
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

02
29

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
G

] 
 4

 F
eb

 2
02

5

FABER’S SOCLE INTERSECTION NUMBERS VIA GROMOV–WITTEN THEORY

OF ELLIPTIC CURVE

XAVIER BLOT, SERGEY SHADRIN, AND ISHAN JAZTAR SINGH

Abstract. The goal of this very short note is to give a new proof of Faber’s formula for the socle

intersection numbers in the tautological ring of Mg. This new proof exhibits a new beautiful tautological

relation that stems from the recent work of Oberdieck–Pixton on the Gromov–Witten theory of the

elliptic curve via a refinement of their argument, and some straightforward computation with the double

ramification cycles that enters the recursion relations for the Hamiltonians of the KdV hierarchy.
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1. Introduction

Faber’s formula [Fab99] for the socle intersection numbers in the tautological ring of Mg has now
several proofs, with quite different geometric ideas behind them. It can be stated in terms of the Deligne–
Mumford compactification of the moduli spaces of curves Mg,n, g ≥ 1, n ≥ 1, as

∫

Mg,n

λgλg−1

n∏

i=1

ψdi

i =
(−1)g−1B2g(2g − 3 + n)!

22g−1 · (2g)!

n∏

i=1

1

(2di − 1)!!
,(1.1)

for all d1, . . . , dn ≥ 0 such that d1 + · · · + dn = g − 2 + n. Here B2g denote the Bernoulli numbers.
Originally it was conjectured in [Fab99] and by now it is a well-established statement with the following
five proofs based on a variety of quite different ideas:

• Virasoro constraints for the projective plane, [GP98; Giv01].
• Mumford’s formula and related combinatorics, [LX09].
• Intersections with double ramification cycles, [BS11].
• The 3-spin relations and related combinatorics, [Pix13].
• The half-spin relations and related combinatorics, [GFKLS19; GFZ22].

The purpose of this note is to give yet another proof that is based on a new tautological relation that
follows from a recent work of Oberdieck–Pixton on the Gromov–Witten theory of the elliptic curve [OP18;
OP23].

Although the utility of a new proof of a well-known statement might be questionable, it involves a
completely new set of powerful ideas and allows us to exhibit a new tautological relation, which are all
to be used in the analysis of the quantum integrable systems of Buryak–Rossi [BR16a].

1.1. Acknowledgments. The authors thank Paolo Rossi for useful discussions.
X.B. and S.S. were supported by the Dutch Research Council grant OCENW.M.21.233. I.J.S. is

supported by the University of Padova and the Marie Curie Fellowship (project ID 741896) and is affiliated
with the INFN under the national project MMNLP.

2. New tautological relation

We consider a subset N of the set of stable graphs corresponding to the strata in Mg,m, g ≥ 1, m ≥ 1,
which have the form of a necklace:

• There are m vertices and to each of them we attach exactly one leaf labeled by i, i = 1, . . . ,m.
1
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• There are m edges, and they connect the vertices in one cycle of length m.

There are (m − 1)!/2 graphs of this shape for m ≥ 2 (for m = 2 it is just one graph, but then with
the automorphism group of order 2). The graphs Γ ∈ N are further equipped by the genus function
g : V (Γ) → Z≥0, where V (Γ) = {v1, . . . , vm} is the set of vertices, and we assume that the leaf i is
attached to vi, i = 1, . . . ,m. The genus condition reads

∑m

i=1 g(vi) = g − 1.
It will be a bit more convenient to introduce an orientation on these necklace graphs and consider the

set of wheels ~N (necklaces with an added choice of orientation); then we have exactly (m− 1)! wheels.

Proposition 2.1. We have the following relation in H∗(Mg,m):

1

(m− 1)!

∑

Γ∈ ~N
g : V (Γ)→Z≥0

(bΓ,g)∗

Å m⊗

i=1

DRg(vi)(0, 1,−1)λg(vi)

ã
=

2 · (2g)!

(−1)g−1B2g(2g − 2 +m)!
λgλg−1

m∏

i=1

ψi

m∑

i=1

1

ψi

.

(2.2)

Here bΓ,g :
∏m

i=1 Mg(vi),3 → Mg,m is the boundary map, DRg(vi)(0, 1,−1) is the double ramification cycle
on Mg(vi),3 assigned to vi, where the multiplicity 0 is assigned to the marked point corresponding to the
leaf.

Proof. This tautological relation comes from two independent computations of the class cg,m(p⊗m)λg−1,

g ≥ 1, m ≥ 1 in [OP23], where cg,m(p⊗m) ∈ H∗(Mg,m)⊗C[[q]] are the classes of the cohomological field
theory associated to the Gromov–Witten theory of the elliptic curve, where all primary fields are the
classes of a point in the target curve, and q is the variable that controls the degree of the stable maps.

Let QMod = C[G2, G4, G6] be the algebra of quasimodular forms, where Gk(q) is the k-weighted
Eisenstein series is given by

(2.3) Gk(q) = −
Bk

2k
+
∑

n≥1

qn
∑

d|n

dk, k = 2, 4, 6, . . . .

It is graded by nonnegative even integers, QMod =
⊕∞

ℓ=0QMod2ℓ, where the grading is given by the
weight of the modular forms wt(Gk) := k, k = 2, 4, 6. Note that for all even k ≥ 2, QModk ∋ Gk. Note
also that the operator q∂q acts on QMod increasing the weight by 2.

Using the holomorphic anomaly equation, Oberdieck and Pixton prove [OP23, Proposition 6.8] that

cg,m(p⊗m)λg−1 =
2 · (2g)!

(−1)g−1B2g(2g − 2 +m)!
λgλg−1

m∏

i=1

ψi

m∑

i=1

1

ψi

× (q∂q)
m−1G2g(q).(2.4)

On the other hand, in [OP18, Proof of Theorem 5] they give a formula for cg,m(p⊗m) as a sum over
graphs:

cg,m
(
p⊗m

)
=
∑

Γ

1

|Aut(Γ)|

∑

k

(bΓ)∗

(
m⊗

i=1

∆gi

(
(k(h))h∈vi

)
)

(2.5)

×
∏

e={h,h′}
e is a loop

2(−1)k(h)
(

Bk(h)+k(h′)+2

2(k(h)+k(h′)+2) +Gk(h)+k(h′)+2

)

×
∑

w

∏

e={h,h′}
e is not a loop

(−1)k(h
′)w(h)k(h)+k(h′)+1

1− qw(h)
.

Here

• Γ is a stable graph representing a boundary stratum in Mg,n and bΓ is the corresponding bound-
ary map. We think of edges and vertices as subsets of the set H(Γ) of the half-edges of Γ.

• The m legs of Γ labeled by 1, . . . ,m are attached to m pairwise different vertices v1, . . . , vm of
genera g1, . . . , gm ≥ 0, and there are no further additional vertices.

• Each edge of Γ can be included in a cycle in the graph, that is, if we cut any edge, the graph
remains connected. Loops are allowed.

• The sum over k is the sum over all possible maps k : H(Γ) → Z≥0 such that for every loop
e = (h, h′) the sum k(h) + k(h′) is even and k(h) = 0 if h is a leaf.

• The sum over w is the sum over all possible systems of “kissing weights” on the set of half-edges
of Γ, which are the functions w : H(Γ) → Z such that

– w(h) + w(h′) = 0 for every edge e = {h, h′};
–
∑

h∈v w(h) = 0 for every vertex v.
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– w(h) = 0 whenever h is a leaf or if it belongs to a loop.
• If e = (h, h′) is not a loop, then it is assumed that h is attached to a vertex with smaller index

than h′. This gives an orientation on each edge that we refer to as index orientation below.
• The classes ∆g̃(k1, . . . , km̃) are defined in such a way that for any a1, . . . , am̃ ∈ Z, a1+· · ·+am̃ = 0,

we have

DRg̃(a1, . . . , am̃) =
∑

k1,...,km̃∈Z≥0

∆g̃(k1, . . . , km̃)

m̃∏

i=1

aki

i .(2.6)

and the latter expression is a symmetric polynomial in ai’s (such expression exists by [Pix; Spe24]).

When we multiply this expression by λg−1, we get contributions only from the necklace graphs for
m ≥ 2, and the contributions from the graph with one vertex and no edges and the graphs with one
vertex and one loop for m = 1. The class assigned to the vertex vi is subsequently multiplied by λgi .

In all cases we use only the following classes

∆gi(0, 0, 2gi)λgi = ∆gi(0, 2gi, 0)λgi =
1

2
DRgi(0, 1,−1)λgi ,(2.7)

to decorate the vertices (we assume here that the first index is for k(h) = 0, where h is the leaf attached
to vi). Finally, we know that the resulting formula should be a quasimodular form of pure weight
2g − 2 + 2m (as prescribed by Equation (2.4)), which allows us to drastically simplify the computation
of the coefficients of the relevant graphs. To this end it might be seen as a refinement of [OP23, Proof of
Lemma 6.6].

In the case m = 1, the graph with no edges doesn’t contribute anything of weight other than 0 (in
fact, it contributes a constant term that offsets the B2g/4g constant in the second line of (2.5) in the
one-loop graph). Thus, the final result is simply given by

cg,1 (p)λg−1 =
1

2
(bΓ)∗(DRg−1(0, 1,−1)λg−1) · 2G2g(q),(2.8)

where Γ is the one-vertex graph with a single loop (and its group of automorphisms has order 2). This
expression matches exactly the left-hand side of (2.2) for m = 1.

In the case m ≥ 2, there are (m − 1)!/2 necklace graphs (for m = 2 it is just one graph, whose
automorphism group has order 2), but we prefer to consider them as (m−1)! oriented necklace graphs, and
then divide the resulting expression by 2, and this way it works equally well for m = 2, with an additional
choice of the genus labels g1, . . . , gm for the vertices. The vertices are decorated by DRgi(0, 1,−1)λgi , and
the kissing weights are fully determined by the choice of one kissing weight a ∈ Z, say, for the half-edge
attached to the vertex v1 that points in the direction prescribed by the orientation of the necklace.

The coefficient for each necklace is then given by

∑

a∈Z 6=0

a2g−2

Å
a

1− qa

ãj+ Å −a

1− q−a

ãj−
,(2.9)

where j+ (resp., j−) is the number of edges, whose index orientation agrees (resp., disagrees) with the
orientation of the necklace. Note that j++j− = m and with our conventions j+ ≥ 1. The latter coefficient
can then be computed as

l̃im
p→1

Ñ
∑

a∈Z 6=0

(p∂p)
2g−2Pj+,j−(p∂p, q∂q)

a

1− qa
pa

é
,(2.10)

where Pj+,j− is some polynomial, the series expansion is assumed to be taken in the ring 0 < |q| < |p| < 1,

and the operation ›limp→1 takes the limit of the expression that is regularized, if necessary, by removing
the principal part of the singularity at p = 1 (as we see below, the principal part doesn’t depend on q).

In order to compute (2.10), we rely on the following observations (see e.g. [OP18])):

• In the ring 0 < |q| < |p| < 1 the sum
∑

a∈Z 6=0

a

1− qa
pa,

is equal to the shifted by constant Weierstraß function ℘τ (z) := ℘τ (z) + 2G2(q), where q =
exp(2πiτ) and p = exp(2πiz).
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• The shifted Weierstraß function ℘τ (z) expands at z = 0 as

1

(2πiz)2
+ 2

∞∑

ℓ=0

G2ℓ+2(q)
(2πiz)2ℓ

(2ℓ)!
.(2.11)

• The limit p → 1 in the ring 0 < |q| < |p| < 1 in (2.10) is equal to the limit z → 0 for
0 < Im(z) < Im(τ) in terms of the shifted Weierstraß function regularized by removing the
principal part at z = 0.

• Note that the principal part of ( 1
2πi∂z)

2g−2Pj+,j−(
1

2πi∂z , q∂q)℘τ (z) at z = 0 is independent of τ .

Now, consider (2.10) in terms of ℘τ (z). Note that with respect to the weight grading, wt(p∂p) = 1 and
wt(q∂q) = 2. Moreover, for arbitrary j+, j−, the polynomial

Pj+,j−(p∂p, q∂q) =
(q∂q)

m−1

(m− 1)!
+ (lower order terms with respect to the weight grading).(2.12)

So, since we are only interested in the pure weight grading 2g − 2 + 2m and it appears to be the top
weight grading in Equation (2.10), we only have to apply limz→0 to

1

(m− 1)!
(q∂q)

m−1
Å

1

2πi
∂z

ã2g−2

℘τ (z),(2.13)

where the latter expression is regular at z = 0 and the limit gives 2
(m−1)! (q∂q)

m−1G2g(q).

Thus, for m ≥ 2, for the pure weight 2g− 2+2m, we obtain the sum over all oriented necklace graphs,
whose vertices are decorated by DRgi(0, 1,−1), with the coefficient 1

2 · 2
(m−1)! =

1
(m−1)! . This is exactly

the expression that we have on the left-hand side of (2.2). �

3. Intersection numbers with the double ramification cycles

In order to intersect Equation (2.2) with ψ-classes, we need certain specializations of the following
general formula:

Proposition 3.1. For any a1, a2 ∈ Z and for any g ≥ 0 we have:
∫

Mg,3

DRg(−a1 − a2, a1, a2)λgψ
g
1 =

g∑

j=0

(2j − 1)!!

(2g + 1)!!(2j)!!

(a1 + a2)
2j(a21 − a1a2 + a22)

g−j

12g
.(3.2)

Proof. Noting that this integral is a (homogenenous) polynomial in a1, a2 [Bur15, Lemma 3.2], it is
sufficient to compute it for a1, a2 > 0. To this end, we use the recursion relation for the ψ-class on a
double ramification cycle in [BSSZ15, Theorem 4], which implies (after we multiply the corresponding
expression by λg and cancel the terms vanishing for the dimensional reasons) that

(a1 + a2)(2g + 1)

∫

Mg,3

DRg(−a1 − a2, a1, a2)λgψ
g
1 = (a1 + a2)

∫

Mg,2

DRg(−a1 − a2, a1 + a2)λgψ
g−1
1 +

(3.3)

2

∫

Mg−1,3

DRg−1(−a1 − a2, a1, a2)λg−1ψ
g−1
1

Ç
a1

∫

M1,2

DR1(−a1, a1)λ1 + a2

∫

M1,2

DR1(−a2, a2)λ1

å
.

This recursion relation is exactly the same as the one used in [Sha06] for the intersection numbers with
the cycles of admissible covers. Another reincarnation of this relation is the recursion of Buryak–Rossi
for the Hamiltonian densities of the KdV hierarchy in [BR16b].

The integrals
∫
Mg,2

DRg(−b, b)λgψ
g−1
1 can either be computed by the same type of recursion, or,

otherwise, using the bamboo formula for DRg(−b, b)λg conjectured in [BHIS22, Conjecture 2.1] and
proved in [BS24, Theorem 2.2] it is straightforward to see that

∫

Mg,2

DRg(−b, b)λgψ
g−1
1 = b2g

∫

Mg,2

ψ3g−1
1 =

b2g

24gg!
.(3.4)

Thus Equation (3.3) is equivalent to the following recursion relation:

(2g + 1)

∫

Mg,3

DRg(−a1 − a2, a1, a2)λgψ
g
1 =

(a1 + a2)
2g

24gg!
+(3.5)

a21 − a1a2 + a22
12

∫

Mg−1,3

DRg−1(−a1 − a2, a1, a2)λg−1ψ
g−1
1 .

It then follows directly that Equation (3.2) satisfies this recursion. �
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4. A new proof of the socle intersection numbers

A direct corollary of Propositions 2.1 and 3.1 is the following:

Corollary 4.1. Equation (1.1) holds for all g ≥ 1, n ≥ 1, d1, . . . , dn ≥ 0 such that d1+· · ·+dn = g−2+n.

Proof. Using the string equation [Wit91], we see that it is sufficient to prove (1.1) for n = m+1, m ≥ 1,
with dm+1 = 0 and d1, . . . , dm ≥ 1. Then, using the string equation again, we see that under these
assumptions

2 · (2g)!

(−1)g−1B2g(2g − 3 + n)!

∫

Mg,n

λgλg−1

n∏

i=1

ψdi

i =(4.2)

∫

Mg,m

Å
2 · (2g)!

(−1)g−1B2g(2g − 2 +m)!
λgλg−1

m∏

i=1

ψi

m∑

i=1

1

ψi

ã m∏

i=1

ψdi−1
i .

By Proposition 2.1 the latter expression is equal to

1

(m− 1)!

∑

Γ∈ ~N
g : V (Γ)→Z≥0

m∏

i=1

∫

Mg(vi),3

DRg(vi)(0, 1,−1)λg(vi)ψ
di−1
1 .(4.3)

For the dimensional reason, the integrals in this expression are non-trivial if and only if g(vi) = di − 1.
Thus the genus function g on the vertices is uniquely determined for every graph Γ, and there are exactly
(m− 1)! identical summands in the sum. Thus, the expression is equal to

m∏

i=1

∫

Mdi−1,3

DRdi−1(0, 1,−1)λdi−1ψ
di−1
1 ,(4.4)

which is equal to
m∏

i=1

1

(2di − 1)!!22di−2
=

1

22g−2

m∏

i=1

1

(2di − 1)!!
,(4.5)

by Proposition 3.1. �
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