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The point insertion technique and open r-spin theories II:
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Abstract

The papers [@', 3, E_S:, :_I-Q‘, -_2-Q:] initiated the study of open r-spin and open FJRW intersection
theories, and related them to integrable hierarchies and mirror symmetry. This paper uses
a new technique, the point insertion technique, developed in the prequel [g@‘], to define new
open r-spin and open FJRW intersection theories. These new constructions provide potential
candidates for theories whose existence was conjectured before:

1. K. Hori [:23] predicted the existence of open r-spin theory with | %] types of boundary
states. The one constructed in [6 8:] has only one type of boundary state. In this work
we describe % | open r-spin theories, labelled by h € {0,...,[5] — 1}, where the hth
one has h + 1 boundary states. We prove that the h = 0 theory is equivalent to the
[rﬁ:, {:{] construction, and calculate all intersection numbers for all these theories.

2. In [1}] K. Aleshkin and C.C.M. Liu conjectured the existence of a quintic Fermat FJRW
theory. We construct such an FJRW theory, and provide evidence that this is the
conjectured theory.

We also explain how the point insertion technique can be used for constructing other open
enumerative theories, satisfying the same universal recursions.

1 Introduction

Witten’s KdV conjecture [8Y] was one of the most influential results in the study of the moduli
space of curves, as well as in the study of integrable hierarchies. This conjecture, which was
proven a year later by Kontsevich [26], motivated Gromov-Witten theory and related enumera-
tive geometry theories. To describe this theory, write ¥, ..., ¥, € H? (Mg,n) for the first Chern
classes of the relative cotangent line bundles at the n marked points. Let {t;};>0 and u be formal
variables and define the generating function F¢(tg,t1,...,u) (¢ stands for ‘closed’) by
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Witten conjectured that exp(F°) is the unique 7-function of the KdV hierarchy satisfying the
string equation. This conjecture uniquely determined F'¢, hence all 1-integrals on Mg,n.

In 93’ Witten proposed a surprising generalization of the above conjecture, Witten’s r-spin
conjecture {1]. A (smooth) r-spin curve is a smooth marked curve (C; 21, ..., 25), together with
an r-spin structure: a line bundle S which satisfies

S®r = (—Zal[z,]> s

where each twist a; belongs to {0,1,...,r—1}, and w¢ is the canonical line bundle. The moduli

space of r-spin curves of a given genus and twists has a natural compactification to the space
——1/r
Mg,{al,...,an

}- Witten’s r-spin theory relies on the existence of a distinguished class ¢y in the
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cohomology of this space, the Witten class. In the so-called concave cases, which include all
genus 0 cases, £ = (R'm,S)Y, where 7 : C — Mé{{ralman} is the universal curve and § is the
universal r-spin structure, is an (orbifold) vector bundle. In this case Witten’s class is defined
to be the Euler class of F,

ew = e(E) = e((R'7,S)Y). (1.1)
In positive genus R'7,S needs not to be a vector bundle, and the definition of Witten’s class is
more involved (see [31, 110, 27, 14, ]).

The (closed) r-spin intersection numbers are defined by

al Qn %70 P 1—9 U dy dn 1 2
Tyl Ty = p—y cw Uit - (1.2)

g g,{al ~~~~~ an}

Witten conjectured [4(] that the exponential of the r-spin potential
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where t§ are formal variables indexed by d > 0 and 0 < a < r — 1, is, after a simple change
of variables, a 7-function of the r-KdV (or r-th Gelfand-Dikii) hierarchy. This conjecture was
proven by Faber, Shadrin and Zvonkine [13].

In [i16, 4, 5] Fan, Jarvis and Ruan vastly generalized Witten’s r-spin theory to the FJRW
theory of quantum singularities. This theory turned out to give rise to a cohomological field
theory and satisfy interesting mirror symmetry statements [16]. It also has surprising relations
with other enumerative geometric theories; a notable example is the LG/CY correspondence
[id, 1] which relates the Gromov-Witten theory of the Calabi-Yau quintic, to the FJRW theory
of the Fermat quintic.

In [30] Pandharipande, Solomon, and the first named author initiated the study of inter-
section theory on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with boundary. Denote by Mo,k,l the
moduli space of stable marked disks (X;21,...,2%;21...,2), where z; € 9% are the boundary
markings and z; € X° are the internal markings. The paper [30] constructed intersection num-
bers on MO,k,la which are the analogue of -integrals over the moduli of stable marked disks.
Let Fg(to,t1,...,s) denote their potential, where the formal variable s tracks the number of
boundary marked points. The paper [3(] proved that the open disk potential satisfies the open
KdV equations, which are related to the (genus 0) KdV wave function [2]. The all-genus con-
struction was found in [33, 35], and the all-genus analogue of the result, also conjectured in [30],
was proven in [B-_B', :.], establishing an open analogue of the Witten—Kontsevich theorem.

More recently, Buryak, Clader and the first named author [5, 3, ] have found and studied
an open analogue of Witten’s r-spin conjecture. The paper [5] constructed the moduli space of
graded r-spin disks, which is the disk analogue of r-spin curves, and its open Witten bundle. The
paper [3] then defined intersection numbers on this moduli space, which involved open 1 classes
and the open Witten class, calculated them, and showed that their potential, after a simple
transformation, becomes the genus-0 part of the r-KdV wave function. The paper [6] made an
all-genus conjecture, and provided evidence for it. The paper [14] showed that the open 7-spin
theory satisfies open mirror symmetry with Saito’s theory of A, _; singularity.

A first step towards more general open FJRW theory, was taken in [}_Z-Q], where it was also
shown that the open FJRW theory of a rank 2 Fermat polynomial satisfies mirror symmetry
with the corresponding Saito theory. [lI] conjectured the existence of a Fermat quintic FJRW
theory, and moreover suggested that such a theory should satisfy an open version of the LG/CY
correspondence (see Section i for more details).

The construction of [5, 8, 6] allows the internal twists a; to vary in {0,...,r — 1}, but the
only allowed boundary twist is » — 2. It is natural to ask whether one can construct more general



intersection numbers, allowing a larger variety of boundary twists. K. Hori ([23], and implicitly
also in [24]) suggested the existence of an open intersection theory with | %] possible boundary
states.

In this work we justify this expectation, by showing the existence of | 5] open r-spin theories,
indexed by h = 0,..., L%J, where the h-th theory has h 4+ 1 boundary states, ranging in
{r—2,r—4,...,r —2—2h}. We also suggest a construction of an open FJRW quintic theory,
and provide evidence that this is the sought-after theory by [I].

In the prequel [36] we described a point insertion technique, which allowed the identification of
certain pairs of boundary strata of different moduli spaces, which we call spurious boundaries. We
showed that the identification of moduli points lifts to identifications of the fibers of the Witten
bundles and relative cotangent line at these points, and analyzed the behaviours of orientations
under this identification. Roughly speaking, the outcome of [36] was that one can glue the moduli

spaces, Witten bundles and lines IL; along the corresponding pairs of boundaries, to obtain an
1

orbifold vector bundles W, ﬂl, e ,El over a compact orbifold with corners Mvg ’{bl beb et}
where b; are the boundary twists and a; are the internal twists, and
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is canonically relatively oriented, for all choices of dy,...,d, > 0 and of odd m.

In this work we define canonical boundary conditions to the bundles W, IL; over the boundary
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and we use them to define open FJRW intersection numbers by setting

where the notation e(FE, s) stands for the Euler class of F relative to the boundary conditions s
(see Section B, for precise definitions), and m is again assumed to be odd. The case m = 1, on
which we mainly concentrate, is called open r-spin, and in this case we omit the superscript m
from the notations.

1.1 Main results

Our first main result is (see Theorem 8.9 for an accurate statement):

Theorem 1.1. Let l N
Dic1 @i+ bj—(r—2)

r

Suppose that e is a non-negative integer and e = 1 + k mod 2, let dy,...,d; be non-negative
integers and m an odd natural number, such that

!
me+2Zd¢:k+2l—3.
=1

Then the open intersection numbers <T§11’7'§22 . ..Tilgblgb? . ..O'bk> are well-defined, inde-
pendent of all choices.

Even though the intersection numbers are defined in a complicated way, the following topo-
logical recursion relations (TRR) hold.



Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.1). (a) Ifl,k > 1, then
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This form of this TRR is very different from TRRs that appeared before in OGW theory,
notably Solomon’s Open WDVV [22, 34] and the TRRs of [3U, 3]. But as we will argue in Section
8, this is the universal form of TRRs for theories based on the point insertion technique.

Turning to consider m = 1, the open r-spin case, we first show in Section § that the h = 0
theory is equivalent to [, 8] open r-spin theory in a non-trivial way, by writing an explicit
transformation relating the potentials of the two theories. Even though the theories for §h > 0
have more states, hence more possible intersection numbers than the theory [G, 8], we prove that
many of them vanish:

Proposition 1.3 (see Proposition 4.3 for a more general statement). Ifl > 1, 2l +k > 4 and
a1 < b, we have

1
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In Theorem p.32 we show that the above TRRs and vanishing result are enough to calculate
all open intersection numbers for all 7, b.
An important example for m > 1 is the open Fermat quintic FJRW theory (see Section 7

: : ; 5:0.b=1,m=>5
for details). Its intersection numbers are of the form (o2~ 2>0 5 0h=hm

5d — 2 boundary markings of twist 1. We prove:

, for 5-spin disks with

1,0h=1,m=>5

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition ¥.2). (o9~ 2>0 vanishes for even d.

We conjecture that the odd d numbers do not vanish, and that their potential satisfies the
open LG/CY correspondence conjectured in [il].



1.2 The point insertion technique

The open 7-spin construction of [, 3] was based on boundary conditions of two types: positivity
boundary conditions and forgetful boundary conditions. The former uses a hidden intrinsic no-
tion of positivity for sections of the Witten bundle, and the latter can be applied in certain cases
where, after normalizing a node, one of its branches can be forgotten. The forgetful boundary
conditions appeared in [30, 83, 8, 20] and a homotopical generalization of them also appeared
in [34, 28]. Many theories which allow the forgetful boundary conditions, also allow a definition
of open intersection numbers which are independent of choices and satisfy the Solomon’s Open
WDVV [34, 2.

In the case of open r-spin, forgetful boundary conditions can be applied only with respect to
a half-node of twist 0. The main novel geometric idea presented here is a new type of boundary
treatment which strictly generalizes the forgetful boundary conditions, and allows defining well-
defined open intersection theories in many cases where the forgetful scheme fails. In this paper
we concentrate on applying this idea to open r-spin and open FJRW theories. Other examples
are sketched in Section 8, including open Gromov-Witten theories and open Hodge theories.
Interestingly, the open intersection theories which are defined via the point insertion technique
all satisfy again universal topological recursion relations which generalize Theorem 2. We leave
the study of these generalizations to future work.

1.3 Structure of the paper

This paper is constructed as follows. Section & reviews definitions and results from [36] con-
cerning the graded r-spin disks, their moduli, associated bundles and orientations and the point
insertion technique. In Section B, we define what are canonical multisections, and use them to
define open r-spin and certain open FJRW intersection numbers. In Section & we prove the
topological recursion relations of Theorem i.2. Section § relates the (r,f = 0) theory to the
open r-spin theory of [5, 8], while Section § uses the topological recursion relations to calculate
all open r—spin intersection numbers. We shortly discuss certain open FJRW theories, which
include the Fermat quintic theory, in Section . Finally, in Section § we explain how the point
insertion idea can be used in many other enumerative theories of open topological string flavour.
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2 Review of graded r-spin disks and point insertion

In this section, we review the definition of graded r-spin disks, their moduli space, the relevant
bundles and the point insertion technique. More details can be found in [5, 36].

Throughout the paper we will use the notation [N], where N is a natural number, to denote
the set {1,2,...,N}.

2.1 The moduli space of graded r-spin disks

The main objects of study in this paper are genus-zero marked Riemann surfaces with boundary;
we view them as arising from closed spheres with an orientation-reversing involution. More
precisely, a nodal marked disk is defined as a tuple

(C’ Qb, E’ {Zi}iel, {'Ij}jEB’ ml’ mB)’



in which

e (' is a nodal orbifold Riemann surface, which may be composed of disconnected compo-
nents; each component is genus-zero and has isotropy only at special points;

¢ : C' — (' is an anti-holomorphic involution which, from a topological perspective, realizes
the coarse underlying Riemann surface |C| as the union of two Riemann surfaces, ¥ and
Y = ¢(2), glued along their common subset Fix(|¢|);

{zi }ier C C consists of distinct internal marked points (or internal tails) whose images in
|C| lie in ¥ \ Fix(|¢|). We denote by z; := ¢(z;) their conjugate marked points;

{z;}jer C Fix(¢) consists of distinct boundary marked points (or boundary tails) whose
images in |C| lie in 0%;

m! (respectively m?) is a marking of I and (respectively B), i.e. a one-to-one correspon-
dence between I (respectively m?) and [|I|] (respectively [|B][]).

We say that a nodal marked disk is stable if each irreducible component has at least three special
points.

A node of a nodal marked disk can be internal, boundary or contracted boundary, as illus-
trated in Figure i by shading ¥ C |C| in each case. Note that 9% C Fix(|¢|) is a union of cycles,
and Fix(|¢|) \ 0% is the union of the contracted boundary nodes.

2 oo

(a) Internal node (b) Boundary node (¢) Contracted boundary node

Figure 1: The three types of nodes in a nodal marked disk.

An anchored nodal marked disk is a nodal marked disk together with a ¢-invariant choice of
a distinguished internal marked point (called the anchor) on each connected component C’ of
C' that is disjoint from the set Fix(¢). We denote by Anc C I the set of indexes of anchors lying
on X.

Remark 2.1. We focus mainly on disks with boundaries and their degenerations, i.e. connected
nodal marked disks with non-empty Fix(¢). Disconnected disks will usually appear as the result
of normalizations at nodes (and later also from the point insertion method we shall define).
The anchors help us keep track of these normalizations: Consider a connected component C’
of a nodal marked disk C, that does not intersect with the set Fix(¢), and assume that C’ is
obtained by normalizing internal or contracted boundary nodes. The anchor z; of C’ is the
half-node corresponding to the internal node closest to Fiz(¢) that we had normalized in order
to obtain C’. By ‘closest to Fix(¢)" we mean either the normalized contracted boundary node,
if there is such a node. Otherwise it is the unique internal node whose normalization makes the
connected component containing C’ disconnected from Fix(¢).

2.1.1 r-spin structures

Let C' be an anchored nodal marked disk with order-r cyclic isotopy groups at markings and
nodes, a r-spin structure on C is



e an orbifold complex line bundle L on C,

e an isomorphism

K1 L® 2 wee =we @0 | — Z[Zz] - Z[Z_z] - Z[%] 5

el el JjEB

e an involution (Z : L — L lifting ¢.

The local isotopy of L at a point p is characterized by an integer mult,(L) € {0,1,...,r —1} in
the following way: the local structure of the total space of L near p is [C?/(Z/rZ)], where the
canonical generator & € Z/rZ acts by £ - (z,y) = (Ex, €™t (L)y),

We denote by RI C I and RB C B the subsets of internal and boundary marked points p
satisfying mult, (L) = 0. An associated twisted r-spin structure S is defined by

S=L®0|- Z 2] — Z r(Z] — Z rla;] |,
i€RI i€RI JERB
where RI C RI is a subset satisfying RI \ RI C Anc.

For an internal marked point z;, we define the internal twist at z; to be a; := mult,, (L) — 1
ifiel\ RI and a;:;=r—1ifi e RI. For a boundary marked point z;, we define the boundary
twist at z; as bj ;= mult,, (L) —1ifi € B\ RB and as b; :=r — 1 if j € RB. Note that all the
marked points with twist —1 are indexed by RI \ RI C Anc. When the disk C is smooth, the
coarse underlying bundle |S| over the coarse underlying sphere |C| satisfies

1S 2w @O [ = ailz] = > ailFm = > bjlxy]

el 1) JjEB

Observation 2.2. A connected nodal marked disk admits a twisted r-spin structure with twists
a; and b; if and only if
2Zielai+2jeBbJ —r—+2
r

€Z. (2.1)

This formula is the specialization to our setting of the more well-known fact [40]: a (closed)
connected nodal marked genus-zero curve admits a twisted r-spin structure twists a; if and only
if

D ier @i — 1T+ 2 .

- Z. (2.2)

We can extend the definition of twists to half-nodes. Let n : C — C be the normalization
morphism. For a half-node ¢ € C, we denote by 0¢(q) the other half-node corresponding to the
same node n(q) as q. The isotopies of n*L at ¢ and o((q) satisfy

multy(n*L) + multy, ) (n"L) =0 mod 7.

It is important to note that n*S may not be a twisted r-spin structure (associated with n*L),
because its connected components could potentially contain too many marked points with twist
—1 (note that marked points with twist —1 are anchors). Nevertheless, there is a canonical way
to choose a minimal subset R of the half-nodes making

S:=n'S®0 |- Z r(q] (2.3)
qeER



a twisted r-spin structure: denoting by 7 the set of half-nodes ¢ of C' where mult,(n*L) = 0,
we define

n(q) is an internal node; after normalizing the
A:= < q€T: noden(q), the half-node o((g) belongs to a connected
component meeting Fix(¢) or containing an anchor.

and set R := T \ A. See [5, Section 2.3] for more details. We define ¢;, the twist of S at a
half-node hy, as ¢; := multy, (n*L) — 1 if h;ﬁé R and as ¢ :=r —1if hy € R.
For each irreducible component C; of C' with half-nodes {h;}en,, we have

~ ®r
(|S||cl> W @0 [ = Y alnl— > wl@m = Y bilegl = Y el |

i€l iel jEB teN;
z €Cy zieCy ijCl

note that in the case where Cj intersects with 0%, the set {h; }+cn, is invariant under ¢, and the
half-nodes conjugated by ¢ have the same twist.
Note that if hy, = o¢(hy,), then

¢y, + e, =—2 mod r. (2.4)

We say a node is Ramond if one (hence both) of its half-nodes h; satisfy ¢; = —1 mod r, and
it is said to be Neveu-Schwarz (NS) otherwise. Note that if a node is Ramond, then both of its
half-nodes lie in the set T; moreover, a half-node has twist —1 if and only if it lies in A. The
set R in equation (2.3) is chosen in a way that each internal Ramond node has precisely one
half-edge in R.

Associated to each twisted r-spin structure S, we define a Serre-dual bundle

J:=8" ®wc. (2.5)

Note that the involutions on €' and L induce involutions on S and J; by an abuse of notation,
we denote the involutions on S and J also by ¢.

2.1.2 Gradings

For a nodal marked disk, the boundary 9% of 3 is endowed with a well-defined orientation,
determined by the complex orientation on the preferred half ¥ C |C|. This orientation induces
the notion of positivity for ¢-invariant sections of wjc| over 93: let p be a point of 9% which
is not a node, we say a section s is positive at a p if, for any tangent vector v € T,(9%) in
the orientation direction, we have (s(p),v) > 0, where (—, —) is the natural pairing between
cotangent and tangent vectors.

Let C be an anchored nodal marked disk, and let A be the complement of the special points
in 0%.. We say a twisted r-spin structure on such C' is compatible on the boundary components if

there exists a ¢-invariant section v € C° <A, ’5’5) (called a lifting of S on boundary components)
such that the image of v®" under the map on sections induced by the inclusion |S|®" — w¢ is
positive. We say w € C° <A, \J\¢’> is a Serre-dual lifting of J on the boundary components with

respect to v if (w,v) € C°(A,w¢) is positive, where (—, —) is the natural pairing between |S|"
and |S|. This w is uniquely determined by v up to positive scaling.
Equivalence classes of liftings of J (or equivalently, S) on the boundary components up to

positive scaling are equivalent to continuous sections of S°(|.J |$), the S°-bundle (|J |$ \ |/ |0> /Ry

over A, where |.J|o denotes the zero section of |J|?. Given an equivalence class [w] of liftings,



we say a boundary marked point or boundary half-node x; is legal, or that [w] alternates at x;,

if [w], as a section of S°(|.J|?), cannot be continuously extended to z;. We say an equivalence
class [w] of liftings of J on boundaries is a grading of a twisted r-spin structure on boundary
components if, for every Neveu—Schwarz boundary node, one of the two half-nodes is legal and
the other is illegal.

Remark 2.3. The requirement that every NS boundary node has one legal and one illegal half-
node arises from the behaviour of a grading on boundary components at degenerations. This
condition, together with (2.4) allows smoothing the boundary node. See [§] for more details.

Let g be a contracted boundary node of C', we say a twisted r-spin structure on C'is compatible
at ¢ if ¢ is Ramond and there exists a ¢-invariant element v € |S Hq (called a lifting of S at q)

such that the image of v®" under the map |S|®r|q — W\Cl‘q is positive imaginary under the
canonical identification of w|0‘{q with C given by the residue. See [B, Definition 2.8] for more

details. Such a v also admits a Serre-dual lifting, i.e. a ¢-invariant w € |.J Hq such that (v, w) is
positive imaginary. We refer to the equivalence classes [w] of such w up to positively scaling as
a grading at contracted boundary node q.

We say a twisted r-spin structure is compatible if it is compatible on boundary components
and at all contracted boundary nodes. A (total) grading is the collection of grading on boundary
components together with a grading at each contracted boundary node. We say a grading is
legal if every boundary marked point is legal.

The grading is crucial in determining a canonical relative orientation for the Witten bundle
(in [36]) and defining canonical boundary conditions (in Section B), which are key ingredients in
defining open 7-spin intersection numbers.

The relation between the twists and legality, and the obstructions to having a grading, are
summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. [3, Proposition 2.5]
1. When r s odd, any twisted r-spin structure is compatible, and there is a unique grading.

2. When r is odd, a boundary marked point, or boundary half-node, x; in a twisted r-spin
structure with a grading is legal if and only if its twist is odd.

3. When r is even, the boundary twists b; in a compatible twisted r-spin structure must be
even.

4. In a graded r-spin structure, any Neveu-Schwarz boundary node has one legal half-node
and one illegal half-node.t

5. Ramond boundary nodes can appear in a graded r-spin structure only when r is odd, and
in this case, their half-nodes are illegal with twists r — 1.

6. There exists grading that alternates precisely at a subset D C {x;}jep if and only if

QZai—FZb'—FQ
i+2_p)

r

mod 2. (2.6)

When a Ramond contracted boundary node is normalized, the grading at this boundary
node induces an additional structure at the corresponding half-node. We call such half-nodes
by mormalized contracted boundary marked point. Because such an additional structure is not
necessary in this paper, we refer the readers to [36, Definition 2.5] for the precise definition.

We can now define the primary objects of interest in this paper:

!This item is part of the definition of grading, we put it here since it is an important property of the grading.



Definition 2.5. A stable graded r-spin disk (legal stable graded r-spin disk respectively) is a
stable anchored nodal marked disk, together with

1. a compatible twisted r-spin structure .S in which all contracted boundary nodes are Ra-
mond;

2. a choice of grading (legal gradings respectively);

3. an additional structure of normalized contracted boundary marked point at each anchor
with twist r — 1.

For an integer 0 < h < L%J, we say a stable graded r-spin disk is of level-f if every legal
boundary marked point has twist greater than or equal to r — 2 — 2h, and every illegal boundary
marked point has twist smaller than or equal to 2. We will omit the term “level-hh” when § is
chosen as a fixed integer or is clear from context.

Remark 2.6. Note that in [3], the term “stable graded r-spin disk” refers to a legal stable graded
level-0 r-spin disk.

We denote by Wé{,:,l (Mé’/,;l respectively) the moduli space of connected stable graded

r-spin disks (legal connected stable graded r-spin disks respectively) with k& boundary and I

internal marked points. In [, Theorem 3.4] and [36, Theorem 2.8], Mé{tl and Wé{ ,:71 are
shown to be a compact smooth orientable orbifold with corners of real dimension k + 21 — 3.

Notation 2.7. Assuming that the internal marked points {z;};c; have twists {a;};cs, by an
abuse of notation, we also denote the multiset? {a; };cs by I.

Similarly, we denote by B the multiset {b;};cp equipped with a preselected legality for each
of its elements. Furthermore, if B is equipped with a cyclic order on o: B — B, we denote it
by B and write B = {by, ba, ..., bip|} to make the cyclic order manifest, where o2(b;) = b;11 for
1< < ’B‘ and O’Q(b|B|) = by.

We denote by M*é’/; 1 the moduli space of graded r-spin disks with boundary points marked
by B, and internal points marked by I. Note that for a graded r-spin disk, the canonical
orientation on 0% induces a cyclic order on Bj; given a cyclic order g9: B — B, we denote

by ./\/l*(l)/lg ; ./\/l*(l)( ;7 ; the connected component parameterizing the r-spin disks such that the

induced cyclic order on B coincides with os.

Remark 2.8. In most parts of this article, we primarily consider moduli of legal graded r-spin
disks. We use the notation with a superscript * only when we want to emphasize that there
might be illegal boundary markings.

2.1.3 Stable graded r-spin graphs

Each connected anchored marked disk ¥ can be characterized by a decorated dual graph I'(X)
as follows.

e The set of vertices of I'(X) is the set of irreducible components of ¥, which is decomposed
into open and closed vertices V = VO U VY depending on whether the corresponding
irreducible component meets 0.

e The set of half-edges H(v) emanating from a vertex v € V' is the set of the special points
(i.e. half-nodes and marked points) on the irreducible component corresponding to v.
The set H(v) is decomposed into boundary and internal half-edges H(v) = HBZ(v) U

2We use the word “multiset” here because the set I may contain multiple a; with a same value, but we view
them as different elements.
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H!(v) depending on whether the corresponding special point lies on 9%. We write H :=
Uyev H(v) and H = H B H' the correspond decomposition. Two half-edges correspond
to an (internal or boundary) edge e in the set of edges E = E LI EB if their corresponding
special points are two half-nodes of the same (internal or boundary) node.

e The set of tails T is the set of all marked points together with the contracted boundary
nodes. We write T2 := TN H? and T := T N H!. The set of contracted boundary tails
HCB c 1! corresponds to the contracted boundary node and the set T%"¢ C 7! \ H CB
corresponds to the anchor.

e The canonical orientation on 9% induced a cyclic order o9: HB(v) — HPB(v) for each
veVo.

We say T'(X) is smooth if E = H®B = (), or equivalently, 3 is smooth. If ¥ is endowed with a
graded r-spin structure .S, we have the additional decorations:

e amap tw: H— {—1,0,1,...,r — 1} encoding the twist of S at each special points;

e amap alt : H® — 7Z/27 given by alt(h) = 1 if the special point corresponding to h is legal
and alt(h) = 0 otherwise.

A genus-zero stable graded r-spin graph is a decorated graph for which each connected com-
ponent is the dual graph of a connected stable graded r-spin disk as above; an intrinsic definition
can be found in [36, Section 3.2].

In this paper, since we exclusively focus on the genus-zero case, whenever we refer to a stable
graded r-spin graph, we always mean a genus-zero stable graded r-spin graph.

For an edge e of a stable graded r-spin graph I' = I'(X), the smoothing of I' along e is
the stable graded r-spin graph d.I' that is dual to the stable graded r-spin disk obtained by
smoothing the node in ¥ corresponding to e. The detaching of I' along e is the stable graded
r-spin graph Detach.I" that is dual to the stable graded r-spin disk obtained by normalizing the
node in ¥ corresponding to e. See [36, Subesection 3.2] for intrinsic definitions.

We say a stable graded r-spin graph is legal if every boundary tail is legal, i.e. alt(t) =
1Vt € TB. We say a stable graded r-spin graph is level-h if every legal boundary tail has twist
greater than or equal to r — 2 — 2h, and every illegal boundary tail has twist smaller than or
equal to 2b.

If ' is a connected graded r-spin graph, we denote by ./\/l*%/r C W(l]//;g TI\HCB the (open)

submoduli consisting of r-spin disks whose dual graph is exactly I', and by Wllﬂ/r its closure.
If T" is disconnected, we define W%/ " as the product of the moduli spaces associated to its
connected components. When there is no room for confusion (which is always the case, except
in Subsection 2.2.1}), we omit the superscript 1/r in W%/ " and Wlla/ ". If all boundary tails are
legal, we also omit the superscript * in the notation.

2.2 The Witten bundle and the relative cotangent line bundles

The Witten bundle is the protagonist of the r-spin theory. Roughly speaking, let 7 : C — Wé’/ ,:71

be the universal curve and & — C be the twisted universal spin bundle with the universal Serre-
dual bundle
J =8 ®uw, (2.7)

then we define
W= (R'1.7)+ = (R'71.S)Y, (2.8)

where the subscripts + and — denote invariant or anti-invariant sections under the universal

involution ¢ : J — J or ¢ : S — S. To be more precise, defining W by (2.8) would require
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dealing with derived pushforward in the category of orbifold-with-corners. To avoid this techni-
cality, we define W as the pullback of the analogous bundle from a subset of the closed moduli
space ﬂé{gﬁl; see [B, Section 4.1].

On a non-empty component of the moduli space which parameterizes r-spin disks with in-
ternal twists {a;} and boundary twists {b;}, the (real) rank of the Witten bundle is

T

(2.9)

In [36, Definition 3.5], a canonical relative orientation or of the Witten bundle Wr — Mp
is defined for every connected legal stable graded r-spin graph I'.

Other important line bundles in open r-spin theory are the relative cotangent line bundles
or tautological line bundles at internal marked points. These line bundles have already been
defined on the moduli space My of stable marked disks (without spin structure) in [30], as
the line bundles with fiber 77 %. Equivalently, these line bundles are the pullback of the usual
relative cotangent line bundles L; — MQ}H_Ql under the doubling map Mo,k,l — MOJC_FQ[ that

sends ¥ to C' = X Uy 2. The bundle L; — th),/l:,l is the pullback of this relative cotangent

line bundle on ﬂo,k,l under the morphism Forgpi, that forgets the spin structure. Note that L;
is a complex line bundle, hence it carries a canonical orientation.

2.2.1 Decomposition properties of the Witten bundle

In [5] the Witten bundle is proven to satisfy certain decomposition properties along nodes. We
state these properties here, further details and proofs can be found in [5, Section 4.2].

Given a genus-zero stable graded r-spin graph I, let T be obtained by detaching either an
edge or a contracted boundary tail of I'. In order to state the decomposition properties of the
Witten bundle, we need the morphisms

—=1/r q¢ - —=1/r p ——=1/r ir ——=1/r

Mg = My g, Mg = MEp — Mgy, (2.10)
where Mp C Mo,k,l is the moduli space of marked disks (without r-spin structure) corresponding
to the dual graph I'. The morphism ¢ is defined by sending the r-spin structure S to the r-spin
structure S defined by (2.3); it has degree one but is not an isomorphism because it does not
induce an isomorphism between isotropy groups. The morphism u is the projection to the second
factor in the fiber product; it is an isomorphism, but we distinguish between its domain and
target because they have different universal objects. The morphism ip is the inclusion.

We denote by W and W the Witten bundles on Wé,/,;l and W%/r’ the decomposition
properties below show how these bundles are related under pullback via the morphisms (2.10).

Proposition 2.9. /'ﬁ,AProposition 4.7 Let T' be a genus-zero stable graded r-spin graph with a
single edge e, and let I' be the detaching of I' along e. Then the Witten bundle decomposes as
follows:

1. If e is a Neveu—-Schwarz edge, then
PEEW = W (2.11)
2. If e is a Ramond boundary edge, then there is an exact sequence
0= LW = ¢W — Ry — 0, (2.12)

where & 15 a trivial real line bundle.
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3. If e is a Ramond internal edge connecting two closed vertices, write q*w\ = 17\/\1 H 17\/\2,
where Wl is the Witten bundle on the component containing a contracted boundary tail or
the anchor of I', and )7\/\2 is the Witten bundle on the other component. Then there is an
exact sequence - -

0— Wy — M*Z?W — W — 0. (2.13)

Furthermore, if I’ is defined to agree wz’th r except that the twist at each Ramond tail is

r—1, and ¢’ ./\/l X307 ./\/l*l/r — ./\/(* /T s defined analogously to q, then there is an exact
sequence

0 — it W — (¢)*W — CY" — 0, (2.14)

where W' is the Witten bundle on W%{T and CY" is a line bundle whose r-th power is
trivial.

4- If e is a Ramond internal edge connecting an open vertez to a closed vertex, write q*W =
W1 B W, where Wy is the Witten bundle on the open component (defined via S\cl) and
Wy is the Witten bundle on the closed component. Then the exact sequences (2.13) and
(2.12) both hold.

Analogously, if I' has a single vertex, no edges, and a contracted boundary tail t, and T is the
detaching of I' along t, then there is a decomposition property:

5. If W and W denote the Witten bundles on M*Okl and ./\/(* , respectively, then the
sequence (2.12) holds.

Remark 2.10. If the edge e is a Neveu—Schwarz boundary edge, then the map ¢ is an isomorphism,
and in this case, the proposition implies that the Witten bundle pulls back under the gluing

morphism ./\/(* 1 — M*l/r

2.2.2 Coherent sections and the assembling operator

With the same notation as in Proposition 2.9, let T" be a connected graded r-spin graph and e is a
edge of I, let ./\/lA and ./\/l be the two components of T := detach.I". We write q*W W1 BHWQ,

where W1 and W2 are the (pullback of) Witten bundles on ./\/lf1 and Mfg' Given sections sq

and sy of 17\/\1 and 17\/\2, we want to construct a section of YW — M*p. In the case where e is an
NS boundary edge, according to Remark 2.1}, we can be glue s1, s2 to a section of W — M*p.
However, when e is an internal edge, we cannot glue s; and s directly. In the case of an internal
NS edge, this is because the automorphism groups of W and of the direct sum are not the same.
Ramond internal edges introduce a more fundamental problem, since YW does not decompose
naturally as a direct sum of the Wi, Ws, by Proposition 2.9 above. To construct a section of
W — M*r, we need the assembling operator introduced in [3], which is based on the following
technical notion of coherent multisections.

Let T'. be a connected stable r-spin dual graph with an anchor ¢t € T (T'¢), i.e. T'c has no
open vertices or contracted boundary tails.

o If tw(t) = —1, let J — Mr, be the universal Serre-dual bundle as in (2.7), we set
J =T 2 0(rA,,), where A,, is the divisor in the universal curve corresponding to the
anchor t. We define an orbifold bundle Ry, on Mr, by Rr, := o3, J’, where o, is the
section corresponding to the anchor ¢ in the universal curve. We also abuse notations to
denote by Rr, the total space of this bundle. We write o : Ry, — Mr, for the projection.
We denote by W the bundle R, J on ﬁ[‘c.

o If tw(t) # 1, we set Rp, := Mr, and set W — Rrp, the same as W — M.
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Definition 2.11. [3, Definition 4.2] Let I'. be a connected stable r-spin dual graph with an
anchor ¢t € T1(T'.), and let s be a section of W over a subset U C Rr,. We say s is coherent
if either the twist tw(t) # —1, or, in the case where tw(t) = —1, for any point ( = (C,u;) € U
corresponding to a graded r-spin disk C and an element wu; in the fiber over z; € C of the line
bundle J' := J ® O(r[z]) — C, the element s(¢) € HY(J') satisfies

ev,, s(¢) = uy.

A coherent multisection s is defined as a multisection (see [3, Appendix A]) whose local branches
are coherent. We say that a multisection of W is coherent if it can be written as a direct sum
of coherent multisections of W.

Let s be a coherent multisection of W — Rr,. Note that, in the case tw(t) = —1, for any
¢ € Mr, < Rr,, the evaluation ev, (s(¢)) is equal to zero, thus s(¢) is induced by a multisection
of J. In other words, the restriction of a coherent multisection s to M, is canonically identified
with a multisection of W — M, ; we denote this induced multisection by 5. In case tw(t) # —1,

we write s = s.

Lemma 2.12. Let I'. be a connected graded r-spin graph with an anchor t, for any multisection
5§ of W — Mr,, there exist a coherent multisection s of W — Rr, satisfying s = 5.

Proof. Let § be a section of W — Mr,, we can identify ©*3 as a section of W — Rr,. Note that,
under this identification, the evaluation ev,,p*s(¢) always vanishes, hence ©*$§ is not coherent
if tw(t) = —1. On the other hand, if sq is a coherent multisection of W — Rr,, then sg + ©*3 is
also a coherent multisection. Moreover we have sg + o*5 = 5o + S.

For any connected graded r-spin graph I'. with an anchor ¢, the bundle W — R, admits
(at least) one coherent multisection sp,. Actually if tw(t) # —1, any multisection is coherent;

if tw(t) = —1, a coherent multisection of W — Rr, is constructed in [3, Section 4.1.2]. As
a consequence, for any multisection § of W — Myp,_, we can define a coherent multisection
s:=sr. + 9*(5§ —51,) and it satisfies 5 = § as required. O

Given a connected graded r-spin graph I' with an open vertex or a contracted boundary,
let e be an internal edge e € E!(I'). We denote by I', and I'. the connected components of
detachI', where I', has an open vertex or a contracted boundary (hence I'. has an anchor).
Using the assembling operator X defined in [3, Section 4.1.3], we can glue a multisection s, of
Wom — Mp, and a multisection s. of W®™ — Rp_ to obtain a multisection X .e(sc B so) of
WE™ — Mrp. We refer the reader to [, Section 4.1.3] for further details and exact definitions.

2.3 The point insertion technique

Just like the closed r-spin theory considers an intersection theory over the moduli spaces of r-spin
curves, the genus-zero open r-spin theory considers the intersection theory over the moduli of the
r-spin disks M(l],/;, ;- However, since m(l],/;, ; is an orbifold with corners, the intersection theory
is not well-defined. The grading structure allows us to deal with certain types of boundaries
using a notion of positivity (see Section ). The procedure of point insertion, which also relies
on the grading, was developed in [36] in order to treat the remaining boundaries: we can glue
another moduli spaces to ﬂé/ ;7 ; along those strata and by that cancel them.

More precisely, as shown in Figure 2, let M; be a moduli of r-spin disks, and bdg; € M;
be a boundary corresponding to an NS boundary node with twist 2h at the illegal half-node.
We can glue to My, along the boundary bdp;, another moduli M which has a boundary bda;
diffeomorphic to bdgr. Note that My is a moduli of two disconnected 7-spin disks, obtained by
first detaching the boundary node, then “inserting” the illegal twist-2h boundary marked point
to the interior as a twist-h internal marked point. The boundary strata along which we glue the
moduli spaces are called spurious boundaries.
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M,y bdp; bdar Moy

Figure 2: In point insertion procedure we glue M; and My together along their isomorphic
boundaries bdg; and bd 47. The first isomorphism follows from the decomposition property for
boundary NS nodes; the second isomorphism holds because the moduli ﬂé_/{:f%%}’ ) (repre-
sented by the smallest bubble in the figure) is a single point. The new markings coming from
the point insertion procedure are represented by *; the dashed line between the new markings
indicates that they come from the same node.

By applying this procedure repeatedly we get a glued moduli (see [36, Section 4.6]) with
only real (non-spurious) boundaries which can be dealt with positivity. A point in the pre-glued
space represents a disjoint union of graded r-spin disks, together with the combinatorial data
of dashed lines connecting each pair of boundary marking and internal marking which appear
together in the point insertion procedure. A point in the glued space represents an equivalence
class of such objects under the equivalence relation induced by point insertion procedure.

We will define | 4 | different point insertion theories indexed by an integer h € {0,1,..., |552]}.
For a chosen b, we do point insertion at an NS boundary node n if and only if the twist of the
illegal half-node of n is less than or equal to 25.

2.3.1 (r,h)-disks, (r,h)-graphs and moduli

We now more formally describe the objects of the pre-glued moduli space.

Definition 2.13. [36, Definition 4.3] An (r,h)-disk is a collection of legal connected level-h
stable graded r-spin disks (the components) with non-empty Fix(¢), together with

1. a bijection (denoted by dashed lines) between a subset I? of the tails and a subset BP
of the tails, where the twist @ and b for paired internal tail and boundary tail satisfies
a+2b=r—2and 0 <a<b;

2. markings on the set of unpaired internal tails I*P and boundary tails B"P, i.e. identifica-
tions I = {1,2,...,[["’|} and B"P = {1,2,...,|B"|}.

We require that, in the collection of graphs, there exists no genus-zero stable graded r-spin disk
with only one internal tail in I”, one boundary tail in B? and no tails in I*? or B*P. We also
require that the graph G, whose vertices are connected disks in the collection and there is an
edge between two vertices if they contain a pair of points corresponding to a dashed line, is a
connected genus-zero graph.

The graph G mentioned above characterizes the topological type of an (r,h)-disk. Since
each graded r-spin disk in the collection of an (r,h)-disk is associated with a graded r-spin
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graph, by assigning each vertex of G the corresponding graded r-spin graph, and specifying the
corresponding pair of tails for each edge of G, we obtain the following combinatorial object,
which can be viewed as a refined version of G.

Definition 2.14. [36, Definition 4.7) For 0 < h < |5| — 1, a genus-zero (r,h)-graph G consists
of

e aset V(G) of connected genus-zero legal level-h stable graded r-spin graphs with at least
one open vertex or contracted boundary tail;

e two partitions of sets

|| (2"C©\HB(D) =1(G)uT'(G)
rev(G)
and
|| 7% =B(G)uB(G);
rev(G)

e a set of edges (the dashed lines)
E(G) C{(a,b): a € I'(G),b e B'(G),2a+b=1r—2}
which induces an one-to-one correspondence § between I'(G) and B'(G);

e a labelling of the set I(G) by {1,2,...,I(G) := |I(G)|} and a labelling of the set B(G)
by {1,2,....K(G) = | B(G)]}.

We require that

1. there exists no I' € V(G) satisfying H/(I') C I'(G), HB(I') C B'(G) and |HY(I')| =
[HP ()| = 1

We define an auxiliary graph (in the normal sense) G in the following way: the set of vertices
of G is V(G), the set of edges of G is E(G); an element (a,b) € E(G) corresponds to an edge
between the vertices I', and T, where a € T! (T'y) and b € TB(Pb). We also require that

2. the graph G is a connected and genus-zero.

In this paper, since we exclusively focus on the genus-zero case, when we refer to an (r, h)-
graph, we mean a genus-zero (r, h)-graph.

Definition 2.15. Let G be an (r,h)-graph. Let e be an edge or a contracted boundary tail of
some I' € V(G). Since TH(T)\HYB(T) = T!(d.T)\H ?(d.T") and TB(T") = TB(d.I'), we define
the smoothing of G along e to be the (r,h)-graph d.G obtained by replacing I" with d.T.

We say G is smooth if all ' € V(G) are smooth stable graded r-spin graphs. We denote by
GPIS’h the set of all genus-zero (r, h)-graphs, by GPISZ%’ ; the set of all genus-zero (r,h)-graphs

G satisfying I(G) = I and B(G) = B, by SGPISZ%’I the set
SGPIS’,?B,I ={G ¢ GPIS’L’BJ: G smooth}.

Definition 2.16. An isomorphism between two (7, h)-graphs G1 and G consists of a collection
of isomorphism of stable graded r-spin graphs between elements of V(G1) and V(Gz), which
induces a bijection between V(Gq) and V(Gz), and preserves the partitions, dashed lines, and
labellings.
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For each G € GPIS’h, let Aut G be the group of automorphisms of G € GPIS’h, then there is
a natural action of Aut G over the product HFGV(G) Mr. We define

MG = H Mp /AutG.

rev(G

Let Wr be the Witten bundle over M, we define the Witten bundle Wg over Mg to be

Wa = Hﬂ Wr /AutG.

Trev(G

Remark 2.17. In this paper, when we only consider genus-zero (r, h)-graphs G, the automorphism
groups Aut G are always trivial. In this case we denote by mg r the projection maps

TG, MG — Mr.

Let or be the canonical relative orientation of Wr over M, we define the canonical relative
orientation og of Wg over Mgq by

og = (-)IFS A o (2.15)
rev(G)

Observe that og is independent of the order of the wedge product, since for each I' € V(G) we

have
dim Mr = rankWr mod 2.

Definition 2.18. Given an integer h € {0,1,..., |52 |}, a finite set I of internal markings with
twist in {O ...,r — 1} and a finite set B of boundary markings with twist in {r — 2 — 2,7 —
20, ..., — 2} we define the moduli space ./\/l0 B.I of (r,h)-disks with markings B, I to be
1 h -
Mig,= || Me. (2.16)

GesGPIDY, |

N 1
The Witten bundles with relative orientations over the connected components Mg of M g I

1 _ 1
induce the Witten bundle Wy g 7 over ./\/(6 ’g ; with relative orientation.

2.3.2 Boundary strata and point insertion

For an (r,h)-graph G, we write

and
HOP(G):= || HOP(D).
rev(G)

For a set S C E(G) U HP(G), we can perform a sequence of smoothings (in any order, since
they lead to the same result) and obtain an (7, h)-graph dsG. We set

0'G={H |G = dsH for some S},
G = 8'G\ {G},
0PG = {H ¢ 0G | EB(H) U H°P(H) # 0}.
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For a graded r-spin graph I', we can define 9'T', 9" and 9PT in a similar way.

For an (r,h)-graph G, a boundary stratum of Mg corresponds to a graph in 0'G, or more
precisely, a choice of A; € 9'T; for each T'; € V(G). In particular, a codimension-1 boundary
of Mg for smooth G is determined by a choice of I' € V(G) and a graph A € 9T, where A
has either one contracted boundary tail and no edges, or exactly one edge which is a boundary
edge. There are five different types of codimension-1 boundaries of Mg depending on the type
of the (half-)edge of A (or equivalently, the corresponding node of a curve C' € Mn):

CB contracted boundary tails;
R Ramond boundary edges;
NS+ NS boundary edges whose twist on the illegal side is greater than 2b;

AT NS boundary edges whose twist on the illegal side is less than or equal to 2h, and the

vertex containing the legal half-node only contains this half-edge and an internal tail
a € THA)NTI'(G);

BI the remaining NS boundary edges whose twist on the illegal side is less than or equal to

2.

1
Therefore, the codimension-1 boundary of ./\/16’]_2 ; is a union of five different types of boundaries.

Remark 2.19. The abbreviation “BI” stands for “before-insertion”, while the abbreviation “AI”
stands for “after-insertion”.

We claim that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the type-Al boundaries and the
type-BI boundaries.

Theorem 2.20. [36, Theorem 4.12] For fized I and B, there is a one-to-one correspondence PI
_1

between the type-BIl boundaries and the type-Al boundaries of ./\/16’]_2 1+ Two boundaries paired

by the correspondence PI are canonically diffeomorphic, and this diffeomorphism can be lifted

to the Witten bundles and the relative cotangent line bundles restricted to them. Moreover, the

canonical relative orientations of the Witten bundles on the paired (spurious) boundaries induced

by the canonical relative orientations are opposite to each other.

:

cp! DM D,

Figure 3: An example of two (7, h)-disks lying on two boundaries bdp; and bd4; paired by PI.
The component CIBI of the (r,h)-disk on the left has a type-BI node, while the component D{H
of the (7, h)-disk on the left has a type-Al node. The shaded irreducible component only contains
a legal half-node (corresponding to a type-Al node) and an internal tail in I7.

Let ~p; be the equivalent relation induced by the correspondence PI on the boundaries of

__ 1 . __ 1
M ’Jg ;- Theorem 2.2(] shows that we can glue M ’g ; along the paired boundaries and obtain
a piecewise smooth glued moduli space

1 1
N77h _77h
Mg = Mé,B,I/ ~PI -
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1 -
The objects parameterized by M ’g ; are called reduced (r,b)-disks in [36], they are equivalence
—~1
classes of (r, b)-disks under the relation induced by ~p;. Note that M ’g ; has only boundaries
of type CB, R, and NS—+.
The Witten bundles and the relative cotangent line bundles over the different connected
1
components of M ’g ; can also be glued along the same boundaries into a glued Witten bundle

—~ 1 ~ —1
W — M ’g ; and glued relative cotangent line bundles L; — Mg ’]g I

Remark 2.21. In the case r = 2, = 0 and only NS insertions the Witten bundle is a trivial
zero rank bundle. In this case the idea of gluing different moduli spaces to obtain an orbifold
without boundary is due to Jake Solomon and the first named author [32]. [B82] defined the
relative cotangent lines slightly differently than here (this different definition appears in Remark
p.1) and showed that in g = 0 the resulting theory produces the same intersection numbers as

those defined in [3(].
oo 1
By Theorem 2.2(, the fact that the glued relative cotangent line bundles over M ’g ; carry
canonical complex orientations, and the fact that direct sums of even number of copies of vector

bundles also carry canonical orientations, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 2.22. (56, Theorem 4.13] All bundles of the form

l 1
N2d 1 T di Nth
(W)?2d+ @EBL? — Mg
=1

are canonically relatively oriented.

3 Canonical boundary conditions and correlators

In this section we define the canonical multisections, and use them to define open r-spin and
certain open FJRW correlators.

We refer to a boundary edge e, or the corresponding node, as positive if one half-edge hy of e
satisfies alt(h1) = 0 and tw(hy) > 2B, or, in other words, if e is of type R or NS+. For a graded
r-spin graph I' we write

H*(T):={he HB(T): cither h or oy(h) is positive} ;

for (r,h)-graph G we write
HY(G):= || H'T)
rev(G)
and
OtG :={A € d'G: H (A) #0}.

We define 91T for a graded r-spin graph I in the same way.
For a graded r-spin graph I, let PMr and 9t Mr be the orbifolds with corners defined by

PMp:=Mp\ | || Ma|, 0 "Mr:= || Ma.
A€otT A€otT

For an (r,h)-graph G, we write

PMa:= [[ PMr=Mc\| || Ma|, 0Ma:= || Ma.
rev(G) A€H+G A€d+G
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We also define

1
PMis = || PMe. 8*/\45’21 ] o"Me. (3.1)

GesGPIY. | GesGPIY, |

Note that the boundary 0PMg of PMg contains only strata corresponding to graphs without
positive half-edges, i.e. they contain only boundaries of type CB, AI, and BI. We have a
decomposition

OPMg = OCBPMG U 6”73/\/1(;,

where 9“BP Mg consists of type-CB boundaries and 97P Mg consists of type-AI and type-BI
boundaries. We define 9“7 PM(I],/;’? nd 9F1 73./\/11/ b in the same way.

Definition 3.1. Let C be a graded r-spin disk, ¢ € C a point, and v € W¢o. The evaluation of
v at g is evg(v) := v(q) € J,. In particular, if ¢ is a contracted boundary node, or a point on
¥ which is not a legal special point, we say v evaluates positively at g if evy(v) is positive with
respect to the grading.

Roughly speaking, a canonlcal multisection of W — .MO/ ™9 s a multisection that can be
glued to a multisection over ./\/(O B.I and satisfies certain positivity constraints at 3./\/1(1)/ ;hj Note

that aMé/ Bhl consists of boundaries corresponding to contracted boundary edges (type-CB) and
boundaries corresponding to positive edges (type-R or type-NS+). The positivity constraint
at a type-CB boundary for a multisection s is chosen to be that the evaluation of s at the
contracted boundary node is positive. A naive definition of the positivity constraint at a type-R
or type-NS+ boundary for a multisection s is that the evaluation of s at the illegal half-node
is positive; however, this constraint is too strong and the canonical multisection may not exist
(see [3, Example 3.23]).

As in [d], instead of imposing positivity constraints at type-R or type-NS+ boundaries, we

impose positive constraints at their neighbourhoods (therefore we work on PMO/ h) and the
positive evaluations will be required on certain “intervals” in the boundary of the disk, which
we now recall; they should be viewed as a smoothly-varying family of intervals that approximate
neighbourhoods of boundary nodes in a nodal disk.

Remark 3.2. An alternative, equivalent, way for defining the boundary conditions but working

on Mo/k o rather than 73./\/10/ k1 is to allow vanishing of sections of the Witten bundle on the
boundary7 but requiring a Neumann-like boundary condition on the derivative, following [3] we

chose to work on PMO,/W-

Definition 3.3 ([3], Definition 3.4). Let I be a graded r-spin graph and let A € . We say
an open set U C Mr is a A-set with respect to I' if U does not intersect with the strata Mz
for any = € 0'T satisfying A ¢ 0'Z. We say a neighbourhood U C Mr of u € Mr is a A-
neighbourhood of u with respect to T if it is a A-set with respect to I'. Since there is a unique
smooth graph I with A € 8'T, we refer to a A-neighbourhood with respect to a smooth I simply
as a A-neighbourhood.

Let ¥ be the preferred half of a graded marked disk. We write 0¥ = S/ ~ for a space S
homeomorphic to S and denote by ¢: S — 0% the quotient map. An interval I is the image
of a connected open set of S under ¢. Note that the preimage of I under the quotient map ¢ is
the union of an open set with a finite number of isolated points.

Suppose C € My, and let np be a boundary half-node corresponding to a half-edge h €
HB(A). We denote by N : C — C the normalization map and write & = N~1(Z), We say that
nyp, belongs to the interval I if the following two conditions hold:

e the corresponding node N(ny,) lies in I;
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e N7Y(I) contains a half-open interval with starting point nj, and a half-open interval with
endpoint n,, (), where the starting and end points are determined by the canonical orien-

tation of 95..

Let U be a A-set. We denote by 7 : |C| — U the coarse universal curve and by ¥, C 7 *(u)
the preferred half in the fiber. A A-family of intervals {In(u)}rer+a)uer for U is a choice of
an interval Iy, (u) for each h € HT(A) and u € U, such that:

1. The endpoints of each I (u) vary smoothly with respect to the smooth structure of the
universal curve restricted to U.

We say that Z is a smoothing of A away from h € HY(A) if A € 9'Z and h lies in the image of
the injection ¢ : HY(Z) — HT(A). We further require that:

2. Ith ¢ {h',o1(1)}, we have I},(v/ )N I (u') = 0. If h = o1 ('), we have I, (u') NI (u') # O if
and only if u’ € Mg for some smoothing = of A away from h. In this case, I, (u') N1y, (')
consists exactly of the node N (np,).

3. There are no marked points in Ij,(u’). the interval I;(u') contains at most one half-node;
it contains one half-node if and only if v’ € Mz for some smoothing = of A away from h.
The half-node that belongs to Ij,(u’) is ny, in this case.

If the moduli point u represents the stable graded disk C we write I;,(C) for I (u). Figure 4,
shows the local picture of the intervals in the nodal and smooth disks.

\ o \

I 2= Iy I Ip,
[ /

Figure 4: The thicker lines representing the intervals I, and I/ associated to the half-nodes ny
and ny are drawn over the thinner boundary lines. The image on the right represents a point
in the moduli space that is close to the image on the left, where the node is smoothed.

Definition 3.4. Let C be a graded r-spin disk, and let A C 9% be a subset without legal special
points. Then an element w € Wy, evaluates positively at A if ev,(w) is positive for every z € A
with respect to the grading.

Let T' be a graded graph, U a A-set with respect to I', and {I} a A-family of intervals for
U. Given a multisection s of W defined in a subset of PMr containing U N PMr, we say s is
(U, I)-positive (with respect to I') if for any «' € U N PMr, any local branch s;(u’) evaluates
positively at each I (u).

We say a multisection s defined in W N PMr, where W is a neighbourhood of u € M, is
positive near u (with respect to I') if there exists a A-neighbourhood U C W of u and a A-family
of intervals I.(—) for U such that s is (U, I)-positive.

If W is a neighbourhood of 9+ M, then a multisection s defined in a set

Uyrr = (W N Wr) U U WA (3.2)
HCB(A)#0

is positive (with respect to I') if it is positive near each point of 97 Mr and evaluates positively
at the contracted boundary nodes. As above, we omit the phrase “with respect to I'” if I' is
smooth.
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Definition 3.5. Let G be a smooth (r,h)-graph. For each T' € V(G), let U, r be as in (3.2),
and let U C PMg be a set containing UFeV(G) (UJDF X HAeV(G)\{F} WA) Then a smooth
multisection s of W over U is positive if, for each I' € V(G) and p € HAeV G\{T} PMap, the
restriction of s to U N (PMr x {p}) is positive under the identification PMp x {p} = PMr.

Definition 3.6. Let U C 77./\/lo/rh be a set containing

873./\/1%/;!)[ U I_l U Usr x H PMa

Gescripl,  TEV(G AeV(G)\{T'}

Then a smooth multisection s of W over U is canonical if
.. =i =—1/rh . .-
1. the restriction of s each component PMg C 77./\/107/ ;hl 1s positive;

2. for every pairs (bdpgs,bdas) of boundaries paired by PI (see Theorem 2.20)), we have

Slbdg; = Slbdas

under the isomorphism PI.

Definition 3.7. Let U C PM(l)/BhI be a set containing 97 77./\/1(1)/ ;", A smooth multisection s
of L; over U is called canonical if for every pairs (bdps,bdas) of boundaries paired by PI, we
have

Slbdp; = 8lbdas
under the isomorphism PI. A multisection s of the direct sum of copies of Witten bundle and
relative cotangent bundles is canonical if s is a direct sum of canonical multisections of the
corresponding bundles.
Remark 3.8. The canonical multisections defined above can be regarded as continuous piecewise-
smooth multisections over (a subset of) the glued moduli ./\/l0 .7~ The canonicity condition for

multisections of Li, and the second condition in the definition of canonicity for multisections
of W, are just equivalent to saying one can glue the multisections over different connected
components using the isomorphism PI.

Theorem 3.9. Let E — Mé/;h[ be the bundle

|1
E=W""a PLH,
i=1

and assume that rank(E) = dim ./\/l(l)/BhI Then there exists Uy = U N PM(I)/BhI, where U is a
neighbourhood of 3+M0/Th such that 77./\/1(1)/;[][ \ U is a compact orbifold with corners, and a

nowhere-vanishing canonical multisection s € Co¥(Uy U 377./\/13/;[)[, E).
Moreover, for odd m, one can define, using the canonical relative orientation of W, the Euler

number (see [3, Appendiz])
/ L elEs) € Q. (3.3)
PMO B,I

The result is independent of the choice of U and s.
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Definition 3.10. Fix r>2 0<bh<|[r/2] —1and odd m. With the above notations, if
rank(E) = dim Mo B 17 we refer to the integral

1/T7O7h7m

|| | B|
(alle) [, e ce

PMy g1

where s is any canonical multisection s that does not vanish at U+ U 077./\/(0/2']], and U is as

above, as an open FJRW intersection number for the pair (2} + ...z}, Z/rZ). For shortness we
sometimes call the above number an open FJRW intersection number, or a correlator. When

rank(F) # dim Mé/ Bb[, the integral is defined to be zero. We also write the correlators in the

two-row form
1/r,0,h,m |I| |B|
ary™  agp® . ayphinl frod H HU
b1 by by ... b

|B| 0

1/r707h7m

In the case m = 1 we refer to this number also as an open r-spin intersection number, or a
(r,b)-spin intersection number to emphasize the choice of h. In this case we omit m from the
notation.

Remark 3.11. The definition of open FJRW intersection numbers can be explained in terms of

characteristic classes. We denote by 73./\/l0 g s ./\/lO B.I the moduli glued from PMg C Mg

1 1
for all Mg C Mé"’g ;- Note that (9./\/1“[] B,1 = (903./\/167’]27] U 8+M6,£,[’ where (903./\/167’]27] is the

union of type-CB boundaries and 3*./\/(6 ’g 7 is the union of type-R and type-NS+ boundaries.
Moreover, we have 8*./\/(62 ;= 6}2 7\ 77./\/162 I

—~ 1
Let W — ./\/16’]_2 ; be the glued Witten bundle over the glued moduli space. Let s be a

canonical multisection of W™ — PMO g 7> we denote by s the corresponding glued multisection

of Wom _, PM(;’]_Z ;- Let Uc ./\/16712 ; be a tubular nelghbourhood of 6+./\/lr’h .1 such that each
one of the m components of s is positive over U+ =UnN PMO g I

Since s vanishes nowhere on U+ uocB ./\/16 ’Jg ;» a relative Euler class

—~ 5 — 3Ly ~ ~1
e(W™ 3) € H™*mW (PMOT,B,I, Ur U P M >

is defined in [37] for odd m. Note that the pair <73.M0 B.Is U+ uacB ./\/(6" ’g 1> is homotopy equiv-

— — [ ~1
alent to <.M6’g I 3./\/16’]_2 I) , we regard e(W®™  3) as an element in H™2kW <./\/l67’]_27[, 8./\/(5’2 It >
and denote by

N@ T’h
[W m] € Hdim.//\/lvfrankf/\\/' (MO B,I» >

its Lefschetz dual.
On the other hand, we have the Euler class of the glued relative cotangent line bundles

e(L;) € H? <./\/l6’]gl; > .
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We write E := Wem ga @l@lel Hj?di the bundle glued from F in Theorem B-._Q and Syorq be a glued
canonical section of E, then the class

1
YA T d; N;’h .
Ve A @)™ € Hy 57 ol (Mo,B,I’ )

is the Lefschetz dual of the relative Euler class e(E, Stotal)- In particular, in the case where

~ —~1
rank £/ = dim M ’g 1» the open r-spin correlator is the product
A g 5 Nl7h
[W@m] N UG(LZ‘)UdZ € Hy (M(;,B,I; > ~ Q.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 3.9

The following proposition guarantees the local existence of positive sections of W. It is a modi-
fication of [3, Proposition 3.20].

Proposition 3.12. The following positivity claims hold:

1. Let C be a stable r-spin disk with a contracted boundary node. Then there exists w € We
that evaluates positively at the contracted boundary node.

2. Let U be a contractible A-neighbourhood of ¥ € T Mr, where I' is a connected smooth
genus-zero legal level-f stable graded r-spin graph, all edges of the graph A € O'T are
boundary positive edges, i.e. A has no internal edges nor illegal boundary half-edges of
twist less than or equal to 2h. Let (Ih)heH+(A) be a A-family of intervals for U. Then there
exists a (U, I)-positive section s.

Our basic tool for constructing positive sections in the proof of Proposition 3.12 is the
following lemma:

Lemma 3.13. [3, Lemma 3.21] Suppose C is a smooth connected graded r-spin disk. Let
h = deg(|J|), and let o and B be non-negative integers with o + 25 < h + 1. Then for any

distinct boundary points p1,...,pa, and internal points pay1,...,Pats, the total evaluation map
o ~ a+p3
@evpi We — GB |J|$i ® GB | |p,
7 i=1 i=a+1

is surjective; here we use the canonical identification H°(J) = HY(|J|) to identify the fiber of W
with H°(|J|). In particular, for any o distinct boundary points and (3 distinct internal points,
with o+ 28 = h, there exists a unique (up to a real scalar) non-zero section of W vanishing at
all of them.

If C has a Ramond marking p and no point with —1 twist, in particular if it has a contracted
boundary, then the evaluation map at p is surjective.

Proof of Proposition 3.13. To prove the first item, let ¢/ C ¥ C C be the irreducible component
(in the preferred half ) of C' containing the contracted boundary node. Since the contracted
boundary node has twist » — 1, the restriction of |J| to C’ (which is a line bundle over a rational
curve) has a non-negative degree, therefore it has a section which evaluates positive at the
contracted boundary node.

To prove the second item, we assume that rank(W) > 0, since if rank(W) = 0 then the
statement is trivially true.

Let [C] be a moduli point in U representing an open, smooth C. Let w € W be a non-zero
vector (which can be regarded as a section of |J| — |C|) whose zeros are simple, we denote by
Z the set of zeros on boundary 9%. We use the following observation to construct sections with
the desired positivity constraints.
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Observation 3.14. If w € W is a non-zero vector, which is positive at one boundary point p
and negative at another boundary point ¢, then the number of zeros for w in the boundary arc
from p to ¢ (or from ¢ to p), plus the number of legal boundary markings in this arc, is an odd
number.

Therefore, if the set of boundary zeros Z of w satisfies the following local parity conditions:
- ZCA:= 82\ (uheH+(A)Ih(0));

— for each connected component K of A (which is an interval), the total number of boundary
markings in K plus |Z N K| is an even number;

then the vector w or —w evaluates positively at I(C);, for all h € HT(A). Our strategy is to
construct w with such boundary zero set Z; in fact, this can be done by Lemma 3.13 if

|Z] < rankW —1 (3.4)
and (note that the number of internal zeros is even since they are invariant under ¢)
|Z| = rank(W) —1 mod 2. (3.5)

Moreover, because U is contractible, we can construct a diffeomorphism ¢ : C(U') — U’ x C
between the universal curve on U’ = UNPMr and U’ x C. This diffeomorphism maps the fiber
over [C'] to ([C'],C) and satisfies ¢p(I(C")y) = ([C'], I(C)p). Then we can define a section s of
W — U’, such that s([C’]) is the unique (up to real scaling) section of |J| — |C’| having (under
the identification between C’ and C' induced by ¢) the same zeros as w constructed above by
Lemma3.13. The real scaling factor is chosen to ensure that the vector s([C]) evaluates positively
at I(C)y, for all h € HT(A). By construction, the section s is (U, I)-positive.

It remains to construct a set Z satisfying the local parity conditions, (3.4) and (3.5). We
introduce the following combinatorial lemma and postpone its proof to the end of the proposition

Lemma 3.15. For a vertex v of A, write deg(v) = rank(W,) +m, — 1, where m,, is the number
of legal half-edges of v with twist less than r — 2 — 2h. We also denote by k, the number of legal
half-edges of v with twist greater than or equal to v — 2 — 2h, which by the assumptions on A
must be tails.

1. For every vertex v € V(A), we have deg(v) =k, mod 2.
2. We have rank(W) — 1= 3_ (5 deg(v).

We first construct a set Z that satisfies the local parity conditions in a minimal way: for each
connected component K of A, we choose (arbitrary) kx points in K as elements of Z, where
kx = 1 if the number of boundary markings on K is odd, and kx = 0 if the number of boundary
markings on K is even. Now we prove that (3.4) and (3.5) hold for the set Z constructed in this
way. Note that, by definition, we have

Zl= > kk (3.6)
K a connected
component of A
Any connected component K of A is associated with a vertex of v € V(A): assuming that the
endpoints of K are endpoints of Ij,, (C') and I, (C), for a nodal curve C’ such that [C'] € UNMaj,
the corresponding endpoints of Ij,, (C’) and I, (C’) determine an interval K’ C 9%' C |C’|, then
K is associated with the vertex v that corresponds to the irreducible component CJ of C’
containing K’; we denote this relation by K — v.
Note that (3.6) and the second item of Lemma 3.15 indicate that (3.4) will follow from

Z kx < deg(v), YveV(A) (3.7)
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and (8.5) will follow from

Z kx = deg(v) mod 2, Vove V(A). (3.8)

K—v

Actually, by the definition of kx and the first item of Lemma 3.1§, we have

> ki =ky =deg(v) mod 2, (3.9)
K—v
which implies (3.8).
We now prove (3.7). In fact, due to (3.8) and integrality, we only need to prove the weaker
inequation

Z kx <deg(v)+1, YveV(A). (3.10)

We check (3.10) in two cases. We denote by n, the number of illegal half-edges of v, and as
above, by k, and m, the numbers of legal half-edges of v with twist greater than or equal to
r — 2 — 2h, and legal half-edges of v with twist less than r — 2 — 2h respectively. Note that, by
the assumption on A, the twists of the illegal half-edges are at least 2 + 2.

e The case n, > k,. In this case we have

deg(v) = rank(W,) +m, — 1

. ’(2h+2)nv+(r—2—2b)kv—(7“—2)} 1

[(20 4 2)ky + (r — 2 — 2h)ky — (1 — 2)
= . 1”””_1 (3.11)
_ _’I“k‘v—(’l“—Q)-‘ 1

=ky+my—1>ky,—1> ZkK—l,

K—v

where we have used the integrality of deg(v), and the fact that the number of intervals
that may contain a boundary marked point of twist greater than or equal to r — 2 — 2h is
no more than k,.

e The case k, > n, + 1. In this case, similarly to ({_’;-1 we have

)
[(2[) +2)n, + (r—2-=20)(n, +1) — (r —2)—‘

r

deg(v) >

+m, —1
=Ny + My — 1,

where we have used the integrality of deg(v) again. Then (3.10) holds in this case because
ny +my =K | K= v} 2>, ki

Therefore (3.1Q) is proven in both cases, and the proposition follows. O

Proof of Lemma3.13. To prove the first item, note that the number of legal boundary half-edges
at vertex v is k, + m,, according to (2.6) we have

rank(W,) + 1 = 2> ai+> bj—(r—2)

+1=ky,+m, mod 2.
To prove the second item, according to Proposition 2.9 we have

rank( W) — 1 = Z (rank(W,) — 1) + | ENS| = Z deg(v
veV(A) veV(A)
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where ENS is the set of NS boundary edges. The right equality is a consequence of the fact that
any NS boundary edge has exactly one legal half-edge of twist smaller than r — 2 — 2h, by the
assumption on A. O

Corollary 3.16 (Corollary of Proposition 8.12). Let U be a contractible A-neighbourhood (with
respect to T') of ¥ € 0T Mr, where T is a connected graded r-spin graph without positive edges,
all the boundary tails of T' have twist greater or equal to r — 2 —2b, all edges in E(A)\ E(T') for
the graph A € O'T are positive boundary edges. Let (In)hem+n) be a A-family of intervals for U.
Then there exists a (U, I)-positive (with respect to T') section s.

Proof. The case where I is smooth is treated in the second item of Proposition 3.12.

We first assume that I' consists of two open vertices v; and vs connected by a boundary
edge e, where the half-edge h; on the vy side is illegal and has twist 2t < 2B, the half-edge ho
on the vy side is legal. Note that e is an NS boundary edge, a section s of W — M is given
by a section s; of W — M*,, and a section sy of W — M,,. Since U is contractible, as in
the proof of Proposition .12, it is enough to find vectors w; € We, and wy € W, for moduli
points C; € M*,, and Cy € M,, which evaluate positively on the corresponding intervals.

We denote by A; and As the graphs obtained by detaching the edge e € E(A) (note that
Aq has an illegal half-edge h1). The vector ws can be constructed by applying Proposition 3.12
to Ay € d'vy. We denote by 1 and Al the graphs obtained by replacing the illegal boundary
half-edge hy (in the corresponding graph) with an internal tail hy with twist ¢. By applying
Proposition 3.12 to Ay € 8'9; we obtain a vector W € We, for a moduli point C; € M,
which evaluates positively on the corresponding intervals. We can choose Ci to be a moduli
point matching C in the sense that, after forgetting the r-spin structures and the markings
corresponding to h; or hi, we get the same moduli point 1 in the moduli space of marked
disks from C7 and C’l (we can always assume Y is stable, since otherwise there will be no
intervals on v; side and hence no positivity constraints needed to be satisfied). The set of zeros
of @ € H° (C’l, |Jél|> induces via Y1 a set Z¢, C O1. We take the vector wy; € H° (Cy, |Jc,])
to be the one that vanishes exactly at the set Z,, then up to a sign flip, w; evaluates positively
on all the intervals on v side as required.

By using the above argument repeatedly, we can prove the corollary for all I" without internal
edges. In the case where I' has internal edges, denoting by I'? the open part of I" after detaching
all the internal edges, we first find a vector wco € Wgo for a moduli point C° € Mrpo which
evaluates positively at all intervals, then we extend it to wo € We for a moduli point C' € Mrp
using the assembling operator. U

The following homotopy claims will be used in the proof of Theorem 3.9.

Theorem 3.17. [3, Theorem 6.8] Let E — M be an orbifold vector bundle over a smooth
orbifold with corners, and let W = Rl Fiz smooth multisections so,...,s, € Cow(M, E), and
let F: W — CX(M,E) be the map

(Ai)igm) = Fa =50+ Z AiSi.
Denote by ppr : W x M — M the projection. If the multisection
F e Cx(W x M,py E), F (\x)=F)(x),
is transverse to zero, then the set {w € W: F,, h 0} is residual.

Lemma 3.18. [3, Lemma 4.12] Let E — M be an orbifold vector bundle over an orbifold with
corners, with rank(E) = dim(M), let U C M be an open set with M \U compact, and let so and
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s1 be nowhere-vanishing smooth multisections of E over U UOM. Denote by p: M x [0,1] - M
the projection, consider the homotopy

HeCr(UUoM) x [0,1],p"E), H(z,i) = si(z), i =1,2.

Suppose that H M 0 and that H(u,t) # 0 for allt € [0,1] and uw € U. Then

/ (B 1) — / e(F: s0) = #2(H) = #Z(Hloarwo.)-
M M

The following lemma is a tool to construct positive multisections of W inductively.

Lemma 3.19. Let I' be a graded r-spin graph without positive edges. Let {sa}acopr\o+r be a
collection of multisections, where each sa is a positive multisection (with respect to A) of W over
PMAa, and such that sa, Pils = A ‘We for © € A1 NOAy. Then there exist a multisection
st of W over PMrp which is positive (with respect to T'), and satisfies SF‘WA = sa for all
A € 0PT\ 0'T.

Proof. If HCB(T') # (), then 0PT = (). In this case we only need to show that there exists a
multisection sp of W over PMr = My which evaluates positively at the contracted boundary
node at every moduli point. The local existence of such multisection is guaranteed by the first
item of Proposition 3.12, and we can glue them to a global multisection by a partition of unity
(note that Mt is compact in this case).

Now we assume HCB(T') = (). For each A € 9PT, we denote by SA the graph obtained by
smoothing all the boundary positive of A. We first observe that, for each u € M, C OMr,
there exists a A-neighbourhood U, C Mr of u and a section s, of W — U, N PMr satisfying:

— there exist a A-family of intervals {I,, »} such that s, is (Uy, I,,)-positive (with respect to
') near u (note that in the case A ¢ 0T there is no interval);

— the restriction of s, to PMgp N U, coincides with ssy (unless SA =T).

Actually, we can take s, to be an extension of sgp in a sufficiently small neighbourhood U, in
the case where SA # T'; in the case where SA = I, we can apply Corollary 3.16.

We define

O M = U Ma.
Aeol
|EB(M\EB(D)[+HP (A)|>dim Mp—n

Using the above sections {s,} and partitions of unity, we can inductively construct sections s,
of W — V, for 0 < n < dim Mr — 1, where Vj, is a neighbourhood of 9, Mt in Mr, such that
s, is positive (with respect to I') near u for all u € V,, N Mr, and s,, coincides with sa for all
A € OPT'\ 0'T on their common domain.

For n = 0, since dpMr is a finite set of points, we take Vj := Uueaoﬂp U, (we choose U,
small enough to avoid intersection), and set sg|y, := s, for each u € dyMr.

Assuming we have constructed V,,_; and s,_1, we now construct V,, and s,. Note that
OpMr \ V,,_1 is compact, there exists u},u3,... yup € O Mr \ Vi,_1 such that

Vo1 N anﬂp, Uurll N anﬂp, ceey U“Zn N anﬂr

is an open cover of 9, Mr. We take pg, p1, ..., Pn, to be a partition of unity subordi-
nated to this open cover, and extend them smoothly to non-negative functions supported in
Vi1, Uup, ..., Uy, . Then we can take

V.= n_lUUu;lU---UUn

Uk,
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and
Sp 1= PoSn—1 + P1Suy ++ Pknsugn .
The section s,, satisfies the desired properties because it is glued from the sections which satisfy
the properties locally.
Because Vdimﬂp—l is a neighbourhood of OMrp, we can take s to be a smooth extension of
Sdim Mp_1 O the entire PMrp. O

Proof of Theorem 3.9. We split the proof into three parts.

Part 1: Construction of a canonical multisection sg

We consider the set
B :={I:T e V(G),ET) =0 for an (r,h)-graph G such that § # PMg C Wé/}}'} ,
note that we identify I'y € V(G1) and I'y; € V(Gz) in the following two situations:
1. T’y is naturally identified with I'y as unchanged vertices when Gq is a smoothing of Gs;
2. I'1 is naturally identified with I's as unchanged vertices when G is paired with Go by PI.

All graphs I' € V(G) in B have no positive boundary edge since PMqg # 0. Thus, all
boundary edges of I' are of type Al or BI.

Let I' € B be a graded r-spin graph with s — 1 type-Bl boundary edges, we denote
by I'y,...,I's the graphs obtained by detaching all these type-BI boundary edges, and by
{(hz»egal, h;”)}lgjgs—l the corresponding pairs of legal and illegal half-edges. Note that we have

tw(h;egal) >r—2—2h and tw(h;-ll) < 2B because they correspond to type-BI edges. We mod-

ify the graphs I'; to legal level-h graded r-spin graphs I['; in the following way: to each illegal
half-edge hé” we attach a new vertex v; , where v; has only one boundary half-edge with twist
J J

N W hiv”
tw(hgegal) and only one internal tail h; with twist i (21 ). We define the collection of graded

r-spin graphs

GI' = {fl,fg, ce ,fs}.

Note that if I' € V(G), for an (r,h)-graph G, then Mg is contained in the intersection of

s — 1 type-BI codimension-1 boundaries bd;,bd%,,...,bd;" of 77./\/1(1],/;’2. If we denote by

G the (r,h)-graph obtained by replacing I' € V(G) with graded r-spin graphs in &T' and
adding a dashed line between hé»egal and ij for each 1 < j < s —1, then MG is contained in

the intersection of s — 1 type-AI codimension-1 boundaries bdl;, bd%,,...,bd%;" of PM(I],/E?I,

where bdy; is paired with bd’; by PI. Moreover, MG is identified with Mg under a sequence
of PIs.
We claim that there exists a multisection sy of W — PMr for each I' € 3, satisfying:

— sp is positive (with respect to I');

— by identifying M with I, cor Mf“i using Remark 2.10, we have sp = He, cor st

— for A € (0BT \ 07T) NP, we have SF|WA = SA.

We construct sp by an induction on dim PMr. In the case where dim PMp = 0, the moduli
space PMr = Mr is a single point. If I has a contracted boundary edge, we take sr to be a
vector in Wy = evaluating positively at the contracted boundary node; if I' has no contracted
boundary edge, we take spr to be an arbitrary vector in Wi, (note that there is no positivity
constraint in this case).
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Assuming we have constructed s, for all A € 8 where dim P M, < n— 1, We now construct
st for I where dim PMr = n.

We first construct sp for I' with no type-BI boundary edges. For each A € 98T \ 9*T,
if E1(A) = 0, then a multisection sa of W — PMa is constructed by the previous step; if

ET(A) # 0, let A € 9BT\ 91T be the graph obtained by smoothing all internal edges of A, we
define sa :=s A‘P . e define s to be the multisection constructed from {sa}aconr\o+r as

in Lemma g3.19.

For T" with at least one type-BI boundary edge, we define sp := EHE ceT ST, under the
identification between M and I, cor M;.

Now we check that the multisection ST we Constructed in this way satisfies the three require-
ments. The first requirement is satisfied by definition for I' without type-Bl boundary edges;
for I with type-BI boundary edges, it follows from the fact that PI preserves the positivity of
multisections. The second and third requirements are satisfied by definition.

For each smooth (r, h)-graph G such that PMg C 73./\/10/;*)[, we define a multisection sg of

W — PMg by
sGg 1= Hﬂ ST

rev(G)

All these s together give a multisection sy, of W — 77./\/lo/rh Actually, sy is a canonical

multisection, this can be seen from the three requirements satisfied by sr.
We define a canonical multisection sy of £ =W & @III ]L@dl by

Sp : —SW P0D---d0.

Part 2: Perturbation of sg

By the positivity and continuity of syy, the multisection sy does not vanish on a neighbourhood

of 3+M0/ 50 and a neighbourhood of 9B 77./\/1(1)/ ;", We denote by U, the union of all these
nelghbourhoods. We also choose a smaller neighbourhood Vi C U, such that the closure of V.
is contained in U.

To find a multisection s satisfying the requirements of Theorem 3.9, we need to show that we
can perturb sy away from V. to make it also does not vanish on 9! Wé,/g,h[, i.e. boundaries of
type BI or AL In fact, by using Theorem 3.17, we can perturb sy to a canonical multisection s
which is transverse to zero when restricted to 3P ! P.Mé/;h[, then such a perturbation s will not

1 . . . . .
vanish on 977 73./\/10/ ;bl for dimensional reasons. We will construct such a perturbation s which

1/r,
is transverse to zero also on the entire PMO/Bh[

1 — ] 4
We choose open sets U,,V, C 73./\/(0/;']1 \ V; and a set of sections {s} }i<i<rankp of £ —

77./\/10 B I for each u € PMO/HJ \ Uy, such that

uweV,CVyCcU,\Vy;
— for each u’ € Uy, if u € Mg and v’ € Mgy for (r,h)-graphs G and G’, we have G € 9'G’;

— for each u’ € Vi, the vector space E,, is generated by the set of vectors {s,(u')}1<i<rank £

the sections {s},}1<i<rank £ are supported in Uy;

each section s!, can be written as a direct sum of sections of the Witten bundles and the
relative cotangent line bundles;

— if u € bdar and v’ € bdpr are identified via the identification PI between the codimension-
1 boundaries bda; and bdpgr, we have s |bd,, = S./|bdp, for all 1 <i <rankFE.
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Such a choice is possible because we can extend basis vectors of E, smoothly to sections of E
supported in a neighbourhood of u. The sixth requirement can be satisfied if we construct s,
inductively as in the construction of syy above, i.e. we construct the sections s, on the lower
dimensional boundaries in a PI-compatible way first, then extend it to the higher dimensional
boundaries.

For each u € P.Mé/;h[ \ Uy , we denote by Uy, (respectively V},) the disjoint union of all
U, (respectively V,/) such that v is identified with u via a sequence of PIs; moreover, for all
1 <¢ < rank F, we denote by sf ] the section of £ supported in U}, given by the sections si , on

1
each connected components. Note that if § is a canonical multisection of £ — 73./\/(0/,;']], then

for any real number ¢, the multisection § + es[ ] is also canonical.

Since 73/\/10/rh \ U; is compact, there exists a finite set of moduli points {uy,...,un} C

77./\/1(1]/;[]1 \ U; such that PMO/M] \U, c UY, Viu)- We denote by W := RA>TankE the space

with coordinators A\ = ()\i) 1<i<y - We pull back the vector bundle E from PMO/;hI to
1<j<rank F

Wi . . . . . .
W x 77./\/107/ g'} via the projection and consider the multisection

t(\u) == so(u) + Z )\gs{ui] (u)
1<i<N
1<j<rank F

of E - W x PM(I)/;hI We claim that ¢ is transverse to zero on W X 73./\/1(1]/;*)[ In fact, the

multisection ¢ does not vanish on p = (A, u) € W x V. since so(u) does not vanish and all s{u.] (u)

vanishes; if ¢(p) = 0 for some p € W x V), the vectors {%(p) = sfu](u)} generate
i ’ 1<j<rank E

the fiber E,.
Note that we can write 977 77./\/1(1)7/,;’2 = Um,ex PMau,, where X is a finite set of (r, h)-graphs

with a single boundary edge. The restriction of £ to each WHi is also transverse to zero by
the same argument as above.

According to Theorem 3.17, the sets Wy := {A € W: s(u) := t(\,u) h 0} and W; :=
{N e W: s(u) = t(\u {PM h 0} are residual. Thus we can find A € (\W; such that the

canonical multlsectlon of B — PMO/B 7 defined by s(u) := t()\, u) is transverse to zero on the

. .. S Ll/mh . .
entire 73./\/(0 B, I, and its restriction to 977 PM(],/BFI is also transverse to zero (and hence vanishes

nowhere on 97/ 77./\/1(1]/;[][)

Part 3: Independence of choices

The last step is to prove, when m is odd, the Euler number (3.3) is independent of the choice of

the canonical multisection s.

1
Let s; and s be two nowhere-vanishing canonical multisections of E over U} U 377./\/10/;[][,

we need to show that
e(E;s1) = /
/7’/\43/ B PMy5

The strategy is to use Lemma 8.1§. We denote by p : 73./\/((1)/;']1 x [0,1] — 77./\/1(1)/;[]1
projection. Assuming we can find a homotopy

e(E;s2). (3.12)

H e CX((Uy UOPM/5h) % [0,1],p°E), H(a,t) = se(x), t=1,2
between s; and ss such that

— H is transverse to zero;
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— H vanishes nowhere on (U, U 9P 77./\/(3/;[][) x [0,1];
— Hlpa,,x[0,1] = Hlbdg, x[0,1) for each pair of boundaries bd4; and bdp; identified by PI.

Then by Lemma 3.1§ we have

[ ey [ )
/PMé,/;:’} PMY 55

s (H ‘apfmé(;:'}x[oﬁ

= > (#Z (Hlva x01) + #Z (Hlbag, x0,1)) -

bdar and bdpg; are
identified by PI

The zeros of H|pa,,x[o,1] a0d H |a; x[0,1] appear_i_n_pairs, they contribute opposite numbers in
the weighted count since, according to Theorem .20, the induced relative orientation of E over
bds; and bdp; are opposite. Thus (3.12) is proven.

It remains to construct such a homotopy H. We shall imitate the analogous argument from
[30]. Start from the linear homotopy Hy between s; and sg, which satisfies the second and the
third requirements. As in the previous part, we use Theorem 5.17 to perturb Hy to transverse

to zero. Actually, let s{ }(u) be the multisections of £ — 73./\/1(1],/ g,h[ which we used to perturb sg

u;
in the previous part, we perturb Hy by the multisections

5, (ust) == t(1 = t)s], | (u)

[ui]

of p*E — PM(I)(;’?I x [0,1] to get a multisection H which is transverse to zero. The properties

satisfied by s{u,}(u) guarantee the second and the third requirements are satisfied by H, while

the factor ¢(1 — ¢) guarantees that H is still a homotopy between s; and ss.
O

Remark 3.20. When every boundary marking has twist 7 — 2 (which happens in h = 0 theory

we constructed), a different intersection theory on Mé/ ]; 7 is defined in [B], which we refer to as
BCT theory.

Instead of gluing other spaces to the type-BI boundaries of M}{ ;7 ; as in h = 0 theory, the
canonical section sP€T in BCT theory is required to be the pullback of a canonical multisection
over the moduli obtained by detaching the node and forgetting the illegal half-node with twist
0. The construction of sB€T in [3] focuses on the compatibility with the forgetful morphisms,
while the construction of the canonical section in the above proof of Theorem 8.9 focuses on the
compatibility with the identification of boundaries via PI.

We will compare the BCT theory and the b = 0 theory in Section 5.

3.2 Closed extended FJRW theories

In [4, ] it was observed that a certain extension of Witten’s 7-spin theory plays an important
role in the open r-spin theory. This closed extended r-spin theory is defined just like the usual
genus 0 closed r-spin theory, only that we allow one marking to have a negative twist of —1. It
was first observed in [25] that, as in the usual closed setting with only non-negative twists, also
here R'm,S is an orbifold vector bundle in genus zero, so Witten’s class ¢y can be defined by
the formula (I.1). The closed extended r-spin correlators are

a1 a %,ext dy d
<Td1 B 'Td:>o =7 /—m cw NPy (3.13)



All these numbers are calculated in [4].

This definition easily extends to Fermat FJRW theories, see [16, 20] and also Section i. In
the context of this paper we will be interested in the following closed-extended FJRW correlators
for pairs

(e + -, Z/r7).

We shall refer to them as closed extended (r,m) theories. The closed extended (r,m)-correlators
are defined by
al an %,ext,m m d1 dn
<Td1..-7'dn>0 =1 A Cmel b (314)
M
Remark 3.21. In fact, there is no difficulty in defining closed extended FJRW theories for Fermat
polynomials

1 T
ol

and an associated symmetry group, by considering the moduli spaces of g = 0 curves with r;-spin
bundles for ¢ = 1,...,m allowing, for each i = 1,...,m, at most one marking with a negative ith
twist, and that twist must be —1. Then the closed-extended FJRW class will just be the product
of Witten classes for the r;-spin bundles. One can easily generalize, with the same arguments,
the topological recursion relations found in [4] to this more general setting.

4 Open topological recursion relations

The open correlators satisfy topological recursion relations (TRRs).

The general form of these recursion relations allows writing certain open correlators as poly-
nomial combinations of simpler open correlators, as well as the closed-extended correlators of
Section 3.2.

For open r-spin theories, as we shall see in Section 6, these relations and a few additional
vanishing results, allow all correlators to be calculated.

Theorem 4.1. The open correlators defined in Definition 3.10 satisfy:

(a) (TRR with respect to the boundary marking by ) Suppose I,k > 1, then

1
2.,0,h,m
ay az a; by b b\ 77

<Td1+17—d2 ...leO' g ... 0 0

s %,ezt,m
_ s a_aj a; t;
SID RS VRS CE | 0 1 )
Jj=1 0

>0 0<t;<h i€R 4
—1<a<r-2 L, Rj={23,...0} (4.1)

0 Ti={2,3,...k}

{(R;,T},t;)}1<j<s unordered

%707h7m S %707h7m
r—2—a by a; b; r—2—2t; a; b;
(ot T Tlr) (= Tale)

1€ R €T 0 7j=1 ’iERj ’iETj 0

(b) (TRR with respect to the internal marking as) Suppose | > 2, then

33



1
r 07h7m

ay as a; by, _ba b\’
<Td1+17—d2 ...leO- (o2 ...O >

0
%,emt,m
= 2 2. (-1 <Ton 11 = Hfo>
5>0 0<t;<b i€R_y 0
—l<a<r—2  [[__, Rj={34,..1} (4.2)

Lo T5={1,2,....k}
{(R;,Tj tj) }1<j<s unordered

%707[]77” S %707[]77”
r—2—a_az r—2—2t; a; b;
(e Tadle) Mo Iale)
0

i€Rp €Ty j=1 1E€ER; 1€Ty 0

Remark 4.2. Each term in the TRRs is a product of a closed-extended contribution and several
(at least one) open contributions, as shown in Figure & The second bracket in each term is
special among the open contributions: it comes from the moduli containing the chosen marking,
i.e. ap in (4.1) and by in (4.2), and it corresponds to the central irreducible component in Figure
b. In what follows, we refer to this special open contribution by central contribution, and refer
to the other open contributions by side contributions.

~ - ~ -
~ - ~ -
~ - ~ -
~ - ~ -

Figure 5: The figure on the left corresponds to a term in TRR (4.1) with respect to a boundary
marking b1; The figure on the right corresponds to a term in TRR (4.2) with respect to an
internal marking as.

The correlators also satisfy the following vanishing relation:

Proposition 4.3. IfI > 1,2+ k >4 and a1 < b , we have

1
<a1 asp® azyp® ... appd >r’o’ m

by by b3 ... b =0

0
In particular, if 1 > 1, 21 + k > 4 and min{a;};=1,..; < b , we have

l7o7h7m
al as e a; r —0.
bioby by . b/,

The case a; = 0 can be thought of as the string equation, and it takes a much simpler form
than the string equation of [30, B] for example.
The rest of this section is devoted to proving the above claims.

4.1 Proof of Proposition 4.3

Proof of Proposition .3. Let G € SGPIOB ; be an (r,h)-graph (note that Mg C ./\/(0 BI as a
connected component), we assume a; € 7T ( ) for T' € V(G). There are two possibilities:
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1. The graded r-spin graph I' consists of a single open vertex with a single internal tail aq
and a single boundary tail b € B'(G). In this case we say G is reflected.

2. The graded r-spin graph I' is not as in the previous item. In this case we say G is original.
We will construct a bijection
v:{G e SGPIS’BBJ: G original} — {G € SGPIS”?B’I: G reflected}.

For an original graph G, we can construct the reflected graph Go = v(Gq) in the following

way. We set R
V(Gz) := (V(G1) \{T'}) U{T', T},

where

e [', consists of a single open vertex with a single internal tail a; and a single boundary tail
be B'(Gy);

o I is the graph obtained by replacing the internal tail a; of I' with a new internal tail
a € I'(Gy) with the same twist as as;

e we add a dashed line (é,b) € E(Gs) (note that a; < b by assumption).

By inverting this construction we can associate, for a reflected graph G, the original graph
G1 = v }(Gy). Since Mr, is a point, we have a natural isomorphism

refg, : Mgag, — ﬂy((;l)

which can be lifted to isomorphisms between the corresponding vector bundles W and L;. This
isomorphism reverses the canonical relative orientation (2.15) of W since E(Gy) = E(G2) + 1,
and it preserves the complex orientation of IL;, so it reverses (recall m is always odd) the canonical
relative orientation of

l
E =W g @L?di.
i=2
The collection of these isomorphisms and their inverses (note that each of them is defined on a

— 1/, . . . . .
connected component of ./\/107/ B’hI) give an orientation reversing involution
.o/ JorL/mb
ref: MO,B,I — MO,B,I'

Let s be a transverse canonical multisection of E, then we can write the correlator as e(E;s).
We have

1
ar ap®  azy® . gt roofm = e(E;s)
b1 bo bs e by, 0 ’
1
d d d 7707h7m
. ar  agp®™  azyp® ..o @yt \7
= —e(E;mir*s) = — .

e(E;mirs) < bbby by . by /g
The second equality follows from the fact that ref reverses orientation, and the last follows from
the observation that the pullback of a canonical multisection by ref is still canonical. O
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1.

We shall construct a canonical section ¢ of IL; and show that its zero locus consists of internal

strata W%/ " which parameterizes surfaces with at least one internal node. We will then show
that the number of zeros of the intersection problem we consider is the sum of products of open
and closed contributions.

To construct the section ¢, we need the following tracking map.

Definition 4.4. For genus-zero (r,h)-graph G, we define maps which track markings in the
point insertion procedure. We first define a map

o: || (@@\EPD)u || TI) =2/ O

rev(G) rev(G)
in the following way.

e For z € I(G) LU B(G) we define
0(x) :={z}.

e For z € I'(G) U B'(G), let 6(x) be the element paired with = by a dashed line, and T's(,)
be the stable graded r-spin graph such that

5(1.) € TI(P(S(:B)) U TB (P(S(:v))

Let G, and (A}(;(x) be the two connected subgraphs obtained by removing the edge con-

necting x and §(x) in the connected genus-zero graph G (see Definition 2.1), where (A}(;(m)
is the subgraph containing the vertex I's,). We define

0(z):= || (T"C)NI(G))u(T?T)NB(G)).
rev(Gs))

Since G is connected, for any I' € V(G) we have

| | 9(z) = I(G) U B(G).

ze(TH(IT)\HCB (I)uT? ()

We define
(r: I(G)UB(G) — (T"(TM)\HB(I)) uT?(T)

to be the unique map satisfying

yeb(Cr(y)), Vvyel(G)UB(G).

1 k
Proof of Theorem J.1. We assume 22z al+21 AT Y + 3, otherwise both sides of the
equation vanish. The prove (4.1) and (4.2) by the same argument: we denote by ¢ the marking
that the TRR respects to, i.e. ¢ is either as 1n (4.1 or by in (4.2).

We define a canonical section t € C*° (./\/(6 ’]_2 ;> L1) as follows. For G € SGPIO’?B 7> We assume

ay € THT) for some I' € V(G). For a smooth r-spin disk C € M., we denote by z; the marking
on C corresponding to ai, and by z¢ ¢ the marking on C corresponding to (r(c) (see Definition
#.4). We identify the preferred half ¥ with the upper half-plane and set

HC):dz< L 1_)
z—zeo 22

eTIY =T C. (4.3)

z=2z1
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This fiber-by-fiber definition glues to a section of L; — M., which is the pullback of a (constant)
non-zero section from the zero-dimensional moduli space MOJJ- This section is easily seen to
extend to a smooth global section ¢ over My, which is again pulled back from MO,M: for a graded
r-spin disk C' that is not necessarily smooth, let ¢ be the unique meromorphic differential on
C with simple poles at z; and 2¢ ¢ and at no other marked points or smooth points, such that
the residue equals 1 at z; ¢ and equals —1 at z;, and the residues at every pair of half-nodes
sum to 0. Then #(C) is the evaluation of p¢ at z; € C.

Since L; — M is canonically identified with the pullback of L.; — My by the projection

map 7 r defined in Remark 2.17 we get a section t € C°*°(Mg,L1). We can define such sections

for all G € SGPIS’?B ;> thus we have defined a global section ¢ € C* (ﬂé/g'}, Ly).

Lemma 4.5. The restriction of t to W(l)(;’?l is a canonical section of L; — Wé{;’f}.
Proof. According to Definition 8.7, we need to check that, for every pair type-Al and type-BI
boundaries bdar and bdp; identified by PI, we have t|pbd,, = t|bdp, -

For a point p on a type-BI boundary bdpy, we can represent it by an (7, h)-disk (see Definition
2.13) collecting the graded r-spin disks Cp,C1,...,C;, where Cp has a type-BI node n. By
normalizing n we get two components N and No. We assume the half-node ng on the Ny is
legal. Let bda; be the type-AI boundary that paired with bdgs, and let p’ € bdy; be the
point that is identified with p under ~py, we show that ¢(p) = t(p’). By the construction of PI
(see [36, Theorem 4.12] for details), the point p’ can be represented by the (7, h)-disk collection
graded r-spin disks Dy, Dy, C1,C%, ..., C!, where Dy = Ny, C! = Cy for j = 1,2,...,4, and Dy
has a type-Al node 7 such the normalization of 7 gives two components D] = Ny and DY, the
later one has only one internal marking 77 and one boundary half-node 7.

If z; € Cj for some 1 < j <, since z¢ ¢; and z.cr represent the same point on C; and C]’~,
we have t(C;) = t(C!), hence t(p) = t(p').

If 21 € Cy, z1 and z¢ ¢, are on the same component N (respectively, Na), then z¢ ¢, and
z¢.p, (respectively, z¢ p,) represent the same point on Nj (respectively, No) and D] (respectively,
Dy). Then t(p) = t(p') since the unique meromorphic differentials coincide.

In the case 21 € Cp but 21 and z¢ ¢, are on different components, we assume z; € N and
z¢,co € N1 (the other case is similar). Then by Definition 'ff._@l 2¢,p, Tepresents the half-node ng
on Dy = Ny. Note that when restricted to Na, the unique meromorphic differential pc, on Cy
has a pole at ny with residue 1, thus ¢¢,|n, coincides with ¢p,, and hence t(p) = t(p'). O

~ 1
Remark 4.6. As in Remark 8.8 the section ¢ descends to a global section of L; — M&g ;> and it
is useful to think of it as a section over the glued moduli.

For each (r,bh)-graph G € SGPIQ,?B,I? let Us € OG be the collection of (r,h)-graphs F
satisfying:

e only one graded r-spin graph A € V(F) is non-smooth;
e A consists of one open vertex v} and one closed vertex vy joined by a unique edge e;
e q; is a internal tail of v} and (a(c) is a tail of v{.

We write
PMpo :=PMyg x [ PMs. (4.4)
SeV(F)\{A}

The morphism Detach, : PMa — 77./\/lvoA X ﬂvg induces a morphism Detach, : PMgp —
PMpo X Mch, which is generically one-to-one.
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Lemma 4.7. The zero locus of t in PMa is Upcp, PMr. The multiplicity of PMy in the zero
locus is r. Moreover, we denote by o and oy the canonical relative orientation of the Witten

bundles W over Mg and ﬂch. Let opo be the relative orientation of W over Myo defined by

OFo = (—1)“/(6")‘_1000A A /\ ox.
SeV(F)\{A}

We denote by op the relative orientation for W — My induced by the section t, then we have
op = Detach(opo X 045 ).

Proof. The case where |V(G)| = 1 is [3, Lemma 4.13]. Suppose |V(G)| > 1, and assume
a1 € TI(T') for some I' € V(G). Recall that the section ¢ is pulled back from a section of
L, — PMr via the projection map TGT: Mg — Mr, hence the zero locus of t in PMg is the
product of HEGV(F)\ r} PMs;, and the zero locus of ¢t in PMrp. The lemma now follows again

from [3, Lemma 4.13], applied to PMr. O

For two multisets of internal twists I°, I¢ and a multiset of boundary twists B¢, we define
U ]_I;o o to be the collection of genus-zero (r, h)-graphs H such that

e only one graded r-spin graph A € V(H) is non-smooth, A consists of one open vertex
vA g and one closed vertex v gy joined by a unique edge e;
o T1(v§ ) =1I¢ I(H)=1°UI¢ B(H) = B°.
Write
Mgo,[o = |_| ,PMH (45)
HeUL;

Bo,10

The closed vertices v gy are the same for all H € U ]_I;o 70- Denote by a the twist of e on the v}
side. Write

PMuo :=PMy  x [[ PMs.

YAH
TeVH)\{A}
Note that PMye is a connected component in PM go joiifr—2_q) for each H € Ugo o} Moreover,
every connected component in P Mg go roi{r—2-4} can be realized as PMye for an unique H €

UL, ro. Therefore the detaching morphisms on PMy C Mgo 70 induce generically one-to-one
morphisms
DetaChe . MIB;:0710 — PMO,B",I"L{{T‘*Q*G} X M

c .
VA H

Lemma 4.8. The zero locus of t in 73./\/((1)7/ g'} can be written as

U (_/\}lgol’z){tl""’“} X H’PMQ,Biu{r—Q—Qti},h> : (4.6)

520, 0<t;<b, i=1
L=, I;=1, L= B;=B,
a1€l_1, c€lgUBy,
{(tj,1;,Bj)}1<j<s unordered

The multiplicity of each M;‘(}lz{tl""’%} x I, PMo B,ufr—2-2t;1,1; tn the zero locus is r.
Moreover, we have an induced detach morphism

s
A0 T_1U{t1,...,ts} F~wwi
Detache 'MBOJO o HPMO,BZU{T,Q,QQ}JZ,
i=1

S
_ﬂDMO,BO,Iou{r—Q—a} X HPMO,Biu{r—Q—Qti},Ii X Moye.

i=1
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We denote by 09 B,1, 0y the canonical relative orientation of the Witten bundles W over MO,B,I;
Me. Let 0gpen be the relative orientation of W over

PMO,BO,IO'_‘{T‘*2*G,} X H PMO,B¢U{T*2*2Q},L’

1=1
defined by
Oopen ‘= (_1)800,Bo,lou{r—2—a} A /\ 00,B;L{r—2—2t;},I;-
i=1
1U{t1,..ts } S/
We denote by oinq the relative orientation for VW — MBO T X L PMy ggr—o—at;y 1,

induced by the section t, then we have
Oind = Detach;(0open X 0y ).

Proof. We expand (4.6) by (4.5) and (2.18). Each term in this expansion is of the form PMy for
some F € Ug, where G € SGPI0 B.I- On the other hand, for each G € SGPIO B.I and F € Ug,

the term PMy appears in this expansion exactly once. Thus, all claims of the lemma follow
from Lemma :ff._?.. O

To simplify the notation, we rewrite (4.G) as [, 5,4 Za, where Siyq is the index set over
which the union in (4.6) is taken, i.e.

a1€l-1, c€lpUBy,

s20, 0<t;<b,
Uio_1 =1, Uj—, B;=B, }
{(tj,1j,Bj)}1<j<s unordered

Sind 1= {(5’ {ti}’ {Il'}’ {BZ})

Note that for each o € Sj,q, the real cod1mens1on of Z, C 77./\/10 7 is two. Moreover, for a # f3,

the real codimension of Z, N Z3 C 77./\/10 B I is at least four.
We write B} = L; and Ey = WP g @lfl L@d. Let p be a canonical multisection of
Ey — 73./\/10/ 5 such that

1. plz, O for all @ € Siyg;
2. p does not vanish on Z, N Z3 for any o # 5, «, B € Sina.

The construction of such a multisection p is similar to the construction of the transverse canonical
multisection s in the second part of the proof of Theorem 3.9: starting from an arbitrary

canonical multisection pg of Fy — 73./\/(0 B, I, we perturb it to a multisection which is transverse

to zero on each Z, and Z, N Zg. In details, denote by p[ ] the sections of Fy — PMé/;'}

constructed like the section sf ] in the second part of the proof of Theorem 3._2. For each

A= <)\g> l<icy EW = RerankEQ, Py is the multisection of Fy — PM(l]/BhI defined by
1<j<rank Es

pr=pot Y ANy
1<i<N
1<j<rank Fo

By Theorem 3,17, for each Z = Z, or 2, N 23, the set Wz := {\ € W: p,|z 0} is residual.
Since Siyq is a finite set, setting p = py for an arbitrary A in the non-empty set ((z_z Wz N
Nz ZanZs Wz, has the required properties.

Note that p :=t @ p is a canonical multisection of E; & Ey = W™ @ L?dlﬂ <) @11:'2 L?di.
Moreover, p is transverse to zero since, by construction, the restriction of p to the zero locus of
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t is transverse to zero. By Definition 3.10, and according to the interpretation of relative Euler
classes as weighted count of zeros in [3, Appendix A], we can write

ai as a b b b %707h7m
1 2 k — p
<le+17'd2 L Tg 00RO >0 =#Z(p),

where by #Z(—) we mean the weighted count of zeros of a multisection. Moreover, by Lemma
4.8, we have

#Z(p)= Y r#Z(plz.),

a€Sing

To prove (4.1) and (4.2), we need to show that, for each a € Si,q with non-empty

S
’ I_lu{tly"'7t5}
Zo = Mp, 1 X H PMo Bufr—2-2t;},1;5
Jj=1

we have

s %,ext,m %,o,h,m
r#Z(plz,) =(—1)° <r€ 11 T;;Hng> <o IT = 11 01”'>
j:l 0

a; €11 a; €1y b;€Bg 0
Lopm (4.7
S ot
. H <0_r22tj H chllf H Ub¢> ’
Jj=1 aiEIj biEBj
where a € {~1,0,...,7 =2} and a+ >, oy ai+> ;4 +2=0 modr.
We consider the detaching morphism
S
Detach, : Zo — Mye X PMg By 1o0{r—2—a} X HPMO,Biu{r—Q—Qti},Ii-
i=1

Fori=1,2,...,s, we choose a transverse canonical multisection o; of the vector bundle

e Ddm Dd; Wi
E T WO,Biu{erthi},Ii & @ L] - PMO,BiLI{Tf2f2ti},L;'
ajEL;

. . . w Hm Fwwi
We choose a canonical multisection o,” of WO,BO,Iou{r—Z—a} — PMy By, 10ufr—2—a}, and a canon-

®d;
a;€l L, = PMo By 1ou{r—2-a}, such that

ical multisection o of @
0o =0 Dot Mo

as a multisection of the vector bundle

FO = WOG?TBILOJQLI{T—Q—Q} ® @ L] = PM(),BOJOU{T*2*@}'

ajelo

We also choose a coherent multisection oV (see Section 2.2.3) of W2™ — R, and a multisection
ol of @aj . L?dj — My, such that

Ge=oaV @l Mo
as a multisection of the vector bundle

Fo=Wima @ L7Y - M.

aJEI_1
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For each H € UBO o let the graded r-spin graph A € V(H) be the unique non-smooth vertex
with the unique edge e. The assembling operator (see Section i2.2. Z and [, Section 4.1] for more
details) "a . induces an assembling operator "4y ¢, which glues o’V and JJJ/V|73MH0 into a positive

multisection UIV{V = Mu, (o < W H JW]PM ) of the vector bundle ng — PMy C Mgo,[o-

We denote by "X, (0. B 0,) the canonical multisection of

wimg @ LYY = M. .

a; elgUl_1

given by the collection of o}y ® <0‘£‘|WHO H J(H;> for all H € UL, ,,. We define a canonical

=" (0. Ho,) B Hﬂ o;.
i=1

The number #Z (o) is zero unless rank F; = dim P Mg g, (r—2—24,},1, for each i = 1,2,...,s;
when these equations hold we have

multisection o of Fs|z, by

#Z(0) = (=1)° - #Z (e (0. B 0,)) - [ [ #2(0)
(4.8)

s %,o,h,m
= (=1)* - #Z (K. (0. Boy,)) - H <Ur—2—2tj H chlzii H O,bi> ]

7j=1 aiEIj bZ'GBj 0

Moreover, by the construction of the assembling operator, the number #Z (X, (0. B 0,)) is zero
unless rank F,. = dim My and rank F, = dim PMy g, 1,0(r—2-q}» When these equations hold we
have (see the proof of [, Lemma 4.14] for more details)

#Z (e (0. Bo,)) = Z(c) - Z(00)

<To H HTo >iveXt.< r—2—a H H Ubi>i707h’m7 (4.9)
0

a;€l_1 a;€lp bi€Bo 0

the factor % comes from the defining equation (3.13) of the closed extended r-spin correlators.
Combining (4.8) and (4.9) we have

%,ext %,o,h,m
r#Z(o) :<—1>s< II = HTO> <o IT 7 11 abf>
0

a; €11 a;€lp b;eBo 0
. (4.10)

S Tvovhvm
M= Malls)

aiEIj bZ'GBj

Thus, we can prove (4.7), and consequently validate (4.1) and (4.2), by showing

#Z (o) =#Z(p|z,). (4.11)

In fact, (4.11) follows from the exact same homotopy argument that was used in the proof of
Theorem 8.9, the part dealing with independence of choices. We can find a homotopy between
o and p which is a perturbation of the linear homotopy and transverse to zero. This homotopy
cannot have zeros on boundaries of type CB, R, and NS+ due to positivity; when a zero moves
in (out resp.) through a type-BI boundary bdpgs, another zero moves out (in resp.) through the
type-Al boundary bd 45 which is paired with bdg; via PI.

O
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Remark 4.9. In [30, Theorem 1.5] and [3, Theorem 4.1] different looking topological recursion
relations were written. Their proof also involved studying the zero locus of a closely related
section. In these works the section was not canonical, and a new type of contributions appeared
from homotoping it to a canonical one. Here the section can be made globally defined and is
automatically canonical, but since the moduli space is more complicated than the ones of [30, B],
the final expression has a very different form.

5 Comparison between BCT r-spin and the (r,h = 0) point in-
sertion theories

In 5, 4], an open r-spin theory, to which we refer as the BCT theory, was constructed. In
that theory boundary markings may only have twist » — 2. In the (r,h = 0) point insertion
theory, we also allow only boundary markings with twist » — 2. In this section we compare
these two theories. It turns out that the two theories are equivalent, in the sense that there is a
transformation relating the correlators of one theory to those of the other, but the equivalence
is non-trivial, as Theorems 5.2, 5.4 below show.

Let I = {ai,...,a;} and B = {r — 2,7 —2,...,r —2}. The BCT moduli space is Mé{;l,
k

——1/r,h=0 9 9 9 1,0BCT
which is a subset of M5 . The BCT correlators <7-§11 ceryrg e o > are
’ ’ " 0
k
defined as the Euler number of W & @221 }L?d" with respect to a BCT-canonical multisection
BCT
s

ﬂé{; ; is different from Méf}}f}zO since ﬂé{; 1 has no type-Al boundaries, because no point
insertion procedure is applied. Also the BCT-canonical multisection sPCT is defined differently:
near boundaries of type CB, R and NS+, the BCT-canonical multisection sPCT satisfies the
same positivity boundary condition as in the h = 0 point insertion theory. A type-BI boundary
corresponds to an NS node, whose illegal half-node has twist 0. Instead of gluing another space
to this type-BI boundary, sP€T is required to be the pullback of a canonical multisection over
the moduli obtained by detaching the node and forgetting the illegal half-node with twist 0. See
[3, Section 3] for more details.

Remark 5.1. In this paper we define the BCT correlators with our orientation conventions, but
still using the BCT boundary conditions. Thus, every BCT correlator we consider here equals
the corresponding correlator defined in [3], up to sign. With this choice of orientation the TRRs
for BCT correlators i.e. 4, Theorem 4.1] still holds.

Theorem 5.2. The primary correlators in the BCT theory and the (r,f = 0) point insertion
theory coincide, i.e. when

25 a4 (k—=1)(r—2)

r

=2 +k-3,

we have

ay

1
al r—2 _r—2 r—2o\ 7,0,BCT a
(0" ... 71 o 77 I

_ (a1
o 0" = (15" ... T
k k

1
_ _ _9\ —,0,h=0
r 20_7’ 2 g 2>T )

o .0 )6

Proof. For a graded r-spin graph I', we denote by BI' the graph obtained by detaching all the
NS edges of I whose twist at the illegal half-edge is 0, then forgetting all the twist-0 illegal half-
edges. Note that forgetting tails may produce unstable components BI'; we view the moduli
space corresponding to an unstable component, which is a direct summand of Mpgr, as a single
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point. Let Fy: Mp — Mpgr be the induced map in the level of moduli spaces. [, Proposition
6.2] constructed the special BCT-canonical multisections, which are collections of transverse
multisections §I]§CT of W — PMr for every graded r-spin graph I', which satisfy, in addition to
the same positivity as in (r, h = 0) theory near the boundaries of type CB, R and NS+, that for

every I € 0'A
SR g, = FrsEr
Mrp :

[3, Theorem 3.17, Definition 3.18] showed that the BCT correlator can be written as

-

where the equality is explained in [8, Appendix A].

We can construct a canonical multisection s9=C for (r,h = 0) point insertion theory from
the transverse special BCT-canonical multisections $8¢T. For each (r,h)-graph G € GPISZ'E?,
we define BG to be the graph obtained by forgetting all the tails in I’(G). Note that BG is
no longer an (r, h)-graph because we forgot tails in I’(G) but kept tails in B'(G). Since h = 0,
all the tails in I'(G) have twist 0, therefore BG is still a graded r-spin graph. We denote by
Fg: Mg — Mpg be the corresponding map between moduli spaces. We define a multisection

s"=0 of W — 77./\/13,/;’2:0 by

e (W; §BCT) =#Z (§BCT) )

1/r
0,B,I

Sh:()‘ﬂc = Fééggf.

The multisection s9=Y defined in this way is a canonical multisection in the sense of point insertion
(Definition B.§). The positivity boundary conditions (the first item in Definition 3.6) are satisfied
since the BCT-canonical multisections §§8T satisfy the same positivity boundary conditions.
The second item in Definition 3.4 is also satisfied: for a pair of type-Al boundary bda; C Mg,
and type-BI boundary bdg; C Mg, paired by PI, we have bdg; = Mg,, = M*,, X IL M,,
and bda; = Mg ,, = {pt} x M*,, x []; My, where v has an illegal boundary tail with twist 0
and {pt} is a zero-dimensional moduli with rank-zero Witten bundle on it (see the proof of [36,
Theorem 4.12] for more details); denoting by 0y the vertex obtained by forgetting the twist-0
illegal tail of vy, we have

MBGB] = MB@O X HMBUZ' = {pt} X MB@() S HMBUZ' = MBGAI

and §86T = $BCT  yunder this identification; on the other hand, we have
BGpgr BGar ) s

h=0 _ x ~BCT _ * ~BCT
s ’PMGBI - FG1 <SBG1 ‘PMBGBI - FGlFGBISBGBI

and

h=0|__ _ sBCT| 1w px ABCT
§ |PMGAI - FGz <SBG2‘PMBGAI - FG2FGAISBGAI’

they coincide under the identification between bdg; and bd ;.

Note that 359; (hence also 321921) is a nowhere vanishing section of Wgr,, — PMpry,

since

~BCT
SBFBI rh 0

and
rank Wpr,, = rank Wg, = dimPMg, > dim PMr,, > dimPMpr,,.

Thus s~ vanishes nowhere on boundaries of type Al or BI, and we can define (r,h = 0) point

1/rh=0 € (W; Sh:0|

insertion correlators as
PMO,B,I

ULUaPMY/ 5 )
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. . . . 1
Actually s9=0 is a transverse multisection. On a connected component Mg C MO,/;, 1 €
1 = ; = i
Mo/;hl 0 we have Shio‘—PM = 38T since I'(G) = () and G = BG; so sh*0|WG is transverse

. ~ 1 1 . .
since SECT is. On a connected component Mg C MO/E} 0 \MO/; 7, we claim that the section

h=0 . . h=0 .
S {—P . is transverse because it vanishes nowhere: indeed, the section s |—7> Mg 18 pulled

back from a section sggT of Wea — PMpg; since I'(G) # ) in this case, we have rank Wgg >

dim PMpg, then SBCT vanishes nowhere since it is transversal to zero.
Therefore, by ["_3, Appendix A] again, we can write

W; sh=0 — iy | = #Z (shzo).
/7D ML/ < ’ {U+ua7>Mé,/B’f} #

The theorem is proven since we have

#2(20) = Y #Z2 () + > #2( )

Mg Sﬂé B,I Mg Qﬂé/g hz_o\ﬂé/g I
~BCT ~BCT
- Z #7Z (3T +0=#Z( )
HGQM(I),/; I

g

To obtain the relation beyond primary correlators, we need the topological recursion rela-
tions. We recall the topological recursion relations for the BCT theory, proven in [J].

Theorem 5.3 ([d], Theorem 4.1). The BCT correlators satisfy the following two types of topo-
logical recursion relations (note that all boundary twists b; are r — 2):

(a) (TRR with respect to boundary marking by ) Suppose I,k > 1. Then

(a2 T Ho>
-y <a$H%Y7r“H Hoxwm .

RiUR2={2,3,...,l} 1€ER 0 1€ERy =1
—1<a<r—-2

,0,BCT

10,BCT 1.0,BCT
D3 <%H Ih> @L%”ﬂﬂﬂ> -
1
0 0

RiUR2={2,3,...,l} 1€ER e€n 1€ R 1€Th
T1|JT2={2,3,...,]€}

(b) (TRR with respect to internal marking as) Suppose | > 2. Then

(i)

%,ext —oBC’T
e i)

10 BCT
™

RiUR2={3,4,...,l} 0 ZERQ i=1
—1<a<r—2
Lo,BCT Lo,BCT
T T
o'~ 2 b;
+ > <Td1H H0> <Td2H H0> -
RiUR2={3,4,...,l} 1€ERY i€ 0 1€ER2 €Ty 0

T1|_1T2:{1,27...,k;}
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Observe that by Theorem 5.2, and the fact that the two correlators which involve descendants
can be calculated from the primary ones and the closed extended correlators using the TRRs
Theorem &.3, for the BCT theory, and Theorem #.1 for the (r,h = 0) theory, we see that the
correlators of each theory determine the correlators of the other. Theorem 5.6 writes an explicit
transformation realizing this observation.

To describe the relation between all correlators of the BCT theory and the h = 0 point
insertion theory, we need the following combinatorial definition.

Definition 5.4. Let Z = {a1,a9,...,a;}, B = {b1,ba,..., b5} = {r—2,...,7 — 2} and D =
{dy,ds,...,d;} be three multisets. Note that both Z and D are labelled by {1,2,...,l}, B is
labelled by {1,2,...,k}.

We denote by &(Z, B, D) the collection of graphs G = (V, E), where V = V(G) is the vertex
set and F = E(G) is the edge set, together with

e multisets I(v), B(v) associated to each vertex v € V(G),
e a multiset B’(a) associated to each a € Z,
such that

1. UUEV(G) I(U) = Ia |—|U€V(G) B(U) =BU |_|a€I B/(a);

2. each edge e € E(G) connecting the vertices v; and vy, corresponds to a pair (a,b) where
a € I(vy), b € B(va) N B'(a);

3. 0 < |B'(a;)| <d; for each a; € I, and b=r — 2 for all b € B'(a;);
4. G is connected, and of genus 0, that is, |[V|— |E|+ 1 = 0.

Remark 5.5. A graph G € &(Z,B,D) characterizes a disjoint union of smooth r-spin disks C,,
(with internal and boundary tails indexed by I(v) and B(v)) indexed by v € V(G), together
with dashed lines (corresponding to E(G)) connecting internal and boundary tails. Although
they look very similar, we point out the differences between these objects and the (r, h)-graphs:

— The pairs induced by the dashed lines are not one-to-one. Each internal tail a; could be
paired to multiple (at most d;) boundary tails.

— The twists a and b (= r — 2) of paired internal and boundary tail may not satisfy 2a +b =
r—2.

— All internal tails are labelled by {1,2,...,|Z|}, whether they have been paired or not. (Still
only unpaired boundary tails are labelled by {1,2,...,|B|} as in an (r, h)-graph.)

Theorem 5.6. The following explicit transformation relates the (r,h = 0) point insertion cor-
relators and the BC'T correlators:

F"=Z,B8,D)= Y  T(G), (5.3)
Ge®(I,B,D)
where
=0 ar b by \ 700:h=0
F"%=%1,B,D) := <T§l lela 1...0’“>0 (5.4)
and

1o,BCT
T(G) = (-)FO ] <H o may 11 Ubi> '
)

veV(G) \a;€1(v) b;eB(v) 0
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Proof. We prove (5.3) by an induction on S(D) := Y., d. Theorem 5.2 shows that the primary
correlators of the two theories coincide, therefore (5.3) holds for (Z,B,D) with S(D) = 0. Now
we fix Zy = {a1,a2,...,a;}, Bo = {b1,ba,...,0p} ={r—2,...,7 — 2}, Dy = {dy,ds,...,d;} and
750 = {d1 +1,ds, ... ,dl}. Assuming that

we have proven that (5.3) holds for all (Z, B, D) with (D) < S(Dy

~—

~1, (5.5)

we will show that (5.3) also holds for (Zy, By, D). In this way we can prove (5.3) for all (Z, B, D)
by induction. X
We write (5.3) for (Zo, Bo, Do) as

+,0,6=0
<T§11+1 .. TCZ’ ot .. bk >(: = Z T(G). (5.6)
GEB(Zo,B0,Do)

Note that the left-hand side of (5.6) is the same as the left-hand side of (4.1), we prove (p.6) by

showing that the right-hand side P; of (5.6) coincides with the right-hand side P, of (4.1)).
Each term in the right-hand side P; of (5.6) is of the form T'(G) for a graph G € &(Zy, Bo, 750).

Assuming a; € I(v,) for v, € V(G), we define the element u$ (b1) € I(v,) U B(v,) as follows:

— if by € B(v,) we set u§(by) = by € B(v,);

— if by € B(vp) for some vy, # v,, we choose uf (b1) to be the unique element (note that G is
genus-zero) in I(v,) U B(v,) such that, the vertices v, containing a; and v, containing by
are disconnected if we remove all edges of G' corresponding to pairs of the form (u{(b1), c)
or (¢, u$ (b)) with ¢ € Uvev @)\ foay L (v) U B(0).

We divide the graphs G € 05(20,80,150) and the corresponding terms 7'(G) in P; into three
types:

e G satisfies u$’(by) # a1 and dy > |B’(a1)|. We say such a graph G and the corresponding
term T'(G) is splittable.

e (G satisfies ulG(bl) = a;. We say such a graph G and the corresponding term T'(G) is
unsplittable.

e G satisfies (b)) # a1 and dy+1 = | B'(ay)|. We say such a graph G and the corresponding
term T'(G) is exceptional.

For a splittable term T'(G) of Py, we can apply the BCT TRR. (5.1) (if u{'(by) € B(v,)) or
(5.2) (if u§(b1) € I(v,)) to the factor in T(G) (corresponding to the vertex v; € V(G))

10BCT
al a; b;
<leB'(a1>|+1 H Td;—|B (a;)| H g >
a;€I(va)\{a1} bi€B(va) 0

with respect to ,u?(bl), then this factor splits into two types of terms: open-open terms and
closed-open terms. By multiplying other factors of T'(G), we can split the term T'(G) as

TG = Y TG+ >, TG, (5.7)

partition p partition q

where each T;O(G) has an open-open term as a factor, it corresponds to a partition p

I(ve) \ {a1} = I, U I, B(vs) = By U By such that uf (b;) € I, U By (5.8)
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and is of the form

1.0BCT
(@) =)t ] < I i 11 ab">

veEV(G)\{va} \ai€l(v) beB(v> 0
1,0,BCT T:0,BCT
. a1 a; b; . H a; r—2 H b; .
<Td1—B'(a1>| H Tdi—|B(a;)| H g > < Td;—|B(a)| 7 g
a; €11 b;eB1 0 a; €12 b;€B> 0
(5.9)

each TqCO(G) has a closed-open term as a factor, it corresponds to a partition q (and an integer
—1 < a < r — 2 which we omit, since at most one out of the r choices of a will give non-zero
value due to dimensional reason)

I(vg) \ {a1} = I U I, such that u$(b1) € I L B(vg) (5.10)

and is of the form

10BCT
co _ E(G a; b;
Tq (G) _(_1)| (@)l H < H Td¢f|B/(ai)\ H g >

veV(G)\{va} \ai€l(v) bi€B(v) 0

Llext 1, BCT
T T
. a_ai a; . r—2—a H H b;
<TOTd1|B/(a1) H TdiB’(a¢)> < le |B(a o :

a; €1 0 a; €1 b €B(va) 0
(5.11)

Thus we can write

Z ZTOO Z ZT“’ Y TG+ ). T(G). (512

is is G is G is
sphttable sphttable unsplittable exceptional

We now describe a bijection ¢ between the two sets

{(G,p)

For a splittable G € &(Zy, By, Dy) and a partition p as in (5.8), we define ®(G,p) to be the
graph G’ obtained by replacing the vertex v, € V(G) by two new vertices uj,us, and taking
I(u1) :== I U{a1}, B(w1) := By, I(ug) := Iz, B(ug) := Bo U{V =1 —2} and B (a1) :=
Bl(a1) U {b'}. By construction we have G’ € &(Zy, By, Dp). To show that G’ is unsplittable
we argue as follows: by the definition of u$(by), it lies on the same connected component of G
as by if no edges of G corresponding to pairs of the form (u$(by),¢) or (¢, u§ (b1)) are removed,
therefore by and u{(b1) lie on the same connected component of G’ after removing the edge of
G' corresponding to the pair (aj,b’); on the other hand, a; is contained in uj, and from (5.8)
we know that u{'(b1) is contained in ug, which means that a; and b; lie on different connected
components after removing the edge of G’ corresponding to the pair (a1,b’), thus by definition
we have ,uG/(bl) = ay and G’ is unsplittable.
The above construction is easily seen to be reversible. Moreover, we have

1,°(G) = =T (2(G.p)) = -T(G")

G €6(Zy, By, Dy), G splittable 1
- an
p a partition as in (5.8)

G € 6(Zo, By, Do)
G unsplittable '

by definition, where the difference in sign comes from the fact that G’ has one more edge than
G: the edge corresponding to the pair (ai,b’). Therefore we have

Yo YT+ D> T(G) =0

G splittable p G unsplittable
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and (5.12) can be simplified to

= > DTG+ > TG, (5.13)

G splittable ¢ G exceptional

We now consider the right-hand side P of (4.1). Each term of P, is of the form

S
(1) Pt FY=%(Tou{r — 2 —a}, By, Do L {0}) - [ [ F*=°(Ls, Bs U {r — 2 - 2t;}, D,), (5.14)
j=1

where

s %,ext
ext .__ a_al a; t;
Fet = <7'0le H Ty HTO > (5.15)
Jj=1 0

a; €11

is the closed extended factor, the factors of the form F9=9 (see (5.4)) are the open factors, and
we have partitions

S S S
| | =70, || Dj=Doand | | B; = By such that by € Io L By. (5.16)
j=-1 j=-—1 Jj=0

Since h = 0, all the inserted internal markings have twist zero, so t; = 0 for all the ¢; in (5.15).
We divide the terms of P into two types according to their closed extended factor F¢*t:

e terms with a closed extended factor (5.15) such that I_; = () and s = d; + 1; we say such
terms of P, are boundary terms;

e the remaining terms, we say such terms of P, are non-boundary terms.

Then we can decompose P» as

P, = > T > TR (5.17)

Tnbd non-boundary ng boundary

For a non-boundary term 7% of P, of form (5.14) corresponding to the partitions (5.18),
we can rewrite its closed extended factor (5.15) using the string equation [£, Lemma 3.7] as

1 1
s Thext 7 oext
) s )
(o T llv) = % (e I )
a; €l Jj=1 0 Uaielilu{al}S¢={1,2,...,s} a; €1 0
On the other hand, all the open factors of (p.14) are of the form FY=°(Z' B',D’) for some
(Z',B',D') such that S(D') < S(Dy) = S(Dy — 1). By our inductive hypothesis (5.5), we can
rewrite them as } w7 pr,p) T(G) using (5.3).

Tnbd

Therefore, after rewrite every factors of terms in » 7nbd non boundary Lo
«

> mbd non-boundary T as the sum of following terms

as above, we rewrite

a; €11 =1

=,ext s
(=1)° <T(?T§1151| H TSZ|S¢|> -T(Go) - HT(G,‘), (5.18)
0

where the sum is taken over the set NBD of all possible data

(S’a’ {Ij}’{Bj}’{Sj}’{Gj}) (5'19)

satisfying:
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-s>20,-1<a<r—2

- Goe 6 (Iyu{a=r—2—a},Bo,{dj}aer, U{0}), b1 € By, B'(a) = 0;
~ Gy €6 (I;, Biu{b, =1 — 2}, {dj}a,er,) for 1 <i <s;

— I UL =T\ {a1}, Lli—o Bi = Bo;

- |—|ai€I_1LI{a1} S;={1,2,...,s}h

—s<dyifI_{=0.

We now describe a bijection between the set NBD of the above data and the set

{(G, p)
moreover, the term (5.18) coincides with the corresponding closed-open term T7°(G) in P

Given an element in NBD as above, we can construct G as follows:

)

G €6(Zy, By, Dy), G splittable
q a partition as in (§.10)

1. start with the disjoint union of Gy, Gy, ..., Gg;
2. let 0 € V(Gy) be the vertex such that a € I(0), and modify I (0) := I_1U{a; }UIg, (0)\{a};
3. set B'(a;) := {V)}jes, for all a; € I U{a1}, and add the corresponding edges.

By definition, b; is contained in a vertex v, of Gg, and a; is contained in the vertex ¢ of Gy.
Since the edges of G corresponding to the pairs {(aq, b;)}jegl are new edges added to G, vertices

of Gy lie on the same connected component after removing them. Therefore u{(b;) # a1 (note
that u$'(by) ¢ I_1 for the same reason) and the graph G constructed in this way is splittable.
We take q to be the partition

Ia(0) \{ar} = T2 U (Ig,(0) \ {a});

note that by construction a; € 9, and we have ,u?(bl) ¢ I_; as above, so q is actually a partition
as in (9.10). By construction the corresponding term T;°(G) coincides with (5.1§).
The above construction is reversible, and thus we have an equality

YD TeG) = > b, (5.20)

G splittable ¢ Tnbd non-boundary

Similarly, each boundary term of P, is of the form

di+1 7oext di+1
Th! = (—1)h+! <TgT;;; 11 Tgk> T(Go) - [] T(Gy). (5.21)
k=1 1=1

0

By using the string equation [#, Lemma 3.7], the closed extended factor

d1+1 ;,ext
Fert — <T6LT§11 H Téj> (5.22)
j=1

0

of Té’d equals 1 when a = r — 2 — a7 and vanishes otherwise.
Again there is a bijection between the set BD of data (similar to (5.19) in NBD)

(s=di+1l,a=r—2—a,{L;},{B;}.{5;},{G;})
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determining boundary terms

di+1
T8 = (-1)" 7 (G H T(G

with non-zero closed extended factor, and the set
{G ‘G € @(ZO,BO,Y%), G exceptional};

and again, the boundary term ng coincides with the corresponding exceptional term T'(G).

G can be constructed by taking the disjoint union of Gg,Gi,...,Gs, setting Bp(a) =
{b}}lgjgdlﬂ and adding the corresponding d; + 1 edges. Note that ¢ = a; in this case, the two
terms ng and T'(G) coincide after we identifying @ with a;. Again this construction is reversible,
and we therefore have an equality

Yo T =Y 18 (5.23)

G exceptional ng boundary

By combining (5.13),(5.17),(5.2Q) and (5.23), we obtain P = P», therefore (5.0) is proven,
and the theorem is proven by induction.

O

Remark 5.7. Although Theorem 5.4 was proven in a completely algebraic way, we can also deduce
it in a geometrical way. The argument in the proof of Theorem 5.2 fails for the correlators with
1-class because the relative cotangent line bundles I; — Mg are different from the pull-back

of L; — Mpg via the forgetful morphism Fg. We denote by L; := F&L; the pulled-back line

bundle. Note that L; on each Mg C Mé/BhI also glue to a line bundle L; — Mé/;f} O If we

replace L; by L; as direct summands of E in Definition 3.10, then the integral coincides with
the BCT correlator, as an argument identical to that of Theorem 5.2 shows.

One can therefore deduce Theorem b.6 from comparing L; and L;. We will explain this
comparison argument in the simplest non-trivial case, when d; = 1, and all other d; = 0. The
difference of zero locus of generic sections of L; and L; can be represented (in the relative
homology group Hs (M(l]/gh[ 0 (9./\/1(1]/;2 O)) by the cycle Ugep, Mg C ./\/l(l)/;hl 0, where Uj is

the collection of (7, h)-graph G satisfying:
— only one vertex I' € V(G) is non-smooth;

— the vertex I' is a graded r-spin graph consists of an open vertex v° and a closed vertex v
connected by an edge e;

—a; € Hw®) and H(v°) \ {a;,e‘} C I'(G), where e is the half-edge of e on v side, and
H(v°) is the set of all half-edges attached to v°.

When d; =1 and d; = 0 for all 2 <i <1, (5.3) can be written as

o a @ b ) %,O,BCT o a @ b b 1 0,5=0
T2 it L ok It I Ao e k
1 '0 0 1’0 0
0 0
_ 1o
;707h_0 ;707h_0 (5.24)
-y (wma ) (e Ie)
I1IJ12=I\{a1} a; €11 b, €B; 0 a; €12 b;€Bs 0

Bi1UBs=B

where we have also used Theorem 5.2. Now we justify (5.24) geometrically. The right-hand
side of (5.24) equals the number of zeros of a canonical section of the Witten bundle on the
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locus Ugep, PMa C PMé/;hI . As in Lemma 4.8 (and with the same notation), the locus

Uger, PMa C PM(l)/BhI O can be written as

U (/\;lj{gilfg""’%} X H,PMO,BZLI{T22ti},Ii> .

s>1, t;=0, i=1
L= Li=I\{a1}, LUj—o Bj=B,
{(tj,1;,Bj)}1<j<s unordered

As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, one can show that the zero count of a canonical section of the
Witten bundle on this locus is

> <TOTO H >lext.< e T 11 sz>01,o,h0

s>1, t;,=0, —1<a<r—2 a;€l1 b;eB;
|_|j:0 Ii=IN\{a1}, U;:O Bj=B,
{(tj,1;,B;)}1<j<s unordered (525)

s ++0:5=0
. < H 7_61,’ O_T—Q—Qti H O'bi > )
=1

a; €12 b; B> 0

By using the string equation [4, Lemma 3.7], the factor <7’0 i Toi> et equals to 1 when
s =1 and a; = r — 2 — a, and vanishes otherwise. Therefore (6 .25) Comcndes with the right-hand
side of (5.24), this justifies Theorem 5.6 in the simplest case. The general case is similar, and
involves iterating this argument.

6 Computations in open (7, h)-spin theories

In this section we calculate all open (r,h)-spin correlators.

All (7, )-spin correlators can be calculated from the primary correlators (correlators without
tp-classes) by (4.1) and (4.2). Proposition 4.3 shows that we only need to calculate the primary
correlators with internal twists greater than b.

Definition 6.1. Write m = r — 2 — 2. Let S be the collection of pairs (B, I) of multisets of
twists where
Vael, ac{b+1,b+2,...;r—2,r—1}

and
Voe B, be{mm+2,....,r—4,r—2}

such that

2> a+Y b—r+2=r@2I|+|B|-3), (6.1)

a€el beB

i.e. the rank of the Witten bundle over ./\/l0 .7 €quals the dimension of ./\/l0 p.1- For (B,I) €S,
we define
D(B,I) :=2|I| + |B| — 3,

M(B,I) := maxb,
beB

:Za

acl

and

rioh
I = <HT§H0b> .

acl beB 0

o1



We define the exceptional subset £ C S by setting
E={(B,I)eS:|{be B:b>m}| <1}
We also define subsets &1, & of £ by
E:={(B,1)e&:I=0}

and
E:={(B,I) € S: |{be€ B: b>m}| =0},

In this section we calculate F(B,I) for all (B,I) € S, then all open r-spin correlators can
be calculated via TRRs.

6.1 General strategy

To calculate F(B,I) for all (B,I) € S, we perform several inductions. Most of lemmas and
propositions in this section have the following form: based on the calculation of F(B,I) for all
(B,I) € P C S (which we sometimes refer to as given data) for some subset P of S, then we
can calculate F(B,I) for all (B,I) € Q C S for a larger subset Q.
The following partial order is required for stating Proposition 6.3.

Definition 6.2. Define a partial order < on S in the following way: let (11, B1), (I2, B2) € S,
we write

(I1, B1) < (I2, B2)
whenever one of the following holds:
e D(By,I1) < D(Ba,I5);
B1,11) = D(Ba, I5) and |I1| > |I5;
D(

D(
(Bl,I ) BQ,IQ), ’Il‘ = ’IQ’ and E(Bl,fl) > E(B27IQ);
D(

Bl,Il) D(BQ,IQ), |Il| = |I2|, E(Bl,fl) = E(BQ,IQ) and M(Bl,Il) > M(BQ,IQ).

Proposition 6.3. For all s = (B,I) € S\(& U &,), the open correlator F(s) can be calculated
from the following data: closed extended correlators and open correlators of the form F(s') with
s < s.

The proof of Proposition 6.3 and all other calculations in this section (except the one in
Proposition 6.7) are based on the following methods.

A correlator with a single 1-class can be calculated by applying TRR (4.1}) or (4.2), and the
result is a polynomial combination of primary correlators (open and closed extended). Since
applying TRRs with respect to different markings yields different ways to express the same
number, comparing these expressions gives rise to relations between primary correlators. In

7«7 7h
particular, there are two types of methods to calculate < Zl 22 Z ! > .
1 b2 ..o O
e Type-I method.
When by > m, we can apply TRRs (4.1) or (4.2) to

_ 2,0,
bleTJZJ a az ... a; \" . (6 2)
m bg bg e bk 0 ’ ’
one term in the TRRs is
1 1
—2— Fvovh ;vovh
ai=( bsmo r=2obor-2im >ext N @ a2 e
’ 2 2 2 0 m 0 b1 b2 A bk 0 ’



1
—2— ,0, 50,
r 22 UL s . . . ar az ... a; \" b . .
where is a central contribution and is a side

m 0 b1 b2 . bk

e 0
contribution (see Remark 4.2); we refer to this term as the main term.

Let ¢1,c0 € {ay,...,a;, }U{m,by,... by} be two different (internal or boundary) markings.
Assume that the result of applying TRR to (6.2) with respect to ¢; has the form

Ao+ Z Bj,iﬂj
J

for i = 1,2, where {;}; # o are other terms appearing in the TRRs and A;, Bj; are
coefficients (note that different partitions of sets in (4.1) and (4.2) may give the same
term). If we can show that

— the coefficients of « are different in two different TRRs, i.e. Ay # Ao,

— all the factors in the terms 3; are already calculated, i.e. they are in the data given in
the statement of the proposition (note that all the closed extended r-spin correlators
are calculated in [3, Proposition 5.1]),

then we can calculate « from the given data since

_ 2Biz— Bjb;

Al — Ay ’
a; a a; \ 7" t
) . — — —_— — ex
and we can calculate L2 ! since both < b12m r 22 by r 2;“‘ >
b1 by ... b 0 0

r—z2—m r ;O h
and < 2 > are zero-dimensional correlators and equal 1.
0

Type-1I method.
Let 91 and b be the unique pair integers satisfying

{mm,... mb},0 | eSandm<b<r—2
—_————
N

r.e. N = L’Qj‘“J and b = (r —m)M —r — 2. We write ¢ := %; note that ¢ is also an
integer since r —m = 2 + 2f is even, so is r — 2 — b.

When a; > ¢, we can apply (4.1) or (4.2) to

1o,
(a1 — )y as ay e
m m ... m b by ... b ’
N———

N

this time the main term is

l7o7h l7()7h

o <c —c F—9—gq >ext <a1 as ... al>r < 1] >T
= 1= —2—a1 )y - : )

bl bg . bk 0 m . m b 0

PRI
;707[] ;vovh
where { @1 %2 - 4 is a central contribution and 0 is
b1 bg e bk 0 m ... m b
N——— 0

a side contribution.
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Similarly to the type-I method, if the coefficients of « are different in two different TRRs,
and all the factors in the terms ; are already calculated, then we can calculate o from the

7707h
given data. Moreover, we will show in Section [_3-_-2 that the factor < m 0 - >
0
N 1ot
i a; as ... a; \" T .
of a is computable and non-zero, then we can calculate < b b ; > since
1 2 . Lk 0

the factor< C a1 —¢ r—2—am >eXt

o Isa zero-dimensional correlator and equals 1.

Remark 6.4. We describe all the open correlators that appear as a factor in some terms after
we apply TRRs (#.1) or (4.2) to

1 0,h
aol/J ap ay ... Q Y
by by ... b '

0

e All side contributions are of the form F(B*? U {b'}, I*%), where B*® C {by, b, ..., by}, the
boundary marking ' comes from point insertion procedure, and I*¢ C {ay,as,...,a;}.

e All central contributions are of the form F(B" 1" U {a'}), where B C {by,bo, ..., b},
I¢" C {ai,as,...,a;}, and @’ corresponds to the internal half-node that connects the
central open component to the close component in Figure 5.

For a non-zero term of the form

s
et F(Bctr7Ictr U {a/}) . HF(BzSd U {bé},[fd),

i=1

where F! denotes the closed extended correlator, we have

S S
B |_| Bisd = {by,by,... by} and I LI |_| Ifd CHay,ag,...,a1};
i=1 i=1

denoting by I°*" := {ay,as,...,a;} \ (1?7 U|J;_, I}9), then

i=1"1

222:0“@'*‘2?:151_7"4’2

r

S
D(B, 1" U{d'})+ ) D(B{U{b}, 1) +2(| 1% |+s—1) =
i=1

(6.3)

is a constant for all non-zero terms appearing in TRRs.

Proof of Proposition 6.3. We denote I = {ay,...,aq;} and B = {by,...,b;}. Without loss of
generality, we assume by > by > -+ > by. Since s ¢ & we have k > 1 and b; > m.

To calculate )
_707h

aq as aj r
F(s) = ,

(s) <b1 by by ... by >0

we use the type-I method and apply TRRs (4.1) or (4.2) to

1
b1 — _707h
< ASEY ay ax ... @ >T ‘

m bz bg e bk 0

Let F(B',I') be an open contribution which appears in a possibly non-zero term satisfying
D(B',1') > D(B, I), there are several possibilities according to Remark 6.4
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e F(B',I') is a side contribution with (B’,I') = (B,I). Then the term it contributed to is
the main term « in the type-I method.

e F(B',I') is a side contribution with I’ = I and B’ = (B\{b1,b;}) U {m, b1 + b; — m} for
some b; > m. In this case we have D(B',I') = D(B,I), |I'| = |I| and X(B',I') = (B, I).
Since

M(B',I') > by +b; —m > b, = M(B,I),

we have (B',I') < (B, I).

e F(B',I') is a central contribution, and the term it contributed to has no side contribution.
In this case I’ = (I\{a;}) U {a; + 252} and B’ = (B\{b1}) U {m}. So we have

D(B',I') = D(B,I),|I'| = |1

and
b1 —m

(B, I') = S(B,I) + > (B, 1),

which means (B',I') < (B, I).

e F(B',I') is a central contribution, and the term it contributed to has one side contribution
F(B",I") with D(B",I") = 0.

— If|I”| = |B"| = 1, we have I” = {a;} and B"” = {r—2—2qa;} for some i € {1,2,...,1}.
This is impossible since

r—2—2a;<r—2-2bh+1)=m-2,

which means (B”,I") ¢ S.
— If |I”] = 0 and |B”| = 3, in this case we have D(B',I') = D(B,I) and |I'| = |I| + 1,
which means (B',I') < (B, I).
Therefore all open contributions in the non-zero terms other than the main term « are of the
form F(B',I') for (B',I') < (B,I).
To calculate F(B,I) by the type-I method and prove the proposition, it remains to show
that there exist two markings such that the coefficients of the main term « are different in the

TRRs with respect to them. Actually, since s ¢ £ U &9, at least one of the following two cases
holds:

L 1>1,k>1.

In this case, the coefficient of « in the TRR with respect to the internal marking a; is 0,
while the coefficient of o in the TRR with respect to the boundary marking m is —1.

2. 1=0,k>2,by > m.

In this case, the coefficient of a in the TRR with respect to the boundary marking bs is 0,
while the coefficient of a in the TRR with respect to the boundary marking m is —1.

O

We calculate F(s) for s € £ U & in the following subsections. Note that S is a finite
set, Proposition p.3 indicates that we can calculate F(s) for all s € S if we know F(s) for all
se & U&.
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1
6.2 Computation of <amam .. .amab>5’o’h
@ %707h
m ... m b/,
the type-II method. Let 914 1 be the number of boundary markings. For fixed r and m, the
correlators are zero unless

We begin by considering correlators of the form < m which appear in

mm+b_r+2:(m—2)7’ andmﬁbﬁr—z

these equations uniquely determine the integers 9 = L 2r J and b= (r—m)M—r — 2.

r—m

Lemma 6.5. Let B = {m,m,...,m,b}. For any Neveu—Schwarz boundary node in a boundary
—_———

N

_ 1
strata of M g, the twist of the illegal side is strictly greater than 2b;
1

Proof. If m = 0, then 9 = 2 and MOB@

matically.
We now assume m > 0. Notice first that since

has dimension 0, in this case the lemma holds auto-

m<b=MN-2)r —Nm+r—2<r—2,

then
N+1 2

(6.4)

N1 M—Dm

Figure 6

By (2.1) we have 2 = km + b and y = Im mod r. Let s := lmT_y There are two possibilities.

1. When the right half-edge is legal, we prove y < m by contradiction. Assume this is not
the case, then
m<y=lm—sr<r-—2,

which means

1 2
g B 2
m m m
Thus by (6.4)
2s 2s 2(s+1) 2
1<I< 14— —. 6.5
S R e T R (6:5)

Because the right half-edge is legal, by parity condition (2.§), we can deduce that s # [
mod 2. In fact, when r is odd, we have m=r=1and 1 =y =Ilm —sr =1 — s; when r is

even, we have

l — 2

r
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For s # 0, by the first inequality in (b.§) we have s + 1 < I, hence s + 3 < [; for s = 0,
since [ > 2, we also have s + 3 <. Then, by the second inequality in (6.5),
2(s+1) 2 <2(s+1)

P S
- MN-2 m N —2

2(1 —2)
< <2
- MN-2 ’
which is a contraction.

2. When the right half-edge is illegal, we prove y > r —2—m, again by contradiction. Assume
the opposite, that
0<y=Ilm—sr<r—2-m,

which means

S EDr 2
m m m
Then by (6.4)
2s 2s 2(s+1) 2
<l<s+1+22_ 2 g, 6.6
S T rray r e T (6.6)

Because the right half-edge is illegal, we have s = [ mod 2. By the first inequality in (5.§)
we get s +2 < [. Then by the second inequality in (6.6) we have
2s+1) 2 20-1) 2M—k—1)

2< T —~ - < = <2
- M-2 m N—2 N -2 -

which is a contraction.

g

1
Remark 6.6. As a special case for h = 0, Lemma 8.5 works for BCT moduli spaces M g, ; for

B"={r—2,r—2,...,r—2} and I = (). For simplicity we denote this BCT moduli space by

r+1

_ 1

T
0,r+1,0°

Proposition 6.7. We have

@ %,o,h @ %70,BCT
<m m ... om b>0 :<<ﬁ—2 N-2 ... N-2 m—2>0 '

N 0M+1
Remark 6.8. According to [3], we have
0 3,0,BCT
= |
<‘J’I—2 N—2 N—2 m—g>0 S

. . . N+ . - -
The + sign comes from the orientation conventions, see Remark i5.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.7. We write B = {m,m,..., m,b}. By lemma 6.5, no point insertion is
0. O
N
therefore M

1
T

0,B,0’

1 1
. A ;7h AAT
carried out at any boundary of M 0.50 = Mo o
1
th
The smooth locus M7
1
smooth locus My, 4 of the BCT moduli space is also isomorphic to Mo mny1,0 via the for-
1 1
getful morphism. Moreover, the fibers of both Witten bundles over M ’g g and M 410 Over

is isomorphic to Mom11,0 via the forgetful morphism. The

[C] € Momy1,0 are characterized by the positions of zeros of the sections of corresponding spin
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bundles |J| over |C|, up to scaling by a real scalar. We can construct, up to a real scalar, a
map O between the sections of the two Witten bundles: © takes a section to another section

with the same zeros. Moreover, since (in both M T’h B and MO N1, p) all boundary markings are
legal, according to Observation 3.14, if the posmVlty condition is preserved at a single boundary
point on 9% C |C| by ©, then the positivity conditions at all non-special boundary points are
preserved; this allows us to choose the scalar to make © preserve the positivity condition at
every non- spec1al boundary pomt on 0.

Note that ./\/l*’h and ./\/l0 M1, contain no stratum which parameterizes disks with internal
nodes. By Lemma 6 5, the canonical sections of Witten bundles are given by sections on their
smooth loci satisfying positivity boundary condition. By construction © preserves the positivity
boundary conditions, hence it sends canonical sections to canonical sections. By definition the
open r-spin correlators are the numbers of zeros of the canonical sections, the proposition is
proven since © preserves the number of zeros. O

1
6.3 Computation of (75" ...75'0™c™ .. .crm>5’0’h

_707h
We turn to consider the correlators of the form < “woee A > . When [ = 1, the
mom ... om/,
—_—
correlators are zero unless K41

201 + (K +1)m—r+2=Kr,

which means
2a1 + 2 ! +1

K+1= = .
* r—m h+1

Lemma 6.9. For 0 < K <91 —1 we have

1,
< (K+1)(h+1)—1 > h:m.
m m ... m 0
K+1
Proof. We induct on K. For K = 0, the moduli space is zero-dimensional hence the lemma
holds. For K = 1, the moduli space is one-dimensional, and the lemma can be easily checked
from definitions as in [3, Example 3.25]. Assuming the lemma holds for Ky < N — 2. We apply
TRRs to the following correlator which contains a single ¢ class

—_—

Ko+2
If Ko+ 2 < N, there are two possibly non-zero terms contributing in TRRs: the main term

< h+1y (Ko+1)(h+1)—1 >i707h.
0

wioh
a=(h+1 (Ko+1)(h+1)—1 r—1—(Ko+2)(h+1) >ext< (Ko+2)(h+1)—1 >
0

mm ... m
N—————
Ko+2
and
(Ko+1)(h+1)—1 \ = o/ 21\
- ex
ﬁ:< n?m o > (b b+1 r—3-2n), <mm> .
< o P 0 0
Ko+1
If Ko+ 2 =M, there is a third possibly non-zero contribution
l? 7h — %7 7h
N = @ 70 < r—92—b h + 1 r—4+b—2h >6Xt % (m — 1)(h + 1) -1 o
mom ... m b/, 2 2 0 0 0

N
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The last contribution always vanishes, since we can calculate directly from the definitions as in
[3, Example 3.24] that

(=5 o >F’°"’:o.

0

Therefore in any case, the TRR with respect to a boundary marking with twist m gives
a— (Ko +1)8;

the TRR with respect to the internal marking with twist (Ko + 1)(h + 1) — 1 gives 0. Since all
TRRs calculate the same number, it must hold that

a = (KO + 1)5’

which means

%,o,h %707h
<((K0+1)+1)(b+1)_1> :(K0+1)<(K0+1)(b+1)_1> .

m m ... m 0 m m ... m 0
—_—— —_——
(Ko+1)+1 Ko+1
and the induction step follows. ]

Definition 6.10. For a set of internal twists I = {a1,...,a;: b+ 1 < a; < r — 1}, we define
K(I) and z(I) to be the unique integers satisfying

2> i+ K(Im+a(l) —r+2= 2|+ K(I) - 2)r
a; €1

and
m<z(l)<r-—2

When K(I) > 0, we define

We also write
Z:={I:K(I)>0}u{l: K(I)=—-1,2(I) =m}.

For I € Z, we define

D(I):=2/I|+K() - 2.
Note that 91 = K(0) and b = z(()), we also denote by ¢ the integer such that b + 2¢ = r — 2 as
in the type-1I method.
Remark 6.11. Observe that it always holds that K(I) < 9 = K(0). If 2(I) = m, then K(I) <
N -1
Remark 6.12. For all I € Z, the set B := {m,...,m,z(I)} is the unique set satisfying (B, I) € £.

———

K(I)
Moreover, (B, I) € & means x([) = m.
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Lemma 6.13. If |I| > 2, z(I) =m and —1 < K(I) <N — 1, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: f(D), the closed extended correlators (which were all calculated in [4]),
and correlators of the form f(I') with |I'| < |I|.

Proof. To calculate f(I), we use the type-II method and apply TRRs to

1
(al—t)lb a Loeooq 0
m m ... m m 0 ’
N—

K(I)+0
One possibly non-zero term which appears in the TRRs is the main term

a::f(@)f(f)< ¢ ag—¢ r—2—a >8Xt
According to Remark b.4, all other terms contributing to TRRs are products of a closed extended
correlator and correlators of the form f(I') with |I'| < |I].

On the other hand, in the TRR expression with respect to a boundary marking, the coefficient

multiplying o is — (K({J):—fﬁ); in the TRR expression with respect to an arbitrary internal marking,
the coefficient multiplying « is —(K(I)$m+1).

The lemma is proven by the type-II method: we subtract the two different TRR expressions.

This gives
<<K(I) -;m+1> B <K(I§>ﬂ+‘ﬁ>> at... =0,

where the terms in ... are products of a closed extended correlator and correlators of the form
f(I") with |I’| < |I|. Thus we can express «, hence also f(I) by using such terms together with

f(0). 0

Lemma 6.14. If [ # 0, x(I) # m and 0 < K(I) < N — 2, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: f(0), closed extended correlators, correlators of the form f(I') with
|I'| < |I| and, in the case |I| = 1, correlators of the form f(I') with |I'l =1 and x(I') = m.

Proof. To calculate f(I), we use the type-I method and apply TRRs to

1
I)— ;707h
m()me ai aj
m m ... m m 0
~—_———

K(I)

One possibly non-zero term which appears in the TRRs is the main term

ext r—z—m %’O’h
o= f(I)< r—ZEx(I) m([%—m r—22+m > < 2 > . (67)
0 m 0
Another type of terms which are possibly non-zero and may appear in the TRRs is
without a; b
x z(I)—m —_———\ "
e (I)—m (I)—m ext ——5— +a; a1 ... Q]
52-—<ai J:Q r_2_a’i_$T>0 < 1211 m Z”‘ m m >0 . (68)
N—
K(I)

If |I| = 1, then f; is a product of a closed extended correlator and a correlator of the form f(I")
with |I'] = 1 and z(I') = m; if |[I| > 2, by lemma 6.13, all 3; can be calculated from f(0), closed
extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I’) with |I'| < |I].
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In the case |I]| > 2, there is an additional type of possibly non-zero terms

without a;

1
ext r—2—m—z({a;})+z(I) ——"— 50,0
. . r—2—x({a; z(l)— r—24m+x({a;})—x(I al ap
= f(ai)) ( 2gled hon r2mealle() ) < LI >0
—_—

K(I)-K({a:})
These terms can be calculated from the data given in the statement of the lemma, by applying
lemma §.13.

Since K(I) < 9N — 1, according to Remark 6.4, all other terms contributing in TRRs are
products of a closed extended correlator and correlators of the form f(I') with |I'| < |I|.

On the other hand, in the TRR with respect to a boundary marking m, the coefficient of the
main term « is —1; in the TRR with respect to an arbitrary internal marking, the coefficient of
a is 0. Thus f(I) can be calculated from the data given in the statement of the lemma by the
type-I method and the lemma is proven. O

The above lemmas do not cover the cases where I # (), x(I) # m and K(I) = 9 or N — 1.
We treat them separately for different 91 in the following subsections.

6.3.1 Case 91 >4
In this subsection we assume 91 > 4. This implies m > 3.

Lemma 6.15. If M >4, I #0, x(I) #m and K(I) =9 or W — 1, then f(I) can be calculated
from the following given data: f(0), closed extended correlators, correlators of the form f(I")
with |I'| < |I|, and, in the case |I| = 1, correlators of the form f(I') with |I'| =1 and z(I') = m.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma $.14, we use the type-I method to calculate f(I): we
apply different TRRs to

1
I)—m ;707h
%¢ ar ... .
mm ... m m /
—_——

K(I
As in the proof of Lemma §.14, we still hfgv)e the main term « as (6.7), terms 3; as (6.§), and
terms which can be written as products of a closed extended correlator and correlators of the
form f(I’) with |I'| < |I|. However, there is an additional possibly non-zero term ¢ that may
appear in a TRR in this case:

ext Z‘(I)—m Fvovh
5:f(®)<c w(I%—m T_Q_c_x(I;—m >0 <—2 n—:c ay m al> .
o
K(I+1-M
z(I)—m

Assuming ==— + ¢ < r — 1 (otherwise this term is zero), we need to prove that

1
xT — ;707h
f<w{x<f>—m+c}>:<w+c o o)
2 m ... m
S— 0

K(I)+1-7
can be calculated from the data given in the statement of the lemma. We use an additional
type-II method to do this: we apply TRRs to

2(I)—m Foh
T—FC al—C)’l/J as a
m m ... m m 0 '
—_——
K(I)

According to Remark .4, all the possibly non-zero terms contributing here are listed below.
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e Terms with a central contribution f(I’) such that |I’| > |I|. The only possibly non-zero
one among them is

FO (¢ a—c r—2-m >§th<lu{x(I)T_m+c}>.

This is the main term in the additional type-II method. Note that its coefficient in the

TRR with respect to a boundary marking m is —(Kg({ )), and its coefficient in the TRR

with respect to an arbitrary internal marking is —(K (QH). Therefore, we need to show
that all other terms can be calculated from the data given in the statement of the lemma.

e Terms which can be written as products of a closed extended correlator and correlators of
the form f(I') with |I'| < |1].

e Terms with a central contribution f(I’) such that |I'| = |I|. Since f(I') is a central
contribution, we have z(I’) = m; by Lemma B.13 it can be calculated from the data given
in the statement of the lemma. Moreover, all side contributions of these terms are of the
form f(I") for |[I"”| < 1, they are covered by the data given in the statement of the lemma
when |I| > 2; the only exceptional case |I| = |I”| = 1 is also a special case of the next
item.

e Terms with a side contribution f(I’) such that |[I’| > |I|. The only possibility is that

I'=J:= {M%+c,a2,...,al} and the term is

r—2—x r—2+x ext r—2+ux(J
TR (L= E U N

We will show that K (J) <9 — 2, then the lemma will follow from Lemma §.14. From
Nm+b—r+2=M-2)r
we get
2N(h+1)=r+b+2.

Similarly we have
l

QZ(r—ai)—i-QK(I)(h—i-l) =r+az(l)+2

i1
and l
2> (r—a;) +2K(J)(h+1) =r+x(J) +2 - 2a; + x(I) - m+ 2.
Since - l
2(r —ap) < 2;(7"—%) =z(I) —b+2(M - KU))(h+1),
we have

2(M = K(J))(h +1) = 2N = K(I))(b + 1) + 2(K (1) — K(J))(h +1)
>2(r—ay) —z(I)+b—x(J)+2a; + m — 2
=r+2b+24+m—x(l)—ax(J)

Note that m < b,z(I),z(J) <7 —2and m > 5. < 2 (since N > 4), we get

2N — K(J))(h+1) > 3m — 7 +6 = 2r — 65 > 2 + 2
which implies

N—K(J)>2
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Remark 6.16. The above proof works for all m satisfying m > % When 5 <m < 5 we have
I = 3, so this proof covers some case of 9t = 3.

Proposition 6.17. For M > 4, we can calculate f(I) for all I € T.

Proof. The case I = () is calculated in Proposition 6.7. The case |I| = 1, z(I) = m is calculated
in Lemma 6.9. The case |I| = 1, z(I) # m is covered by Lemma $.14 and Lemma 6.15. Then
we can induct on |I| by using Lemma B.13, Lemma §.14 and Lemma .15 repeatedly. O

6.3.2 Case 91=3

In this case we have

r <m< r— 2‘

37 7 2
Lemma 6.18. If 1 =3, I # () and K(I) = 3 (then x(I) # m), then f(I) can be calculated
from the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < D(I) —1.

Proof. To calculate

a a rob
f(I):<m1m m x(jl')> ’

0
we use the type-I method and apply TRRs to

— l707f)
w¢ ar ... a; \"
m m m m 0 '

We analyze all possibly non-zero terms appearing in the TRRs. Each non-zero term in the TRRs
is of the form

gt pacny - L e,
i=1

where [ is the closed extended correlator. According to Remark 6.4 we have

S
[T < T+ 1, (IO < T, (T ) D < T+ (6.9)
=1
S
K(I) +> K(I}%) = K(I) (6.10)
=1
and i
D(I")+ Y D(I3%) +2s — 2 < D(I). (6.11)
=1

e The main term is

—2-m \ 70b
r—2—x(l xz(l)— r— ext o "
o= fI)( r=2ED aim g ) < 2 .

0 m 0

In the TRR with respect to a boundary marking m, the coefficient of « is —1; in the TRR
with respect to the internal marking a;, the coefficient of « is 0.

e Note that for |I*¢| < |I| we have (note that K (I°¢) < 9% by Remark [.1T)
DIy =21 + K(I*) —2 < 2|I| =2+ M -2 = D(I) — 2.
Therefore for all possibly non-zero terms except «, the side contributions are of the form

f(r*dy with D(1%) < D(I) — 2.
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o If f(I°") is the central contribution, we can also show that
DIy < D(I) — 1.

Indeed, every non-zero term has at least one side contribution, since otherwise we have
K(I¢") = 3 = N, which contradicts Remark .11 (note that z(I") = m). In the case
where this term has a side contribution f(0), by (6.10) we have K (I¢") < K(I) — 90 =0,
hence

DIy =2 |+ K(I?") —2 < 2(|/I| + 1)+ 0—2= D(I) — 1.

In the case this term has a side contribution f(J) for J # 0, by (6.9) we have || < |I|
and
DIy = 2|+ K(I") — 2 < 2| + (M —1) —2 = D(I) — 1.

Thus, all non-zero terms other than «, can be written as products of a closed extended correlator
and correlators of the form f(I") with D(I") < D(I) — 1. We can thus calculate f(I) from the
data given in the statement of the lemma using the type-I method. U

Lemma 6.19. If W =3, [I| > 2, K(I) = 2 and x(I) = m, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with

D(I') < D(I) —2.
Proof. To calculate

loh
_Jar ... oap \"T
f(I)_< m m m > ’

we use the type-II method and apply TRRs to

1
(a1 =)y a2 ... @ ob
m m m om m m/ )

We analyze all possibly non-zero terms appearing in the TRRs. Again, each non-zero term in

the TRRs is of the form i
Fert ey - T ).
=1

According to Remark 6.4 we have

S
L] <, (13 < | =1 1T ) 1Y < |, (6.12)
i=1
S
K(I) + > K(I;%) = K(I) +3 (6.13)
=1
and .
DI+ D(I;%) +2s -2 < D(I) + 1. (6.14)
=1

e The main term is

a=f0){(c a1—¢c 1-2—m >8th(1'),

In the TRR with respect to a boundary marking m, the coefficient of « is —(g); in the
TRR with respect to the internal marking as, the coefficient of « is —(g). Note also that
the factor f(0) is covered by the given date since D(0) = 1.
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e Note that for |[I°¢| < |I| — 1 we have (note that K (I*%) <9 by Remark p.1T)

DIy =2 + K(I*) —2 < 2|I| -2+ M - 2= D(I) - 1.

Therefore for all possibly non-zero terms, the side contributions are of the form f(I°%)
with D(I*?) < D(I) — 1. The equality holds only if K(I°¢) = 9 = 3.

e Each possibly non-zero term has at least one side contribution, since otherwise its central
contribution f(I°") satisfies K(I°") =5 > 9 — 1, which contradicts Remark B.11. In the
case where this term only has one f()) as side contributions, then the equality in (5.12),
i.e. |I¢"| = |I| holds only if this term is just o; when this term is not «, by (.13) we have
K(I) = K(I) and

D(Ictr) :2’10157” _i_K([CtT) —2<2(I|-1)+K(I)—-2=D()—2.

In the case this term has at least two f(()) contributions, by (E)-_ _34) its central contribution
Fe)
DIy < D(I)+1+2-2-2-2D() = D(I) — 3.

In the case this term has a side contribution f(J) for J # ), then by (6.12) its central
contribution f(I¢") satisfies |I¢"| < |I| — 1, hence by Remark .11

D(Ictr) :2’Ictr’+K(Ictr)_2 < 2‘[‘ _2+9’t—1—2:D(I) — 2.

Therefore all possibly non-zero terms other than a can be written as products of a closed
extended correlator and correlators of the form f(I’) with either

D(I') < D(I) — 2

or

K(I') =3 and D(I') = D(I) — 1.

After applying Lemma p.18 to the latter case, we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the
statement of the lemma by the type-II method, and the lemma is proven. U

Lemma 6.20. If M =3, 1 # 0, K(I) = 2 and x(I) # m, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < D(I) —1.

Proof. Just like the proof of Lemma ©.18, we use the type-I method to calculate f(I) and apply
TRRs to

1
I)— ;707h
wd} al e ay )
m m m 0

The equations (6.9), (5.10) and (6.11) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. We consider all
)

the contributions f(I’ in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I') > D(I):

e If a side contribution f(7°9) satisfies D(I*?) > D(I), then by (6.11) the only possibility
is that f(I°%) is the only side contribution in this term and I°*? = I, so this term is the
main term a. Similarly to Lemma 6.18, the coefficients of o in TRRs with respect to the
boundary marking m and the internal marking a; are different.

e If a central contribution f(I¢") satisfies D(I°") > D(I), then by (b.11), either there is
no side contribution, or there is only one zero-dimensional side contribution. However,
there is no possible zero-dimensional side contribution; this is because D(f)) = 1, and
D(I*%) = 2|1*| + K(I*?) — 2 = 0 hold for a side contribution f(I°?) with I*% # § only
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if [I°?| = 1, K(I*%) = 0, which is not possible since a; > h + 1 and K ({a;}) > 1 for all
a; € 1.

So the only possibility is that there is no side contribution. In this case we have [I¢"| = ||,
K1) =2, x(I°"") = m and D(I®") = D(I). We can calculate this contribution from the
data given in the statement of the lemma by Lemma $.19 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma b.9
(when |I| =1).

Therefore we can use the type-I method to calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement
of the lemma, and the lemma, is proven. O

Lemma 6.21. If M =3, |I| > 2, K(I) =1 and x(I) = m, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < D(I) —1.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma .19, we use the type-II method to calculate f(I) and
apply TRRs to
1
(a1 — C)Ib a coeooQq 0
m m m m m /o

The equations (5.12), (6.13) and (5.12) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. All the contri-
butions f(I’) in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I") > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a central contribution in the main term «.. Similarly to Lemma .19, the coefficients
of a in TRRs with respect to the boundary marking m and the internal marking as are
different.

There are no other central contributions f(I°") because by Remark p.11, equations (5.13)
and ($.13) there must be exactly one side contribution f(7*?) in the same term, and it
satisfies D(1°¢) < 1 and K (I*%) > 2, which is impossible for 159 # {).

o f(I°) with |I°¢ = |I| — 1, K(I*?) = 3 and D(I*?) = D(I) as side contributions. We can
calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement of the lemma by Lemma
B8
It can be easily seen from (6.12) and Remark $.11 that there are no other possible side
contributions.

Therefore we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement of the lemma by the type-II
method, and the lemma is proven. O

Lemma 6.22. If M =3, 1 # 0, K(I) =1 and x(I) # m, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < max{D(I) — 1,1}.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma b.18 we use the type-I method to calculate f(I) and
apply TRRs to

1
I)— ;707h
w¢ ar ... .
m m

0
The equations (6.9), (6.10) and (§.11) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. All the contri-
butions f(I') in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I') > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a side contribution in the main term a. Similarly to Lemma §.18, the coefficients
of a in TRRs with respect to the boundary marking m and the internal marking a; are
different.

There are no other side contribution f(I*%) because if I*? # I we have |I°¢| < |I| — 1; on
the other hand, by (6.10) we have K (I°%) < K(I) + 1 which means D(I*¢) < D(I) — 1.
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o f(I°) with |I°"| = |I], K(I') = 1, x(I®") = m and D(I®"") = D(I) as central contribu-
tions. We can calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement of the
lemma by Lemma .21 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma b.9 (when |I| = 1).

By the same argument as in Lemma .20, there are no other possible central contributions.

Therefore we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement of the lemma by the type-I
method, and the lemma is proven O

Lemma 6.23. Let =3, I € T and z(I) =m. If
a; <m Va; €1,

then
D(I) < 1.

Proof. Since I € T we have

2 ai+ (K(I) + Dm —r+2= (2| + K(I) - 2)r,

then
2) (r—a)=(1—-K(@)r+(1+KI)m+2>21I|(r-m).
a; €1

Assuming the lemma does not hold, that is,

D) =2I|+ K(I)—2>2,

then
I-KI)r+(Q1+KI))m+2>(4—-KI))(r—m),
hence
om > 3r — 2.
But this is impossible when 9t = 3, since then m < % U

Lemma 6.24. IfN =3, |I| >2, a1 >m, K(I) =0 and x(I) = m, then f(I) can be calculated
from the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with

D(I') < D(I) — 1.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma §.19, we use the type-II method to calculate f(I) and
apply TRRs to
(a1 =)y a2 ... @ o
< m m m m > o
The equations (5.12), (6.13) and (5.14) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. All the contri-
butions f(I') in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I') > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a central contribution in the main term «. Again, similarly to Lemma §.19, the
coefficients of « in different TRRs are different.

o f(I°d) with |I°¢ = |I| — 1, K(I*?) = 2 and D(I*?) = D(I) as side contributions. We can
calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement of the lemma by Lemma
.20 (when z(I') # m) or Lemma $.19 (when x(I*?) = m, |I| > 2) or Lemma 6.9 (when
z(I*d) =m, |I| = 1).

o f(I) with [I¢| = |I| — 1, K(I?) = 2, z(I°") = m and D(I?") = D(I) as central
contributions. We can calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement
of the lemma by Lemma (.19 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma 5.9 (when |I| = 1).
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e Note that there exist no side contributions f(I°?) with |I'| = |[I| — 1, K(I*%) = 3 and
D(I*%) = D(I) + 1 because a; > m. In fact, in this case I*¢ = I\ {a1}. From

l
23 aitm—r+2=(2—2)r
=1

we get

[
(20 — 1)r — <3m+22ai—r—|—2> =r—2m+2a >r>r—2
=2

this means K (1°%) # 3.

Therefore every contribution to the TRRs, except f(I), can be calculated from closed extended
correlators and correlators of the form f(I") with D(I") < D(I) —1. Then we can calculate f(I)
by combining two different TRRs. U

Lemma 6.25. If M =3, 1 # 0, K(I) = 0 and x(I) # m, then f(I) can be calculated from
the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < max{D(I) — 1,1}.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma B.18, we use the type-I method to calculate f(I) and
apply TRRs to
1
< Z(I 1/1 ai “e aj >;707h
m 0

The equations (6.9), (6.10) and (6.11) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. Similarly to
Lemma B.22, all the contributions f(I’) in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I") > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a side contribution in the main term «. Again, similarly to Lemma B.18, the
coefficients of « in different TRRs are different.

o f(I°7) with |I°"| = |I|, K(I®") = 0, x(I®") = m and D(I°") = D(I) as central contri-
butions. We can calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement of the
lemma by Lemma §.24 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma B.9 (when |I| = 1).

Therefore we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement of the lemma by the type-I
method, and the lemma is proven. O

Lemma 6.26. IfN =3, |I| >2,a; >m, K(I)=—1 and z(I) = m, then f(I) can be calculated
from the following given data: closed extended correlators and correlators of the form f(I') with
D(I') < max{D(I) — 1,1}.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma .19, we use the type-II method to calculate f(I) and

apply TRRs to
1 (0]
(a1 — C)Ib a coeooQq ri0h
m m m o
The equations (6.12), (6.13) and (5.14) still hold for non-zero terms in this case. All the contri-
butions f(I’) in a possibly non-zero term satisfying D(I") > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a central contribution in the main term «. Again, similarly to Lemma .19, t
coefficients of « in two different TRRs are different.

o f(I*?) with |I°Y = |I| — 1, K(I*%) = 1 and D(I*%) = D(I) as side contributions. We can
calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement of the lemma by Lemma
5.22 (when x(1°¢) # m) or Lemma $.21 (when z(1*¢) = m, |I| > 2) or Lemma 6.9 (when
(1) =m, |I| = 1).

68



o f(I°7) with [I¢| = |I| — 1, K(I") = 1, z(I°") = m and D(I*") = D(I) as central
contributions. We can calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement
of the lemma by Lemma $.21 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma 6.9 (when |I| = 1).

o f(I°) with |I°7| = |I| — 1, K(I®") = 2, z(I°"") = m and D(I°’") = D(I) + 1 as central
contributions. We can calculate these contributions from the data given in the statement

of the lemma by Lemma (.19 (when |I| > 2) or Lemma 5.9 (when |I| = 1).

e Note that there exist no side contributions f(I*%) with |I'| = |[I| — 1, K(I°%) = 2 and
D(I%%) = D(I) + 1 since a; > m. In fact, in this case I*® = I'\ {a1}. From

l

23 ai—r+2=(2-3)r
=1

we get
l
(20 —2)r — <2m+22a,~—r+2) =r—-2m+2a >r>r—2;
i=2
this means K (I') # 2.

Therefore, we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement of the lemma by the
type-II method, and the lemma is proven. ]

Proposition 6.27. For 0t = 3, we can calculate f(I) for all I € T.

Proof. The case D(I) =0 or 1 can be calculated directly by definition. Then we can induct on

O

6.3.3 Case 91=2

In this case we have ,
m<§, b=r—2-2m, c=m.

The strategy in this subsection is slightly different from the previous two. Instead of calculating
f(I) for all I € T independently, we enhance Proposition 6.3 by showing that we can calculate
F(B,I) for (B,I) € & U &, from lower dimension correlators.

Lemma 6.28. IfN=2,1€Z, I #0, z(I) =m and

-2
acl 2

then
D) < 1.

Proof. Since I € 7, we have that

QU+ K1) =2)r =2) a+ (K(I)+1)m—r+2
acl
<(r—24m)|I|+ (K{)+1)m—r+2,

which means
(r—m)((I|+ K(I)+1) <2r+2-2|I.

Since |I| > 1 and m < § we have
1|+ K(I)+1<3.
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By the integrality and K(I) > —1 we have

DI =2+ K(I)—2=2(I| + K(I) +1) —~K(I)—4<2-2+1—4=1.

Definition 6.29. Define the set 7 C Z by

-2
J = {IEI: z(I) =m, maxa > w}
acl 2
Lemma 6.30. If M =2, 1€ 7, |I| > 2, then f(I) can be calculated from the following given
data: closed extended correlators, correlators of the form f(I') with D(I') < max{D(I) — 1,1},
correlators of the form f(I') with I' € J, D(I') = D(I) and max,cp a > maXqey a.

Proof. Write
I = {al,...,al}
and assume

a1 = max aj.
i=1,...,0

To calculate

w  a a 1.0
B 1 9 1
f(I)_<m m ... m m>0 ’
—_—
K(I)

we use the type-II method and apply TRRs to

<(a1—m)1/1 a ... q >i707h.

—_—

K(I)

0

According to Remark [.4, all the contributions f(I’) in a possibly non-zero term satisfying
D(I') > D(I) are:

e f(I) as a central contribution. The term to which it contributes is the main term a. The

coefficient of a in the TRR with respect to the internal marking ao is — (K(QJFB), while the

K(I)+2) )

coefficient of o in the TRR with respect to the internal marking m is —( 5

o f(I') with [I'| = |I| -1, K(I') = K(I) + 2, z(I') = m and D(I') = D(I) as a central
contribution. There are two cases.

— f(I') contributes in a term with no side contributions. In this case we have
I'={a1 —m+a;a,...,a4i-1,8i41,...,a)}

for some i € {2,3,...,1}. Since a; > h+ 1 and m < 5 we have
r—m
al—m+ai2a1—m+T>a1,

hence I’ € J and

maxa > maxa.
acl’ acl

— f(I') contributes in a term with one side contribution of the form f({a;}) for some
i€{2,3,...,1} with K({a;}) = 0; however a; > b + 1 implies K ({a;}) # 0, so this
case is impossible.
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e Note that there is no side contribution of the form f(I') with |I'| = |I| — 1, K(I') =
K(I)+ 2 and D(I') = D(I). In fact, assuming f(I') appears in some term, then the
;707h
central contribution of this term is < :1 > and the closed contribution of this term
0

. r—2—x(I') ext 0 . I < 9 d r—24m
is( ——— a—m r—2-5 0 owever, since z(I') <r —2 and a; > =5, it

must hold that

r—2—x(l')

S+ (= m) + (=2 - )

_9 _9_
>O+%—m+r—2—%:r—2

This means the closed contribution in this term is zero.

Therefore we can calculate f(I) from the data given in the statement of the lemma using the
type-II method, and the lemma is proven. O

Proposition 6.31. For M = 2, we can calculate all the correlators F(s) for s € S.

Proof. We prove the proposition by induction on D(s). For all s with D(s) =0 or D(s) = 1, we
can calculate F'(s) by definition.

We assume that we have calculated all F(s) with D(s) < Dy — 1, we need to calculate all
F(s) with D(s) = Dy. By Proposition 6.3, it is enough to calculate all F(s) with s € & U &
and D(s) = Dy.

e For the unique s € &1, the correlator F(s) = f() is calculated in Proposition p.7.

e For s = (B,I) € & and I ¢ J, Lemma 6.28 shows that D(s) < 1, so we can calculate
F(s) by definition.

e It remains to calculate F(s) = f(I) for s = (B,I) € & and I € J. Write
JIp, :={1 € J: D(s) = Dy}.

We can calculate f(I) for all I € Jp, in the following way. The case |I| = 1 is covered
by Lemma 6.9. For |I| > 2, by our induction hypothesis (i.e. we have calculated all F(s)
with D(s) < Dy — 1) and Lemma 6.30, f(I) can be calculated from f(I') with I’ € Jp,
and max,ep @ > maxges a. Since Jp, is finite, we can calculate all f(I) for all I € Jp, by
an additional induction on max,c; a.

O

6.4 Conclusion

We summarize this section by the following theorem.

Theorem 6.32. All primary open (r,h)-spin correlators are determined by the topological re-
cursion relation Theorem Y. 1, the vanishing result of Proposition J.3, closed extend r-spin cor-
relators defined and calculated in [4], and the initial values

o f(0), which is calculated in Section 6.3;
o F(B,I) for (B,I) € S with D(B,I) <1, which is calculated directly from the definition;

Moreover, as a consequence, all (r,h)-spin correlators (including non-primary ones) are deter-
mined, again by the topological recursion relation Theorem . 1.
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7 Point insertion in open FJRW theories and a Fermat quintic
example

Fan—Jarvis-Ruan-Witten (FJRW) theory of quantum singularity [{4] is an important general-
ization of Witten’s r-spin theory. To describe this theory in a nutshell, let W be the quasi-
homogeneous polynomial

W(z,....za) =y [, (7.1)

i=1j=1

and let Gy be the maximal group of diagonal symmetries of W,
Gw = {(}\1, ceey )\a) S ((C*)a‘ W(Alxl, ceey )\axa) = W(ml, R ,xa)}.

In [14, 16, 15], a moduli space Wiy, and a virtual fundamental class ¢y, are associated to
a non-degenerate quasi homogeneous polynomial W and an admissible group G < Gy . The
moduli and the class c,q) give rise to the FJRW cohomological field theory, and in genus 0
to the FJRW Frobenius algebra. For example, r-spin theory corresponds to the special case
where W = 2" and G = Z/rZ. FJRW theory was proven to be related to integrable hierarchies
(3], to mirror symmetry [i14, 21] and to other geometric models [12, {7]. We will now briefly
describe one important family of FJRW theory, referring the reader to [14, 16, 5] for a detailed
description and introduction of FJRW theory.
Consider the pair
(f+...+x,,Z/rZ),

of a Fermat polynomial and its minimal symmetry group. Roughly speaking, in this theory we
consider the usual moduli space of r-spin curves, where the Witten class cy is replaced by cjy;,
the cupping of m copies of the Witten class, and intersection numbers are as usual integrals of
the form

(alv"-val) (a yeen@ ) %,c,m . 1— m dy dn,
<Td1 e Td"" n >g = 7"( g) ﬂ CW U wl e wn .

This theory can also be thought of as an intersection theory on the moduli of curves together
with m r-spin structures, where the choice of the minimal symmetry group Z/rZ implies that
for each point the m twists are the same, so that the vector of twists at a point has the form of
the form (a,...,a), explaining the above notation.

An important special case of the above is the Fermat quintic with minimal symmetry group

(25 + 25 + 25 + 2} + 28,2 /5Z).

In the Fermat quintic example this corresponds to working with the FJRW class cg’/\,, the cup-
ping of five copies of Witten’s 5-spin class, and considering only twists of the form (a,a,a,a,a)
for a € {0,1,2,3,4}. In the (closed) FJRW setting this theory was shown to satisfy a beau-
tiful correspondence with the Calabi-Yau (CY) Fermat quintic [12], the well-known LG/CY
correspondence of Chiodo and Ruan.

The study of open FJRW theory beyond r-spin has been recently initiated in [20]. In [20], an
open FJRW construction based on BCT boundary conditions was considered. In this section we
will concentrate on defining open FJRW theories using the point insertion boundary conditions.
It turns out that this type of boundary conditions is perfectly suited for the Fermat case with
the minimal symmetry group.

We will now construct the open FJRW intersection theory for (2] + ...+ z],,Z/rZ). In this
theory we consider correlators of the form

1/T7O7h7m
i b; ._ Dd;
010701 GOV MY AT e

i€l i€B 0 Mo,B1 iel
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as in Definition .10, involving direct sums of m copies of the r-spin Witten bundle and the
relative cotangent line bundles LL;. Note that by [36, Theorem 4.8], for odd m = 2d + 1, the

N 1
bundle Wd+1) _y Mg ’:l over the glued moduli space is canonically relatively oriented. Also

1
Wwoeedtl) s ’: ;» the sum of an odd number of copies of the Witten bundle over the non-glued
moduli, is therefore canonically relatively oriented.

Remark 7.1. One can also define a BCT-like open FJRW theory for this setting, by using positiv-
ity boundary conditions for all boundary nodes but those which have an illegal half-node of twist
0. For the latter nodes forgetful boundary conditions are used as in [3]. Similar arguments show
that these numbers are also well-defined, but as we shall see below, in certain cases of interest,
which include the Fermat quintic with minimal symmetry group, their correlators vanish.

Proposition 7.2. Fizxr >2,h €{0,1,...,|r/2| —1} and odd m > 1. Then if | B| is even, every

correlator of the form
1/r707h7m
i b;
(I 11 )

icl  ieB 0

vanishes.

Proof. Write
E=wW" gL
el
We assume
rank(E) = dim PMy/ 5 = |B| + 2/I| - 3,

otherwise the correlators are defined to be 0. Since | B| is even, rank(FE) is odd. Let s be a smooth
transverse canonical multisection of E. Then the correlator of interest equals z = #Z(s), the
weighted number of zeros of s. As in Remarks 3.8 and .11, we may consider s as a section on

1
the glued moduli space 73./\/(67’127 7> and the z is the number of zeros of s there. Observe that
#7(—s) equals —z, since the zeros of —s are the same, but because of odd rank and dimension,
the degree of each zero is altered to minus the degree.

1 1
Denote by Uy C 77./\/167’27 ; a neighbourhood of the removed boundaries of 73./\/(67’127 7 in which
s is required to be positive in the sense of Section 3. Write

1
R - (973/\/[67}37] U U+.

We will now homotope between s|g and —s|g, and show that throughout the homotopy no zero
is added. We may perform the homotopy for the m different copies of the Witten bundle, one by
one, and then perform an arbitrary homotopy to the components of s corresponding to the lines
LL;. The homotopy performed to the ith copy changes its boundary conditions from positivity
to negativity on R. However, when we homotope the component of the section corresponding to
the 7th copy, each of the remaining m — 1 components has a definite sign, hence does not vanish
on R. Then, throughout the remaining homotopies, all the m components of s are negative at
R. Thus, the homotopy between s|r to —s|r does not produce new zeros in R. Hence

2= #2(s) = #Z(~s) = —#2(s) = —=,

where the middle equality follows from Lemma 3.18 This shows that z = 0. U

We now consider the case of the quintic more carefully. The possible twists are of the form
(a,a,a,a,a) fora=0,...,4.

When one tries to define the open version of the FJRW theory for the quintic with minimal
symmetry group, with BCT boundary conditions as in Remark .1}, one easily observes that the
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result is a trivial theory, in the sense that the only non-zero primary invariants are those which
correspond to a moduli space of dimension 0. The reason is that the BCT version constrains the
boundary twists to be (3,3,3,3,3), but it is easy to see that in this case for almost all choices
of twists (a,a,a,a,a) for internal points, the rank of the direct sum of five Witten bundles is
higher than the dimension of the moduli, giving rise only to vanishing intersection numbers. The
only cases in which the dimension of the moduli equals the rank of the direct sum of the Witten
bundle, is when either there are no boundary points at all, or there is at least one boundary
point, but also at least one internal insertion with twist (0, 0,0,0,0). In the former case there is a
nowhere vanishing global section for each Witten bundle separately [3, Proposition 3.19], hence
the intersection number vanishes. In the latter case, using the fact that the Witten bundle is
pulled back from the moduli without O-twisted points, one easily verifies that the only non-zero
number is when there is a single boundary marking of twist (3,3,3,3,3) and a single internal
marking of twist (0,0,0,0,0), and this number is 1.

Consider now the (maximal, i.e. h = L%J —1 = 1) point insertion theory for the open quintic
with minimal symmetry group. The main difference is that now we also allow (1,1,1,1,1)
boundary twists, in addition to (3,3, 3,3, 3) boundary twists. While the latter twists still give rise
to trivial intersection numbers, we believe that primary correlators involving only (1,1,1,1,1)
twists may be non-trivial. Note that an intersection number having [ internal markings and k
boundary markings with twists (1,1,1,1,1) corresponds to a non-empty moduli space precisely
when

5|20 + k — 3. (7.2)

In this case the rank and dimension of the moduli space agree. Now, with the point insertion
boundary conditions, Proposition 4.3 shows that all primary intersection numbers with [ > 1
are 0.

So we are left with considering the case I = 0. In this case, by (7.2) non-zero intersection
numbers may appear only for k = 5d — 2, for a natural number d. When d is even, Proposition
7.2 has the following corollary.

Corollary 7.3. For even d,
(@ yengton=

We currently do not know how to calculate the open intersection numbers for £ = 5d — 2, in
case d is odd, and in particular we do not know if they vanish or not.

In [29], Pandharipande, Solomon and Walcher study the open GW theory of the quintic CY
3-fold. They calculate, for each odd d, a non-zero invariant. Recently, following Walcher [3%],
Aleshkin and Liu conjectured [il] that there should exist an open FJRW for the Fermat quintic
with minimal symmetry group whose genus-zero potential satisfies an open version of LG/CY
correspondence [i12], relating its correlators to the enumerative invariants of [29)].

Conjecture. The open quintic theory described above satisfies the open LG/CY correspondence
conjectured in [il].

A (weak) evidence for this conjecture is that, also in [il], the invariants are labelled by natural

numbers d, and those which correspond to even d vanish.

8 Extensions, generalizations and applications of the point in-
sertion technique

In this section we briefly describe how the point insertion procedure is applied to other intersec-
tion theories and to higher genus. We present only the general idea, leaving the details, including
an axiomatization of the point insertion idea, to future works.

We will describe scenarios in which one can perform point insertion to obtain a moduli
space which effectively has only spurious boundaries. Then, on this moduli space one can define
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intersection numbers which may involve open -classes, additional classes like Hodge classes,
and, in the case of Gromov—Witten theories, also evaluation maps (which are equivalent to
constraining the marked points to lie on homology cycles in the target pair (M, L)). It can be
shown, just like in Section 8, that such correlators will be well-defined.

8.1 DPoint insertion in the presence of a target pair of spaces

The point insertion method can also be used to define Open Gromov-Witten (OGW) theories
for target manifolds in the presence of open r-spin structures, or, under certain assumptions,
even without. We will sketch the constructions, leaving the details to future works. In what
follows we ignore orientation and smoothness questions.

Let (M, L) be a pair of a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold M with a compatible or tame
almost complex structure, and L a Lagrangian submanifold.

8.1.1 OGW theories with r-spin

We begin with OGW theories which are enriched with r-spin structures. We will require, the
additional data of a 2n-dimensional submanifold S C L x M which intersects L x L C L x M
transversally, and the intersection is the diagonal A C L x L. The theory will be S-dependant.

Remark 8.1. There is a cohomological interpretation of S. We will work with Q coefficients. Let
v: H*(M) — H*(L)

be the natural map induced from the inclusion L < M, and let

N
(A=) m®G
i=1

be the Kiinneth decomposition of the diagonal A — L x L. The additional data S which satisfies
the above conditions can be seen to have a Kiinneth decomposition of the form

N
[S] = Zm ® pi, where ((p;) = (.
=1

Thus, since {(;}; is a basis for [H*(L)], the data of S cohomologically corresponds to the choice
of a section

¢: H*(L) — H*(M)

for «. The existence of such a section, which is equivalent to ¢ being surjective, is a cohomological
obstruction. When ¢ surjects, different choices of sections give rise to different theories.

With this data, we can define, for every » > 2,h € {0,...,[5] — 1}, and odd m, an enu-
merative theory as follows by effectively cancelling every codimension-1 boundary. Denote by
ﬂéf;,(M, L;~) the moduli space of stable maps from a graded marked r-spin disk into (M, L),
with boundary markings labelled by B and internal markings labelled by I, and of degree
v € Ho(M,L). We will assume niceness assumptions: that the moduli space is a smooth orb-
ifold with corners of the expected dimension, and that boundary strata can be written as fibered

products of orbifolds with corners. We denote the evaluation maps by
—1/r
CVM,i - MO,B,I(M,L;V) — M,
for the internal marking ¢ € I, and

evpy Mtl),/g,l(Ma Liv) = L,
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for the boundary marking b € B.

The only possible codimension-1 boundaries we may need to cancel are those which parame-
terize objects with a single boundary node, whose illegal side has twist at most 2h. These are the
spurious boundary strata that in this paper we treated by applying the point insertion method.
The choice of S allows us to lift the point insertion method to the current setting.

Consider a boundary stratum

—-—1/r —1/r
Mo B oy, n My L) Xa My g, Gy, (M, Liz),

where (B, Bz) is a partition of the boundary markings, (I1,l2) a partition of the internal
markings, %1, are the half-nodes, v = v, + 72, and the fiber product is with respect to the
evaluation maps at %1, o : they are required to map to the same point in L, that is, we intersect
the Cartesian product of moduli space with the condltlon-_.

(eVL7*1,eVL7*2) S A C L X L.

Now, suppose, without loss of generality, that %o is the illegal side, and consider the moduli
space ﬂé{;% LUf *}(M , L;y2). This moduli space has a real codimension-1 boundary

o/ -—1/r
M gy (M, L;0) X8 Mo/ g, gagy,1, (M L 72)

obtained by letting its new marking x collide with the boundary, thus forming a degree-0 bubble.
Observe that .
MO,/{T*/IL{*}(M,L; 0) ~ point x L ~ L

canonically. Thus,

——1/r 1/r 1/r
MO,/{*,I},{*}(M L;0) xa MO/B2U{*2}712(M,L;72) MO/BQU{*Q}JQ(M,L;W) (8.1)

canonically. Now, consider the moduli space

—1/r —1/r
Mo B1U{*1}711(M’ L; ’71) Xs MQBQJQU{*}(Ma L; 72)a

where this time the product is fibered on S, that is, we have the constraint
(v e evir) €S C L x M.
It has a real codimension-1 boundary
—1/r . /r /T .
MO ,B1U{*1},I1 (M’ L; 71) X8 (MO {1} {*}(M L; 0) XA MO ,BaU{x2},I2 (M’ L; 72))
o/

1/r
~ My oty (M L) xa Mol g,Goyn (M, L),

where the last passage used (8.1) and the fact that in this boundary stratum the fibered product
./\/101;{: h}) {*}(M, L;0)x a...amounts to requiring evas , € L, and the constraint (evy, . ,evary) € S
is replaced by

(eVL7*17eVM’*) S Sm L X L <~ (eVL7*1,eVM7*) < A,
by our assumptions. We can thus glue the two moduli spaces Mé/glu{ﬂ} n (M, L;y) X
./\/1(1)/];2 Luixy (M, L;y2) and m(l)(]gJ(M, L;~) along this common boundary.

We use (eVr,xy,eVi ) € A C L x L as a shorthand notation for (evi «, (u),evi«(v)) € A C L x L, for
-—1/ 1/
u € MO,ngu{*l},Il (M, L;m), v € MO,IQQU{*Z},IQ (M, L;y2)
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—1
We can do it consistently for as many nodes as possible, as we did when we defined M ’g I
- - —~1
in Section 2.3 and [36, Section 4] to obtain a glued moduli space ./\/lg’g (M, L,S;v). Note that
we have a natural forgetful map

1 1
N_yh N_J)
Fortarget : Ma,B,I(M’ L, S,"}/) — Mé,B,I’

which forget the map tolthe target pair (M, L) and possibly contracts some componentsl. The
Witten bundle W — ﬂgg (M, L,S;v) is defined either directly or by pullback from ﬂgg I

The glued moduli space parameterizes stable maps from nodal, not necessarily connected,
marked graded r-spin disks, where a subset of boundary (internal, respective) special points are
labelled by B (I, respectively), and certain pairs of (unlabelled) special points are required to lie
on S, under the assumptions that the total degree is v, and that the graph, whose vertices are
the connected stable disk components and there is an edge between two vertices if they contain
a pair of points as above, is connected and genus-zero. We combinatorially refer to a pair of
points which are constrained to lie on S as colnnected by a dashed line.

The only codimension-1 boundaries of /K/lvg,’gy (M, L,S;~) correspond to strata parameteriz-
ing objects with either a contracted boundary component (type-CB), or a boundary node whose
illegal side has a twist greater than 2h (type-R or type-NS+). These are precisely the boundaries
that are handled by the positivity boundary conditions of the Witten bundle.

Thus, one can define correlators which involve the open Witten class, open -classes and
classes coming from the target pair: for Ay,..., A, € H*(M), By,...,By € H*(L), 3 € Hy(M, L),
denote by

al a/l bl bk %7h707m7M7L7S
<Td1 (A1)... T8 (AN (By)... 0 (Bk)>06
N » l k
=/ e | WP @ L@di,’gwtal> evj(\/l7~(Al-) eVz7~(Bi),
/[Mé,’h,z(M7L7S;B)} ( 62 ' Hl ' ]Hl '

where B(W@MGB@ZE I E?d' , Stotal) 18 th? _r(_alative Euler class of the glued bundle with the boundary

conditions of this paper as in Remark 3.11.. It can be shown that such correlators are well-defined.
An almost spinless example is obtained by considering the r = 2 case, where all markings

are NS. In this case there is no Witten class, and we obtain, in g = 0, a usual OGW theory.

8.1.2 OGWSs with a selection rule

The ideas of the previous subsection generalize also to theories without spin structures, as long
as we have the following additional data:

1. A 2n-dimensional submanifold S C L x M as in the previous subsection.

2. A selection rule for boundary half-nodes: there is a consistent way to choose a half-node
for every boundary node of every boundary stratum which appears in the theory’s virtual
fundamental chain. This rule generalizes the ‘legal’/‘illegal” decorations of half-nodes, and
is responsible for the choice of which half-node to replace by an internal marking in the
glued component. By ‘consistent’ we mean that if two strata have a common smoothing,
and under this smoothing a given node is identified with another node, then the two ways
to choose the half-nodes of these nodes agree. The virtual fundamental chain may be the
moduli itself, a virtual analogue of it, or, for theories with additional data, such as r-spin
theories with target manifolds, the pullback of the open Witten chain, that is, the zero
locus of a canonical section of the open Witten bundle.
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3. If contracted boundary nodes may appear in the theory’s virtual fundamental chain, we
will also require the choice of a (n 4+ 1)-dimensional submanifold C' C M with boundary
satisfying

oC =L,

and the theory will also be C-dependant.

The third item does not appear in the r-spin setting, since there contracted boundaries are
treated by the positivity boundary conditions.

With this data we can again define an enumerative theory by effectively cancelling every
codimension-1 boundary which may appear in the virtual cycle.

Boundary nodes are treated as in the previous subsection, only that the selection rule replaces
the graded spin structure in choosing the distinguished half-node to which we apply the point
insertion procedure.

The treatment in boundary strata which parameterizes objects with a contracted boundary
node is more standard, and can be found, for example in [18, Section 7] (in a different formalism).
Note that a moduli space m()’BJ(M, L;~) (which may or may not have inserted nodes of as x
above) may have a boundary component which parameterizes stable disks with a contracted
boundary node only if

B =0 and 9y =0,

where 0: Ho(M,L) — H;(L) is the natural map. Every such v is in the image of the natural
map q : Ho(M) — Hy(M, L) from the relative homology exact sequence. For such =, every
boundary stratum of MQ@, 1(M, L;~) which parameterizes disks with a contracted boundary is
canonically diffeomorphic to a closed moduli space

Mo 1o (M359) N (evarz € L),

where 4 € ¢71(y) € Ho(M), and the new special internal point * is an inserted contracted
boundary. This space is naturally identified as a boundary of the moduli space

HO,IU{;}(MVAY) N (GVM,; € C) .

We glue the latter space to ﬂo,ﬂ (M, L;~) along this common boundary. We can combine
this gluing procedure with the previous gluing procedure described above (based on the point
insertion scheme), in a consistent way, and the final result is a compact moduli space

MO,B,I(M’L, S’ Cary)

which is without boundary. This space can also be considered as a moduli space of stable maps
from disconnected disks with a constrain that, as in the previous subsection, certain pairs of
points are required to lie on S, together with an additional constraint that certain (unlabelled)
internal special points on connected component not meeting Fix(¢) are required to lie on C.

Thus, one can define correlators which involve the open Witten class, open % classes and
classes coming from the target pair: For A;,...,A; € H*(M), By,...,B, € H*(L),8 €
Hy(M, L), denote by

l k
o,M,L,S
(AT (AN (B o (By)) T = / evira(Anud TT evio(By),
<d1 “ 0.5 [ﬂo,B,I(Mvas,c;m]g " J[[l "

where the notations are as in the previous subsection, and ¢; = ¢1(L;). Again, it can be shown
that such correlators are well-defined.
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8.1.3 OGWs without a selection rule
We now consider an important variant of the previous scenario. This time we require:

e a smooth cobordism cob C Lx L between A and AjUAy, where A, Ay = AP C Lx L,,‘f- are
unions of n dimensional smooth submanifolds which intersect transversally, and any two of
A, Ay, Ay intersect transversally. Suppose that we have Sy C L x M, Sy =S* C M x L,
which satisfy

SiLxL=2A;, i=1,2

o If necessary, we have C as above, satisfying 0C = L.

We act similarly to the previous subsections. First, observe that

Mo Uy, (M, Ly m1) Xeob Mo Byugae}, 1 (M Li y2),

has three distinguished boundary components, induced from the boundary of cob, i.e.

Mo,g,0gxa (M, Livi) Xa Mo gyugest (M, Ly v2), (8.2)

and
Mo,Brugs . (M Liv) Xa, Mo Byugssy, (M, Liye), i =1,2. (8.3)

The other boundaries of it are of the form

(8ﬂ0,BlU{*1},Il (M7 L7 71)) X cob (MQBQU{*Q},IQ (M7 L7 72))
U (Mo, By .1 (M, L 71)) Xeob (OMo,Byuguat i (M, Liv2)) -

This time we will glue, to the boundary
Mo.Br0p 1 (M, Lyy1) xa Mo gyogestn (M, Liy2)

of Mo p1(M,L;7), the bﬂlndary (8.2) of MO,Blu{ﬂ};h(M’L;Vl) X cob HQBQU{*Q},[Q (M, L; 7).
To the boundary (8.3) of Mo,Brugs . (M Ly v1) Xeob Mo Byugae, 1. (M, Ly y2), for i = 1, we glue,
in a complete analogy way to the previous subsection, the boundary

Moot (M, L) Xs, (ﬂo,{*/{},{*g}(M,L;U) XA Mo ByUfxst I (M,L;w))
~ Mo oy n (M, L) Xa, Mo gyoges) (M, L)

of

Mo, ByUgs .1 (M Ly 1) X5y Mo By ugayy (M, Ly v2),
which, as above, is canonically identified with it. We similarly treat the boundary (8.3) for i = 2,
only that then we make x; internal instead of xo.

The main purpose of the cobordism is to interpolate between the boundaries of the original
moduli, and the boundaries coming from the point insertions.

We deal with boundary strata which parameterize disks with contracted boundary nodes
using C| as in the previous subsection, and we simultaneously and iteratively perform the cobor-
dism and point insertion gluings to obtain a compact and boundaryless moduli space, denoted
by Mo.B,1(M,L,cob,S1,C;v). Again this space parameterizes stable maps from disconnected
disks with additional constraints that certain pairs of points are required to lie on S, .S or cob,
and that certain internal points on connected components not meeting Fix(¢) are required to
lie on C. Graphically we can draw for this scenario two types of dashed lines, the usual one
which connects an internal point and a boundary point which are constrained to lie on S;, and
a boundary-dashed line which connects a pair of boundary points that are constrained to lie on
cob.

“by AP (and S5P below) we mean the image of A; (respectively, S1) inside L x L (respectively, M x L) under
the map L x L — L x L (respectively, L x M — M x L) which switches the order of factors.
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Remark 8.2. There is a cohomological interpretation of Si,.52. We use the same notations as in

Remark 8.1. Write

Zm@;g, [Ag] = Z@@W € H*(L)® H*(L) ~ H*(L x L). (8.4)
=1
We have
[A] = [A1] + [Ag]. (8.5)

The existence of Sy (or S3) implies the existence of elements p; € H*(M) for i = 1,..., N, which
satisfy
L(Pz) = G,

such that
Zﬂ-z@)pz, 52 ZP@®7T2

in H*(L x M), H*(M x L) respectlvely. The existence of p;, i = 1,..., N requires weaker
assumptions than ¢ being surjective: it just needs to be surjective on W = Span(¢;) which may
be strictly smaller than the whole H*(L). The data of Si,.S3 is cohomologically equivalent to
the choice of a section

¢: W — H*(M)

for ¢. Different choices of W which allow decompositions (8.4), (8.5) for which ¢ surjects on W,

or of a section ¢, give rise to different theories.

Example 8.3. Suppose that L is a Lagrangian sphere, and suppose that there exists a smooth
cobordism cob between A and A; U Ay :=pt x LU L X pt. Write

S1=pt x M, So =M X pt.

Then S; M L x L = A;, and in this case we can construct a compact boundaryless moduli space,
and thus, if it is orientable and nice enough, also an intersection theory.

One such target pair is (CP!,RP'). In [§] the OGW theory of this space was studied, using
another scheme of boundary conditions - a forgetful scheme. The relation between this scheme
and the one described above is to some extent analogous to the relation between the open r-spin
theory of [B], and the point insertion open (r,h = 0)-spin theory presented in this paper. A
notable difference is that in the [8] theory the point constraints come from the relative homology
H*((CIP’l,IR{]P’l), while in the point insertion theory the constraints are not relative, that is, come
from H,(CP').

Ezample 8.4. A second example, which generalizes the former one, is the following. Suppose n
is odd, and that H,(L) has a basis represented by submanifolds P, ..., Pyy, where Pi,..., Py
are odd-dimensional basis elements, and the other elements are even-dimensional. Assume that
the basis is self-dual with respect to Poincaré duality, and that the dual of P; is Pon_;. Thus,

by Kiinneth formula
2N

A=Y [P ® [Pav—]

i=1

Assume that cob is a cobordism between A and

N N
A1 UAg = (UPZ X PQN_Z‘> U (U Pon_; x R) .
i=1 i=1

Suppose that there exist submanifolds Ry, ..., Ry € M with

R; L =P,
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then we can take

N N
S = U R; x Poan—i, Sy = U Pon—i X R;.
i=1 i=1
In light of Remark 8.2, the point insertion scheme presented in the last example, requires ¢
to surject only on the even part of H*(L). In the case of L being a homology sphere (the first
example), this requirement always holds.

Remark 8.5 (Dependence of choices). Different choices of the cobordism cob or cycle C' give rise
to different enumerative theories, related by a wall-crossing formula that can be written in terms
of closed and open GW invariants.

8.1.4 Equivariant theory

Suppose that a real torus 7' = (R*)™ acts on M, preserving L. If, in the context of Section 8.1.1:
S is preserved, or in the context of Section 8.1:4 S,C are also preserved, or, in the context of
Section 8.1.3, cob, Sy, Sy, C are also preserved, then the torus action lifts to the glued moduli
spaces, and under niceness assumptions one can define an equivariant OGW theory.

8.2 High genus

The construction presented in this work, as well as the constructions which were sketched in
Section 8.1, could have been extended to higher genus, if one could have constructed virtual
fundamental chains for the higher genus open theories, which satisfy some natural assumptions
on the boundary behaviour. If such constructions were to be found, it is expected that the
gluing procedure described here would extend to higher genus without a change. Then, under
certain orientability assumptions, one would obtain higher genus extensions of the g = 0 point
insertion theories described here. We have taken basic steps towards achieving this in the open
r-spin case, in ¢ = 1, and have a prediction for a genus-1 topological recursion. It is likely to
expect that higher genus theories will be related to integrable hierarchies.

8.3 Additional classes and universal recursions
8.3.1 The open Hodge bundle

The point insertion idea can be implemented in other stringy-like intersection open theories.
As an example, we briefly describe how one can apply the point insertion idea to the Hodge
bundle, but the same idea applies to many other bundles of similar flavour, and variants of the
Hodge bundle. In the closed setting the Hodge bundle H,, — Mg,n is the rank ¢g complex
vector bundle whose fiber over a moduli point C' is the vector space of Abelian differentials on
C. Abelian differentials are meromorphic 1-forms whose only possible poles are at the nodes,
and they are simple poles satisfying that the sum of residues at the two half-nodes is 0.

In order to define the open Hodge bundle, we act in analogy to the definition of the open
Witten bundle: the natural conjugation on real curves, which include the surfaces of the form
Ylpx X for a surface with boundary ¥, lifts to their cotangent bundles, and induce a conjugation
on the pullback of the complex Hodge bundle.

We start without point insertions. The open Hodge bundle (before point insertion) is the
rank g real bundle Hg . — ﬂgk,l obtained as the conjugation fixed part of the complex H j4 2.

Fibers of this bundle are meromorphic 1-forms on the doubled surface, which are invariant
under the (natural lift of the) conjugation map. Observe that the invariance under conjugation
implies that conjugate half-nodes have conjugate residues, boundary nodes have real residues,
and contracted boundaries have imaginary residues. The open Hodge bundle is also defined on
moduli space of stable maps or FJRW theories by pullback. We can similarly define twisted
Hodge bundles by allowing poles of certain orders in some of the marked points.

81



Suppose that we are given an open intersection theory with a point insertion scheme, such as
the r-spin theories, FJRW theories considered in this paper, or OGW theories briefly described
in this section. Let M be the corresponding (glued) moduli space, parameterizing disconnected
surfaces with dashed lines and additional structure, as in the cases described above, and M be its
unglued version, made from the same connected components before gluing identified boundaries.

We define H — M as the vector bundle whose fiber at a disconnected surface ¥ is a
conjugation-invariant meromorphic 1-form « satisfying

e all the poles are simple, and can appear at half-nodes or points coming from point insertion
(inserted contracted boundary nodes and points paired by (boundary-)dashed lines);

e the sum of residues at the two half-nodes of a given node is 0;
e the residue at an inserted contracted boundary node is purely imaginary;

e if x is an inserted point, connected by a dashed line to the boundary point x,, then
Res,(a), Res,,(a) are real and satisfy

2Res, (a) + Res,, (a) = 0.

e if x1, % are boundary points connected by a boundary-dashed line as in Subsection 8.1.3,
then Res,, (o), Resy,(a) are real and satisfy

Res,, () + Resy, (@) = 0.

Note that the sum of residues of « on each irreducible connected component of the surface is 0.
It is easy to see that the rank of the vector bundle is the genus g.

The extra conditions allow identifying the Hodge bundles of two boundary strata which are
identified under the gluing. For example, as mentioned above, the residue of a conjugation
invariant meromorphic 1-form at a contracted boundary node is imaginary, explaining the third
item above. When an inserted point x with real residue Res,(a) reaches the boundary as in
the right-hand side of Figure 8, the residue at the left boundary half-node of D7 is Res,(a) +
Res,(a) = 2Res,(«); on the other hand, in order for the gluing of the moduli spaces along
this boundary stratum to lift to a gluing of the Hodge bundles, this residue must be minus of
the residue at the boundary point x; of Dy that connects to x via the dashed line, which must
therefore be —2Res, (); this explains the condition of the fourth item above.

We should comment that in general the open Hodge bundle is not necessarily oriented.
Therefore intersection theories based on it should either take an even number of copies of it,
its complexification, or any other class compensating for the absence of orientation. It can be
shown that twisted Hodge bundles in which boundary markings are allowed to have poles of odd
orders, are canonically relatively oriented.

Another comment is that one can also define positivity boundary conditions for open Hodge
bundles, by requiring positivity of residues at certain half-nodes, similarly to the positivity
boundary conditions we defined in open r-spin theories.

We leave the treatment of Hodge-like theories to future works.

8.3.2 ;-classes and universal TRRs

In the contexts of Sections w, 8.1, 8.2, 8.3.1 the relative cotangent line bundles LL; are defined, just
as in Section 2, and they are easily seen to be complex line bundles whose fibers are naturally
identified along glued strata.

In genus 0, by studying the zero locus of TRR sections, as in Section 4, one can show that
the zero locus is the same as the one found in the proof of Theorem #.1. The 1;-class induces a
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cohomology class. When all boundaries of the virtual cycle are cancelled, as in the open r-spin
theories of this paper, or the scenarios described above, any collection of -classes with the glued
virtual cycle gives rise to a well-defined homology class in the expected dimension, or a number
in case this expected dimension is O.

This can be written, in g = 0, as universal topological recursion relations for such theories,
which have the pictorial form

=y [ -y

We can write the recursion more explicitly in the scenarios of Section &.1. We will focus on the
second type of topological recursion (which assumes [ > 2) of Theorem .1. The formula for the
first type TRR (analogous to the first item of Theorem 4.1, which assumes k,! > 1) is similar
and will be omitted. Let Zfi 1 Vi @ p; be the (cohomological) Kiinneth decomposition of the
diagonal of M x M.

We start with the scenario of Section 8.1.T, which considers OGW theories coupled with open
r-spin theories. We use the notations of Section 8.1.1 and Remark 81!, but for shortness we omit
all superscripts, except for o,c which indicate whether the intersection number corresponds to
an open or closed topology (for closed r-spin we also allow closed extended insertions).

The universal TRR in the context of Section 8.1.1 reads (assuming [ > 2)

(741 (A7 (A) . 75 (A)o™ (B1)o™ (By) ... o™ (By))

[¢]

07/3
s c
= 2 > (—1)° <73<ue>rs:<A1> [T =0 Hmm<pfm>>
_1<Sa2<07,_2 ;‘9:71 UJ:{374vvl} Z'GU_l m=1 07ﬁ,1
(i_e[?(] ]:OTJ:{17277k}
0<t1,....Ls<h B—1EH2(M),Bo,....Bs€H2(M,L)
f1,.fs€[N] > Bi=8

{(U;,T;,t5,85) }1<j<sunordered

ieUp 1€Tp 1€Um i€Tm

(8.6)

Note that by > 8; we mean B_1 + ;5 B;, where ijo Bj is taken in the group Ho(M, L) and
the first plus sign should be interpreted as the usual additive action of Ha(M) on Ha(M, L).

0,80 =1

without the summation over twists, that is
<Td1+1(A1)Td2 (AQ) e le (Al)O'(Bl)O'(BQ) e U(Bk)>8,6

S 3 1y <To<ue>ml<A1> I =40 1 To<pfm>>
m=1 0,8

s>0 5o, U;j={34,..1} €U_1
e€[K] [ Ty={1.2,. .k o
fl f E[N} J=0"J { Iy }
e B-1€H2(M),Bo,....0s€Ha(M,L)
>-Bi=8

{(U;,T},B5) }1< < sunordered

'<To(ue)7d2(142) IT a4 I U(Bi)> I1 <0(7Tfm) IT 740 I U(Bi)> :

ier iETO 0,6 iEUm Z’eTm 07ﬁm
(8.7)
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where ¥ means that we only sum over collections of U;,Tj;, 3; which correspond to geometries
which may appear in the glued moduli space, under the selection rule for the point insertion.

Also the vanishing result of Proposition #.3 extends to a more general setting (again we omit
most superscripts). In the scenario of Subsection 8.1.T

(5" (A1) --)" =0,

where a1 < h and A; € Span{p;}, - -+ represents the remaining insertions, and the dimension of
the moduli space on which the intersection numbers is calculated is positive. In the context of
Subsection 8.1:9, suppose that the selection rule satisfies the following additional conditions:

e Whenever an internal marked point z; collides with the boundary, resulting in a degree-0
bubble containing only the internal point z; and a boundary half-node h, the selection rule
always chooses the half-node og(h) (i.e. the half-node corresponding to same node as h
but not in the same bubble as z;) to be the inserted point z;.

e The selection rules for any node in a component containing z;, and in the same component
only with 2z} replaced by z;, are the same.

Then, with the same assumptions on the dimension of the moduli space and on A;, and the
same interpretation of --- | we have

(To(A1) -+ )° = 0.

The proof is again by construction a bijection v as in the proof of Proposition 4.3. We also
expect this vanishing result to extend to higher genus (with the same proof), once a rigorous
higher genus definition is found.

8.4 Allowing a —1-boundary twist

In closed r-spin theory [4(] intersection numbers with Ramond insertions (twist » — 1) vanish.
The moral reason for this vanishing is the fact that the evaluation map at a Ramond marking
is surjective, as degree reasons show (e.g. Lemma 3.13), and that the fiber of the spin line at a
Ramond marking is rationally trivial.

In [4], following [25], it was noted that in ¢ = 0 one can still define intersection theories
with one marked point of twist —1, and the Witten bundle in this case is still an orbifold vector
bundle. In this case the evaluation map at a Ramond marking is no longer surjective. This
closed extended theory plays an important role in open r-spin theory. An interesting feature of
this theory is its rule of twists at the nodes. In usual closed r-spin, if the two branches of the
node have twists a,b respectively, then a +b = r — 2 mod r. In the NS case it restricts to
a+b=r—2 but in the Ramond case we have a + b = 2r — 2. In the closed extended theory
the rule is effectively modified to

a+b=r—2

always, where in the Ramond case the half-node in the component which contains the —1 point
gets twist » — 1, and the other side gets twist —1.

It turns out that when r is odd, one can also extend the open theory with mazximal point
insertions to allow a single —1-twisted boundary marking, which we shall refer to as the anchor.
We call this theory the open extended theory.

The reasoning of [25, 4] shows that in this case there is no dimension jump in the open
Witten fibers, and that they form an orbifold vector bundle.

Just like the surjectivity of the evaluation map to Ramond markings fails at the closed
extended theory, in the open extended theory, the positivity argument of Proposition 8.12 fails
when adding a —1 boundary anchor.
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The way to overcome this failure again uses point insertions: the point insertion at an
NS boundary node is as usual. However, when we reach a Ramond node, we perform point
insertion to the half-node on the side closer to the anchor. By “closer” we mean that if we
normalize the Ramond node (before we do the point insertion), then the closer half-node is the
one which belongs to the connected component containing the anchor, and we consider different
disk components connected by a dashed line as one connected component for this purpose. From
the point of view of gluing moduli spaces, this point insertion gives rise to a moduli space of
disconnected disks as before, only that we also allow h = 2 , and the selection rule for which
side to make internal in this case, is according to which half-node is closer to the anchor. This
selection rule guarantees at most one point of twist —1 for each disk.

The proof that this construction works is similar to the other cases studied in this paper,
and also the proof of the following topological recursion relations is similar to that of Theorem
%)

Theorem 8.6. (a) (Boundary marked point TRR) If I,k > 1, then

1
=,0,ext
al az ar by b by —1\"""

<Td1+17—d2 ’TdO' g“...0"%0 0

= ¥ > (_1)8<TgTd II - HTO >Oxt

s>0 s R.={23,..1
—1§a§r—2 Js_ lTi{i 3 k?}}
o<g<rgt o Ti=i28
—7= 2 {(R;,Tj,tj)}1<j<sunordered

l,o,ezt s l,o,ezt
T T
. 7_7’727610_b1 H Ta? H O,bio,—l H O,r—2—2tj H Ta? H O’bi )
0 d; d;
0

i€Ry  i€Ty j=1 i€R; €Ty 0

(b) (Internal marked point TRR) If | > 2, then

a1 _as a;_by b b o,eat
1 2 k
<Td1+1Td2 TdO' g“°“...0"%0 >0
s %,ezt
o s a,_al a; tj
= > (-1) <Ton1 I = HTO>
>0 s R;={34,.., i€ER_1 Jj=1
—1<a<r—2 L{f; 1ij_{§2 k}} 0
0<t;<r53 J=0 T

"2 {(R;,Tj,tj)1<j<sunordered

%,o,ezt s %,o,ezt
X r 2— a2 H H olig™ H O,r7272tj Ta,i H O'bi )
da d;
0 1ER;

i€Rg €Ty
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