ´ qζq in the denominator for any root of unity ζ. Kpµq will appear in Section 4.2
and then in Section 5. The symplectic form on Kpµq in Section 4.2 is induced from the Poincaré pairing
on KpXq with level structure pµ´1E, lq, and in Section 5 from the Poincaré pairing on KpXq with either
pEu, E, lq- or pEu´1, E_, l ` 1q-twisting. More precisely, the three pairings are given respectively by taking

F “ det´lpµ´1Eq, F “ Eupµ´1Eq b det´lpµ´1Eq and F “ Eu´1pµE_q b det´pl`1qpµE_q in Formula (5).
We define Krµ, µ´1s as the rational loop space determined by Λ “ Crµ, µ´1srrQss “ T´1Crµs b CrrQss

with T “ pCz0q ˆ tµk|k P Zą0u, and ST` “ STmin. In particular,

K`rµ, µ´1s :“ KpXq b CrrQss b Crq, q´1, µ, µ´1s,

K´rµ, µ´1s :“ KpXq b CrrQss b

"
fpq, µq

µγ ¨
ś
sp1 ´ ζsqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ f P Crq, µs, γ P Zą0, ζs is root of unity

*
.

Krµ, µ´1s is a subspace of Kpµq, and will appear also in Section 4.2 with symplectic form defined by the
Poincaré pairing on KpXq with level structure pµ´1E, lq (see above).

We define Kpµqa,b as the rational loop space determined by the coefficient ring Λ “ T´1Crµ, a, bsbCrrQss
with T “ pCpµqz0q ˆ pCraszpaqq ˆ pCrbszpbqq, and the set of allowed denominators of input

ST` “ tf1pq, µq ¨ f2pq, aq ¨ f3pq, bq | f1pζ, µq ¨ f2pζ, aq ¨ f3pζ, bq P T,@ root of unity ζu .

It will appear in Section 5.2. Intuitively, it is a combination of Kpµq and Ka,b that we have already seen.
Through Taylor expansion in a and b, Kpµqa,b admits an inclusion into Kpµqrra, bss, the space defined in the
same way as Kpµq but with the coefficient ring further tensored with Crra, bss and the adic topology defined
by the ideal pQ, a, bq. Such inclusion resembles the one studied in Section 3.3, and it is not hard to see that
they enjoy similar properties.

Finally, given any torus G, we define a rational loop space rKpt for point target space for use in Section
6.1. Let χ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , χr be a basis of characters of G, then rKpt is the rational loop space over determined
by the coefficient ring Λ “ T´1Crχ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , χrs b CrrQss “ Cpχ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , χrq b CrrQss and ST` “ STmax. Here

Cpχ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , χrq “ ReppGq0 is the field of fractions of ReppGq “ Crχ˘1
1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , χ˘1

r s. Intuitively, rKpt may be
regarded as the “G-equivariant” loop space of pt, but is somehow trivial since only trivial action exists on
pt. For more general target spaces X equipped with G-action, the construction of the G-equivariant loop
space requires a slightly different formalism, which we save until Section 6.1.

To end this section, we remark that when Λ` is larger than pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq, Λ will have to be completed
correspondingly with respect to the adic topology and thus include certain power series in the parameters.
In this way, we obtain a construction which intuitively combines that of Section 3.1 and that of the current
section. Kpµqrra, bss that we have seen above serves as an example. To avoid over-complicated notation,
however, we will not systematically discuss such loop spaces in this paper. In this paper, such spaces will
only arise as co-domains of Taylor expansion of certain parameters, which we have already understood.

4 Level Structures Revisited

In this section, we realize into rigorous terms the intuitive idea (see Section 2.4) of re-interpreting level
structures via invertible twistings, with the help of rational loop spaces like Kλ. In particular, combining
the new loop space formalism with quantum Lefschetz theorems, we provide a new proof to Proposition
4, which was originally proved in [38] using adelic characterization. During our proof, generalized rational
loop spaces of Section 3.4 will appear as a result of certain “reduction of coefficients”, i.e. base change of
coefficient rings. We study how the big J -functions are preserved under such reduction of coefficients, and
prove a lemma in regard of this issue which applies to rather general settings.

Throughout the section, we use the notation K with no decoration for the classical loop space, defined
in Section 2.2 with only Laurent polynomials in q allowed as inputs in K`. It is over the minimal coefficient
ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, and endowed with the adic topology by Λ` “ pQq “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq.
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4.1 Composition of invertible twistings

Recall that for vector bundle E over X , the pE, lq-level structure modifies the virtual structure sheaf on
ĎM0,m`1pX, dq by det´lpE0,m`1,dq. Consider the modification

Rpa, bq0,m`1,d :“ p´1ql¨rankE0,m`1,d ¨
Eupa´1E0,m`1,dql

Eupb´1E_
0,m`1,dql

,

where E_
0,m`1,d denotes the dual of E0,m`1,d and is different from pE_q0,m`1,d. Up to a sign, it comes from

the composition of two invertible twistings, of the type pEu, a´1Eq and pEu, bEq_ respectively (see Section
2.3), and reduces to the pE, lq-level structure as a “ b “ 1. Our idea is to recover LX,pE,lq Ă K, the image
cone with pE, lq-level structure, by studying reduction of coefficients a, b on LX,Rpa,bq. For now, we may
understand a´1 and b as two independent characters of a pCˆq2 acting fiber-wise on E. The process of
taking a “ µ and b “ µ´1 below may be understood as taking a one-dimensional subtorus, and eventually
the process of taking µ “ 1 as taking the non-equivariant limit.

We denote by JX,Rpa,bq the big J -function defined using the modified virtual structure sheaves as above,
and LX,Rpa,bq its image cone. We start by interpreting the twisting Rpa, bq through Taylor expansion in a
and b as it allows us to apply the qARR formula. In this way, Rpa, bq0,m`1,d P Kp ĎM0,m`1pX, dqqrra, bss, and
thus LX,Rpa,bq lives naturally in Krra, bss (see Section 3.1) equipped with a symplectic form defined by the
following twisted pairing on KpXq

xV,W yRpa,bq “ χ

ˆ
X ;V bW b p´1ql¨rankE ¨

Eupa´1Eql

Eupb´1E_ql

˙
.

It reduces back to the Poincaré pairing with pE, lq-level structure when a “ b “ 1.
With loss of generality, we assume as usual that there are no negative terms in the decomposition of E_

E_ “
rankEÿ

j“1

fj “
rankEÿ

j“1

fjpP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq P KpXq

where fj are line bundles. By the qARR formulae (Proposition 2 and 3), we have

Proposition 9. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX Ă K with Jd P KpXqpqq, we have

JX,Rpa,bq :“
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

p´1q´xc1pfjq,dy ¨

ś´l¨xc1pfjq,dy
s“1 p1 ´ a ¨ qs ¨ fjq

l

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1

`
1 ´ b ¨ q´s ¨ f´1

j

˘l P LX,Rpa,bq Ă Krra, bss,

where JX,Rpa,bq here is regarded as a power series in a and b,

The sign
ś
jp´1q´xc1pfjq,dy comes from canceling p´1ql¨rankE0,m`1,d of Rpa, bq0,m`1,d with p´1ql¨rankE of

the twisted Poincaré pairing. The factors involving fj should be inverted if fj admits a negative sign in E_.
In order to obtain genuine rational functions and study the limit of a “ b “ 1, we consider restriction of

LX,Rpa,bq to the “smaller” loop space Ka,b (see Section 3.4). Recall that Ka,b has base coefficient ring

Λa,b “ pT a,bq´1
Cra, bs b CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss, where T a,b “ pCraszpaqq ˆ pCrbszpbqq,

with adic topology given by the ideal Λa,b` “ pQq. For t P Λa,b` ¨ Ka,b` , although we may understand the

contribution of tpLjq to any correlator in the same way as in Section 3.4, in order to define JX,Rpa,bqptq P Ka,b,
we still need to obtain a proper understanding of the twisting sheaf Rpa, bq0,m`1,d under the settings of K

a,b.
Since the correlators may be computed by the Kawasaki-Riemann-Roch formula as the sum of integrals
over the Kawasaki strata of Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms, it suffices to realize trg Rpa, bq0,m`1,d|C as an element in
Λa,b b KpCq, for any given (étale chart of) Kawasaki stratum C and its associated local isotropy g acting
trivially on C. We start with the following observations:

• For any xgy-equivariant vector bundle V over C, trg Eupa´1V q is well-defined and invertible in Λa,b b
KpCq. In fact, since g acts trivially on C, V admits a decomposition

trg V “ ζ1 ¨ V1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ζr ¨ Vr,
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where Vi pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rq are non-equivariant bundles in KpCq, and ζi pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rq are fiber-wise
eigenvalues of g which are roots of unity. In order to obtain an inverse of

trg Eupa´1V q “
rź

i“1

Eupa´1 ¨ ζi ¨ Viq,

it suffices to look at the individual factors. Let vi be the rank of Vi, then

1

Eupa´1 ¨ ζi ¨ Viq
“

1
řvi
j“0p´aζ´1

i qj ¨
Źj

Vi
“

1

p1 ´ aζiqvi `
řvi
j“0p´aζ´1

i qj ¨
´Źj

Vi ´ rank
Źj

Vi

¯

is well-defined as long as p1 ´ aζ´1
i q is localized, as the second term in the denominator of RHS is

nilpotent. In Λa,b, p1 ´ aζq is inverted for any root of unity ζ.

• Similarly, for any xgy-equivariant vector bundle W over C, trg Eupb´1W q is well-defined and invertible
in Λa,b bKpCq.

Now, by construction

Rpa, bq0,m`1,d “ p´1ql¨rankE0,m`1,d ¨
Eupa´1pl ¨R0 ft˚ ev˚ Eqq ¨ Eupb´1pl ¨ pR1 ft˚ ev˚ Eq_qq

Eupa´1pl ¨R1 ft˚ ev˚ Eqq ¨ Eupb´1pl ¨ pR0 ft˚ ev˚ Eq_qq
.

Its denominator is the product of Eupa´1V q and Eupb´1W q with

V “ l ¨R1 ft˚ ev˚ E, and W “ l ¨ pR0 ft˚ ev˚ Eq_

being xgy-equivariant vector bundles when restricted to C, and thus the trace of its restriction to C is
invertible in Λa,b b KpCq. In this way, we obtain an interpretation of trg Rpa, bq0,m`1,d|C . On the other
hand, it is hard to realize Rpa, bq0,m`1,d directly as an element in Λa,b bKpr ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Smsq,

Definition 3. We define the Rpa, bq-twisted big J -function JX,Rpa,bq “ JX,Rpa,bqptq on Ka,b as above. We
define LX,Rpa,bq Ă Ka,b as its image cone.

Taylor expansion in a and b induces an inclusion ι : Ka,b Ñ Krra, bss which shares similar properties with

the one considered in Section 3.3. We denote by ι` : Ka,b` Ñ K`rra, bss its restriction to the Lagrangian
subspace of inputs. The big J -functions on the two loop spaces may be identified under ι and ι`.

Proposition 10 (Identification of big J -functions).

ι
´
J
X,Rpa,bqptq

¯
“ J

X,Rpa,bqpι`ptqq, @t “ tpqq P Λa,b` ¨ Ka,b` .

In particular, LX,Rpa,bq Ă Ka,b is exactly the intersection of (the preimage under ι of) LX,Rpa,bq Ă Krra, bss

with the Λa,b` -neighborhood of p1 ´ qq P Ka,b.

The proof of Proposition 8 and Corollary 1 may be directly transplanted here, with λ replaced by a and
b. The only extra ingredient here is that the two big J -functions are both twisted, but it is not a problem
as the twisting sheaves Rpa, bq0,m`1,d are also identified under the Taylor expansion in a and b.

Therefore, in order to prove that the expression JX,Rpa,bq appearing in Proposition 9, now regarded as
an honest rational function instead of its expansion in a and b, lies on the smaller cone LX,Rpa,bq Ă Ka,b, it
suffices to prove that it lies in the Λa,b` -neighborhood at p1 ´ qq P Ka,b. To prove that JX,Rpa,bq is indeed
in Ka,b, we simply observe that all factors appearing in its denominator are either purely in pa, qq or purely
in pb, qq (but never in pa, b, qq in the same factor), and that the factors never have zeros when a “ b “ 0

and q “ ζ a root of unity. That JX,Rpa,bq is Λa,b` -close to p1 ´ qq is, in turn, due to our assumption in
Proposition 9 of J being in (the Λ`-germ at p1 ´ qq of) the classical loop space. Any such expression must

satisfy J0 “ J |Q1“¨¨¨“Qn“0 “ 1 ´ q, so J
X,Rpa,bq
0 “ JX0 “ 1 ´ q by construction in Proposition 9. All other

terms in JX,Rpa,bq contain non-trivial monomials in the Novikov variables, so J
X,Rpa,bq
0 is indeed close to

p1 ´ qq under the adic topology given by Λa,b` “ pQq. In this way, we have proved
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Proposition 11. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX Ă K with Jd P KpXqpqq,

JX,Rpa,bq :“
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

p´1q´xc1pfjq,dy ¨

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1 p1 ´ a ¨ qs ¨ fjq

l

ś´xc1pfjq,dy
s“1

`
1 ´ b ¨ q´s ¨ f´1

j

˘l P LX,Rpa,bq Ă Ka,b.

The difference from Proposition 9 is that JX,Rpa,bq here is regarded as a genuine rational function.

4.2 Reduction of coefficients

The twisting of the type Rpa, bq studied in Section 4.1 reduces to the pE, lq-level structure as a “ b “ 1.
We will treat the reduction of coefficients in two steps:

• first, we take a ÞÑ µ, b ÞÑ µ´1;

• second, we take µ ÞÑ 1.

Vaguely speaking, the power series expansion considered in Section 3.3 and 4.1 may also be regarded as
a reduction of coefficients between rational loop spaces, where we take the identity map λ ÞÑ λ on the
parameters but alter the adic topology. In this section, we fix the adic topology (generated by the Novikov
variables), but allow non-trivial (and not necessarily injective in particular) maps in between the parameters.

We start by proving a general lemma regarding reduction of coefficients. Let pKi,Ωiq “ pKΛi,Si
` ,Ωiq pi “

1, 2q be two loop spaces as defined in Section 3.4. In other words, denote

• by Λi “ pT iq´1Crλis bCrrQss their respective coefficient ring (complete with respect to the prescribed
ideal Λi` “ pQq), where λi “ pλi1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λiriq is a vector of parameters (of the polynomial ring), T i a
multiplicatively closed subset, and Q “ pQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnq,

• by Ki “ Ki` ‘ Ki´ their respective Lagrangian polarization, where

K
i
˘ “ KpXq b CrrQss b pSi˘q´1

Crλi, qs,

• and by Ωi their respective symplectic pairing.

Consider any C-algebra homomorphism π : Crλ1s Ñ Crλ2s satisfying

• πpT 1q Ă T 2, and

• π b idpS1
`q Ă S2

`, for π b id : Crλ1s b Crqs Ñ Crλ2s b Crqs.

By extending trivially to the parts not involving λ1 and λ2, it gives rise to a CrrQss-algebra homomorphism

π : Λ1 “ pT 1q´1
Crλ1s b CrQs Ñ Λ2 “ pT 2q´1

Crλ2s b CrQs

which automatically preserves the Adams operations, and moreover a Λ1-module homomorphism

π : K1 “ KpXq b CrrQss b pS1
` ˆ S1

´q´1
Crq, λ1s ÝÑ K2 “ KpXq b CrrQss b pS2

` ˆ S2
´q´1

Crq, λ2s

where the Λ1-module structure on the codomain is induced as usual from its natural Λ2-module structure.
Note that Si´ pi “ 1, 2q are determined completely by T i pi “ 1, 2q, so our assumption that πpT 1q Ă T 2

implies already π b idpS1
´q Ă S2

´. It motivates our definition below.

Definition 4. A C-algebra homomorphism π : Crλ1s Ñ Crλ2s is called a reduction of coefficients from K1

to K2, if it satisfies

• πpT 1q Ă T 2,

• π b idpS1
`q Ă S2

`, for π b id : Crλ1s b Crqs Ñ Crλ2s b Crqs, and

• π˚Ω2 “ Ω1, for the induced map π : K1 Ñ K2
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The induced symplectic Λ1-module homomorphism π : K1 Ñ K2 has the following immediate properties:

• πpK1
˘q Ă K2

˘, i.e. π respects the Lagrangian polarization;

• πpΛ1
`q “ πppQqq Ă pQq “ Λ2

`, i.e. π respects the adic topology.

Note that π may not be injective. We denote by π˘ : K1
˘ Ñ K2

˘ the restriction of π to the Lagrangian
subspaces. The lemma below regarding π` resonates with Proposition 7 regarding the Taylor expansion ι`.

Lemma 3. (a) π`p1 ´ qq “ 1 ´ q.

(b) π` commutes with the Adams operations on the coefficients. That is to say,

π`pΨlptpqqqq “ Ψlpπ`ptpqqqq, @t “ tpqq P K
1
`, l P Zą0.

(c) π` commutes with the changes of variables q ÞÑ ζql for any root of unity ζ and l P Zą0. That is to
say,

π`ptpζqlqq “ π`ptqpζqlq, @t “ tpqq P K
λ
`.

As we have seen in the proof of Proposition 8, the big J -functions are completely determined by the
three ingredients above. Therefore, we have

Lemma 4. Let JX,iptq pi “ 1, 2q be the big J -function of X defined in the loop space Ki, i.e. for inputs
t P Λi` ¨ Ki`. Then,

JX,2 ˝ π` “ π ˝ JX,1.

In particular, for the image cones LX,i Ă Ki of JX,iptq, we have πpLX,1q Ă LX,2.

Note that the lemma is still correct when the big J -functions JX,iptq are twisted, as long as the twisting
sheaves are well-defined both before and after the reduction of coefficients, and are identified under π. More
precisely, for any Kawasaki stratum C of Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms, the homomorphism π : Λ1 Ñ Λ2 between
coefficient rings induces

πC “ π b idKpCq : Λ
1 bKpCq Ñ Λ2 bKpCq

and the following lemma holds regarding twisted big J -functions.

Lemma 5. Let JX,Ri

ptq pi “ 1, 2q be, respectively, the big J -function of X over Ki with twisting Ri. If the
reduction of coefficients π further satisfies

πCptrg R
1
0,m`1,d|Cq “ trg R

2
0,m`1,d|C

for any Kawasaki stratum C of Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms with prescribed local isotropy g. Then,

JX,R2

˝ π` “ π ˝ JX,R1

.

In particular, for the image cones LX,R
i

Ă Ki of JX,Ri

ptq, we have πpLX,R
1

q Ă LX,R
2

. Moreover, if π is

injective, LX,R
1

is exactly the intersection of π´1pLX,R
2

q with the Λ1
`-neighborhood of p1 ´ qq P K1.

Lemma 4 and 5 are parallel to Proposition 8 and 10 on the level of big J -functions. Note that a twisted
big J -function, defined with respect to the modification R0,m`1,d of virtual structure sheaf on ĎM0,m`1pX, dq,
is well-defined in a rational loop space with coefficient ring Λ if and only if trg R0,m`1,d|C P Λ b KpCq over
each Kawasaki stratum C.

With the preparation above, we may now carry out the two-step reduction of coefficients described at
the beginning of this section. For Step I,

• we take K1 “ Ka,b as in Section 4.1, for which in particular the coefficient ring is Λ1 “ Λa,b “
pT 1q´1Cra, bs b CrrQss with T 1 “ pCraszpaqq ˆ pCrbszpbqq, and endow it with the Rpa, bq-twisted sym-
plectic form Ω1 “ ΩRpa,bq;
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• we take K2 “ Kpµq (see the dictionary in Section 3.4), for which in particular the coefficient ring is
Λ2 “ Cpµq bCrrQss “ pT 2q´1Crµs bCrrQss with T 2 “ Crµsz0, and endow it with the symplectic form

Ω2 “ Ωpµ´1E,lq with level structure pµ´1E, lq.

One may verify through direct computation that the C-algebra homomorphism

π : Cra, bs ÝÑ Crµs

a, b ÞÝÑ µ, µ´1

satisfies all conditions of Definition 4 and is thus a legitimate reduction of coefficients. Moreover, it satisfies
the extra assumption in Lemma 5 as well. Indeed, for any Kawasaki stratum C of Ir ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms

with prescribed isotropy g, trg Rpa, bq0,m`1,d|C reduces still to trg det
´lpµ´1E0,m`1,dq|C as a “ µ, b “ µ´1,

because the process of “expanding Rpa, bq0,m`1,d in nilpotent part” preceding Definition 3 happens entirely in
ReppxgyqbKpCq and thus commutes naturally with any action on the coefficient ring, including in particular
the specialization a “ µ, b “ µ´1. Therefore, applying Lemma 5, we have

Proposition 12. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX Ă K with Jd P KpXqpqq,

JX,pµ
´1E,lq :“

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

„
pµfjq

´xc1pfjq,dyq
xc1pfj q,dypxc1pfj q,dy´1q

2

l
P L

X,pµ´1E,lq Ă Kpµq.

JX,pµ
´1E,lq comes directly from specializing a “ µ and b “ µ´1 in the expression in Proposition 11.

The result of Step I may be refined as follows. We note that JX,pµ
´1E,lq as a point on the big J -function

JX,pµ´1E,lqptq with pµ´1E, lq-level structure has “Laurent polynomial” input t “ tpqq P Crµ, µ´1srq, q´1s b
KpXqrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss. In fact, since we assumed J to be a point in the classical loop space, it has q-Laurent
polynomial input (even independent from µ) and thus factors in the denominator of each Jd can only be
either q or p1 ´ ζqq for root of unity ζ. Moreover, the modification terms multiplied to Jd in the expression

of JX,pµ
´1E,lq above involve only Laurent monomials in q and µ as well, and thus introduce at most new

factors being powers of µ into the denominator. In this way, J
X,pµ´1E,lq
d lives naturally in the loop space

(see again the dictionary in Section 3.4)

Krµ, µ´1s :“ KpXq b CrrQss b

"
fpq, µq

qγ1µγ2 ¨
ś
sp1 ´ ζsqq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ f P Crq, µs, γ1, γ2 P Zą0, ζs is root of unity

*

which is a subspace of Kpµq and allows only (Λ`-small) inputs in

K`rµ, µ´1s “ KpXq b CrrQss b Crq, q´1, µ, µ´1s.

Krµ, µ´1s is a free module over the coefficient ring Λrµ, µ´1s :“ Crµsµ b CrrQss “ Crµ, µ´1srrQss with adic

topology given by the ideal Λ` “ pQq. It is not hard to see the projection of JX,pµ
´1E,lq to K`rµ, µ´1s is

indeed Λ`-close to p1 ´ qq.
The level structure pµ´1E, lq is obviously still well-defined under these restricted settings. Denote still

by JX,pµ´1E,lq such narrower big J -function with level structure pµ´1E, lq and by LX,pµ
´1E,lq Ă Krµ, µ´1s

its image. Then the above argument implies that JX,pµ
´1E,lq is still a point on the narrower image cone.

Proposition 13. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX Ă K with Jd P KpXqpqq,

JX,pµ
´1E,lq :“

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

„
pµfjq

´xc1pfjq,dyq
xc1pfj q,dypxc1pfj q,dy´1q

2

l
P LX,pµ

´1E,lq Ă Krµ, µ´1s.

The proposition above may also be regarded as direct implication of Lemma 5 for the reduction of
coefficients π : Krµ, µ´1s Ñ Kpµq induced from π “ id : Crµs Ñ Crµs in the sense of Definition 4.

Now we proceed to Step II. For this step, we simply take
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• K1 “ Krµ, µ´1s at which we have arrived above, with the coefficient ring Λ1 “ pT 1q´1Crµs bCrrQss “
Crµ, µ´1s b CrrQss where T 1 “ tc ¨ µk | c P Cˆ, k P Zě0u and the symplectic form with pµ´1E, lq-level
structure, and

• K2 “ K the classical loop space defined in Section 2.2, with coefficient ring Λ2 “ pT 2q´1C b CrrQss “
CrrQss where T 2 “ Cˆ but the symplectic form with pE, lq-level structure.

The C-algebra homomorphism

π : Crµs ÝÑ C

µ ÞÝÑ 1

satisfies all conditions of Definition 4 and thus gives rise to a well-defined reduction of coefficients π : K1 Ñ
K2. Moreover, under the specialization µ “ 1, the modification det´lpµ´1E0,m`1,dq on the virtual structure

sheaf reduces to det´lpE0,m`1,dq, and thus π satisfies the extra condition in Lemma 5 by an argument
similar to the one preceding Proposition 13. Therefore, by Lemma 5, the big J -function with level structure
pµ´1E, lq in K1 reduces to the big J -function with level structure pE, lq in K2 “ K.

Theorem 1. For any point J “
ř
dQ

d ¨ Jd P LX Ă K with Jd P KpXqpqq,

JX,pE,lq :“
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ Jd ¨
rankEź

j“1

„
f

´xc1pfjq,dy
j q

xc1pfj q,dypxc1pfj q,dy´1q

2

l
P LX,pE,lq Ă K.

Here fj are the K-theoretic Chern roots of E_. This recovers exactly the result in [38].

5 K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality

In this section, we prove the genus-zero K-theoretic quantum Serre duality (KqSD).
We recall some definitions first. For simplicity of notation, we assume as usual

E_ “
rankEÿ

j“1

fj “
rankEÿ

j“1

fjpP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq P KpXq

for line bundles fj. The case where negative terms do arise in the decomposition may be treated in exactly
the same way, and the result will differ only by inverting the corresponding terms in the theorems below.

Let JX,pEu,E,lq be the pEu, E, lq-twisted big J -function of X defined with the modified virtual structure
sheaves

O
virt,pEu,E,lq
g,m,d “ Ovirt

g,m,d b Eupµ´1Eg,m,dq b det´lpµ´1Eg,m,dq

In other words, JX,pEu,E,lq is the pEu, µ´1Eq-twisted big J -function with level structure pµ´1E, lq. Similarly,

let JX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q be the pEu´1, E_, l ` 1q-twisted big J -function of X defined with the modified virtual
structure sheaves

O
virt,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
g,m,d “ O

virt
g,m,d b Eu´1pµpE_qg,m,dq b det´pl`1qpµpE_qg,m,dq

JX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q is the pEu´1, µE_q-twisted big J -function with level structure pµE_, l ` 1q. We denote

by LX,pEu,E,lq and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q the two image cones. Both cones live naturally in the loop space Kpµq
(see Section 3.4) where arbitrary rational functions in q and µ are allowed, but the symplectic structures on
Kpµq associated to the two theories are different.

We make two remarks regarding the definitions. First, the twisting of the type pEu´1, µE_q is indeed
invertible, in the sense that its effect on the big J -function is governed by the qARR formula after being
expanded into the exponential form. However, it is different from the pEu, µ´1Eq_-twisting of Section 2.3.
Second, we will not able to eventually remove the fiber-wise Cˆ-action with equivariant parameter µ like we
did in Section 4, as otherwise the two Euler-type twistings arising in the KqSD will no longer be invertible.
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5.1 Statement of the theorem

We state (various versions of) the duality as follows. Note that the pEu, E, lq- and pEu´1, E_, l ` 1q-
twisted theories are defined on the same loop space but with different symplectic forms.

Theorem 2 (K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,E,lq Ă Kpµq

with J1
d P KpXqpq, µq, we have J2 P LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kpµq, where

J2 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Qi ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

1 ´ µ ¨ fj
1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy

(6)

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

ˆ
Qi ¨

´
´qpl`1q

¯c1pEqi
˙di

¨ J1
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

1 ´ µ´1 ¨ f´1
j

1 ´ µ´1 ¨ f´1
j ¨ qxc1pfjq,dy

. (7)

Here c1pEqi refers to the i-th component of c1pEq under the basis c1pP1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ c1pPnq of H2pXq.

The expression of J2 in the above theorem suggests that the non-equivariant limit at µ “ 1 should exist.
Yet, we will not discuss implications of such limit in the present paper.

The result may be refined by looking into the powers of µ. Indeed, in the expression of J2 in Theorem
2, the factors multiplied to J1

d do not have poles at µ “ 0 or µ “ 8, so presumably the theorem is true

when restricted to smaller rational loop spaces like Kµ Ă Kpµq or Kµ
´1

Ă Kpµq, where poles at at µ “ 0 or

µ “ 8 are forbidden respectively. (Here Kµ and Kµ
´1

are defined as replacing λ respectively by µ and µ´1

in the loop space Kλ of Section 3.2.) However, the truth is that neither poles at µ “ 0 nor at µ “ 8 can be
removed completely, because such poles, coming from the twisted correlators, are caused not entirely by the
inputs tpqq P K`pµq, but rather more intrinsically from the modified virtual structure sheaves. For instance,
in the pEu, E, lq-twisted theory, the modification on Ovirt

0,m`1,d takes the form

Eupµ´1E0,m`1,dq b det´lpµ´1E0,m`1,dq.

While the first term produces no poles at µ “ 0 or µ “ 8 to the correlator x¨y0,m`1,d, the second term gives

µl¨rankE0,m`1,d “ µl¨xc1pEq,dy`l¨rankE .

The change in Poincaré pairing endows the entire dual basis tφαu with an extra factor of Eu´1pµ´1Eq b
detlpµ´1Eq, and in particular the constant power µl¨rankE . In total, in a term of degree-d in JX,pEu,E,lq

(i.e. marked with Qd), the power of µ that arises due to the twisting is exactly µl¨xc1pEq,dy, which may be
absorbed into the Novikov variables by

Qi ÞÑ Q1
i “ Qi ¨ µl¨c1pEqi .

The exact same powers of µ arise in the pEu´1, E_, l ` 1q-twisted theory as well. In other words, while
the untwisted big J -function exists in a Λ`-neighborhood of p1 ´ qq in Kµ, where Λ` “ pQq Ă Λ “
Crµspµq b CrrQss, the pEu, E, lq- and pEu´1, E_, l ` 1q-twisted big J -functions more naturally exist in a

different subspace of Kpµq completed under a different adic topology. More precisely, let Kµ,Q
1

be the
rational loop space resulting from the replacement Qi ÞÑ Q1

i pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq. It is a free module over the

coefficient ring Λµ,Q
1

“ Crµspµq b CrrQ1ss “ Crµspµq b CrrQ1 ¨ µl¨c1pEqss, complete under the adic topology of

Λµ,Q
1

` “ pQ1q Ă Λµ,Q
1

, where Q1 “ pQ1
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q1

nq. JX,pEu,E,lqptq and JX,pEu´1,E_,l`1qptq are both defined

for t P Λµ,Q
1

` ¨ Kµ,Q
1

` , and we denote by LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kµ,Q
1

and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kµ,Q
1

their image cones.

Corollary 2. For any

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di ¨ J1

d “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ J1
d ¨ µlxc1pEq,dy P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kµ,Q

1

Ă Kpµq,

J2 as is given by in Formula (6) but with each Qi replaced by Q1
i resides in LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kµ,Q

1

.
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Similarly, if we extract a factor of µpl`1q¨xc1pEq,dy from the correlators, the remaining expression will be
more naturally written in terms of µ´1, still with poles neither at µ´1 “ 0 nor at µ´1 “ 8. We take

Qi ÞÑ Q2
i “ Qiµ

pl`1q¨c1pEqi ,

and consider the rational loop space Kµ
´1,Q2

defined by replacingQi ÞÑ Q2
i pi “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq in Kµ

´1

. Kµ
´1,Q2

is

a free module over the coefficient ring Λµ
´1,Q2

“ Crµ´1spµ´1qrrQ2ss, complete under the adic topology defined

by Λµ
´1,Q2

` “ pQ2q Ă Λµ
´1,Q2

, where Q2 “ pQ2
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q2

nq. JX,pEu,E,lqptq and JX,pEu´1,E_,l`1qptq are both

defined for t P Λµ
´1,Q2

` ¨ Kµ
´1,Q2

` , and we denote by LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kµ
´1,Q2

and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kµ
´1,Q2

their image cones.

Corollary 3. For any

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi ¨ J1

d “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ J1
d ¨ µpl`1qxc1pEq,dy P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kµ

´1,Q2

Ă Kpµq,

J2 as is given by in Formula (7) but with each Qi replaced by Q2
i resides in LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kµ

´1,Q2

.

In another direction, if we allow power series expansion in either µ or µ´1, the KqSD admits the following
simpler forms like before. We denote by KrrµssQ

1

(resp. Krrµ´1ssQ
2

) the loop space as defined in Section
3.1, but with λ replaced by µ (resp. µ´1) and with Qi replaced by Q1

i (resp. Q
2
i ) for 1 ď i ď n. Note that

KrrµssQ
1

(resp. Krrµ´1ssQ
2

) is over the coefficient ring ΛrrµssQ
1

“ Crrµ,Q1ss “ Crrµ,Q1
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q1

nss (resp.
Λrrµ´1ssQ

2

“ Crrµ´1, Q2ss “ Crrµ´1, Q2
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q2

nss) and is equipped with the adic topology defined by the

ideal ΛrrµssQ
1

` “ pµ,Q1q (resp. Λrrµ´1ssQ
2

` “ pµ´1, Q2q). Both JX,pEu,E,lqptq and JX,pEu´1,E_,l`1qptq are
defined on both of the spaces, in a small neighborhood of p1 ´ qq. Hence, Theorem 2 admits two variations
as below, paraphrasing respectively Theorem A and B in Introduction in a more rigorous way.

Theorem 2A (K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di ¨ J1

d P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă KrrµssQ
1

with J1
d P KpXqrrµsspqq, we have

J2 “ Eupµ´1Eq ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q1
i ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă KrrµssQ
1

.

Theorem 2B (K-Theoretic Quantum Serre Duality). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi ¨ J1

d P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Krrµ´1ssQ
2

with J1
d P KpXqrrµ´1sspqq, we have

J2 “ EupµE_q ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

ˆ
Q2
i ¨

´
´qpl`1q

¯c1pEqi
˙di

¨ J1
d P LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Krrµ´1ssQ

2

.

In other words, LX,pEu,E,lq and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q differ by a constant scaling followed by a modification
of the Novikov variables by signed powers of q. Note that Eupµ´1Eq ” 1 pmod µq in KpXqrrµss and
EupµE_q ” 1 pmod µ´1q in KpXqrrµ´1ss. In this sense, the scalings are close to identity under the
correponding adic topology.
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5.2 Proof of the theorem

This section is mainly devoted to proving Theorem 2 where we work with the loop space Kpµq. During the
proof, we make small digressions to explain how it may be trimmed to justify Corollary 2 and 3. Essentially,
the problem is only due to the powers of µ created by the level structures, and may be settled by taking the
change of variables from Qi to Q

1
i or Q

2
i as described earlier. In the end, we explain how Theorem 2A and

2B may be proved along the way by slightly altering the PFD operators that we employ.
Following the same idea of Section 4 to realize the level structures in terms of invertible twisting. The

virtual structure sheaf on ĎM0,m`1pX, dq modified by the pEu, E, lq-twisting, composed from the twisting of

type pEu, µ´1Eq and the pµ´1E, lq-level structure, is given by O
virt,pEu,E,lq
g,m,d “

Ovirt
g,m,d b p´1ql¨rankEg,m,d ¨ exp

˜
pl ` 1q

ÿ

kă0

a´kΨkpEg,m,dq

k
` l

ÿ

ką0

bkΨkpEg,m,dq

k

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
a“µ,b“µ´1

.

Similarly, the virtual structure sheaf modified by the pEu´1, E_, l` 1q-twisting, composed from the twisting

of type pEu´1, µE_q and the pµE_, l ` 1q-level structure, is given by O
virt,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
g,m,d “

Ovirt
g,m,d b p´1qpl`1q¨rankpE_qg,m,d ¨ exp

˜
l

ÿ

kă0

b´kΨkppE_qg,m,dq

k
` pl ` 1q

ÿ

ką0

akΨkppE_qg,m,dq

k

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
a“µ,b“µ´1

.

The discrepancy between the two signs is

s “ p´1ql¨rankEg,m,d ¨ p´1qpl`1q¨rankpE_qg,m,d “ p´1qxc1pEq,dy`rankE .

We postpone the consideration of s until later by removing the signs p´1ql¨rankEg,m,d and p´1qpl`1q¨rankpE_qg,m,d

and focusing only on the two sign-free exponential-type twistings for now. We denote by LX,1 and LX,2

the two image cones defined via the modified virtual structure sheaves before specialization to a “ µ and
b “ µ´1, and by LX,| Eu,E,l| and LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1| the ones defined via the virtual structure sheaves after such
specialization. Applying the qARR formula [21], we obtain

L
X,1 “ l

´1
1 L

X and L
X,2 “ l

´1
2 L

X ,

where

l1 “ exp

˜
pl ` 1q

ÿ

ką0

akΨ´kpEq ¨ qk

kp1 ´ qkq
` l

ÿ

ką0

bkΨkpEq

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
,

l2 “ exp

˜
l

ÿ

ką0

bkΨkpEq ¨ qk

kp1 ´ qkq
` pl ` 1q

ÿ

ką0

akΨ´kpEq

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
.

The qARR formula is still correct for the generalized loop space Kpµq because our way of defining the big
J -functions on Kpµq is compatible with the adelic characterization, and thus the proof in [21] of the qARR
formula. At the current stage, all three cones appearing above are regarded as living in the loop space
Kpµqrra, bss, where power series in a and b are allowed.

Modifying l1 and l2 respectively by the PFD operators

F1 “ exp

˜
´pl ` 1q

ÿ

ką0

rankEÿ

j“1

akqkfjpP
kqkQBQq

kp1 ´ qkq
´ l

ÿ

ką0

rankEÿ

j“1

bkfjpP
´kq´kQBQ q

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
,

F2 “ exp

˜
´l

ÿ

ką0

rankEÿ

j“1

bkqkfjpP
´kq´kQBQq

kp1 ´ qkq
´ pl ` 1q

ÿ

ką0

rankEÿ

j“1

akfjpP
kqkQBQ q

kp1 ´ qkq

¸
,
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where P kqkQBQ “ pP k1 q
kQ1BQ1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P kn q

kQnBQn q and P´kq´kQBQ “ pP´k
1 q´kQ1BQ1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , P´k

n q´kQnBQn q, we
obtain new operators D1 :“ F1 ˝ l1 and D2 :“ F2 ˝ l2 whose effects on the Novikov variables look nicer

D1 ¨
nź

i“1

Qdii “
rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p1 ´ b ¨ f´1
j ¨ q´sql

p1 ´ a ¨ fj ¨ qsql`1
¨
nź

i“1

Qdii ,

D2 ¨
nź

i“1

Qdii “
rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dy´1ź

s“0

p1 ´ b ¨ f´1
j ¨ q´sql

p1 ´ a ¨ fj ¨ qsql`1
¨
nź

i“1

Qdii .

Here the computation largely resembles that of Section 2.3, so we omit the detail. By Lemma 1, D´1
1 and

D´1
2 still send LX to LX,1 and to LX,2 respectively.
Now we are ready to restrict to a smaller loop space which we denote by Kpµqa,b (see the dictionary

of Section 3.4 for definition). The embedding ι : Kpµqa,b Ñ Kpµqrra, bss enjoys the same properties as its
prototypes Kλ Ñ Krrλss in Section 3.3 and Ka,b Ñ Krra, bss in Section 4.1. In particular, if J0 “

ř
dQ

d ¨J0
d P

LX Ă Kpµq, we have

D´1
1 ¨ J0 “

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p1 ´ b ¨ f´1
j ¨ q´sq´l

p1 ´ a ¨ fj ¨ qsq´pl`1q
P LX,1 Ă Kpµqa,b,

D´1
2 ¨ J0 “

ÿ

d

Qd ¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dy´1ź

s“0

p1 ´ b ¨ f´1
j ¨ q´sq´l

p1 ´ a ¨ fj ¨ qsq´pl`1q
P LX,2 Ă Kpµqa,b.

By construction, the specialization a “ µ and b “ µ´1 reduces the modified virtual structure sheaves
defining LX,1 and LX,2 respectively to those defining LX,| Eu,E,l| and LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1|. Therefore, by Lemma
5, the reduction of coefficients induced by

π : Crµ, a, bs ÝÑ Crµs

µ, a, b ÞÝÑ µ, µ, µ´1

(easily checked to satisfy the premises of Definition 4) sends LX,1 to LX,| Eu,E,l| and LX,2 to LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1|.
As a result,

I1 :“ pD1q´1 ¨ J0 “
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p´µfjq
sql ¨ p1 ´ µfjq

sq P LX,| Eu,E,l| Ă Kpµq,

I2 :“ pD2q´1 ¨ J0 “
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dy´1ź

s“0

p´µfjq
sql ¨ p1 ´ µfjq

sq P LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1| Ă Kpµq.

Here D1 and D2 are the specialization of D1 and D2 under a “ µ, b “ µ´1. It is not hard to see that if
J0 ” I1 ” I2 pmod Qq. Hence, if J0 is Λ`pµq-close to 1 ´ q, so are I1 and I2, where Λ`pµq is the ideal
generated by the Novikov variables in the coefficient ring Λpµq of Kpµq.

Here we make a digression toward Corollary 2 and 3. In both I1 and I2, for a given degree d, the factor
multiplied to Qd ¨ Jd0 may be split into a power of µ and a part without poles at µ “ 0 or µ “ 8, and the
power of µ is, in both cases,

rankEź

j“1

µ´l¨xc1pfjq,dy “ µl¨xc1pEq,dy “
nź

i“1

µc1pEqi¨di .

Whether it is a positive or negative power of µ that appears depends on the choice of d. It may well happen
that the exponent is positive in a proper subcone of the Kahler cone, and negative in the complement of
closure. For this reason, the argument above cannot be restricted directly to subspaces like Kµ and Kµ

´1

(for Corollary 2 and 3), or more generally Krrµss and Krrµ´1ss (for Theorem 2A and 2B), where either
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positive or negative powers of µ are abandoned. We solve this problem by modifying the Novikov variables
and considering the shifted loop spaces as described earlier, as the exponents of µ above are linear in d.

For the case of µ, we take Q1
i “ Qi ¨ µl¨c1pEqi so that

dź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di “ µl¨xc1pEq,dy

dź

i“1

Qdii .

Consequently, when written as a power series in Q1
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Q1

n,

I1 “
ÿ

d

˜
nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di

¸
¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p´fjq
sql ¨ p1 ´ µfjq

sq,

I2 “
ÿ

d

˜
nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di

¸
¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dy´1ź

s“0

p´fjq
sql ¨ p1 ´ µfjq

sq,

so they are both in Kµ,Q
1

and Λµ,Q
1

` -close to p1´ qq (or more generally, ΛrrµssQ
1

` -close to p1´ qq in KrrµssQ
1

).

Similarly, for the case of µ´1, we take Q2
i :“ Qi ¨ µpl`1q¨c1pEqi so that

dź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi “ µpl`1q¨xc1pEq,dy

dź

i“1

Qdii ,

and the remaining factors are purely in µ´1 with no poles at µ´1 “ 0. Consequently,

I1 “
ÿ

d

˜
nź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi

¸
¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dyź

s“1

p´fjq
sql ¨ pµ´1 ´ fjq

sq,

I2 “
ÿ

d

˜
nź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi

¸
¨ J0
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

´xc1pfjq,dy´1ź

s“0

p´fjq
sql ¨ pµ´1 ´ fjq

sq,

so they are both Λµ
´1,Q2

` -close to p1 ´ qq in Kµ
´1,Q2

(or Λrrµ´1ssQ
2

` -close to p1 ´ qq in Krrµ´1ssQ
2

).

Now we go back the main proof. Since D1 and D2 are both invertible on Kpµq, the point-wise maps

J0 ÞÑ I1 and J0 ÞÑ I2 are both bijective, regarded respectively as from LX to LX,| Eu,E,l| and LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1|.
Therefore, pD2q´1 ˝ D1, combined with the sign discrepancy from level structures of the two twistings that

we have dropped, gives then a bijective map from LX,pEu,E,lq to LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q.
The sign discrepancy has two sources: one from the modification on the virtual structure sheaves which

gives s as we have computed at the beginning, and the other from the modification on the Poincaré pairings
which gives p´1ql rankE´pl`1q rankE_

“ p´1qrankE . Merging the two sources, we obtain the total sign change
on the degree-d correlators

s ¨ p´1qrankE “ p´1qxc1pEq,dy.

Therefore, for J1 “
ř
dQ

d ¨ J1
d P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kpµq, we have

J2 “ pD2q´1 ˝D1 ¨

˜
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ p´1qxc1pEq,dy ¨ J1
d

¸

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
p´1qc1pEqiQi

¯di rankEź

k“1

p1 ´ µ´1f´1
j qxc1pfjq,dyqlp1 ´ µfjq

l`1

p1 ´ µ´1f´1
j qlp1 ´ µfjq´xc1pfjq,dyql`1

¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kpµq.

By direct computation, it reduces to Formulae (6) and (7) (equivalent in Kpµq) of Theorem 2. This completes
our proof of Theorem 2. Had we composed directly l

´1
2 and l1 without modification by PFD operators,

we would have eventually arrived at J2 “ J1 ¨ Eul`1pµ´1Eq{EulpµE´1q, which would have looked simpler.
Nevertheless, it is impossible to obtain in such case a map from the germ at p1 ´ qq to itself.
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As for Corollary 2, we note that when restricted to Kµ, the invertible map D1 gives a one-to-one cor-
respondence between LX Ă Kµ and LX,| Eu,E,l| Ă Kµ,Q

1

by sending J0 to I1, and D2 between LX Ă Kµ

and LX,| Eu´1,E_,l`1| Ă Kµ,Q
1

by sending J0 to I2. Therefore, incorporating the signs as before, we obtain a
correspondence between points on LX,pEu,E,lq Ă Kµ,Q

1

and LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă Kµ,Q
1

by sending

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di ¨ J1

d “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ J1
d ¨ µlxc1pEq,dy

to

J2 “ pD2q´1 ˝D1 ¨

˜
ÿ

d

Qd ¨ p´1qxc1pEq,dy ¨ J1
d ¨ µlxc1pEq,dy

¸

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
p´1qc1pEqiQi

¯di rankEź

k“1

p1 ´ µ´1f´1
j qxc1pfjq,dyqlp1 ´ µfjq

l`1

p1 ´ µ´1f´1
j qlp1 ´ µfjq´xc1pfjq,dyql`1

¨ J1
d ¨ µlxc1pEq,dy

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q1
i ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

1 ´ µ ¨ fj

1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy
,

which proves Corollary 2. Note that Formula (7) is not well-defined in Kµ,Q
1

so we stick with Formula (6)

here. The same argument over Kµ
´1,Q2

gives Corollary 3, where we stick with Formula (7) instead of (6).
Recall that

FA “ exp

˜
ÿ

ką0

akfjpP
kqkQBQ q

k

¸
and FB “ exp

˜
ÿ

ką0

bkfjpP
´kq´kQBQ q

k

¸

are both Type-1 PFD operators of Lemma 1 and thus preserve the image cones as well. For Theorem 2A,
the entire proof above needs not to be changed except that we replace the PFD operator F2, which we
used to modify l1 above, by F2 ˝ FA. Eventually, J2 gains an extra factor of p1 ´ µfjq

´xc1pfjq,dyq, which
reduces its formula to the one in Theorem 2A. Note that in this case J2 ” Eupµ´1Eq ¨ J1 pmod Q1q and

Eupµ´1Eq ” 1 pmod µq, which means if J1 is ΛrrµssQ
1

` -close to p1´ qq, so is J2. For Theorem 2B, we replace

F2 by F2 ˝ FB, and eventually J2 gains an extra factor of p1 ´ µ´1f´1
j qxc1pfjq,dyq, which reduces its formula

to the one in Theorem 2B. If J1 is Λrrµ´1ssQ
2

` -close to p1 ´ qq, so is J2.

6 Torus-Equivariant Theory

In this section, we assume further that the smooth projective varietyX admits a torus action with isolated
fixed points and isolated 1-dim orbits connecting these fixed points which are isomorphic to CP 1’s. Such X
is called a GKM variety in literature. In order to avoid notational conflict with the localized multiplicatively
closed subset in the base coefficient ring which are always denoted by T (see, for instance, Section 3.4), we
denote by G the torus acting on X .

We prove a torus-equivariant version of the KqSD for such X . As an application, using the method of
torus fixed point localization and abelian/non-abelian correspondence developed in [43], we generalize in
Section 6.3 the KqSD to the “non-abelian” case where X is a flag variety, with the primitivity assumption
on the vector bundle E removed.

6.1 Loop space formalism for torus-equivariant theory

The G-equivariant big J -function may be defined in the same way as in Section 2.1, except that

• we replace tφαuαPA and tφαuαPA now by bases of KGpXq, the G-equivariant K-theory of X , dual with
respect to the G-equivariant Poincaré pairing

xφα, φ
α1

yG “ χGpX ;φα b φα
1

q P ReppGq;
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• we define the correlators as the G-equivariant Sn-invariant holomorphic Euler characteristics χSn

G over
the moduli spaces, taking values in ReppGq as well.

We denote by JX
G “ JX

G ptq the G-equivariant big J -function of X . It takes values in KGpXq by
definition. It is well-known that when X has isolated fixed points, KGpXq is a free KGpptq “ ReppGq-
module generated by the fixed point classes tφαuαPFixGpXq, up to a localization of ReppGq. For simplicity

of notation, we denote such localization still by ReppGq. In order to include JX
G into our picture, we need

to extend our rational loop space formalism in the previous sections by replacing KpXq with KGpXq, and
the minimal coefficient ring Λ “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss with ΛG “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss b ReppGq. Note that the
representation rings are naturally endowed with Adams operations, so is ΛG.

However, such extension is not enough. In fact, one crucial feature of the loop spaces for torus-equivariant
quantum K-theory is that a wider variety of poles of q may arise from the correlators. Indeed, one may use
torus fixed point localization to compute the correlator

B
φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmq

FSm

0,m`1,d

,

and the observation in [14] is that two types of poles of q arise from such computation, depending on what
happens on the irreducible component of the domain curve where the non-permuted 0-th marked point p0
resides. For a given stable map, let α P X be its evaluation at p0, then α must be a G-fixed point on X .

• If the stable map has degree zero on the irreducible component containing p0, i.e. restricts to the
constant map to α, the resulting pole of q is at a root of unity.

• If the stable map has non-trivial degree, which means the image of this irreducible component is a 1-dim
orbit of G branching out from α, the resulting pole of q is at λ1{m, where λ is a tangent G-character
and m is a positive integer.

Similarly, the Kawasaki-Riemann-Roch contribution from the input tpLjq on a certain stratum of the inertia

stack of the moduli space may now take the form Ψlptpc¨L
l
qq, where l is a positive integer, L is the topological

part of the universal cotangent bundle with L´1 nilpotent, and c is either a root of unity or a root of tangent
character as above. It indicates that JX

G is well-defined for input function t “ tpqq without poles at roots of
unity or roots of tangent characters.

Therefore, the loop space formalism may be generalized to the G-equivariant settings as follows. Take

RX “ t roots of unity u Y tλ1{m | λ is a tangent character at a G-fixed point of X, m P Zą0u.

Definition 5. We define

rKG` “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq p rSG` q´1pReppGq b Crqsq,

rKG´ “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq

"
apqq

bpqq
P p rSG´ q´1pReppGq b Crqsq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ degpaq ă degpbq

*
,

rKG “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq p rSGq´1pReppGq b Crqsq,

where

rSG` “ tgpqq|gpcq ‰ 0,@c P RXu, rSG´ “

#
fpqq “ c

Nź

s“1

p1 ´ qcsq|c ‰ 0 P ReppGq, cs P RX

+
,

rSG “ rSG` ˆ rSG´ “ pReppGq b Crqsqz0.

Let ReppGq0 the field of fractions of ReppGq. Then all three spaces appearing above are free modules

over the coefficient ring rΛG “ CrrQ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qnss bReppGq0. It is not hard to check that rKG “ rKG` ‘ rKG´, and

that the two subspaces rKG˘ are both Lagrangian under the symplectic form

ΩGpf ,gq “ ResqPRX
xfpq´1q,gpqqyG ¨

dq

q
, f ,g P rKG.
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The G-equivariant big J -function JX
G ptq is well-defined for t P rΛG` ¨ rKG` where rΛG` “ pQq Ă rΛG. We denote

its image by rLXG . It is a rΛG`-germ at 1 ´ q.
By our assumption that G-fixed points on X are isolated, KGpXq admits a ReppGq-basis given by the

dual fixed point classes tφαuαPA“FixGpXq. Therefore, there exists decomposition

rKG “
à

αPFixGpXq

rKpt, where rKpt “ CrrQss bC p rSGq´1pReppGq b Crqsq.

In other words, the G-equivariant loop space over X is a direct sum of (non-equivariant) rational loop spaces
rKpt (see Section 3.4) over point target spaces (the G-fixed points), but with the enlarged coefficient ring
rΛG. One should note, however, that rKG˘ do not decompose accordingly into rKpt˘ as RX ‰ Rpt. For instance,

elements like 1{p1 ´ λqmq, where m is an integer and λ is a tangent character in TαX , appear in rKG´ but

localize to rKpt` . Such feature is crucial in the recursive characterization which we will use later.
Under such decomposition, the component of JX

G ptq at the fixed point α is exactly

JX
G ptq|α “ 1 ´ q ` xtpqq, φαyG `

ÿ

d,n

Qd
B

φα

1 ´ qL0

, tpL1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tpLmq

FSm

0,m`1,d

,

with correlator contribution coming solely from the locus in the moduli space where the 0-th marked point
is sent to α P X . In this way, through fixed point localization, it is not hard to realize that the correlators
in JX

G ptq|α create only poles of q at

Rα “ t roots of unity u Y tλ1{m | λ is a tangent character at α, m P Zą0u,

instead of the entire RX . Therefore, one may even further extend the domain of definition of JX
G ptq: instead

of asking t “
ř
αxtpqq, φαyGφ

α to never have poles at RX , we need only to require that xtpqq, φαyG have no
poles at Rα. We do not need such extension in this paper.

Even without such extension, not all points on rLXG descend to points on LX , the image cone of the non-
equivariant big J -function, when we take the non-equivariant limit by setting all G-equivariant parameters
to 1, and it is mainly due to two reasons. First, not all points in rLXG admit non-equivariant limits. For

instance, we do not forbid elements of the form 1{pλ1 ´ λ2q in rKG, where λ1 and λ2 are any two (one-
dimensional) characters of G. The denominator vanishes as we take λ1 “ λ2 “ 1. Second, some elements in
rKG` may descend not to K` but to K´ under non-equivariant limits. For instance, the element 1{p1 ´ λq2q

lives in rKG` when λ P ReppGq is not a tangent G-character in X , but its non-equivariant limit 1{p1´ q2q lives
in K´ as it has only poles at roots of unity.

For such reasons, we restrict the above formalism of G-equivariant loop space as follows. Let

sπ : ReppGq ÝÑ C, π “ sπ b id : ReppGq b Crqs ÝÑ Crqs

be the maps of taking non-equivariant limits, i.e. sending any 1-dim character of G to 1. Then,

• TG :“ sπ´1pCz0q is a multiplicatively closed subset of ReppGq;

• SG` :“ π´1pS`q is a multiplicatively closed subset of ReppGq b Crqs, where S` “ tapqq{bpqq | bpζq ‰

0,@ root of unity ζu as we have used in Section 3.1, and it is not hard to see SG` Ă rSG` .

Definition 6 (G-equivariant rational loop space).

KG` “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq pSG` q´1pReppGq b Crqsq,

K
G
´ “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq

"
apqq

bpqq
P pSG´ q´1pReppGq b Crqsq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ degpaq ă degpbq

*
,

K
G “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq pSGq´1pReppGq b Crqsq,

where SG “ SG` ˆ SG´ , SG` is as above, and

SG´ “

#
fpqq “ c

Nź

s“1

p1 ´ qcsq | c P TG Ă ReppGq, cs P RX

+
.
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KG as well as the two subspaces KG˘ are now free modules over the coefficient ring ΛG “ pTGq´1 ReppGq b

CrrQss. We take the adic topology with respect to ΛG` “ pQq as usual. Moreover, KG Ă rKG and KG˘ Ă rKG˘.

The symplectic form ΩG on rKG is still non-degenerate when restricted to KG.
Another advantage of considering KG is that variations appearing in Section 3.4 are more readily gener-

alized to G-equivariant settings: not much needs to be changed in Definition 6. Let KT,S
T
` be the rational

loop space in Section 3.4 over the coefficient ring Λ “ T´1Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs b CrrQss determined by the multi-
plicatively closed subset ST` Ă Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs. We denote still by

sπ : ReppGq b Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs Ñ Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrs, π : ReppGq b Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λr, qs ÝÑ Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λr, qs

the maps of taking non-equivariant limits. Then, KG,T,S
T
` below is the G-equivariant counterpart of KT,S

T
` .

Definition 7 (Variation of the G-equivariant rational loop space).

K
G,T,ST

`

` “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq pSG,T` q´1pReppGq b Crq, λ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrsq,

K
G,T,ST

`

´ “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq

"
apqq

bpqq
P pSG,T´ q´1pReppGq b Crqsq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ degpaq ă degpbq

*
,

KG,T,S
T
` “ CrrQss bC KGpXq bReppGq pSG,T q´1pReppGq b Crqsq,

where SG,T “ S
G,T
` ˆ S

G,T
´ , with

S
G,T
` “ π´1pST`q, S

G,T
´ “

#
fpqq “ c

Nź

s“1

p1 ´ qcsq | c P TG :“ sπ´1pT q, cs P RX

+
.

KG,T,S
T
` as well as the two subspaces K

G,T,ST
`

˘ are free modules over the coefficient ring

ΛG,T “ pTGq´1pReppGq b Crλ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , λrsq b CrrQss.

We denote still by JX
G ptq the G-equivariant big J -function, defined for t P ΛG,T` ¨K

G,T,ST
`

` where ΛG,T` “ pQq,

and by LXG Ă KG,T,S
T
` its image cone.

We further denote by rπX : KGpXq Ñ KpXq the map of forgetting the G-action, then

Π :“ idbrπX b π : KG,T,S
T
` Ñ KT,S

T
`

is well-defined by construction of SG,T` and is exactly the map of taking non-equivariant limits. Moreover,

it is not hard to see ΠpK
G,T,ST

`

˘ q Ă K
T,ST

`

˘ .

Lemma 6 (Non-equivariant limit).
ΠpLXG q Ă LX .

Indeed, since ΠpK
G,T,ST

`

˘ q Ă K
T,ST

`

˘ , the projection of ΠpJ X
G ptqq to K

T,ST
`

` is exactly p1 ´ qq ` Πptq. It
suffices then to show that JXpΠptqq “ ΠpJX

G ptqq, which follows from the commutative diagram (by taking
X “ r ĎM0,m`1pX, dq{Sms) below as the correlators are (G-equivariant) holomorphic Euler characteristics.

KGpXq
χG

//

rπX

��

KGpptq “ ReppGq

rπpt

��

KpXq
χ

// Kpptq “ C

Twisted G-equivariant big J -functions may be defined on KG,T,S
T
` as well, and the same lemma regarding

non-equivariant limits holds. With such preparation, we are now ready to consider the quantum Serre duality
in torus-equivariant quantum K-theory.
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6.2 Torus-equivariant K-theoretic quantum Serre duality

Consider the G-equivariant primitive vector bundle

E_ “
rankEÿ

j“1

fj “
rankEÿ

j“1

fjpP1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Pnq P KGpXq

where fj are G-equivariant line bundles. We state the main theorem as follows.

Theorem 3 (G-equivariant KqSD). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

Qdii ¨ J1
d P LX,pEu,E,lq Ă KGpµq

with J1
d independent of Qi pi “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq, we have J2 P LX,pEu´1,E_,l`1q Ă KGpµq where

J2 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Qi ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

1 ´ µ ¨ fj
1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

ˆ
Qi ¨

´
´qpl`1q

¯c1pEqi
˙di

¨ J1
d ¨

rankEź

j“1

1 ´ µ´1 ¨ f´1
j

1 ´ µ´1 ¨ f´1
j ¨ qxc1pfjq,dy

.

Here KGpµq is the G-equivariant counterpart of Kpµq (see Section 3.4) given through Definition 7, and c1pEqi
refers to the i-th component of c1pEq under the basis c1pP1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ c1pPnq of H2pXq.

As usual, if any summand fj of E
_ admits a p´q sign, the corresponding factors in J2 should be inverted.

We remark that both p1´µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dyq and p1´µ´1 ¨ f´1
j ¨ qxc1pfjq,dyq appearing in the theorem are

invertible in KGpµq. For instance, for the former we have

1

1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy
“

ÿ

αPFixGpXq

1

1 ´ µ ¨ fj |α ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy
¨ φα,

and the denominators on RHS, now in ReppGq b Crµ, qs, are indeed invertible in KGpµq as their non-
equivariant limits take the form p1 ´ µ ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dyq which do not have any poles at roots of unity.

Our proof of the theorem involves a criterion developed in [14] of determining if a given rational function
in q represents a point on LXG (or on any twisted image cones) through fixed point localization. Under the

decomposition of rKG onto fixed points described above, for any point f P KG Ă rKG,

fpqq “
ÿ

αPFixGpXq

fαpqq ¨ φα, with fαpqq “ i˚αfpqq P rKpt

where iα : α Ñ X the inclusion map from the fixed point α to X . The criterion is exactly on these “linear
combination coefficients” fαpqq.

Lemma 7 (Recursive criterion for LXG ). A point fpqq P KG lives in LXG if and only if fαpqq satisfies the
following two conditions for any α P FixGpXq:

(i) fαpqq lives in rLpt Ă rKpt.

(ii) For any G-character λ, the residue of fαpqq at any root of λ satisfies the recursive formula

Resq“λ1{m fαpqq
dq

q
“ ´

QmD

m

EupTαMq

EupTψ ĎM0,2pX ;mDqq
fβpλ1{mq

if λ is a tangent character at α, and is zero otherwise. Here β P FixGpXq is the unique fixed point such
that the closure of the 1-dim G-orbit αβ has tangent character λ at α, D is the homological degree of
αβ, and pψ : CP 1 Ñ αβq P FixGp ĎM0,2pX ;mDqq is the m-sheet covering ramified at the two marked
points sent to α and β respectively.
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Note that the poles at q “ λ1{m for tangent character λ come from the correlators in JX
G and thus go

to KG´ under the polarization of KG, but they may only come from the input and thus are regarded as in
rKpt` when we specialize to each rKpt. For twisted big J -functions, Lemma 7 is still correct, with Condition
(i) unchanged and the recursive coefficient in Condition (ii) altered according to the twisting. For larger

G-equivariant rational loop spaces like KG,T,S
T
` , Lemma 7 is still correct, with rKpt correspondingly extended.

The original version of the recursive criterion is proved in [14] for LXG in the classical G-equivariant loop
space, where only Laurent polynomials are allowed as inputs. However, it is not hard to see that it is correct
for the rational G-equivariant loop spaces defined above as well. Indeed, in the proof in [14],

• that any point living in LXG satisfies the two conditions follows from fixed point localization on the
moduli spaces;

• that any point in KG satisfying the two conditions lives in LXG follows from an induction on the Novikov

variables assuming knowledge of rLpt.
Both ingredients still hold over the rational loop spaces, so the proof there carries over to our case verbatim.

Using Lemma 7, we may reduce the proof of Theorem 3 to verifying the following two facts

(i) Given any J2 on rLpt, J1 as is given in the theorem is still a point on rLpt.

(ii) Given any J2 satisfying the recursive formulae of L
X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G

Resq“λ1{m fαpqq ¨
dq

q
“ ´

QmD

m

EupTαMq

EupTψ ĎM0,2pX ;mDqq

EupE_q|α
EupE_

0,2,mDq|ψ

det´pl`1qpE_
0,2,mDq|ψ

det´pl`1qpE_q|α
¨ fβpλ1{mq,

J1 as is given in the theorem satisfies the recursive formulae of L
X,pEu,E,lq
G

Resq“λ1{m fαpqq ¨
dq

q
“ ´

QmD

m

EupTαMq

EupTψ ĎM0,2pX ;mDqq

EupE0,2,mDq|ψ
EupEq|α

det´lpE0,2,mDq|ψ

det´lpEq|α
¨ fβpλ1{mq.

Condition (i) is true because the discrepancy between J1 and J2 comes essentially from the specialization at
a “ b “ 1 of (the ratio of) the hyper-geometric factors produced by D1 and D2 (see Section 5.2), but such

hypergeometric factors are known to preserve rLpt according to [16]. Condition (ii), on the other hand, may
be checked through direct computation. In fact, for each summand fj in the decomposition of E, fj restricts
topologically to Opxc1pfjq, Dyq on the orbit αβ “ CP 1, and its restriction on the two end points satisfy

fj|α “ λxc1pfjq,Dy ¨ fj|β .

In this way, both E0,2,mD|ψ and E_
0,2,mD|ψ may be explicitly written out in terms of E|α and λ, and

thus all extra terms in the recursive coefficients of L
X,pEu,E,lq
G and of L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G that come from the

twistings. It is then not hard to see that the discrepancy between the recursive coefficients of L
X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G

and L
X,pEu,E,lq
G amounts exactly to the extra factors in J1 compared to J2 evaluated at the regular point

q “ λ1{m. This completes our proof of the Theorem. We omit the computational details here.
Setting all G-equivariant parameters back to 1, we obtain the non-G-equivariant KqSD in Section 5.1.

In this way, the above argument provides us with an alternative proof of Theorem 2 for GKM varieties.
We end this section by remarking that G-equivariant analogues of Corollary 2 and 3 and Theorem 2A

and 2B are still correct, and may be proved using Lemma 7 as above. We only mention the following two
key points, and the rest of the proof needs not to be changed:

• The recursion coefficients of L
X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G and L

X,pEu,E,lq
G may both be written either in terms of

Q1
i or in terms of Q2

i .

• For any element J “ Jpqq “
ř
dQ

dJdpqq in the G-equivariant loop space, multiplying each Jdpqq by
the factor p1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dyq does not change the recursive formula that J satisfies. In fact, it
suffices to realize that for any fixed degree d,

1 ´ µ ¨ fj |α ¨ q´xc1pfjq,d`mDy
ˇ̌
ˇ
q“λ1{m

“ 1 ´ µ ¨ fj|β ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dy
ˇ̌
ˇ
q“λ1{m

.
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LHS and RHS of the equality above are exactly the extra factors that would appear respectively in
LHS and RHS of the recursive formula, caused by the change Jdpqq ÞÑ Jdpqq ¨ p1 ´ µ ¨ fj ¨ q´xc1pfjq,dyq.
Such change turns exactly the J2 in Theorem 2 to the one in Theorem 2A. The same is true for the
factor p1 ´ µ´1 ¨ f´1

j ¨ qxc1pfjq,dyq, which turns the J2 in Theorem 2 to the one in Theorem 2B.

We state only the G-equivariant versions of Theorem 2A and 2B.

Theorem 3A (G-equivariant KqSD). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq
di ¨ J1

d P L
X,pEu,E,lq
G Ă KGrrµssQ

1

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q1), we have

J2 “ Eupµ´1Eq ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q1
i ¨

`
´ql

˘c1pEqi
¯di

¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G Ă K

GrrµssQ
1

.

Here KGrrµssQ
1

is the G-equivariant counterpart of KrrµssQ
1

; Eupµ´1Eq P KGpXqrrµss is the G ˆ Cˆ
µ -

equivariant Euler class of E and satisfies Eupµ´1Eq ” 1 pmod µq.

Theorem 3B (G-equivariant KqSD). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

pQ2
i qdi ¨ J1

d P L
X,pEu,E,lq
G Ă KGrrµ´1ssQ

2

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q2), we have

J2 “ EupµE_q ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

ˆ
Q2
i ¨

´
´qpl`1q

¯c1pEqi
˙di

¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G Ă KGrrµ´1ssQ

2

.

Here KGrrµ´1ssQ
2

is the G-equivariant counterpart of Krrµ´1ssQ
2

; EupµE_q P KGpXqrrµ´1ss is the GˆCˆ
µ -

equivariant Euler class of E_ and satisfies EupµE_q ” 1 pmod µ´1q.

6.3 Over non-abelian GIT quotients

The G-equivariant argument above allows us to generalize the (non-equivariant) KqSD to certain cases
where the vector bundle E in consideration is not necessarily generated by line bundles in KpXq, through
the so-called idea of abelian/non-abelian correspondence.

Let X “ V {{H “ V spHq{H be the GIT quotient of a vector space V by a reductive group H , where
V spHq refers to semistable locus with respect to a given stability condition. We assume that semistable is
equivalent to stable in our case, and that H acts freely on V spHq. We denote by S Ă H a maximal torus of
H , by V spSq the stable locus of the S-action, and assume that S acts freely on it. In this case, we have the
following diagram of quotients

V spHq{S
�

� ι
//

q

��

Y “ V spSq{S

X “ V spHq{H

where ι is an open embedding and q is free quotient by H{S. We call Y “ V spSq{S the abelian quotient
associated to X . It is a toric variety by definition. Moreover, for any vector bundle E over X , we may find
vector bundle F over Y such that ι˚F “ q˚E. We call such F a lifting of E over Y . Note that since Y is a
toric variety, the lifting F is always primitive, of which the KqSD is known.

The idea of abelian/non-abelian correspondence, first introduced to quantum cohomology through the
papers [3] and [4], is to relate big J -functions of X to those of Y . For quantum K-theory, the idea is
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justified in [43] for the case where X is a partial flag variety. More precisely, we treat the partial flag variety
X “ Flagpv1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , vn;Nq as a GIT quotient by

X “ V {{H “ HompCv1 ,Cv2q ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ HompCvn ,CN q{{GLpv1q ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆGLpvnq.

Both X and its associated abelian quotient Y admit natural action by G “ pCˆqN induced from the standard
action of G on CN . Then, it is proven that the image cone LXG of the G-equivariant big J -function of X may

be recovered as the Weyl-group-invariant part of the image cone Ltw,YrG of the pEu, h{sq-twisted rG-equivariant

big J -function of Y under specialization of Novikov variables (as there are more of them for Y compared to

X). Here rG is an enlarged torus acting on Y with isolated fixed points and 1-dim orbits, and h{s denotes
the bundle over Y associated to the S-representation h{s, where h and s are the Lie algebrae of H and S
respectively. Moreover, twisting on the big J -function of X that is defined by a vector bundle E, either of
the invertible type like pEu, Eq and pEu´1, Eq, or in the form of level structure like pE, lq, may be recovered
in the same way from the corresponding twisting on the pEu, h{sq-twisted big J -function of Y but defined
by the lifting vector bundle F of E, thus either of the invertible type like pEu, F q and pEu´1, F q, or in the
form of level structure like pF, lq.

The rG-equivariant KqSD holds for F over Y as the entire KpY q is primitive. Taking the Weyl-group-

invariant part, specializing the Novikov variables, and restricting rG back to G, we may then prove the
G-equivariant KqSD for any vector bundle E over X , not necessarily primitive itself. For simplicity of
notation, we state the result below only for Vj pj “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq, the tautological bundles over the flag variety
X . For each fixed j, we denote by Pjs ps “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , vjq the K-theoretic Chern roots of Vj . That is to say,
exterior powers of Vj are expressed formally as elementary symmetric polynomials in Pjs. We take the
Novikov variables Q1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Qn as associated to the basis of H2pXq given by c1pV1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , c1pVnq.

Theorem 4 (KqSD for flag varieties). Let Vj pj “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq be the j-th tautological bundle over the partial
flag variety X “ Flagpv1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , vn;Nq. For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

Q
řvi

s“1
dis

i ¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,Vj ,lq
G Ă K

Gpµq

with J1
d independent of Qi pi “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nq, we have J2 P L

X,pEu´1,V _
j ,l`1q

G Ă KGpµq where

J2 “
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

`
Qi ¨

`
´q´l¨δi,j

˘˘řvi
s“1

dis
¨

vjź

s“1

1 ´ µ ¨ P´1
js

1 ´ µ ¨ P´1
js ¨ q´djs

¨ J1
d

“
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Qi ¨

´
´q´pl`1q¨δi,j

¯¯řvi
s“1

dis
¨

vjź

s“1

1 ´ µ´1 ¨ Pjs
1 ´ µ´1 ¨ Pjs ¨ qdjs

¨ J1
d .

Theorem 4A (KqSD for flag varieties). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

pQ1
iq

řvi
s“1

dis ¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,Vj ,lq
G Ă KGrrµssQ

1

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q1), we have

J2 “ Eupµ´1Vjq ¨
ÿ

d

nź

i“1

`
Q1
i ¨

`
´q´l¨δi,j

˘˘řvi
s“1

dis
¨ J1

d P L
X,pEu´1,V _

j ,l`1q

G Ă KGrrµssQ
1

.

Theorem 4B (KqSD for flag varieties). For any point

J1 “
ÿ

d“pdisq,disě0

nź

i“1

pQ2
i q

řvi
s“1

dis ¨ J1
d P L

X,pEu,E,lq
G Ă Krrµ´1ssQ

2

with J1
d independent of Q (or equivalently, Q2), we have

J2 “ EupµV _
j q ¨

ÿ

d

nź

i“1

´
Q2
i ¨

´
´q´pl`1q¨δi,j

¯¯řvi
s“1

dis
¨ J1

d P L
X,pEu´1,E_,l`1q
G Ă K

Grrµ´1ssQ
2

.
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The degree term takes the form d “ pdisq
n vi
i“1,s“1 because the summation is originally over curve classes on

Y with Novikov variables tQisu
n vi
i“1,s“1, and is reduced to X only after the specialization of Qis ÞÑ Qi, @i, s.

The above formulae obviously admit non-equivariant limits. Setting equivariant parameters of G back
to 1, we obtain the non-torus-equivariant KqSD for the flag variety X . The formulae for J2 will not change.
This recovers Corollary A and B in the Introduction, which hold respectively in Krrµss and in Krrµ´1ss.
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[7] A. Chiodo and Y. Ruan. Landau–Ginzburg/Calabi–Yau correspondence for quintic three-folds via
symplectic transformations. Inventiones mathematicae, 182(1):117–165, 2010.

[8] I. Ciocan-Fontanine, B. Kim, and D. Maulik. Stable quasimaps to GIT quotients. J. Geom. Phys.,
75:17–47, 2014.

[9] T. Coates and A. Givental. Quantum Riemann-Roch, Lefschetz and Serre. Ann. Math., 165(1):15–53,
2007.

[10] T. Coates, H. Iritani, and Y. Jiang. The Crepant Transformation Conjecture for toric complete inter-
sections. Advances in Mathematics, 329:1002–1087, 2018.

[11] A. Givental. Equivariant Gromov-Witten invariants. Internat. Math. Res. Notices, (13):613–663, 1996.

[12] A. Givental. Elliptic Gromov-Witten invariants and the generalized mirror conjecture. In Taniguchi
Symposium on Integrable Systems and Algebraic Geometry, pages 107–155, 1997.

[13] A. Givental. On the WDVV equation in quantum K-theory. Michigan Math. J., 48:295–304, 2000.
Dedicated to William Fulton on the occasion of his 60th birthday.

[14] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory II. Fixed point localization, 2015.

[15] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory III. Lefschetz’ fixed point formula onM0,n{Sn,
2015.

[16] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory IV. Dq-modules, 2015.

[17] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory IX. Quantum-Riemann-Roch in all genera,
2015.

[18] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory VII. General theory, 2015.

[19] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory VIII. Explicit reconstruction, 2015.

[20] A. Givental. Permulation-equivariant quantum K-theory I. Definitions. Elementary K-theory of
M0,n{Sn. Mosc. Math. J., 17(4):691–698, 2017.

40



[21] A. Givental. Permutation-equivariant quantum K-theory XI. Quantum Adams-Riemann-Roch, 2017.

[22] A. Givental and Y.-P. Lee. Quantum K-theory on flag manifolds, finite-difference Toda lattices and
quantum groups. Invent. Math., 151(1):193–219, 2003.

[23] A. Givental and V. Tonita. The Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch theorem in true genus-0 quantum K-theory.
In Symplectic, Poisson, and noncommutative geometry, volume 62 of Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages
43–91. Cambridge Univ. Press, New York, 2014.

[24] A. Givental and X. Yan. Quantum K-theory of Grassmannians and non-abelian localization. SIGMA
Symmetry Integrability Geom. Methods Appl., 17:Paper No. 031, 16, 2021.

[25] L. Heath and M. Shoemaker. Quantum Serre duality for quasimaps. European Journal of Mathematics,
8(1):53–93, 2022.

[26] H. Iritani. An integral structure in quantum cohomology and mirror symmetry for toric orbifolds.
Advances in Mathematics, 222(3):1016–1079, 2009.

[27] H. Iritani, E. Mann, and T. Mignon. Quantum Serre theorem as a duality between quantum D-modules.
International Mathematics Research Notices, 2016(9):2828–2888, 2015.

[28] H. Iritani, T. Milanov, and V. Tonita. Reconstruction and convergence in quantum K-theory via
difference equations. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, 2015(11):2887–2937, 2014.

[29] T. Kawasaki. The riemann-roch theorem for complex V -manifolds. Osaka Journal of Mathematics,
16(1):151–159, 1979.

[30] P. Koroteev, P. Pushkar, A. Smirnov, and A. Zeitlin. Quantum K-theory of quiver varieties and many-
body systems, 2021.

[31] Y.-P. Lee. Quantum K-theory. I. Foundations. Duke Math. J., 121(3):389–424, 2004.

[32] H. Liu. Self-duality in quantum K-theory, 2019.

[33] R. Mi and M. Shoemaker. Extremal transitions via quantum Serre duality. Mathematische Annalen,
386(1):821–876, 2023.

[34] A. Okounkov. Lectures on K-theoretic computations in enumerative geometry. In Geometry of moduli
spaces and representation theory, volume 24 of IAS/Park City Math. Ser., pages 251–380. Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 2017.

[35] A. Okounkov and A. Smirnov. Quantum difference equation for Nakajima varieties. Inventiones math-
ematicae, 229:1203–1299, 2022.

[36] N. Priddis, Y.-P. Lee, and M. Shoemaker. A proof of the Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence
via the crepant transformation conjecture. Annales Scientifiques de l École Normale Supérieure, 49,
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