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Abstract

We give an explicit formula for the difference between the standard and reduced genus-one
Gromov-Witten invariants. Combined with previous work on geometric properties of the latter,
this paper makes it possible to compute the standard genus-one GW-invariants of complete
intersections. In particular, we obtain a closed formula for the genus-one GW-invariants of a
Calabi-Yau projective hypersurface and verify a recent mirror symmetry prediction for a sextic
fourfold as a special case.
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1 Introduction

Gromov-Witten invariants are counts of holomorphic curves in symplectic manifolds that play
prominent roles in string theory, symplectic topology, and algebraic geometry. A variety of pre-
dictions concerning these invariants have arisen from string theory, only some of which have been
verified mathematically. These invariants are generally difficult to compute, especially in positive
genera. For example, the 1991 prediction of [CaDGP] for the genus-zero GW-invariants of the
quintic threefold was mathematically confirmed in the mid-1990s, while even low-degree cases of
the 1993 prediction of [BCOV] for its genus-one GW-invariants remained unaccessible for another
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seven years.

In contrast to the genus-zero case, the expected hyperplane (or hyperplane-section) relation be-
tween GW-invariants of a complete intersection and those of the ambient space do not hold in
positive genera; see Subsection 1.2 in [Z5] for more details. This issue is entirely avoided in [Ga]
and [MPal] by approaching GW-invariants of complete intersections through degeneration tech-
niques. The methods of [Ga] and [MPal] can be used for low-degree checks of [BCOV], but they
do not seem to provide a ready platform for an application of combinatorial techniques as in the
genus-zero case. In contrast, the failure of the expected hyperplane relation for genus-one invari-
ants is addressed in [Z3] and [LZ] by defining reduced genus-one GW-invariants and showing that
these invariants do satisfy the hyperplane relation, respectively. Combined with [VaZ2], this last
approach provides a platform suitable for an application of combinatorial techniques (the classical
localization theorem) and has led to a closed formula for the reduced GW-invariants of a Calabi-
Yau projective hypersurface; see [Z5]. For symplectic manifolds of real dimension six, the standard
and reduced genus-one GW-invariants without descendants differ by a multiple of the genus-zero
GWe-invariant.! The prediction of [BCOV] is thus fully verified in [Z5] as a special case.

Remark: The ranges of applicability of the two degeneration methods and of the reduced-invariants
method are very different, with a relatively limited overlap. The wider-ranging degeneration
method, that of [MPal], can in principle be used to compute arbitrary-genus GW-invariants of
low-degree low-dimension complete intersections. While the computation in each case is generally
difficult, this method has been used to compute genus-one and genus-two GW-invariants of the
Enriques Calabi-Yau threefold; see [MPa2]. On the other hand, the reduced-invariants method
applies to arbitrary complete intersections, but at this point in the genus-one case only.

In theory, reduced genus-one GW-invariants are not new invariants, as by Proposition 3.1 in [Z3]
the difference between these invariants and the standard ones is some combination of genus-zero
GWe-invariants. However, this is not part of the definition of reduced genus-one invariants and
the relation described by Proposition 3.1 in [Z3] is not convenient for immediate applications; see
Proposition 3.2 below. In this paper, we determine an explicit relation; see Theorems 1A and 1B.
Combining this relation with the closed formula for the reduced genus-one GW-invariants of a
Calabi-Yau hypersurface derived in [Z5], we then obtain a closed formula for the standard genus-
one GW-invariants of a Calabi-Yau hypersurface; see Theorem 2. The mirror symmetry prediction
of [KPa| for a sextic fourfold is confirmed by the n =6 case of Theorem 2. The n > 6 cases of
Theorem 2 go beyond even predictions, as far as the author is aware.

It is interesting to observe that only one boundary stratum of a partially regularized moduli space
of genus-one stable maps accounts for the difference between the standard and reduced genus-one
GW-invariants without descendants. This implies that if X is a sufficiently regular almost Kahler
manifold (e.g. a low-degree projective hypersurface), only two strata of the moduli space M (X, 3)
of degree-f8 genus-one stable maps to X with £ marked points contribute to the genus-one GW-
invariants without descendants:

(i) the main stratum MY, (X, B) consisting of stable maps from smooth domains;

1For the purposes of this statement, all three GW-invariants are viewed as linear functionals on the same vector
space (consisting of tuples of homology elements in the manifold).
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Figure 1: Generic elements of ﬁ}ﬁ(x, B), ﬁfﬁ(x, B), and ﬁtg(X,B)ﬂﬁig(X, B), respectively;
the lines and curves represent the components of the domain of a stable map and the pair of integers
next to each component indicates the genus of the component and the degree of the map on the
component.

(ii) the stratum W}%(X , B) consisting of stable maps from a union of a smooth genus-one curve

and a P!, with the map constant on the genus-one curve and with all & marked points lying
on the latter; see the first diagram in Figure 1.

At a first glance, this statement may seem to contradict reality, as well as Theorems 1A and 1B.
For example, if n > 4, the formula for the difference in Theorems 1A and 1B involves the GW-
invariant GVV?2 0) that counts two-component rational curves; this is consistent with [KPa]. This

term may appear to arise from the stratum W%’%(X,ﬁ) of My (X, B) consisting of maps from a
smooth genus-one curve Cp with two P!s attached directly to Cp so that the map is constant on Cp;
see the middle diagram in Figure 1. In fact, G:VV’(G2 0) arises from a homology class on My x11(X, B),

or equivalently from the closure of a boundary stratum of ﬁ}ﬁ (X, ). This boundary stratum is

the intersection of ﬁig(X, B) with W%’%(X, B); see the last diagram in Figure 1.

After setting up notation for GW-invariants in Subsection 2.1, we state the main theorem of this
paper is Subsection 2.2. Theorem 1A expresses the difference between the standard and reduced
genus-one GW-invariants as a linear combination of genus-zero invariants. The coefficients in this
linear combination are top intersections of tautological classes on the blowups of moduli spaces of
genus-one curves constructed in Subsection 2.3 in [VaZ2] and reviewed in Subsection 3.1 below.
These are computable through the recursions obtained in [Z4] and restated in Subsection 2.2 be-
low; (2.9) gives an explicit formula for these coefficients when no descendants are involved. We
then deduce a more compact version of Theorem 1A; Theorem 1B involves certain (un-)twisted
1-classes and coefficients that satisfy simpler recursions than the coefficients in Theorem 1A. The
descendant-free case of Theorem 1B, (2.15), is used in Subsection 2.3 to obtain a closed formula
for the difference between the two genus-one GW-invariants of a Calabi-Yau hypersurface from a
closed formula for its genus-zero GW-invariants obtained in [MirSym]|; see Lemma 2.2. Using a
closed formula for the reduced genus-one GW-invariants of such a hypersurface derived in [Z5], we
thus obtain a closed formula for its standard genus-one GW-invariants.

Theorem 1A is proved in Section 3. In addition to reviewing the blowup construction of Subsec-
tion 2.3 in [VaZ2|, Subsection 3.1 describes natural bundle homomorphisms over moduli spaces
of genus-one curves and their twisted versions. These are used to describe the difference between



the two genus-one GW-invariants in Subsection 3.3 and to compute it explicitly in Subsection 3.4,
respectively. The blowup construction of Subsection 2.4 in [VaZ2] for moduli spaces of genus-zero
curves is used in Subsection 3.2 to obtain a formula for top intersections of tautological classes on
blowups of moduli spaces of genus-one curves; Proposition 3.1 is used at the end of Subsection 3.4.
Subsection 3.3 reviews the relevant aspects of [Z3], concluding with a description of the difference
between the two genus-one GW-invariants; see Proposition 3.2. This difference can be computed
explicitly through the direct, but rather involved, setup of [Z2]. Subsection 3.4 instead presents a
more conceptual approach motivated by the blowup construction of Section 3 in [VaZ2| for moduli
spaces of genus-zero maps.

The author would like to thank J. Li for first drawing the author’s attention to the issue of
computing genus-one GW-invariants of projective hypersurfaces, R. Pandharipande for pointing
out the mirror symmetry prediction for a sextic fourfold in [KPal, and the referee for suggestions
for improving the exposition.

2 Overview

2.1 Gromov-Witten Invariants

Let ()f ,w,J) be a compact symplectic manifold with a compatible almost complex structure. If
g,k €Z" are nonnegative integers and € Hy(X;Z), we denote by M, (X, 8; J) the moduli space
of genus-g degree-8 J-holomorphic maps into X with k marked points. For each j=1,... k, let

evj: My (X, 6, T) — X
be the evaluation map at the jth marked point and let
¥j € H* (M, (X, 8; 7))

be the first chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle at the jth marked point. More
generally, if J is a finite set, we denote by My s(X, 3;J) the moduli space of genus-0 degree-j3
J-holomorphic maps into X with marked points indexed by the set J and by

er:ﬁO,J(Xaﬁ;j)—))Q ¢j€H2(ﬁ07J(X,ﬂ;j)), vjeJa

the corresponding evaluation maps and 1)-classes. If 3#0, for each J’' C J there is a well-defined
forgetful map

fJ/ZﬁO,J(Xaﬁ;j) Hﬁ0,;7—]’(‘)(:/8;&7)7

obtained by dropping the marked points indexed by J' from the domain of every stable map in
Mo,7 (X, B; J) and contracting the unstable components of the resulting map. Let

O = f5_ 0 € H* (Mo s(X, 8;7))

be the untwisted jth i)-class.

We also define moduli spaces of tuples of genus-zero stable maps. If meZ*, let

[m] = {ieZ":1<i<m}.

4



If meZ™* and J is a finite set, we define

M) (X, 8, T) = {(bi)ie[m] € H Mo 1030, (X, Bi; T): Bi€ Ho(X;Z)—{0}, JiCJ;
=1

iﬁizﬂ, |;| Ji=J, evo(b;)=evo(by) Vi,z"e[m]}.
i=1 i=1

There is a well-defined evaluation map
evo: M, (X, 8;T) — X, (bi)iefm) — evo(bi),

where 7 is any element of [m]. For each i €[m], let

T - ﬁ(m,])(Xaﬂvj) — |_| |_| ﬁo,{O}I_IJi(X7 517j)

Bi€H2(X;7) J;CJ
be the projection onto the ith component. If pe Zt, we define

Mps Tlp € HZP(ﬁ(m,J) (X,58;7))

to be the degree-2p terms of

=il 1w 1 —
respectively. Thus, 7, and 1), are the sums of all degree-p monomials in
{mio: icm]} and {w;‘@zo: i€m]},

respectively. For example, if m=2,

ns = mig + mhul + miug mae + mio mavg € HO (Mo (X, B; T))-

1=

The symmetric group on m elements, S,,, acts on ﬁ(m, ) (X, 3; J) by permuting the elements of
each m-tuple of stable maps. Let

Z(m,J)(X75; j) = ﬁ(m,J)(‘Xva B; j)/Sm

Since the map evg and the cohomology classes 7, and 7}, on ﬁ(m ) (X, B; J) are S,,-invariant, they
descendant to the quotient:

evo: 2o ) (X,3:T) — X and  1g,ilq € H*(Z4,0)(X, 8; 7).

The constructions of [FOn] and [LT] endow

mg,k(Xaﬁ;j)7 m(m,J)(X)B;j)a and Z(m,J)(X75;\7)

b}



with virtual fundamental classes (VFCs). If the real dimension of X is 2n, the first VFC is of real
dimension

2dim"" My (X, B; T) = 2dimy (X, B) = 2({c1(TX), B) + (n—3)(1—g) + k). (2.1)
The other two VFCs are of real dimension

2dim" "M,y (X, ;. T) = 2dim*" 2, (X, 5 T)

: : (2.2)
= 2dim, 5 (X, 8) = 2(d1m07‘J|(X, B) + 3 —2m).

The VFC for M, 5 (X, B;T) is obtained from the VFCs for Mg (o1, (X, Bi; J) via the usual
method of a Kunneth decomposition of the (small) diagonal (e.g. as in the proof of commutativity
of the quantum product). The VFC for Z,, 5 (X, 8;J) is the homology class induced from the

Sm-action on ﬁ(mJ) (X,8;7).

For each tuple

W= (1o i) € (Z5)F @ HY (X, Z)F (2.3)
j=k
st |ul =) (26 + deg ) = 2dimy (X, B), (2.4)
j=1
let
GWf,k(,u) = <( flev“ful) (w,‘;’“evz,uk), [ﬁl,k(X,ﬁ; j)]mr> and

CGWIR(n) = (U8 evipm) ... (vevhun), [ L(X, B;.7)]"")

be the standard and reduced genus-one degree-3 GW-invariants of X corresponding to the tuple pu.
The latter is constructed in [Z3].

If puis as in (2.3), meZ™, and J C[k], let

Hy = Huj € H*(X;Z), ps(1) ZZ% A, (1) =n—2m — [J| + ps(p). (2.5)
jeJ jed

If |p| =2dimy (X, B), then
deg ((evé/u 11 (¢§jeV§Mj)> N [Z =0y (X 55 j)]””) = 2dy, 7 (). (2.6)
J¢J
Thus, whenever p+q=2d,, (1), neHQP(Z(m,[k}_J)(X,ﬁ;j)), and o€ H*(X;Z), we define

GW{,, 5 (.05 1) = (mevi(puons) TT (65 evis), [Zomp- (X, 7)) € Q.
i

Remark: The exact definitions of standard and reduced GW-invariants are not essential for the
purposes of the present paper, as our starting point in Section 3 will be Proposition 3.1 in [Z3],



restated as Proposition 3.2 below, which gives a description of the difference between the two
invariants. Roughly speaking, the standard GW-invariants are modeled on the moduli spaces

M, (P, d) of stable maps to P". The reduced genus-one invariants are modeled on the closure
My (B, d) € M,y 4 (P", d)

of the locus consisting of genus-one maps from smooth domains. The standard invariants are counts
of solutions u of a perturbed d-equation

ou+v(u) =0

for a generic family of deformations v. The reduced genus-one invariants are also counts of solutions
a perturbed O-equation, but with a generic effectively supported family of deformations v; see
Subsection 3.3. An algebro-geometric approach to reduced genus-one invariants is described at the
end of [VaZl], though it remains to be formally proved that the resulting invariants agree with [Z3].
The reduced invariants see genus-one holomorphic curves, but not regular genus-zero holomorphic
maps; the standard invariants do not separate the two. One of the key points of [Z3] is that the
intersections of natural main strata of moduli spaces of genus-one stable maps do not contribute
to the standard invariants, and thus these invariants can be split into contributions from the main
strata.

2.2 Main Theorem

The description of Proposition 3.1 in [Z3] implies that the difference between GW’? p (1) and
Gij,S(u) is some linear combination of the invariants GW’?M 7 (p, cg(TX); ) or equivalently
of GW’?m’ 7 (ﬁp,cq(T X); ,u). The coefficients should be sums of products:f top intersections of
tautological classes on moduli spaces of genus-zero and genus-one curves, M, n. The simplest ex-

pressions in the first case, however, appear to be given by Hodge numbers on the blowups M 1,([m],J)
of ﬂl,er\ 7| constructed in Subsection 2.3 in [VaZ2] and involve the universal 1-class

¥ =ci(E) € H? (le,([m},J))

obtained by twisting the Hodge line bundle E; see Subsection 3.1 below.

Thus, given finite sets I and J, not both empty, and a tuple of integers (¢, (¢;);ecs), we define

<5; (Cj)jeJ>(LJ) = <%Zé : H 7T*¢Jc-j> [ﬂl,(I,J)]> € Q, (2.7)

jed

where 7: /f\\/lll,([kw) _>m1’[k]u(] is the blow-down map. If 5+Zj6]cj7£ |I|4+]J], ¢€<0, or ¢; <0 for
some j€.J, the number in (2.7) is zero. By Theorem 1.1 in [Z4], the numbers (2.7) satisfy:

(R1) If i* €I and ¢; >0 for all jeJ,

(& (ci)jer) gy = (G (Ci)ier) 1 iw sy



(R2) If ¢j+=0 for some j*€J,
(@ (ei)ier) gy = e L ()jes—ti P a2 (G eG—L (e jer—a) )1y
jeJ—{i*}
Along with the relation
. _ (m—1)!
(0;1,1,..., 1>(0’[m]) = (V1. m, [Min]) = TR (2.8)

m

which follows from the usual dilaton relation (see [MirSym, Section 26.2]), the two recursions
completely determine the numbers (2.7). In particular,

- —~ 1
(L1+1T1:0) gy = @I (M) = o - IV (1= (2.9)
see Corollary 1.2 in [Z4].

Theorem 1A. If (X,w) is a compact symplectic manifold of real dimension 2n, k € ZT, B €
Hy(X;Z)—0, and p is as in (2.3) and (2.4), then

GWY () —GWi () = > > ((—1)m+J|_pJ(“)(m+’J|_pJ(N)§(Cj)jeJ)([mLJ)

meZt JC[k]
s (1) (2.10)
X Z GW?mJ) (np’cdm,J(u)—p(TX)?N))
p=0

The sum in (2.10) is finite because Z(,, (-7 (X, 8; J) is empty if (w, 8)/m is smaller than the
minimal energy of a non-constant 7-holomorphic map S$% — X. Therefore, GW(Bm ) is zero if

(w, B)/m is smaller than the minimal energy of a non-constant J-holomorphic map S? — X for
any w-compatible almost complex structure J. Theorem 1A is proved in Section 3.

We next express Gwik(ﬂ)_GWﬁ;/S () in terms of the numbers GW?

(m7

J) (7lpy cq(TX); ). If J is a
finite set, c=(c;) e is a J-tuple of integers, and JyC J, let

pJO(C) = ZCJ' €.

Jj€Jo

If in addition m €Z™, we define

@m,J(C) _ Z (_1)m+|JO|*pJo(C) (m+|J|—pJO(C); (Cj)jejo)([m],JO) ﬁ <|Jz’_1> ’ (211)

C;)iq X
J=LIi=g i -1 \(gj)jeu;

where <<|é]f>|;>E<<cj>jeJi,||§f||j—pji<c>> and <Z>1>51'

~



The multinomial coefficients above appear as Hodge numbers on HOJ Jil+2-
Along with the relation

N N-1 N-1 N—-1
- + +ot ,
C1,C2,...,C Cl—l,CQ,...,C[ C1,02—1703,...,Cl Cl,CQ,--.,Cl_l,Cl—l

the recursions (R1) and (R2) imply that the numbers in (2.11) satisfy
(R1) I m>1and ¢;>1 for all j€J,

Om,s((¢)jes) = —(m=1)0m_1,5((¢j)jes) + > Om-1.4(c;—1, (cj)jres—;);

jeJ
(R2) If ¢jx =0 for some j*€.J,
@mJ Cg geJ Z@mJ —j* L, (¢ )J reJ—{j* J})
jeJ—{i*}
Along with the relation
010(0) = 57,

which follows from (2.8), (R1) and (R2) are sufficient to determine ©,,, 7((¢j)jes) in many cases.

In particular,
(—=1)™(m—1)! {1, if ¢;=0 Yy

Gm - ) . =
J((e)jer) 0, if > ey <|J|

o (2.12)

The original recursions (R1) and (R2) are sufficient to compute O, s ((¢;);jc) in all cases. However,
it is more convenient to make use of the remaining relation of Theorem 1.1 in [Z4]: if ¢j« =1 for
some j*€.J, then

<é§ (Cj)j€J>(]7J) = (’IH"J‘ - 1)<6? (Cj)jej_j*>([7j_j*)' (2.13)
This gives us a third relation for the numbers (2.11):
(R3) If ¢j= =1 for some j* € J,
Om,s((¢j)jer) = (MA1J|=1)Om s+ ((¢j)jes—j+)-
The three relations (R1)-(R3), along with the initial condition ©;g() = —1/24, determine the
numbers O,, j(c) completely.

Theorem 1B. If (X,w) is a compact symplectic manifold of real dimension 2n, k € Z*, 3 €
Hy(X;Z)—0, and p is as in (2.3) and (2.4), then

GWY (1) - GW () = > Z( (¢j)se7)

meZt JC[k]
x Z Grme,J) (ﬁp’cdm,J(u)—p(TX)?/‘))
p=0



This theorem follows immediately from Theorem 1A above and Lemma 2.1 below. In turn, the
latter follows from Lemma 2.2.1 and Subsection 3.2 in [Pa]; see also Subsection 3.3 in [Z2].2

Lemma 2.1. Suppose (X,w) is a compact symplectic manifold of real dimension 2n, k € 7+,
B€Hy(X;Z)—0, and p is as in (2.3) and (2.4). If meZ™, peZ™, and J C[k],

CW(,, 1) (1 €ty —p(TX)i 1) = D ( 2. ﬁ <(|Ji|_1)

. X Cjlied;
JCICIR S gr—g=| fi=my; i=1 )i

6 (- .
X GW, 7y (37— 314,05 ()5 €y () —p (T X5 u)) :

The advantage of Theorem 1B over Theorem 1A is that the coefficients of the genus-zero GW-
invariants in (2.14) satisfy simpler recursions and are more likely to vanish, due to (2.12). For
example, if ¢; =0 for all j, i.e. there are no descendant classes involved, (2.14) reduces to

2m<n n—2m
. SRS m _
GWY (1) = GW () = 5 Z ((—1) <m—1>!20 wam,@)(np,cn2M<TX>;H)). (2.15)
m= p=

This formula looks remarkably similar to the formula for the correction term in Theorem 1.1 in [Z2]
enumerating one-nodal rational curves.? This is not too surprising as both expressions arise from
counting zeros of analogous affine bundle maps; see Subsection 3.4.

2.3 Genus-One GW-Invariants of Calabi-Yau Hypersurfaces

The essence of mirror symmetric predictions for GW-invariants of Calabi-Yau manifolds is that
these invariants can be expressed in terms of certain hypergeometric series. In this subsection, we
deduce a mirror symmetry type of formula for the standard genus-one GW-invariants of Calabi-Yau
projective hypersurfaces from a formula for the reduced genus-one GW-invariants obtained in [Z5],
(2.14), and a formula for genus-zero GW-invariants obtained in Chapter 30 of [MirSym]|. In partic-
ular, we show that the difference between the two invariants, i.e. (2.14), simply cancels the last term
in Corollary 3.5 in [Z5]. The n <5 cases of Theorem 2 below have already been obtained [Z5], with
the n="5 case confirming the prediction of [BCOV]. The n=6 case confirms the prediction of [KPa).

Fix an integer n>3 and let X CP"~! be a smooth degree-n hypersurface. In this case, dio(X,B)=0
for every 8 € Hy(X;Z). For each deZ", denote by N&(X)eQ and N°(X)eQ the standard and

2Lemma 2.1 is a consequence of the following identities. If Jo C.J is nonempty, let D, CMo,ous (X, B;J) be the
(virtual) divisor whose (virtually) generic element is a map from a union of two P'’s, one of which is contracted and
carries the marked points indexed by the set 0UJy. In particular,

Dy = Mo (0,13075 X Mo,ou(s—10)(X, B3 T).

If 7p and 7w are the two component projection maps, then

do=vo+ Y Dy,  tolp,, =mptho,  tolp,, =Thtbo.

0£JoCJ

3In [Z2], the meanings of 7, and 7j, are reversed.
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reduced degree-d genus-one GW-invariant of X C P"~1 i.e. the sum of GW?O(Q)) and Gijg (),
respectively, over all f lying in the preimage of d¢ under the natural homomorphism

Hy(X;Z) — Hy(P" 1 Z),
where £ € Ho(P"~1;Z) is the homology class of the line.

For each ¢=0,1, ..., define Iy 4(t) by

T‘ n

OoIqt 1= ot N el L= ”w”)sz,t. 2.16
2 foalte! Z =y ! (210

Each I 4(t) is a degree-q polynomial in ¢ with coefficients that are power series in e’. For example,

_ S edtM an _ S ot (nd)! e n
t)_1+d22 (e d Il(t)_tlo(t)+d:1 <(d!)n r%;lr). (2.17)

For p,q€Z™ with ¢>p, let

Ipq(t) = jt <Ip1q<t)> (2.18)

Tp-1p-1(t)
It is straightforward to check that each of the “diagonal” terms I, ,(t) is a power series in e’ with
constant term 1, whenever it is defined. In particular, the division in (2.18) is well-defined for all p.
A definition of I,, ,(t) involving power series in g=¢’ only (and not in ¢) and a number of relations
between the power series I ,(t) can be found in [ZaZ]. Let

Inq(t)
Ino(t)

By (2.17), the map t— T is a change of variables; it will be called the mirror map.

T =

(2.19)

Theorem 2. The genus-one degree-d Gromov- Witten invariants of a degree-n hypersurface X in
P~ are given by

N ity (D) 1= (1wt nPel s (Lon)”
;e N ( B ame IO 24n o)
B {"481111 (1—nret) + (/2 =120y g (1), if 2 i,
Bt I (1— ) + Y02 e 1y p ) ol

where t and T are related by the mirror map (2.19).

The distinction between the n odd and n even cases appears because the formula of Corollary 3.5
in [Z5] uses the reflection symmetry property of Theorem 2 in [ZaZ] to reduce the number of dif-
ferent power series I, used. A uniform formula can be obtained from Theorem 3.3 in [Z5].

Let R(w,t)=R(w,t)/Ipo(t). Then, e ' R(w,t) is a power series with e’-constant term 1 and

d

DP In R(w, 1) = ;{dw}p(ln (e‘“’tR(wvt))) € Q[[e"]]

w=0

11



for all p € Z* with p > 2. Theorem 2 follows immediately from Corollary 3.4 in [Z5], which we
restate below, (2.14), and Lemma 2.2. Note that since dim X =n—2 and k£ =0, (2.15) can be
written as

1= 2m<
Nf(X) = Z Z Z m 1 ! GW( )(npf2m7 Cn72fp(TX); ®) .
=2 m=1

Theorem ([Z5, Corollary 3.4]). The reduced genus-one degree-d Gromouv-Witten invariants of a
degree-n hypersurface X in P~ are given by

iedTN{’;O(X) = <(n_ i(nﬂ) + (1_n)n)(T—t) el Gl L AN

ot 8 24n?2 24n
CrEm (- )+Z” D2 A (), if 2 fn;
ndn (1- nnet (n 072 (=20 n2220) 1y (1), if 2|
n—2

n n p(1+w) —
+24;:;(Dw 2= rmw ))(lenR(w,t)),

where t and T are related by the mirror map (2.19).
Lemrila 2.2. If XCP" ! is a degree-n hypersurface, € H*(P"~;Z) is the hyperplane class, and
p,qEZT with 2<p <n—2,

co(TX) = (DQW;);E‘JX, (2.20)

m=1

oo 2m<p
3 (S 1m0l o 70)) = ot R, a2

1

if T and t are related by the mirror map (2.19).

The relation (2.20) is immediate from c¢(TP"1)=(1+x)". We deduce (2.21) below from the con-
clusion of Chapter 30 in [MirSym)].

Let 4 be the universal curve over ﬁ(mﬂ) (P"~1,d), with structure map 7 and evaluation map ev:

S ev Ipm—l

|-

ﬁ(m,@) (]mel, d)

In other words, the fiber of 7 over a tuple ( [Ci, ul]) is the wedge of curves C; identified at the

marked point xg of each of the curves, while

ev([(Ci, wi)icpm), 2]) = uil2) it zed;.

i€[m]

12



The orbi-sheaf
meev’ Opn-1 (n) — ﬁ(m’@) (Pn_l, d)

is locally free; it is the sheaf of (holomorphic) sections of the vector orbi-bundle
Vi) = M 0)(£,d) — M) (B, d),

where £ —P"~! is the total space of the line bundle corresponding to the sheaf Opn-1(n). By the
(genus-zero) hyperplane-section relation,

—2— 1 *, n—2— 132713 n—
(m=DIGW,, ) (T2, 2" 2773 0) = — (pamevgz™ > Pe(Vimp)s [Mimoy ", d)])- (2:22)

The m=1 case of (2.22) is completely standard, and the same argument applies in all cases.

There is a natural surjective bundle homomorphism
&70: V(L@) — eVSOpnfl (n), ([C, u, f]) — §(x0(C)),
over ﬁ(l,@) (Pn_l, d) Eﬁo’{o} (Pn_l, d) Thus,
VEL@) = kerevg — ﬁ(l,@) (Pnil, Cl)
is a vector orbi-bundle. It is straightforward to see that

e(Vim,0)) = nevpr H me(Vj @)) (2.23)
=1

For each r€Z™, let
el) = Z edT<¢SeVE‘)a;"*3*’" e(VEL@)), [ﬁ(w) (P, d)]>

Using the string relation (see [MirSym, Section 26.3]), the conclusion of Chapter 30 in [MirSym|]
can be reformulated as

n—3
elw (1 + ZZT(eT)w“LQ) = R(w, t) € Q[w][[e']] /w", (2.24)
r=0
with T and ¢ related by the mirror map (2.19) as before.

We now verify (2.21). By (2.22), (2.23), and the decomposition along the small diagonal in (P?~1)™,
the left-hand side of (2.21) equals

2m<p -
”Z dT( Z:l ( ;L) vzl pH 10) [ ,@)(]P’”l,d)]>>

eV g))
ZedT > > H <eV3x" - p% W(Lm(ﬂ””’lvdi)w

=1 FiIldi=d i pi=p =1

2m<p

d; >0 p; >0
—ny By HZ a(e”) = —n D In (1 " ZZT(GT)WH).
m=1 Z T'pi=p? r=0
=1

p;>2

The relation (2.21) now follows from (2.24).

13



IP:{ila iQ}a K:{]-a 2}
Iy ={i3, 14,15, 16}, Io={i7, i3, lo }

Figure 2: Examples of partial ordering (3.2)

3 Proof of Theorem 1A

3.1 Blowups of Moduli Spaces of Genus-One Curves

In this subsection we review some aspects of the blowup construction of Subsection 2.3 in [VaZ2]
and add new ones, which will be used in Subsection 3.4.

If I is a finite set, let

Al ={(IpAl: keK}): K#0; I= | |In; [Ix|>2VEkeK}. (3.1)
ke{P}UK

Here P stands for “principal” (component). If p= (Ip,{I;: k€ K}) is an element of A;(I), we
denote by M , the subset of Hl, 7 consisting of the stable curves C such that

(i) C is a union of a smooth torus and |K| projective lines, indexed by K;

(ii) each line is attached directly to the torus;

(iii) for each k€ K, the marked points on the line corresponding to k are indexed by Ij.

For example, the first diagram in Figure 2 shows an element of M , with

p = ({i1,ia}, {{i3, ia. 05,96}, {i7,d8,i9} });

the number next to each component indicates the genus. Let ﬂl,p be the closure of My , in ﬂl’ I
It is well-known that each space M , is a smooth subvariety of M ;.

We define a partial ordering on the set A, (I)U{(Z,0)} by setting

p'=Ip,{I: keK'}) < p=(Ip,{I}: keK}) (3.2)

if p' # p and there exists a map ¢: K — K’ such that I, C I ; () for all k€ K. This condition means
that the elements of M , can be obtained from the elements of M , by moving more points onto
the bubble components or combining the bubble components; see Figure 2.

Let I and J be finite sets such that I is not empty and |I|+|J|>2. We put

A1, J) = {((Ipl_lJp),{Ikl_le: kGK}) eA (TUJ): I #0 Vk‘EK}

We note that if pe A; (ILUJ), then pe A; (1, J) if and only if every bubble component of an element
of My, carries at least one element of I. The partially ordered set (A;i(I,J), <) has a unique
minimal element

Pmin = (@, {IUJ})

14



Let < be an ordering on A; (I, J) extending the partial ordering <. We denote the corresponding
maximal element by pmax. If p€.A;1(1,J), define

/ I,J):p if min ;
po1— {max{p eA (L, J): p'<p}, if p#p (3.3)

0, if p= pmin,

where the maximum is taken with respect to the ordering <.

The starting data for the blowup construction of Subsection 2.3 in [VaZ2] is given by

-0 — —
My =Miws,  Bo=E — My ).

Suppose p€ A;(I,J) and we have constructed

(I1) a blowup my—1 : ﬂi_(ll’J) —>ﬂ(1)7(17l]) of ﬂ?([ﬂ]) such that 7,_; is one-to-one outside of
the preimages of the spaces M(i p With p'<p—1;

(12) a line bundle E,; — M} .
For each p*>p—1, let ﬂ’f;i be the proper transform of M ,« in M'i_([l -

If pe A1(1,J) is as above, let
I —p—1
Tp: M?,(I,J) — Mll),(I,J)

be the blowup of ﬂﬁ} J) along ﬂ’f;l. We denote by Mi o the corresponding exceptional divisor
and define -
E, =B ® O(MY ). (3.4)

It is immediate that the requirements (1) and (12), with p—1 replaced by p, are satisfied.

The blowup construction is concluded after |pmax| steps. Let

ML(LJ) = mf?{?ﬁ])v E=E),. Y = ci1(E).

By Lemma 2.6 in [VaZ2], the end result of this blowup construction is well-defined, i.e. independent
of the choice of an ordering < extending the partial ordering <. The reason is that different ex-
tensions of the partial order < correspond to different orders of blowups along disjoint subvarieties.

Remark: If I=0 or |I|+|J|=1, we define MVL([’J) = M sy and E = E.

We next define natural line bundle homomorphisms s;: L; — E* over ﬂl, I, Where L; —>ﬂ1, I
is the universal tangent line bundle at the ¢th marked point. These homomorphisms will then be

f p, o' € Ay (I,J) are not comparable with respect to < and p<p’, Mf;l and ﬂ’f;} are disjoint subvarieties in

HTI}J). However, ﬂl,p and Ml,p, need not be disjoint in ﬂuu]. For example, if

I= {1727374}7 J= ®7 P12 = (({374})7 {{172}})7 P34 = (({172})7 {{37 4}})7 P12,34 = ((®)> {{11 2}7 {374}})7

then M ,,, and My ,,, intersect at My p,, 4, in M4, but their proper transforms in the blowup of M 4 along
M17p12134 are disjoint.

15



twisted to isomorphisms §; on ./K/lvly( 1,7)- The homomorphism s; is induced by the natural pairing
of tangent vectors and cotangent vectors at the ith marked point. Explicitly,

{si(C;N}(C. ) = Yuycyv i
[C]EMLI, [va]ELi‘C:Txi(c)C, [QMGE!c:HD(C;T*C),

and x;(C) €C is the marked point on C labeled by i. The homomorphism s; vanishes precisely on
the curves for which the ith marked point lies on a bubble component. In fact, as divisors,

s7H0)= Y My, where  Bi(I;i) = {(Ip,{Iz}) € A1(I): i€Ip}. (3.5)

pEB1(I;1)

If I and J are finite sets such that I is not empty and |I|+|J|>2, then By([UJ;4i) C.Ai(L,J) for
alli€l. For each i €1, let

—0 ——0 *
Loﬂ' =L, — Ml,([,J) and S0, = S; € HO (Ml,(]”]);Hom(LO,ian))-

Suppose p€ A (I, J) and we have constructed line bundles L,_1 ; —>ﬂ'f_(11 gy for i€ and bundle
sections

—p—1 " " _ —p—1
$p-14 € HO (MY 1 yy; Hom(Ly 1,75 1E)) st s, (0) = > M (3.6)
preB(IUJ;i),p*>p—1

By (3.5), this assumption is satisfied for p—1=0. If
p= ([leJP,{IkUJkaGK}) (37)

and i€ I, we define
I . = 77-:;[/;)—1,1' ® O(Mllj,p)v if ZgIP7
P\ ®Lp-1a, if icIp.

By the inductive assumption, s,_1; induces a section s,; of L:7i®W;E* such that

—1/0) ik
Spi (0) o Z MLP*'
preBL(IUJsi),p*>p
Thus, the inductive assumption (3.6) is satisfied with p—1 replaced by p. Let

Li = Lppui —Mug)y 5= Spuaci € HO(My (1,5 Hom(Li, 7E7)).

Pmax,

By (3.6), 3;: L; — #*E* is an isomorphism of line bundles.

Remark: The line bundles L; and bundle isomorphisms 3; just defined are not the same as in
Subsection 2.3 in [VaZ2| or Subsection 2.1 in [Z4].
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3.2 Blowups of Moduli Spaces of Genus-Zero Curves

In this subsection we give a formula for the numbers (2.7) that involves the blowups of moduli
spaces of genus-zero curves defined in Subsection 2.4 of [VaZ2] and moduli spaces of genus-one
curves, not their blowups. The formula of Proposition 3.1 will be used at the conclusion of Sub-
section 3.4.

If I is a finite set, let

Ao(I) ={(Ip,{I: keK}): K#0; I= |_| Ii; |Ik|>2VkeK; |K|+|Ip|>2}.
ke{P}UK

Similarly to Subsection 3.1, each element p of Ay(I) describes a smooth subvariety
MO,/) - MO,{O}IJI:

with the “principal” component of each curve in My , carrying the marked points indexed by the
set {0}LJp. There is a partial ordering < on A (1), defined analogously to the partial ordering <
on Ay (I). If J is also a finite set, let

Ao(I,J) = {((Ipl_lJp),{Ikl_le: k‘EK}) eAg(TUJ): I #0 Vk‘EK}.

Suppose X is a finite nonempty set and o= (I, J;);ex is a tuple of finite sets such that I; # 0 and
|I}|+]J;| >2 for all €N, Let

_ _ i _
Mo, = HMo,{O}ulquz and Fo= EB m; Lo — Moo,
lexn lex

where Ly —>ﬂ07{0}u r,uJ, is the universal tangent line bundle for the marked point 0 and
m: Mo, — Mo goyunu,

is the projection map. Denote by
Yo — PF,

the tautological line bundle.

With p as above, let
Ao(0) = {(Rp, (m)ien) : RpCR, Rp#£0; pre{(LUJy,0)}UAo(L, J;) VIEN;
pr=(LUJ;,0) VIER—Rp; (Rp, (pr)iex) # (RN, (LUJ;, B)ien) }-

We define a partial ordering on A(g) by setting

p'=(Rp, (M)iex) < p=(Rp, (p)ien) (3.10)

if p'# p, Ny CRp, and for every [ €N either pj=p;, p; < pi, or p;=([jLJ;, (). Let < be an ordering on
Ap(o) extending the partial ordering <. Denote the corresponding minimal and maximal elements
of Ap(0) by pmin and pmax, respectively. If pe Ay(p), define

p—1 € {0}UAo(0)

(3.9)
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N={1,2,3} N={1,2,3}

P |1,y =2 I, UJy| =2
[IoU | =I5 J3|=3 |[IoUJo| =I5 J3|=3

P Np=1{1,2,3} P Rp=1{2,3}
p1=(LUJ1,0) p1=(L1UJ1,0)

p p2=(I2UJ2,0) p p2# (12U J2, 0)
p3=(IsUJ3,0) p3=(I3J3,0)

Figure 3: Typical elements of //\/lv& o and Mo,p

as in (3.3).

If pe Ap(p) is as in (3.10), let

_ S % 170 Aq0 —
Mo, =[[ Moy, Fo=EP Lo}mp CF,  M),=PF,c M, =PF,.
leN lEXp

The spaces ./K/lv& o and ./K/lv& , can be represented by diagrams as in Figure 3. The thinner lines rep-
resent typical elements of the spaces M()’pl, with the marked point 0 lying on the thicker vertical
line. We indicate the elements of Xp C X with the letter P next to these points. Note that by (3.9),
every dot on a vertical line for which the corresponding tree has more than one line must be labeled
with a P.

The blowup construction now proceeds similarly to that in Subsection 3.1 with
Eo=2, — ./\A/ng’ o
The analogue of (3.4) has the same form:
E, =75 Epn1®O(M§). (3.11)

As before, we take

MO,Q = Mg,rzax’ E = EPmax’ 772 =C (]E)
As in Subsection 3.1, the end result of the above blowup construction is well-defined, i.e. indepen-
dent of the choice of the ordering < extending the partial ordering <.

We now return to the construction of Subsection 3.1. If pe A; (1, J) is as in (3.7), let
Ip(p) =1Ip, Jp(p)=Jp, R(p)=K, o5(p) = (It;]),cn(,-

Note that o o o

Mip = My 1 (0)udp(p)un(p) X Mo,ep(o)- (3.12)
If p=0, we set
1, ifé=—1;

0, otherwise.

IP(p) =1, Jp(p) =J, N(:O) = (Da <1;61 [MVO7QB(P)]> = {
Let A=c1(E) be the Hodge class on Mj y.
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Proposition 3.1. If I and J are finite sets and (&, (cj)jes) EZXZ’, then

<6;(Cj)j€J>([7J) = Z << Hd}] ; Ml]p(p UJp (p)UR(p) ><¢c 1H¢ ) MOQB(/)}>

pe{0}UAL(I1,J)\ je€JTp(p) jeJ—Jp(p)
+ (T4 M one) ) (8772 TT47 s Moot }>>
J€Ip(p) j€J—Jp(p)

It is immediate that this statement holds if ¢<0. For each p€.A;(I, J), let
M,y © M)

be the proper transform of the exceptional divisor ./\/ll p for the blowup at step p. Since ./\/ll plisa
divisor in M/ ,(1,7) and the blowup loci M p+» with p* > p, are not contained in M, 0 M, p is the
pull-back of the cohomology class determined by ML , under the blow-down map

Ml,(I,J) — m’f,(l,J)'

Therefore, by (3.4),

1;:)\4- Z/f\h/l,p EHQ(]\—/IVL([’J)). (313)
peAL(1,J)

Furthermore, by an inductive argument on the stages of the blowup construction similar to Sub-
sections 3.4 and 4.3 in [VaZ2],

Mip = My1p(ine).e(0) X Mogstey ¥, & 780, (3.14)

where g is the projection onto the second component.® The é=1 case of Proposition 3.1 follows
immediately from (3.13) and (3.14). If ¢>2, then by (3.13), (3.14), and \2=

1; — 1/?572 <>\ + Z Ml,p) — 1/;571 Z -//Cl/l,p + )\,&572 Z le,p

peA(1,J) peAL(1,J) peAL(I,J)

= Y (TRt M, + () (TR0 2)) M,

peA1(1,J)

This implies the ¢ >2 cases of Proposition 3.1.

®The induction begins with (3.12) and A7, ) =mpA. One then shows that

o~ _ -
MY, = M (10 (0)un(),7p () X Mo,og ()5 c1(Eo-1)lxgp-1 = 7pY,
and the normal bundle of M} ," is mpE* @75 F,,, (,). Thus,
——p T 50 *
MY, = M apunape) X Mogser  a(Bolzr = mher(Eo).

The proper transforms of Mip under blowups along ﬂf;l with p < p* correspond to blowups of the second
component of M4 , and the twisting (3.11) changes 7jc1(Eo) to mhe1(E).
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3.3 Analytic Setup

We now recall the parts of Subsections 1.3, 1.4, 3.1, and 3.2 in [Z3] needed to formulate Proposi-
tion 3.1 of [Z3] giving a description of the difference between the two genus-one GW-invariants.

An element of the moduli space ﬁg’k (X, B8; J) is represented by a stable continuous degree- map u
from a pre-stable genus-g Riemann surface (3, j) with & marked points to X which is smooth on
each component of ¥ and satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann equation corresponding to (7, j):

5j,ju5 (du—l—joduoj) =0.

N

We denote by ﬁg,k (X, B; J,v) the space of solutions to the v-perturbed CR~equation:
d7.5u+ v(u) = 0.
The perturbation term v(u) is a section of the vector bundle
ASLT*S@u'TX = {neHomg (TS, w'TX): Jon=—noj} — 3

and depends continuously on u and smoothly on each stratum X7 (X, 3) of the space X, 1(X, ) of
all continuous degree-3 maps that are smooth (or LY with p>2) on the components of the domain.
More formally, v is a multi-section of a Banach orbi-bundle Fg’}c(X ,3;J) over X, 1(X, ).

Suppose m € Z*, J is a finite set, and 3 € Ho(X;Z). If v is a perturbation on the spaces
Xo,40yus, (X, Bi) as above, with J; CJ and j; € H2(X; Z) such that w(8;) <w(B), let

M, )X, BT, v) = {(bi)ie[m] € H Mo o1 (X, Bi; T, v): fi€ Ha(X;Z)—{0}, JiC J;
i—1

_Z'BZ:B’ |__| Ji=J, evo(bi):evo(bi/) Vi,i'E[m]}.
=1 =1

Let M, 1) (X,58;T,v) Cﬁ(mm (X, 8; J,v) be the subspace consisting of m-tuples of maps from
smooth domains. Define

e ﬁ(m”])(X, B; T, v) — |_| |_| ﬁo,{o}uji (X, Bi; T, v),
Bi€Ha(X;2)—0 J;CJ

771377717 € HQP(ﬁ(m,J)(X75;\-77 l/))a €vp: ﬁ(m,])(X757j> — Xu

as in Subsection 2.1.

We will call a perturbation v on X ¢y,7(X, 3) supported away from xq if v(u) vanishes on
a neighborhood of the marked point zg for every element [¥,u] of Xy (oy7(X,5). In such a
case, u is holomorphic on a neighborhood of the marked point zy for every element [¥,u] of

5The topological and analytic aspects of the setup in Subsection 1.3 of [Z3] are analogous to [FOn] and [LT],
respectively.
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ﬁo,{o}u J(X,B8; T,v). Therefore, there is a well-defined (C-linear) vector bundle homomorphism
(VBH)
Do: Ly — eVSTX, [E,u;w] — du\wow if we LO‘[E,U] = T$OZ,

over ﬁo,{o}u J(X,B;T,v). If m, J, and v are as in the previous paragraph and v is supported away
from xg, we obtain m VBHs
7 Do: 7} Lo — evyTX

over ﬁO,(m, n(X,B8;F,v). The difference between the standard and reduced genus-one GW-
invariants is described below in terms of these VBHs and the homomorphisms s; defined in Sub-
section 3.1.

In the genus-one case, Definition 1.2 in [Z3] describes a class of perturbations v called effectively
supported. These perturbations vanish on all components of the domain of a stable map u on
which the degree of u is zero, as well as near such components (including after small deforma-
tions of [2,u]). If ves is effectively supported, [, u] is an element of My (X, B; T, Ves), and u has
degree 0 on a component ¥; of X, then u is constant on Y. For a generic effectively supported
perturbation v, ﬁm(X ,B; T, ves) has the same general topological structure as ﬁu@ (P, d). In
particular, if (X, w, J) is sufficiently regular (e.g. a low-degree projective hypersurface), ves can be
taken to be 0 for our purposes.

A stratum X7 of Xy (X, ) is specified by the topological type of the domain X of the stable
maps u in X7, including the distribution of the k¥ marked points, and the choice of the components
of 3 on which the degree of u is not zero. A stratum X7 of X; 5 (X, §) will be called degenerate
if the degree of any map u in X7 on the principal, genus-carrying, component(s) of its domain is
zero. The restriction of u to a component ¥; ~S? of ¥ on which the degree of u is not zero defines
a projection

i X7 — |_| Xo.x,0,(X, Bi) (3.15)

Bi€H2(X;Z)—0

for some J; C [k] and finite set K; consisting of the nodes of ¥;. If X7 is degenerate, K; has
a distinguished element, the node closest to the principal component(s) of ¥; it will be denoted
by 0. As in Subsection 3.2 in [Z3], let Qﬁ%fik(X, B;J) be the space of all effectively supported
deformations ves such that for every degenerate stratum X7, [X,u] € X7, and every component
¥~ 5% of ¥ on which the degree of u is nonzero

Ves(u)|s; = {Wff;iVT;i}(U”Ei (3.16)

for a fixed (independent of u) perturbation v7; on the right-hand side of (3.15) such that for every
Bi EHQ(X; Z) —0 with w(8;) <w(p):

(gdl) the linearization
Dy {EET(Sp i TX): E(zo(b) =0} — ['(Sp; A% TS, @up TX) (3.17)
of 5j+V7‘;i at b is surjective for every b= [, up] € ﬁo,[{iuji (X, Bis T vr4);
(gd2) the restriction of the section

Do € T'(Mo, k07, (X, Bi; T, vr); Hom(Lo, evy T X))
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to every stratum of ﬁo, K, (X, Bis T, vry) for which the degree of the maps on the compo-
nent containing xq is nonzero is transverse to the zero section.

If meZ*t and J C[k], let o
M (X, B T ves) € My i(X, BT, v)

be the subspace consisting of the stable maps [, u] such that ¥ is a union of a smooth torus Xp
and m spheres attached directly to X p, the degree of u is zero on X p and nonzero on each of the m
spheres, and ¥ p carries the marked points indexed by J. If ves € 05%dk(X ,B;J), there is a natural
splitting

WT;;J(X,& T, Ves) = (Ml,[m}uJXm(m,[k]fJ)(XaBQ .771/3))/5% (3.18)

where My )0 le,[m]u 7 is the subspace of smooth curves and vp is a perturbation supported
away from zg. With our assumptions on ves, vp is in fact effectively supported. Furthermore,
M (k] —0) (X, B T, vp) is stratified by smooth orbifolds (in the sense of Remark 1 in Subsec-

tion 1.3 in [Z3]) with the expected normal bundles (i.e. analogously to M, (51— (P",d)). The
splitting in (3.18) extends to an immersion over the closures, from the right hand side to the left.

Let p be a tuple as in (2.3) and (2.4). As in Subsection 3.1 in [Z3], choose generic pseudocycle
representatives f;: Y; — X for the Poincare duals of the cohomology classes u; and let

j=k
Mk (X, 85 T vess (£)jeimy) € Mk (X, 85T, ves) x [V
j=1

be the preimage of the diagonal A% C (X?2)* under ;]f(evj x fj). Let

ﬁl,k(Xvﬂ; j; Ves;ﬂ) - ﬁl,k(Xa Ba \77 Ves; (f])]e[k])

be the zero set of a section ¢ of the vector bundle
j=k
V=P eiLy — Myp(X,8: T, vesi (f5) jermy)-
j=1
For good choices of f; and ¢, the splitting (3.18) induces a splitting

j=k
M (X, 5 T vesi ) = (5 (X, 5.7 ) < [T ¥5) 0004 (X, 8.7 v ) (3.19)
j=1 '

~ (Ml,[m]uJ(ﬂ) XM, 1) (X, B T, VB M))/Srm
for all meZ™ and J C[k]. This splitting extends as an immersion over the compactifications.
Denote by

7P, 7B My g (1) X M =0y (X 85 T v 1) — M pgug (1) X M -0y (X, B3 T, v; 1)
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the two component projection maps. With s; as in Subsection 3.1 and Dy as above, define

i=m 1=
m,J . * * % * Tk * *
Dy .@WPLZ‘(XJTFBﬂ'i Ly — mpE*®@npevyT X, (Vi QWi )igpm) — g si(v) @ Do (w;).
=1 =1

This is a VBH over Ml’[m]uJ(u)@(m,[k],J) (X, B;J,ve; p), which descends to ﬁTéJ(X, B Ty Ves; 1)

Finally, suppose M is a compact topological space which is a disjoint union of smooth orbifolds,
one of which, M, is a dense open subset of M, and the real dimensions of all others do not exceed
dim M —2. Let

E,O0—M

be vector orbi-bundles such that the restrictions of E and O to every stratum of M is smooth and
L.
kO —rk E = idlmRM.

If o€’ (M;Hom(E, O)) is a regular section in the sense of Definition 3.9 in [Z1], then the signed
cardinality of the zero set of the affine bundle map

Yop=a+v: E— O

is finite and independent of a generic choice of 7€T'(M; ), by Lemma 3.14 in [Z1]. We denote it
by N(a).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose (X,w,J) is a compact almost Kahler manifold of real dimension 2n,
keZ", Be Hy(X;Z), pnis as in (2.3) and (2.4), and ves € @%flk(X,B;j). If the pseudocycle
representatives f; and bundle section ¢ are chosen generically, subject to the existence of a split-
ting (3.19), then

GWY (1) — GW/5 () Z Z ey (3.20)

m=1JClk

where CT,;J(f)) is the O-contribution ofi)ﬁ T(X, B; T, ves; 1) to GW’f’k(u). It is given by
() = N(DY), (3.21)

. . . <=m,J .
where DT,;J is a viewed as a vector bundle homomorphism over M i (X, 8; T, Ves; p). In particular,

D;n,;‘] is reqular.

This is the essence of Proposition 3.1 in [Z3]. While Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 in [Z3] explicitly treat
only the case without descendants, i.e. ¢; =0 for all j € [k], exactly the same argument applies

in the general case. The notion of J-contribution of a stratum to GWf x (1) is made precise in
Proposition 3.1 in [Z3], but (3.20) and (3.21) suffice for our purposes.

Proposition 3.2 shows that only the main strata ?J)TT;CJ(X , B3 T, Ves) Of ﬁl,k (X, 8; T, ves) contribute
to the difference between the standard and reduced genus-one GW-invariants. Furthermore, if ¢; =0
for all j € [K], i.e. there are no ¢-classes involved, the numbers (1)1 ;17 and (A; p) 1 s in (3.31)
below are integrals of 1 and A\ on ﬂl,[m}l_l g. Thus, if ¢; =0 for all j € [k], the contribution of
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ZJJITI;J(X, B; T, Ves) is zero unless (m, J)=(1,0). Even in this case, the difference between the two
invariants involves genus-zero GW-invariants arising from the closure of the second component in
the decomposition in the decomposition (3.18) with (m, J)#(1,0); see (2.15). However, this is also
the second component in the analogous decomposition of the boundary stratum

M k) -0y (X5 B; T vB) € Mygy1 (X, B; T, vB)

defined in Subsection 3.4. As indicated by the (m,J)=(1,0) case of (3.31) and its proof, the latter
is the reason that the genus zero (m, J)-invariants arise in (2.15).

3.4 Topological Computations

In this subsection we express the numbers (3.21) in terms of cohomology classes and GW-invariants
and thus conclude the proof of Theorem 1A.

With notation as in the previous subsection, let
M 1]—0) = Mo, -0y (X, B3 T, vs ).
Equation (3.21) can be restated as
¢y’ (9) = N (D) Jml (3.22)
with DT,;J viewed as a VBH over ﬂl,[m]u J(w) xﬁ(my[k], 7~ It is straightforward to see that
,J ~m,J
N(DYY) = NBTY),
where 15??,;‘] is the VBH over M (j),.7) (1) Xﬁ(m,[k]—]) given by
. =m 5 i=m
D;n,’c‘]: EBW}BLi@TrEﬂ;LO — mpE*@7ngevoT X, (Vi @Wi)icim] — Z 5;(v)®@Do(wy),
i=1 =1
with f/i and §; as at the end of Subsection 3.1.7
Since 3;: L; —E* is an isomorphism for all i € [m],
N(DTIJI) N (mpides @TED (om k]-1))»

where idg- is viewed as a VBH on M 1,(fm),7) (1) and Dy, 11— 5y is the VHB on ﬁ(m,[k]— 7y defined by

D(m,[k}—J) : F(m,[k]—J) = @ ﬂ';LO — eVSTX, (wi)ie[m] — Z Do(’wi).
=1 =1

7ﬂ1,[m]uJ(H) is the zero of a section ¢ of the vector bundle V,,; = @jEJCJL over ./\/l1 jus such that the
restriction of ¢ to every blowup locus is transverse to the zero set. /\71,<[m],J)(,u) is the preimage of Ml,[m]uJ(,U')

under the blow-down map .//\-/tvl’([m]“]) —>M17[m]uJ.
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This vector bundle homomorphism induces a VBH over the projectivization of F{,, jx—:
Do S F(m(()m,[k}fJ); HOHI(E(); eVE;TX)), where S)Jt(()m[k]fj) = PF(m,[k]—J)7 Eo = 7(m,[k]—J)7

and Y(m,(k]—J) — PF(m,[k)—) 1s the tautological line bundle. It is straightforward to see from the
definition that

N (npides @D i1—)) = N (mpide-@75Dy). (3.23)
By (gd1) and a dimension-count as below, PFi,, j_ ) is stratified by orbifolds with the expected
normal bundles and Dy does not vanish on every stratum of PF,, 1 7) on which its restriction is
transverse to the zero set (unless //\/lvl,([mL 7y (p) is empty). Using (gd2), the strata of PF,, (y— s on

which 150 is not transverse to the zero set can be described as follows.

If J is a finite set and S € Ha(X;Z), let
Ao(J) = {(m;Jp,JB): mez’; Jp,JBCJ;m+]Jp|22};
Mo, (X, B; T,vB) = Mo joyus (X, B T, vB).
If c=(m; Jp, Jp) is an element of Ay(J), let
Mo (X, ;T ,vB) C Mo (oyus (X, 55T, vB)

be the subset of consisting of the stable maps [X, u] such that
(i) the components of ¥ are ¥; =P! with i € { P}LI[k];
(ii) u|y, is constant and the marked points on ¥ p are indexed by the set {0}UJp;
(iii) for each i €[m], ¥; is attached to ¥ p and uly, is not constant.
We denote by
mU(Xﬂ B; T, VB) C mO,{O}I_lJ(XHB;j’ VB)

the closure of M, (X, B; T, vg). In each diagram of Figure 4, the irreducible components of ¥ are
represented by lines, and the homology class next to each component shows the degree of v on that
component. We indicate the marked points lying on the component ¥ p only.

If meZ* and J is a finite set, let

i=m

Ao(m; J) = {((0:)iepm)> IB) : (03, 0) €{(0,0) U A (Ji.p), (09)iepm) # Oiepmys || Jip=T—JIB}.

i=1
If o= ((a,-)ie[m], Jg) is an element of Ay(m; J), we put
Np(o) = {i€[m]: 0;#0} and Ng(0) = {i€[m]: o;=0}.

Here P and S stand for the subsets of principal and secondary elements of [m], respectively. Note
that Rp(0) #0 for all o€ Ayg(m; J). Let

My (X, 8; T, vB) = {(bi)ie[m] € Hﬁ(ai,Ji’B)(Xvﬂﬁj, vB): 251:5; |_| Ji.p=JB;
i=1 =1 i=1

evo(bil) :evo(bi2) Vii,i9€ [m]}
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L s g
_< 4

0 B2 0 B 0 5

m:2, Jp:{jl}
B1. B2 #0, Bi+By=p

Figure 4: Examples of partial ordering (3.24)

This is a subspace of ﬁ(mﬁj) (X,58;T,vB).

With p as before and g€ Ag(m; [k]—J), let
j=k
My = (E)JTQ(X,B;j, vB) X H Yj) O M, (j)—0) (X, B T s vB; ).
j=1

Define N -
Fop = @ W*LO‘ c F(m,[k]*J)lﬁQ’ 27)?2 =PFyp C m?m,[k]ﬁ]y
1€Xp (o)

It is immediate from the definition of 150 that it vanishes identically on 55/12 for every element p
in Ag(m; [k]—J), since Dy vanishes identically on the strata of Mg o315, (X, Bi; T, vp) for which
the degree of the maps on the component carrying the Oth marked point is zero. On the other
hand, by (gd2), the restriction of Dy to any stratum of im?m k]—J) in the complement of every
i/)l)v?g is transverse to the zero set and thus does not vanish by a dimension count as below (unless

M (g, ) (1) is empty).

As described in Section 3 of [Z1], the number N N (D) is the euler class of the quotient of the target
bundle of Dy by the domain line bundle minus a correction from D 1(0). The correction splits
into contributions from the strata of D 1(0) each of which is again the number of zeros of an affine
bundle map, but with the rank of the target bundle reduced by at least one. The linear part of
each affine bundle map is determined by the topologlcal behavior of DO in the normal direction
to each stratum. This behavior (for Dy and thus for Dy) is described in Subsection 2.4 of [Z3].
Thus, by iteration, one obtains a finite tree of cohomology classes at the nodes which sum up
0 N(Dp). The tree in this case is similar to a subtree of the tree in Subsection 3.2 of [Z2], but
twisted with E*. Thus, N (50) can be expressed in terms of cohomology classes by a direct, though
laborious, computation nearly identical to the one in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 in [Z2]. This time,
we will instead compute (Dg) by blowing up i)ﬁ(m [k]—J) and twisting Dy to a nowhere- vanishing

vector bundle homomorphism D(mik}— 7)- This construction is a direct generalization of Section 3
in [VaZ2].
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Define a partial ordering on the set Ag(J) by setting
o=(m';Jp,Jg) < o= (m;Jp, JB) if o'#o, m'<m, JpCJp. (3.24)

Similarly to Subsection 3.1, this condition means that the elements of M,/ (X, B;J,v) can be
obtained from the elements of M, (X, B; J,vp) by moving more points onto the bubble components
or combining the bubble components; see Figure 4. The bubble components are the components
not containing the marked point 0. Define a partial ordering < on Ag(m; J) by setting

o' =((0D)iepm)> JB) < 0= ((04)icfm)> JB) (3.25)
if o' # p and for every i€ [m] either o} =0y, (0},0) < (04,0), or o, =0. Note that
0 <0 = Rp(d)Rp(o); 0 = ((mi; Ji,piexp(0)> (0)iens (o), IB) (3.26)

for some m; and J; p. Choose an ordering < on Ag(m; J) extending the partial ordering <. Denote
the corresponding minimal element by omin and the largest element for which 9, is nonempty
by Omax. For every o€ Ag(m;J), define

o—1€{0}uAg(m;J)
as in (3.3).
With o as (3.26), let

op = ([m1]7 Ji’P)iENp(Q)’ mp ’NS | + Zmla JB? and GQ - Hsmz
i€ERp(0) iE€Rp ()

With /\78, op s in Subsection 3.2, there is a natural node-identifying immersion

10,00 MO o (1) X Moy (0).75(0)) — Mg € M 1y y-

It descends to an immersion
L0,p: (MO QP( )Xm(mB(Q ),JB(0)) )/G — E)jt( [k]=J)>

which is an embedding outside the preimages of ﬁg/ with o' <.

As in the blowup construction of Subsection 3.1, we inductively define

ot My gy = Ml
to be the blowup of Sf.:l/t(gn;l[k}_l]) along the proper transform ﬁgfl of Z)AJ/Ig in 9)?? l[k] )" If ﬁg C
{th(gm’[k}_ g I8 the exceptional divisor, let
E, = 7iEp1 ® O(M2). (3.27)

The vector bundle homomorphism 59_1: E,—1 —eviTX induces a section

D, € I'(9Mm? ; Hom(E,, eviTX)).

(m,[k]—=T)
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As described in detail in Subsection 3.4 in [VaZ2] (in the case (X,J) = P"), ¢, induces an

immersion
v e apo—1 — ao—1
to-1.0% Mo,gp (1) X M (), 15(0)) — ML C ML " )

and an embedding
fo-1,01 (Mo,op (1) XM rmps(0). 150 ) / Go —> M 1)

Thus, the centers of all blowups are smooth (in the appropriate sense) and

M~ (Mo,op (1) X M (). 5(0)) /G

Furthermore,
o1t Btz = 7p0 e1(Bo)lgg = 51 (Yo (o) 75(0)) (3.28)
where s . s .
7P 8 Mo,or (1) X Mo (0) 15(0)) — M0.0p (1) Moy (6),715(0))

are the projection maps. Finally, the restriction of D, to every stratum of ﬁfm k=) not contained

in the pgoper transform ﬁg* of 5)/12 for any o* € Ag(m;[k]—J) with o* > p is transverse to the
zero set.

Define

M-y = Mety_ gy, E=E

(m7

Do, 1 -) € T(Mom 19—y Hom (B 1, ev5 T X))

Omax’

As can be seen directly from the definition,
N(rpidg-®75Do) = N (wpide @75 D (m 1—7))
where the maps 7wp and 7w on the right-hand side are the two component projections
Mg, ) (1) X Do -3y — M o)1) (1), Do i)

On the other hand, by the previous paragraph, the restriction of 5(m,[k]_ 7) to every stratum of
O (k] IS transverse to the zero set. By (2.1), (2.2), (2.4), and (gd1),

dim /K/lvlv([m]’{])(,u) Xéjvt(mv[k}_t]) =2(n—m) +2(m—1) < 2rke (7pE*@nheviTX).

Therefore, mpidg+ @Dy, (k)—7) 1S injective and thus

m,J (5 1 * : * Ty
1 (9) = — N (rpidg @ 75D (1)
m! (3.29)

1 * Tk * * * Tk * o v a
= H<€(<7TPE @npeveTX)/(TpE*@TEE)), [My (fm).1) (1) X M, 1) ] )-

8This statement is obtained as in Subsection 3.4 in [VaZ2], using the description of the behavior of Dy in Subsec-
tion 2.4 in [Z3] and the assumption (gd2).
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Remark: Since ¢1(E*)? = A2 = 0, the last expression in (3.29) is zero if m+|J| > 1 and ¢; =0
for all j € J. Thus, if y involves no descendants, i.e. ¢; =0 for all j € [k], the only stratum
of My (X, B; T, ves) contributing to the difference between the standard and reduced genus-one

degree-$ invariants corresponding to u is W}Q(X B3 Ty Ves)-

It remains to express the right-hand side of (3.29) in terms of GW-invariants. Let
</’L>1’[m}|_,J = <H¢]C]7 Wl,[m]uJ]>a <)‘7 'u'>1,[m}I_IJ = <)‘ Hd};‘ja [ﬂl,[m]uJ]>7
Jj€J JeJ

<1/~}p:u'> (0 QP) ¢p ij ’ MO Qp]>

j€Jp (o)

Ao(m; [k]—J) = {0} U Ag(m; [k] =), AL (I,J) = {0}y U A(I,]).

Since A2=0, by (3.29),

CTIQJ(B) < 1[m]I_IJZ<Cl eVocn p(TX), [ﬁ(m,[k}d)D
n—1 _ . (330)
— (N s 2 (1 B evien—1-p(TX), [Wmdk]—J)D) '
p=1

For each g€ Ao(m; [k]—J), let To: My 1)) —>9ﬁ( =) be the blow-down map. By (3.27),

a1 (B) = 750t (Ympg—n) + D MG =

0€Ao(m;[k]-J)
p—1—gq q—1
Cl(E)p_l = ToC1 (’Y(m7[k]_‘]))p71 + Z Z <)\+Z7T /mg ) ()\—FZF e ) ﬁ;ﬁg
o€ Ao (m;[k]-J)g=1 o'<eo o'<po
p—1 .
= 7?861 (’)’(m7[k]_1]))p71 + 77:; (Z (7?;01 (Eg_l)p_l_qq (Eg)q_l) N mg) .
o€ Ao (m;[kHT) q=1

Note that for every o€ Ag(m;[k]—J)

(1Omperas@)® evoer(TX), [Ms s ). 7500]) = (lammp(@eV0er (TX), [Mim s (0),5(0)])
= m"G ’GW(mB( )JB(Q))(Wq—mB(g)yCT(TX)QM);

with (mp(0), Jg(0))=(m;[k]—J) and |Go|=1.
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Thus, by (3.28) and (3.30),

p=n q=p

o= > ZZ{ DPI@P 1) o (3.31)

pEAo(m;[k]—J) p=1 g=1

x (<“> 1,[m]uJ GW?mB(Q) T (o ))(nq_mB(Q)’Cn_p(TX);M)

=51 s OV s 01,75 0) (T (00 n-1-p (T X); “)) }

where we set
1, ifr=-1;

<¢ ;'u>(O:OP) - {O7 otherwise.

Most terms in (3.31) vanish for dimensional reasons. By (2.6),

ZED YD SENED DI O (e B AR

m*=m JCJ*C[k] p€A;([m*],J*) =0
[Ip(p)|+IR(p)|=m
Jp(p)=J

<<M>1 |_|J<wn mM* —dye e (p)—1. 'u>(093( , <)\ M>1 |_|J<wn m*—dp,x g (1) —2. 'u>(093( ))>}.

Summing over all (m, J) as required by (3.20) and using the last expression in (2.5), we obtain

GWY (1) — GWTE () Z Z { 1)+ = ()

m*=1J*C
dm*,J*(:u')
X ( Z GW(ﬁmw*)(Uq,Cdm*yﬁ(u)_q;ﬂo
q=0

m*+|J* *
x ) Z <<N>1 Ip(p)UJp (p)LIN( p)<w R >(0 oB(p))
p€A1([m*],J*)

. Ty T =p g (1) —2.
+ <)‘v“>1,1P(p)qu(p)uN(p)<1/’ il ’“>(0793(p))> }

Finally, Proposition 3.1 reduces the last expression to the statement of Theorem 1A.

Remark: Since im( [E]—J) is not a complex manifold, some care is needed in constructing its

“complex” blowups. These are obtained by modifying normal neighborhoods to the strata of the
blowup centers in the expected way. The information needed to specify the normal bundles to such
strata is described in Subsection 2.4 of [Z3]. Similarly, (3.27) describes a twisting of line bundles,
not of sheaves. In fact, we know a priori that N (50) depends only on the topology of the situation:

(T1) the domain and target bundles of 50;
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(T2) the normal bundles to the strata of Dy *(0);
(T3) the topological behavior of Dy in the normal directions to the strata of 150_ 1(0).

By constructing a tree of chern classes, as suggested above and similarly to Subsection 3.2 in [Z2],
one can obtain a universal formula expressing N(Dp) in terms of the chern class of (T1) and (T2)
evaluated on the closures of the strata of Dy '(0), with the coefficients determined by (T3). If such
a universal formula holds in the presence of additional geometry (e.g. in the complex category), it
must hold in general. Thus, it is sufficient to obtain a formula for N (150) assuming §)vt(()m7[k]_ ) is a
complex manifold.
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