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Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory
of the symmetric product of A,

WAN KENG CHEONG
AMIN GHOLAMPOUR

Let A, be the minimal resolution of the type A4, surface singularity. We study
the equivariant orbifold Gromov—Witten theory of the n—fold symmetric product
stack [Sym”(A;)] of A,. We calculate the divisor operators, which turn out to
determine the entire theory under a nondegeneracy hypothesis. This, together with
the results of Maulik and Oblomkov, shows that the Crepant Resolution Conjecture
for Sym" (A, ) is valid. More strikingly, we complete a tetrahedron of equivalences
relating the Gromov—Witten theories of [Sym”(A,)]/Hilb"(A,) and the relative
Gromov—Witten/Donaldson—-Thomas theories of A, x P!,

14N35; 14H10

0 Introduction

0.1 Results

Let A, be the minimal resolution of the type A, surface singularity. The symmetric
group &, on n letters acts on the n—fold Cartesian product A} by permuting coordi-
nates. Thus, we obtain a quotient scheme Sym” (A, ) := A?/&,, the n—fold symmetric
product of A, , and a quotient stack [Sym” (.A,)], the n—fold symmetric product stack
of A, . The stack [Sym"(A,)] is a smooth orbifold, whose coarse moduli space is the
symmetric product Sym” (A, ).

In this article, we compare the equivariant orbifold Gromov—Witten theory of the
symmetric products of A, with the equivariant Gromov—Witten theory of the crepant
resolutions in the spirit of Bryan and Graber’s Crepant Resolution Conjecture [4].

Let T = C* x C* be a two-dimensional torus. The (localized) T —equivariant co-
homology of a point is generated by #; and 7. Our main objects are the 3—point
functions

(forn. 02, ) A € Qe )lu s sy )
which encode 3—point extended Gromov—Witten invariants of [Sym” (A, )] (see (2-6)).
Note that the equivariant orbifold quantum cohomology is traditionally defined by the
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above functions with the quantum parameter u set to be 0. Thus, 3—point extended
orbifold invariants provide more enumerative information than usual 3—point orbifold
invariants.

The above 3—point functions add a multiplicative structure to the equivariant Chen—
Ruan cohomology Hy . ([Sym"(A,)]: Q). The multiplication so obtained is called
the small (extended) orbifold quantum product.

The quotient space Sym”(A,) admits a unique crepant resolution of singularities,
namely the Hilbert scheme Hilb” (A, ) of n points in A, . The T —equivariant quantum
cohomology of Hilb"”(.A,) has been explored by Maulik and Oblomkov [15], so we
need only deal with the quantum ring of the orbifold [Sym”(.A,)]. We fully cover 2—
point extended Gromov—Witten invariants of [Sym” (A,)] and find that the calculation
of these invariants is tantamount to the question of counting certain branched covers of
rational curves. Our discovery can be summarized in the following statement.

Theorem 0.1 Given any positive integers r and n, two-point extended equivariant
Gromov—Witten invariants of the symmetric product stack [Sym”(A,)] in nonzero
degrees are expressible in terms of equivariant orbifold Poincaré pairings and one-part
double Hurwitz numbers.

One-part double Hurwitz numbers, as shown by Goulden, Jackson and Vakil [9], admit
explicit closed formulas (Proposition 3.13), and therefore Theorem 0.1 provides a
complete solution to the divisor operators, ie, the operators of quantum multiplication
by divisor classes. These operators correspond naturally to the divisor operators on the
Hilbert scheme Hilb” (A, ):

Theorem 0.2 After making the change of variables ¢ = —e'*, where i*> = —1, and
extending scalars to an appropriate field F', there is a linear isomorphism of equivariant
quantum cohomologies

L: Hi . (Sym"(Ap)]: F) — Hi (Hilb"(A,); F)

which preserves gradings, Poincaré pairings and respects small quantum product by
divisors. In other words, for any Chen—Ruan cohomology classes o, oy and divisor D,
we have the following identity for 3—point functions:

(o1 Do o)™ AN = (L (), L(D), L(erz)) ™A,
Here (—,—, —)HIV"(Ar) are the 3—point functions of Hilb"(A,) in variables 11,15,

q,S81,...,8r (see (4-2)).
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In addition to the relation to the Hilbert schemes, the orbifold theory is related to the
relative Gromov—Witten theory of threefolds.

Theorem 0.3 Given cohomology-weighted partitions A1(71), A2(7]2) of n and a =
1(1)", (2) or Dy, k=1,...,r (see Section 1.2.2 and (3-1) for these classes), we have

(A1 (1), o, Ao (i) Y™ AT = GW (A, x P1); 1) s (ia)-

where the right hand side is a shifted partition function (see Section 4.1).

0.2 Tetrahedron of equivalences

The above theorems form a triangle of equivalences. We can include the Donaldson—
Thomas theory to make up a tetrahedron. In fact, Theorems 0.2 and 0.3, in conjunction
with the results of Maulik and Oblomkov [13; 14; 15], establish the following equiva-
lences for divisor operators.

Orbifold quantum
cohomology of [Sym(A,)]

Relative Relative
Gromov—-Witten Donaldson—-Thomas
theory of A, x P! theory of A, x P!
Quantum cohomology
of Hilb(A,)

Figure 1. A tetrahedron of equivalences

Before the study of the Gromov—Witten theory of [Sym” (A, )], the case of the affine
plane C? was the only known example for the above tetrahedron to hold for all
operators; see Bryan and Graber [4], Bryan and Pandharipande [5] and Okounkov and
Pandharipande [17; 18]. If the generation conjecture (Conjecture 5.1) of Maulik and
Oblomkov is assumed, these four theories will be equivalent in our case of A, as
well. The base triangle of equivalences is the work of Maulik and Oblomkov. And the
triangle facing the rightmost corner is worked out in this paper:

Theorem 0.4 Let L be as in Theorem 0.2 and A (7j1), A2(72), A3(7j3) any coho-
mology-weighted partitions of n. Assuming the generation conjecture, the identities
(1 1), A2 (072). A3 ()N AN = (LG G0). L2(02). L (3) A
— 1
= GWAr X PO, Gi1) i) s Gis)

hold under the substitution ¢ = —e™*.
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We can make a more general statement on the Gromov—Witten theories of [Sym” (A, )]
and Hilb" (A,) due to the WDVV equations.

Theorem 0.5 Let ¢ = —e'*. Assuming the generation conjecture, the map L in
Theorem 0.2 equates the extended multipoint functions of [Sym” (A, )] to the multipoint
functions of Hilb"(A,). Moreover, these functions are rational functions in t,t,,
q,81,...,Sr. (Multipoint functions are those with at least three insertions.)

This theorem provides a new evidence for the Crepant Resolution Conjecture. We
will see that Theorems 0.4 and 0.5 are valid in the case of n = 2,r = 1 even without
presuming the generation conjecture (see Section 5.1).

0.3 Outline of the paper

The aim of Section 1 is to give a brief introduction to the resolved surface .4, and Chen—
Ruan’s orbifold cohomology for a symmetric product. In Section 2, we review some
background on orbifold Gromov—Witten theory and define extended Gromov—Witten
invariants as well as their connected counterparts.

Section 3 is the main part of this paper. We provide explicit formulas for any 2-
point extended invariants in nonzero degrees (Theorem 0.1). In Section 4, we show
Theorems 0.2 and 0.3, which establish the tetrahedron of equivalences for divisor
operators. Section 5, due to the first author, proves Theorem 0.4 and discusses multipoint
functions of [Sym” (A4, )] as well as the full version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture
(Theorem 0.5).

0.4 Notation and convention

The following notation will be used without further comment. Some other notation
will be introduced along the way.

(1) To avoid doubling indices, we identify
AX) = (X:Q), Ai(X)=Hy(X:Q) and Ai(X:Z) = Hyi(X: Z).

just to name a few, for any complex variety X to appear in this article (note that
we drop Q but not Z). They will be referred to as cohomology or homology
groups rather than Chow groups.

(2) For any curve C on a complex variety X, the curve class [C] is simply denoted
by C.
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(3) An orbifold & is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type over C. Denote
by ¢: X — X the canonical map to the coarse moduli space.

(4) For every positive integer s, /s is the cyclic subgroup of C* of order s. For
any finite group G, BG is the classifying stack of G, ie, [Spec C/G].

(5) (a) T = (C*)? is always a two-dimensional torus, and #;, ¢, are the gen-
erators of the T —equivariant cohomology A7 (point) of a point, that is,
A% (point) = Q[tq, 2]
() V=V ®Qy.,1,] Q1. 12) for each Q[¢y, 1;]-module V.

(6) Given any object O, O" means that O repeats itself n times.
(7) Fori =1,2, ¢ is a function on the set of nonnegative integers such that

0 ifm<i,
1 ifm=>i.

€(m) = {

(8) Let o be a partition of a nonnegative integer.

(a) £(o) is the length of ¢ . Unless otherwise stated, o is presumed to be written

as
0=(01,...,04())-
To emphasize, if oy is another partition, it is simply (0k1, ..., 0k¢(s;)) -
(b) Let @ = (@1, ...,0(y)) be an £(o)—tuple of cohomology classes associ-

ated to o so that we may form a cohomology-weighted partition o (@) :=
o1(a1) -+ 0g(g)(0tg(s)) - The group Aut(o(a)) is defined to be the group of
permutations on {1,2,...,£(0)} fixing

((o1. 1), - ... (OL(0). % (0)))-

Let Aut(o) be the group Aut(o(x)) when all entries of & are identical. Its
order is simply [[i—, m;!if o = (1"1,... n™n).

(© lo|=mnif oy +---+0ye) =n,and o(0) = lem(|oy[, ..., [0¢)|) is the
order of any permutation of cycle type o.

(d) (2):=(2,1"72) and 1:= (1") are partitions of length n — 1 and length n
respectively.
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1 Preliminaries

1.1 Resolutions of cyclic quotient surface singularities

We fix a positive integer r once and for all. Let the cyclic group jt,4; act on C2 by
the diagonal matrices
¢ 0
(),

where ¢ € i,y 1. The quotient C2/pu, 4 is a surface singularity. We denote by
T Ar — (Cz/,ur+l

its minimal resolution. It is well-known that 7 can be obtained via a sequence of
L%J blow-ups at the unique singularity. The exceptional locus Ex(;r) of 7 is a chain
of (—2)—curves,

,

U E:.

i=1
with E;_; and E; intersect transversally. The intersection numbers of the exceptional
curves are given by

=2 ifi =],

Ei-E;j =131 if|i—j|=1,

0  otherwise.
In particular, the intersection matrix is negative definite (as expected from the general
theory of complex surfaces). Additionally, £y, ..., E, give abasis for A;(A,;Z). We
also have two noncompact curves Ey and E,; attached to £, and E, respectively.
The curve Eq (resp. E,4+1) can be arranged to map to the p, 1 —orbit of the x—axis
(resp. the y—axis).

The natural action of T on C? comes with tangent weights 7, and 7, at the origin. It
commutes with the p,4;—action, so we have an induced T —action on the quotient
C? /14y 41 and thus on the resolved surface A, . We fix these actions of T throughout
the article.

The T —invariant compact curves on A, are Eq,..., E,. The T —fixed points are the

nodes of the chain Ulr;ré E; of curves. Precisely, they are

xls~"sxr+la

where {x;} = E;_; N E;. Let us assume that L; and R; are respectively the weights
of the T —action on the tangent spaces to E;_; and E; at x;. We have L, = (r + 1)¢,
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R, 41 = (r 4+ 1)t; and the equalities
Li+Ri=ti+1t, R;j=-Ljy,

foreachi =1,...r.
X
EO L2
L1 R
X1

Figure 2. The middle chain (without £y and E, ;) is the exceptional locus
Ex(7r). The labeled vectors stand for the tangent weights at the fixed points.

The above information will be sufficient for our calculation of Gromov—Witten invari-
ants. Certainly, one can also compute explicitly to obtain

(Li,R)=(r—i+2n+(1=i)ta, (—r +i— Dty +it).

From now on, we let
{wi,...,0r}

be the dual basis of {E1, ..., E,} with respect to the Poincaré pairing.

1.2 Chen-Ruan cohomology

Given any smooth complex variety X, the symmetric group &, acts on X" by
g(2)i = zgq) forall g € &, z € X". The n—fold symmetric product Sym” (X) is
defined to be X"/&,,, and the n—fold symmetric product stack [Sym” (X)] is defined
to be the quotient stack [X”/&,]. The space Sym”(X) is in general singular and is
the coarse moduli space of the (smooth) orbifold [Sym” (X)].

1.2.1 Stack of cyclotomic gerbes The stack of cyclotomic gerbes to [Sym” (X)]
(consult Abramovich, Graber and Vistoli [2; 3]), denoted by I[Sym”(X)], is defined
to be

| [ HomRep(Byes. [Sym" (X)])/Bes.

seN
where HomRep(B s, [Sym” (X)]) is the stack of representable morphisms from the
classifying stack Bug to [Sym”(X)]. There is another natural stack associated to
[Sym” (X)]. It is the inertia stack /[Sym"(X)]:= [ [;cny HomRep(Bpus, [Sym” (X)]).
In fact, the stack of cyclotomic gerbes is obtained by rigidifying the inertia stack, ie,
removing the action of the cyclic groups us’s (consult [2; 3] and Abramovich, Corti
and Vistoli [1]).
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The stack 7[Sym”(X)] is isomorphic to a disjoint union of orbifolds

[] xz2/C@)N.

[gleC

where C is the set of the conjugacy classes of &,, C(g) is the centralizer of g, C(g)
is the quotient group C(g)/(g), and X is the g—fixed locus of X”. On the other

hand, 7[Sym" (X)] is just [ [[z1ec[Xg/C(g)].

The Chen—Ruan cohomology [7]

AGe ([Sym™ (X)])

is the cohomology A*(I[Sym”(X)]) of the stack of cyclotomic gerbes in X . Thus, it
is simply

D 4" (xg/Ce) = P 4" (x)®.

le]leC [gleC
Remark 1.1 As both I[Sym”(X)] and I[Sym”(X)] have the same coarse moduli
space, the Chen—Ruan cohomology is identical to the cohomology of the inertia stack.
We focus on the stack of cyclotomic gerbes because it is the space where the evaluation
maps land (see (2-1)).

As there is a one-to-one correspondence between the conjugacy classes of &, and
the partitions of n, the connected components of /[Sym”(X)] can be labeled with the
partitions of n. If [g] is the conjugacy class corresponds to the partition A, we may
write

X)) = Xg/C(g),
X0 = X2/C@).

The component [ X" /&,] is called the untwisted sector while all other components of

the stack 7[Sym” (X)] are called twisted sectors.

Additionally, for @ € A'(X (1)), the orbifold (Chow) degree of « is defined to be

i +age(A), where age(A) = n —£()A) is the age of the sector [X(})].

1.2.2 Bases Assume that X admits a T —action. We can see easily that there are
induced T —actions on the above spaces. So we may put the cohomologies into an
equivariant context by considering T —equivariant cohomologies.

Let us sketch a basis, constructed in Cheong [8], for the equivariant Chen—Ruan
cohomology of the stack [Sym” (X)]. Indeed, any cohomology-weighted partition A(7])

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)
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with 7;’s cohomology classes on X defines a class on the sector X (), which we
denote by A(7) as well: Pick a representative permutation g € &, of cycle type A. It
has a cycle decomposition g = g1 ... gg() With g; being a A;—cycle. We let

L) -1 L)
A7) = (IAut(k(ﬁ))l I1 x,-) S @ h " gih(ni) € 45 (XD = A% (X (L)),
i=1 heC(g) i=1

Here the class 4~ g;h(n;) is the pullback of 7; by the isomorphism X]:Lilg-h ~ X, and
the term (JAut(A(7))] ]_[f(z)“l Ai)~! is a normalization factor to ensure that no repetition
occurs. It is easy to see that the above expression is independent of the decomposition

of g.

Let B be a basis for A7 (X). The classes A(7])’s, running over all partitions A of n
and all n; € B, serve as a basis for the Chen—Ruan cohomology Aakr,orb([Sym” X))
For classes A(7}) € Aa"r’orb([Sym” (X)) and p(§) € A%‘r’orb([Symm (X)]), keep in mind
that the class

A1) -+ Aoy (e o1 €D -+ peco) Ee o) € AT o ((Sym™ 7 (X))

is denoted by

A7) p(E).
We use the shorthand
)
for the divisor class 2(1)1(1)*2. Also, we define the age of A(7}), denoted by
age(A(1))),

to be the age of the sector [X(4)], ie, n —£(A).
Fixed-point basis We can work with A(77)’s with 7; ’s in the localized cohomology
AT (X)) to give a basis for Aa},orb([Sym” (X)Dm-

Assume that X has exactly p T —fixed points zy, ..., z,. For partitions oy, ...,0p,
we denote the class

o11(z1D) -+ O1eoy) (21D - 0p1([2p]) -+ - Opt(a,,) ([2p])
by 0:=(01,...,0p).

The classes &’s form a basis for A% . ([Sym”(X)])w. Note also that each & corre-
sponds to a T —fixed point, which we denote by

[G].
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in the sector indexed by the partition (011, ...,014(g;)s -+ Op1s- - Opl(a,))- SO We
refer to ¢ ’s as T —fixed point classes.

Moreover, given 8 € AT oo (Sym™ (X))m and & € AT, ([Sym™ (X)) (m <n), we
say that
8O0
if oy is a subpartition of §;, Vk =1, ..., p; in this case, we let
§—5=(81—01.....8p — 0p) € A% oy (Sym" ™ (X)Dim.-
(for instance, the difference (1,1,2,2,3) — (1,2, 3) of two partitions is the parti-
tion (1,2).)

Tangent weights Given any fixed-point class &, let

1(@) = et (Tiz1/[Sym™ (X)),

ie, the T —equivariant Euler class of the tangent space to I[Sym™(X)] at the fixed
point []. A simple analysis shows that 7(5) = ]—[,f=1 et (T, X )¢@)  Thus, for each
§D0,

(1-1) 1(8) = t(E)t(8 —75).

1.2.3 Coefficients with respect to fixed-point basis We denote the T —equivariant
orbifold pairings on the Chen-Ruan cohomology A7} . ([Sym™(A,)]) by

(-1
For 0(§) € A% o ([Sym™ (X)), we let

(0(6) o)

(@]0a)
be the components of 9(§ ) relative to fixed-point classes o’s. We intend to present an
algorithm to calculate oy (8).

(1-2) NGE

First of all, we have two properties by direct verification:

(1) Suppose the classes A(77) and p(g) € A’q‘}’orb([Sym” (X)]Dm have explicit forms

n m; n &
[TITim) and JTTTiCn.

i=1j=1 i=1j=1

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)
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respectively, we have

0 if m; #£ £; for some i,
m;

(A(m) | p(€)) = 1_[< 1_[ i(ij) ) 1_1 i(gl-j)> if m; ={; for each i.

i=1'j=1 j=1
(2) Given ny,...,0p EA%"F(X)m, T —fixed points yq,..., y, of X. For m <n, the
coefficient ;p,)..i(n,) @ ([¥1]) - - - i ([yu])) equals

Z & (g1) i) V1D - T (Ym D) 1) i) E m+1]) -+ - i ([Vn])),
Sl’“'agn

where the sum is over all possible i(&1)---i (&) and i(&y41) - -1(&,) such
that

i(§1) -+ i(6n) =i(n1) -1 (M)

We may combine (1) with (2) to get a general statement.

Proposition 1.2 Given A(7), e AT o (Sym™ (X)) and & € AT, ([Sym™ (X)])m
withd DG,

(1-3) o) 8) = ) g g @)y (8 —3).
P

where the index P under the summation symbol means that the sum is taken over all
possible 0(§) € AL . ([Sym™ (X)])m and p(y) € AT, ([Sym" ™™ (X)) satisfying
the equality A(7}) = 0(§) (7). O

In the proposition, § is separated into two parts & and §—5.In general, we can break
it as many parts as possible. The form (1-3) is, however, convenient for our use.

2 Extended Gromov—Witten theory of orbifolds

To make our exposition as self-contained as possible, we review some relevant back-
ground on orbifold Gromov—Witten theory. We take the algebro-geometric approach in
the sense of Abramovich, Graber and Vistoli’s works [2; 3]. The reader may also want
to consult the original work [6] of Chen and Ruan in symplectic category.

In what follows, we utilize the isomorphism
Ay Sym"(X): Z) = Ay (X" Z)®" = A(X: 7).

In other words, we may view Eq,..., E, as a basis for 4;(Sym”(A,);Z).
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2.1 The space of twisted stable maps

For any curve class 8 € A1(X;Z), the moduli space
Mo, ([Sym" (X)), B)
parametrizes genus zero, k —pointed, twisted stable map (or orbifold stable map in [6])
J: (€. P1,.... Pr) = [Sym" (X)]
with the following conditions:

e (C,P1,...,Pr) is an twisted nodal k—pointed curve. The marking P; is an
étale gerbe banded by ., , where r; is the order of the stabilizer of the twisted
point. Moreover, over a node, C has a chart isomorphic to Spec Clu, v]/(uv)/ s
where 115 acts on Spec Clu, v] by &-(u, v) = (Eu, £~ 'v), and the canonical map
¢: C— C is given by x = u®, y = v* in this chart.

e [ is arepresentable morphism and induces a genus zero, k—pointed, degree f
stable map f¢: (C,c(Py),...,c(Pr)) — Sym”(X) by passing to coarse moduli
spaces. Note that the canonical map ¢: C — C is an isomorphism away from
the nodes and marked gerbes and that whenever we say that f is of degree f,
we actually mean f, is.

There are evaluation maps on the moduli space ]\70’ x([Sym"(X)], B), which take
values in the stack of cyclotomic gerbes in X. At the level of Spec(C)—points, the
i —th evaluation map

-1 evi: Mo, ([Sym™ (X)), B) — I[Sym" (X)]
is defined by [/ (C,Py. ..., Px) = [Sym"(X)]| — [f|p;: Pi — [Sym" (X)]].

The moduli space 1\70’ x([Sym”(X)], B) can be decomposed into open and closed
substacks:

Mo, ((Sym" (). = ] o' X (@) n---Nevie' (X(ox)])

O015...50)

where the union is taken over all partitions oy, ...,0; of n. Let
M(Sym"(X)],01,...,0p; B) = evi (X(an)) N---Nevy (X (0p))).-

Note that its virtual dimension is given by

k
—Kisymr(xy)- B +n-dim(X) +k -3 — Z age(0;).

i=1
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The twisted map f representing an element of M ([Sym”™(X)], o1, ..., 0x; B) amounts
to the commutative diagram

4

PC Em— X"
(2-2) ¢ —L [symi(x)]

Cl J{C
c L symr(x).

Here 7 is the natural map, Pc = C X[symn(x)] X" is a scheme by representability of /',
and f’ is &, —equivariant. Away from the marked points and nodes, P¢ is a principal
&, -bundle of C. It is branched over the markings with ramification types o7, ..., 0.

Additionally, there is such a diagram

C L) X
(2-3) )|
(C,c(P1),....c(Pr))
associated to f that p: C — C isan admissible cover branched over ¢(P1), ..., c¢(Pk)
with monodromy given by o71,...,0%,and f: C — X is a degree f morphism such

that if ¥ C C is a rational curve possessing less than 3 special points, then there is
a component of p~!(X) which is not f—contracted. In fact, (2-3) is induced by the
diagram (2-2) by taking f’ mod &,_; and composing with the n—th projection.

The diagram (2-3) will be particularly helpful later in the descriptions of T —fixed loci
for the space of twisted stable maps to [Sym” (A, )]. The reader should look closely at
the above notation. We will use the diagrams (2-2) and (2-3) without further comment.

2.2 The space of connected coverings

Denote by
M (Sym" (A, B)

the locus in My ([Sym”(A,)], B) which parametrizes connected covers (ie, each
cover C associated to [/ C — [Sym" (A,)]] € M , ([Sym"(A;)], B) is connected).
Note that the space M , ([Sym"(A,)], B) is generally not connected, however.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)
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Just like the situation in Section 2.1, M (i & [Sym” (A;)], B) also admits an evaluation
map to the stack 7[Sym”(A,)] of cyclotomic gerbes in A, . Moreover, we define the
space

MC°([Sym"(A,)], 01, ..., 0k B)

to be the intersection
Mg ([Sym" (Ap)). B) Nevi ([Ar (o)D) N -+~ Nevy ! ([Ar (01))).

These spaces of connected coverings will help us define the connected version of
orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants, which will play a special role in our determination
of the usual (ie, not necessarily connected) orbifold invariants.

2.3 Gromov-Witten invariants

For any Chen—Ruan cohomology classes a; € A% . ([Sym"(A,)]) (i =1,.... k), the
k —point equivariant Gromov—Witten invariant is defined by

(2-4) (aq,... ,ozk)%symn(A’)] = /_

cevi(ay)---evi (o),
[Mo, 1 ([Sym" (X)], BT}

where the symbol | ]‘{rir indicates the T —equivariant virtual fundamental class. However,
it is convenient to express the integral in (2-4) as a sum of integrals against the virtual
fundamental classes of the components M ([Sym” (A;)],01,...,0x;B)’s.

Note that the moduli space over which the integral takes is not necessarily compact. But
(2-4) is well-defined if the integral is written as a sum of residue integrals over T —fixed
components via the virtual localization formula (see Graber and Pandharipande [10]).
Alternatively, the definition (2-4) is valid when some insertions have compact supports,
eg, T —fixed point classes. So by extending scalars, we may treat (2-4) as a Q(#1,1;)—
combination of invariants with at least one compactly supported insertion. In general,
the invariant takes values in Q(¢1,?,).

Extended version Let us identify Ao ([A,((2))]; Z) with Z. We may define k—point
extended Gromov—Witten invariant {aq, ... ,ak)[(safgl; A1 in twisted degree (a, p) €
7 ® A1(Ay;7Z). We set the invariant to be zero in case ¢ < 0. If a > 0, we include
additional a unordered markings in the twisted stable map of degree 8 above such that
these markings go to the age one sector under the corresponding evaluation maps. To
make this precise, we present a formula

n 1 n
2-5) (e @y A = oo @ AL
In the expression, the last @ insertions are all (2). For later convenience of explanation,
we refer to the markings associated to «, ..., af as distinguished marked points and
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to the other @ markings as simple marked points. Also the markings corresponding to
the twisted sectors are called twisted and are otherwise called untwisted.

The expression (2-5) is almost identical to the nonextended version except for the
appearance of the factor 1/a! due to the fact that we do not order simple markings.
Additionally, we say that {aq, ... ,ozk)%’”é‘; (4] is in nonzero (resp. zero) degree if it
is a Gromov—Witten invariant (up to a multiple) in nonzero (resp. zero) degree and that
(aq, ... ,ak)[(ifg;(“‘”)] is multipoint if & > 3.

Like ordinary Gromov—Witten theory, if 8 # 0 or k > 3, we have a forgetful morphism

Stesr: M(Sym" (X)), 01,0k, 1; ) = M (ISym" (X)), 01,..., 0k B)

defined by forgetting the last untwisted marked points. The (untwisted) divisor equation
holds as well in the orbifold case. Unfortunately, we are not allowed to forget twisted
markings in general.

Connected version We define k—point connected Gromov—Witten invariant as the
contribution of the space M, (;’, « [Sym”™(A;)], B) to the extended Gromov—Witten in-
variant, namely,

(ag, ..., ozk)[ﬂsymn(““’)]’c"““ = / evy(or) - - evy (o).
(Mg . ([Sym™ (Ap)], BT
Note that M ° k([Sym" (Ap)], B) is compact whenever  # 0, in which case the corre-

sponding connected invariant is an element of Q[¢;,2].

Similarly, the connected invariant has an extended version. We define k —point extended
connected invariant by

(0[1,...,

s

n 1 n
)[Syrél) (Ar)],conn _ a' (0[1 e Ok (2) )[Sym (A, conn_

Orbifold quantum product For any classes «y, ..., o € A, ([Sym”"(A,)]), we
define the extended k —point function of [Sym” (A, )] by

2-6) (o, ..., [Sym”(Ar)] _ Z Z ap,.. . ESYﬁI}l;(Ar)] a ﬂ“’l ..Sf‘wr
a=0BeA; (A7)

and denote by
(o1, ... ’ak>[3ym"(«4r)]

the usual k—point function (o1, ..., o)) [Sym™ (A, o
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Now let {y} be a basis for the Chen—Ruan cohomology AT ., ([Sym”(A;)]) and let
{yV} be its dual basis. Define the small (extended) orbifold quantum product on
AT o ([Sym" (A))) in this way:

o1 *orb 02 = Z«al’ab y )Sym” (AT, v
1

Equivalently, oy *qr ¢ is defined to be the unique element satisfying

(o1 #or 2 | @) = oy, 0z, @)Y A v,

The associativity of the product follows from the WDVV equation, and 1(1)” is the
multiplicative identity because of the fundamental class axiom. By extending scalars,
we work with

QA% (Sym" (A,)]),

which is defined as the vector space

Aakf’orb([symn (Ar)]) ®Q[t1,t2] Q(ll ) 12)((1’!’ S15e0es Sr))

endowed with quantum multiplication .

3 Divisor operators

For any divisor classes D, we want to study the operators
D *orb —

on the (small) quantum cohomology of the orbifold [Sym”(A,)]. We call them divisor
operators. Let

(3-D Dr=1(D)""(wg), k=1,....,r.

These classes, along with (2), form a basis for divisors on [Sym”(A,)]. Thus, the
divisor operators are determined by

(2) *ob—  Di*ob—> ..., Dy *om—,
which are governed by 2—point extended invariants to be calculated in this section.

Fix a nonnegative integer a throughout the rest of this section. We shorten our notation
by declaring

M (Sym" (AN o1, ..., 0x: (a, B)) = M([Sym" (Ap)]. o1, 0%, (2)%: B).

Also, we use
§=(gl»---»gr+1)
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to denote an (r+1)—tuple, whose entries are either all partitions or all nonnegative
integers. In the case of integers, define

lgl=¢.
if the entries of g add up to £. Moreover, given a partition oo and a multipartition &,
we put
0:= (O'(), 6) = (O'(), ey Ur—l—l)’

which we also realize as a partition of the integer Z,’;i}) |o%| -

3.1 Valuations

Let Ay and A, be partitions of n. For each T —fixed connected component F of
the moduli space M ([Sym”(A,)], A1, A2, (a, B)), the virtual normal bundle to F is
denoted by

Ny
Let [f: C — [Sym"(A;)] € F and [], Cy the union of one-dimensional, contracted,
connected components of C. We have a natural morphism

(3-2) ¢p: F— F =[] Moyaw)
v

defined by ¢r([f]) = ([c(Cy)])y. That is, all noncontracted components, zero-dimen-
sional contracted components, stack structures at special points, and the map f are
forgotten. Here val(v) denotes the number of special points on C,.

Given nonnegative integers i, j, s with 1 <7 < j <r and s <a. We consider effective
curve classes

Sij = Ei+--~+Ej.
(Note that &;; = E;.)

Later in this section, we will introduce what we call the T —fixed components of types
Iand I (Section 3.1.1) in M ([Sym"(A,)]. A1, A, (a. B)) for B = d&;j. Before pro-
ceeding, we state a lemma by the first author on (¢; 4¢,)—valuations, which will greatly
simplify our virtual localization calculation. The proof will be given in Section 3.1.2.

Lemma 3.1 Given any T —fixed component F of M ([Sym"(A;)], A1, A2, (a, B)). If
B =d&;j forsome d,i, j,and F is of type I, then the inverse Euler class 1/eT (N I‘Qir)
has valuation 1 with respect to (t; + t;). Otherwise, 1/eT (N;,ir) has valuation at
least 2.
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3.1.1 Fixed components of types I and II For B not a multiple of &;; for any
i, j, we do not need a detailed description of the T —fixed connected components of
the moduli space M ([Sym”(A;)], A1, A2, (a, B)), and we will be able to show the
vanishing of the corresponding two-point extended invariants by applying Lemma 3.1
(see Section 3.2).

In this section, we focus on the classes 8 = d&;; for positive integers d,i, j. We
divide the T —fixed components of the moduli space

M ([Sym" (An)], A, Ag, (a, dEij))
into two types: type I and type II.

In the following, we describe the components of types I and II (for 8 = d&;j). Our
description is based on the fixed points to which the first two (distinguished) markings
are sent and on the configurations of the admissible covers associated to the twisted
stable maps (see the diagram (2-3) and the discussion there).

Given a nonnegative integer s < a. For each bg‘ €{0,...,s} and uOL €{0,...,a—s},
put b§ =s—b0L and uOR =a—s—u0L. We let

(3-3) (M5 705 (1)) (resp. {MQ0"0"5 (2)})
be the set consisting of all T —fixed connected components of the moduli space
Mo ([Sym*o (Ap)]. R, po. (2)°. 1971 d )
(see Section 2.2) such that each element [fy: C — [Sym!*0l(A4,)] € ]\75’5’”0’”(])“(1)
(resp. ]\75% 00,4 (2)) has the following properties:
(1) fo has its source curve decomposed as
C=CroUDygUCRgo.

Here Cpq’s are disjoint fy—contracted components, Dy is a chain of noncon-
tracted components with fo«([Do]) = d&;j, and Cro N Dy = {Px } is a twisted
point for k = L, R.

Let Dy, C, Py be coarse moduli spaces of Dy, C, Py, respectively (k = L, R) and 50
the admissible cover associated to C.

(ii) 50 =C .o U 50 ucC 'Ro 1s connected with admissible covers 50 — Dy and
éko — Cro (k = L, R). Moreover,
e each irreducible component of the cover 50 — Dy is totally branched over
two points (either nodes or markings) and branched nowhere else.
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e the covering C 7.0 — Cro is branched with monodromy
ko, ()P0, 10, 0 (resp. ko, po, ()"0, 10, 00)

around markings and P .
e the covering Cgro — CRo is branched with monodromy

L0, (2)b§’ 114(1;’ (o)} (resp. (Z)bé?, lu(l)e’ 0—0)
around markings and Pg.

(iii)) In the cover 50 , there exists a unique chain ¢ formed by rational curves not
contracted by ﬁ,. Additionally,
* g possesses j—i+1 irreducible components which are mapped to Ej,. .., E;
with the same degree d under the map f;.
e the contracted components attached to the two ends of ¢ collapse to x; and
Xj41 respectively. a

Now we turn our attention to M ([Sym”" (A, )], /\1, As, (a, dé’U)) We fix bL and bR,
tuples of nonnegative integers, with |bL| = u and |bR| = “0 We define

LOuBL | BR B)i, . 5] = (MP6 001G (1))

f)"O:UO:pOabO SUy

where each M %5 9045 (1) is a union of T —fixed connected components of the space
M ([Sym"(A,)], Ay, A, (a, dEij)) (so A1 = )Zand A, = p as partitions) such that
any element [ f: C — [Sym"(A,)]] € Mo M b o051 (1) satisfies the following properties:

(a) The domain curve C of f decomposes into three pieces
C=CrUDUCp,

where Cy ’s are disjoint f'—contracted components; D is a chain of noncontracted
components, which maps to [Sym" (A,)] with degree d&;; ; and the intersection
Cr ND:={Q} is a twisted point for k = L, R.

As in (2-3), there is an associated morphism ]7: C—> A, .Let D,C, Cr, O be coarse
moduli spaces of D, C, Cy, Qy respectively (k = L, R).

(b) Cy carries bé“ + uOL + 1 marked points, and Cg carries the other b§ + u(lf +1=
a— b(])“ — ug + 1 marked points.

(¢) The covering C — C has components

ék:=5LkU5kU6Rk, k=0,...,r+1.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



494 Wan Keng Cheong and Amin Gholampour

For k # 0, ék, if nonempty, is contracted to x; in A,. (Note that E'k is
possibly empty or disconnected for k # 0, and we include empty sets just for
the simplicity of notation.)

(d Fork=0,...,r+1,
e the covering ]_[,’;}) éLk — Cr, (resp. ]_[ZJ;}) éRk — Cp) is ramified with
monodromy

X, (2)b(§+”(1f, o (resp. p, (2)b§+”§, 0)

around markings and Qy (resp. ORr);

e each irreducible component of the cover ﬁk — D is totally branched over
two points and branched nowhere else;

e each C .x — Cr (resp. C Rk — CR) is a covering ramified with monodromy

Mo ()P, 100 H0EE g (resp. i, (2)K, 150440 75 o)
around markings and Qy (resp. OR).
(e) The diagram of maps
~ f|c

C()—)Ar

(3-4) l

C

corresponds to [ fo] € Mé’é"’o’”é (1) above. O

Note that .7-10 00.00:bL uk (k bL | bR, )i, j.s] does not exist for certain parameters.
If it does, it is indexed by MbO 00Uy (1)’s.

o o
Figure 3. This is the configuration of a typical domain curve C for
MG o0u (1). Each straight line represents a chain of curves. All markings
and Qy ’s are labeled with their monodromy, and there are bé‘ + ulg copies
of Q) onCy, k=1L, R. In case b’o‘ + ulg =0, Ci is simply a twisted point.
Details on the covering C associated to C are included in the above properties.
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Define
2 o L TRare - — L L
bl o B, 5 1 DR), 5] = {M 070 (2)}
in an analogous manner. The differences occur in properties (b), (d) and (e). Precisely,
(b) the curve Cy, carries bL +ul o 2 marked pomts while the curve Cg carrles the other

bR + ”0 marked points; (d) the covering ]_[k Zo CLk — Cp, (resp. ]_[k o CRk — CRr)
is ramlﬁed with monodromy

f&
AO:PO 5005

WP (PTG (resp. ()P0 T4, 5)

around markings and Qy (resp. Q ), and the monodromy associated to the cover
Cri — Cr(resp. Cpi — CR) is now

L L L L R R R R
Mes i, ()06, 10000 gy (resp. (2)0k, 100 T4 b o)

(e) the diagram (3-4) corresponds to [ fo] € Z\?é’OL 00,14, (2).

2

o o

Figure 4.  This is the configuration of a typical domain curve C for
MbG o0uy (2). There are bg —I—u(/§ copies of (2) on Cx, k = L,R. Cr
is always a twisted curve. Cg is of dimension €, (b§ + u(lf); in particular, it
is a twisted point when b(f + u(lf <l1.

Let
‘Ffo,po,ao;bé‘,u(l)‘ ()‘» /_5§ bL, bR)[i» Js S]
be the union
L R o 2 S _'L _’R L.
FAO - L(k b5 16", D)lis 7. 51U FRy g o0kl b 507 [0 /5],
The components of its elements are said to be of type L.

The T —fixed connected component of M ([Sym”" (Ar)] A1, As, (a,d&;j)) which is
not a component of any element in ]:)»o p0.00:bE . L()\ oS bL, bR)[z j,s] is said to be
of type IL

We will suppress the indices b, g, ul uy, (k) (k =L, R) from Mbe-o0us (k) and
Mo M bo 00y (k) and simply write M and M. For each

i G T = ZL ZR\[:
MEffo,po,ao;b(‘):,u(])“()"p’b ,bO)i, j, s8],

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



496 Wan Keng Cheong and Amin Gholampour

we let
My

be the collection of all T —fixed components of M .

3.1.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1 Let F be any T —fixed connected component of

Let f: C — [Sym”(A,)] represent a point of F. As discussed earlier, there are a
morphism ]7 :C > A, and an ordinary stable map f.: C — Sym"(A,) associated
to f. Wesett=—(r+ 1)2t12. To establish the assertion, we need to analyze the
contribution of following situations to the inverse Euler class 1/eT (N I‘éir).

(1) Infinitesimal deformations and obstructions of f with C held fixed:

(a) Any contracted component contributes zero (¢1+,)—valuation: Let C’ C C be a
contracted component and pick any connected component Z of the cover associated
to C’. We see that Z contributes

er(H'(Z, [*TAy)

er(HU(Z, [*T Ap)

(3-5)

and is collapsed by f to x; for some k. So the numerator is, by Mumford’s relation,
congruent modulo #; 47, to

AV (LAY (Ry) = 75,

where g =rank(H(Z,wz)) and AY (1) =Y5_, ci(H*(Z, wz)Y)t87". The denom-

inator of (3-5) is et (Tx, A;). Thus, the contribution of Z is simply
871 mod (t1 +12).

In other words, the contribution of C’, being the product of the contributions of such Z s,
is not divisible by #; + ;.

(b) The nodes joining contracted curves to noncontracted curves have zero (¢;+1¢,)—
valuation because each of them gives some positive power of T modulo (¢; + #,).

(c) Noncontracted curves: Suppose D is a noncontracted component with D its
associated (possibly disconnected) covering. Its contribution is

er (H'(D, f*T[Sym"(A)D)™ _ ex (H' (D, f*T Ap)™"
er (HO(D, f*T[Sym™ (A)]))™ — ep (HO(D, F¥T A, ))mev

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory of the symmetric product of A, 497

Here ()™ stands for the moving part. It is clear from (a) that each f —contracted
component of D has zero (t1+1)—valuation. However, any irreducible component X
of D that is not f —contracted contributes

nh+n

(3-6) mod (71 + 15)°.

This can be seen as follows. Assume that f~ maps X to E := f (X) with degree £ > 0.
Let S; ={0,...,20 -2} —{{—1} and S, ={0,...,2¢} — {{}.

The moving part of et (H' (X, f*TAr))) arises from
H'(2. f*Ng/4,) = H(Z.05® [*Ny, , )"

The curve E having self—intersection —2 implies Ng/ 4, = Op1(=2), and so the
invertible sheaf wy ® f*N f*N E /A, has degree 2¢ — 2. Hence, the moving part is

il 2 k)it
(t1 +12) l_[ i (r+1)tl)+(§ﬁ_§ D+ D) mod (t + )2

keS;

(which is simply (¢; + ;) for £ = 1). We further simplify it to get
(-1 t— k 2
(3-7) (t1 + 1)t 1_[ mod (¢t + 1)~

On the other hand, et (HO(Z, f*T A,))™" equals et (H(S, f*TE))™, that is
congruent modulo (¢ + ;) to

. . {—1 . 2
(3-8) 1—[ k(—(r + l)tl)—l—;iﬁ k)(r + 1ty) _ .t 1—[ (%) .
keS» k=1

Dividing (3-7) by (3-8) gives (3-6).
(2) Infinitesimal automorphisms of C:

We need only investigate the nonspecial points p, which lie on noncontracted curves X
and are mapped to fixed points. In fact, each p gives the weight of the tangent space
to X at p, which has zero (¢;+t,)—valuation.

(3) Infinitesimal deformations of C:

Given any node P joining two curves V; and V,. Let P, Vi, V, be coarse moduli
spaces of P, Vq, V), respectively and Stab(P) the stabilizer of P. In each of the
following, we study the contribution arising from smoothing the node P.
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(a) V; and V), are noncontracted: We may assume that the restriction of f. to Vj is
a dj —sheeted covering

felve: Vi = g = fe(Vy) = P!

for some dj, > 0, k = 1, 2. The node-smoothing contribution is

-1
wy w2
3-9 Stab(P)| | — + — ,
69 s (5 +52)
where wy is the tangent weight of the rational curve X at the fixed point f.(P).
Thus, (3-9) is proportional to (t; + ;)" ! only if d; = d> and w; + w, is a multiple
of t;1 + 1.

(b) V; is noncontracted but V), is contracted: Let w be the tangent weight of V7 at
the node P and L the tautological line bundle formed by the cotangent space 75 V5.
Denote by v the first Chern class of £. The node smoothing contributes

(3-10) |Stab(P)| .
w—y

So, neither (; + ;) nor (t; +1,)~! is generated in this case.

Thus, only the situations described in (1)(c) and (3)(a) may produce any power of
(t1 +t2). We conclude that F gives positive (z;+1,)—valuation because the number
of noncontracted curves is more than the number of nodes joining them.

Let B = d&;;. Suppose F is of type I, in which case we have a unique chain of
noncontracted rational components for the cover associated to C. The discussion in
(3)(a) shows that each node in the chain gives (¢{+;)—valuation —1. In total, the node
smoothing contributes 7 — j in valuation. On the other hand, the chain has j —i 41
irreducible components. By our calculation in (1)(c), 1/eT (N;ir) has valuation 1,
which establishes the first assertion.

Assume that F is of type II. If the associated cover has at least two disjoint chains
of noncontracted rational curves, a (¢; +7,)—valuation at least 2 is obtained because
each chain gives valuation at least 1. Otherwise, the cover has a unique chain but
property (e) (and hence (iii)) in Section 3.1.1 is not fulfilled for each i, j, s. In this
case, we have the same consequence by the discussion in (3)(a) and the calculation

in (1)(c).

If B is not a multiple of &;; for any i, j, and F is any component, then the discus-
sion in the preceding paragraph still works. This completes the proof of the second
assertion. a
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3.2 Reduction

From now on, fix cohomology-weighted partitions 1t1(7;) and 5 (7j2) of n such that
each entry of the £(ju;)—tuple 7j; is 1 or a divisor on the surface A, . We concentrate
on the 2—point extended invariant

(3-11) (1 (i), pa () gy A7)

in twisted degree (a, 8), B # 0. We will leave out the superscript [Sym” (A,)] when
there is no likelihood of confusion.

Let us write

wi (i) = ki (1) 0; (7i2)
where all entries of 7j;1’s are 1 and all entries of 7;5’s are divisors, i = 1,2. We may
assume that

E(k1) = £(x2).
Use the identity

we see readily that (3-11) is a Q(#1, £,)—linear combination of the invariants of the
form

(3-12) (1t (m 1) - - K 100e0) (X D1 (112) s 12(102)) (a,) -

Additionally, (3-12) is an element of Q[¢1, #,] as the first insertion has compact support.
Also, the sum of the degrees of the insertions is at most 1 larger than the virtual
dimension. Precisely, the difference is

Llicy) — L(Kz) + 1.

Thus, the invariant (3-12) is a linear polynomial if £(k;) = £(k;); otherwise, it is a
rational number.

Assume that 8 is not a multiple of &;; for any 7, j. By Lemma 3.1, the invariant (3-12)
is zero by divisibility of (¢; +7,)? (each of the two insertions is a linear combination of
fixed-point classes with coefficients being 0 or having nonnegative (¢;+¢,)—valuation;

for details, consult the discussion preceding Lemma 3.6). It follows that (3-11) is zero
as well. So we can now set our mind on the invariant

(1(1), 2(72)) @, dg;;).  d.i,j > 0.

By virtual localization, (3-12) can be expressed as a sum of residue integrals over
T —fixed components. By Lemma 3.1, the invariant (3-12) is «a(¢; + ;) for some
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rational number «, and it suffices to evaluate (3-12) over all T —fixed components
1 1 l’_] Y . _>L _>R ; ; la]
of the elements in the union [ | }(»70,00,002175‘,14(1)‘ (A, p; b%,b™)[i, j,s], where ||
means that only 7, j are fixed and other parameters can vary.

For any nonnegative integer s, let I(s) be the total contribution of the components
of the elements lying in the union [ [*/** TR o.p0.00:bE uk (s bl bR, 7, 5] (all but
i, j,s vary) to the invariant (3-12) with B = d¢&;; .

The following lemma, due to the first author, is crucial for obtaining our description of
2—point extended invariants of [Sym” (A, )] in Section 3.4.

Lemma 3.2 Forany s <a,

I(s)=0 mod (t; +12)%.

3.3 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Before proving Lemma 3.2, let us explain our strategy briefly.

For any T —fixed component F that can possibly make a contribution to 7(s) (s < a),
we relate it to F¢ via the morphism ¢ g (see (3-2)). In this process, Hurwitz numbers
and deg(¢F) emerge. Working modulo (71 + #;)?, we use these ingredients and an
expression of the inverse equivariant Euler class 1/et (N IV:ir) to write /(s) in terms
of some specific connected invariants. We will see later that each of these connected
invariants has an identity class insertion and is equal to 0, and so I(s) will vanish
modulo (¢; + Iz)z.

Sections 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 3.3.3 serve as preparation. The proof of Lemma 3.2 is given
in Section 3.3.4.

3.3.1 Counting branched covers In order to demonstrate Lemma 3.2, we count
certain coverings of (chains of) rational curves. Let us now review some related notions
and fix notation.

For partitions A1, ..., Ay of n, the Hurwitz number

H(}\.l,...,)\,s)
is the weighted number of possibly disconnected covers 7: X — (P!, p1,..., ps)
such that 7 are branched over py,..., ps with ramification profiles Aq,...,As and
unbranched away from py, ..., ps. (Each cover is counted with weight 1 over the size

of its automorphism group.)
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The Hurwitz number H(Aq,...,As) is essentially a combinatorial object. It can be
described combinatorially by

1
—'I%(Al,...,ks)l.
n!

Here H(A1,...,As) is the set consisting of (g1, ..., gs) € [[}=; Sn satisfying
(i) foreachi =1,...,s, g; has cycle type A;;
(i) gr---gs=1.

Let us introduce some other Hurwitz-type numbers. Let

HU()‘lv---v)"S|p1v"'v/0t)

be the subset of H(A1,...,As, p1,...,pr) such that each element (g4,...,gs,/1,...,h;)
has an additional property that g --- g5 has cycle type o (and so /iy ---h; has the
same cycle type as well). Put

|HO'()\‘1"--’)\'S|/01’---’pt)|
n!

Hs(At, oo hs | p1yeaapr) =

(in case o is a vacuous partition, we set Hy(A1,...,As | p1,...,p0:) = 1).

We readily find the following relations.

Lemma 3.3 The number Hy(Ay,...,As | p1,...,pr) is exactly the product
|C(o)| H(Ay, ..., As,0) H(0, p1, ..., pt)-
Moreover, we have the equality

H(phsoprop) = Y He(hao ks [ pra....po).

lo|=n
3.3.2 Degrees Let
M € F§ oy otk O B[R, D)IE, 5]
(resp. M € F§, o, apibt ut (ke 555 [BF) . 5).

As mentioned earlier, there are natural morphisms

¢r: F— M, X Mo,b§+u{f+2 (resp. MO,b(])“+u{)“+3 x Mo,b§+u§+1)

b& +uf+2
for F € Mt and

Pizy: Mo = My pry gy X Mo pryy Ry (tesp. Moy iy X Mo pry ko)
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Obviously, F¢ = M (see (3-2)).

We intend to show Lemma 3.2 by localization, which will be reduced to integrals
over F¢’s. So it is necessary to understand the degree

deg(oF)

of the morphism ¢F.

For F € Mt with M E.FkoaopobL L(k bL |bR,,o)[l j,s],welet [f: CLUDU
Cg — [Sym"(A,)]] € F (in the notation of Section 3.1. 1) be a typical element. The
degree of ¢F is the product m -m,. Here

o my =co(o(G)™! ]_[r+1 |C(05) )2 is a factor arising from the nodes, which
are glued over the stack of cyclotomic gerbes. Here ¢g is an overall factor coming
from nodes of the cover 50 — C (we do not have to give a careful description
here as c¢o will be cancelled by an identical term in deg(¢ 7 Mo )), and e(F) is
the number ¢ (bL +u ) + €1 (bR + uR) + j —i (the terms el(bL + uL) and
€1 (bR + uR) record the dimensions of Cy, and Cg respectively).

* m, is given by

j—i+1
d’ mo

r+1
T HGw. @8 156574575 0 H (o o) 7 H(og. ()%, 186 F40 758 py),
k=1

where d/~i*1 is an automorphism factor that takes care of the restriction f’|p
forgotten by ¢ F, my is the contribution of Cy, and the other terms account for
the overall contribution of | | k+1 Ck

Also, the degree of ¢ M, can be calculated in a similar fashion. That is,

R S
— ) — J—i
destigy) =cof 7o) @

By Lemma 3.3, we may write deg(¢ ) as

0(00) \ "
0(®) )

(3-13) deg(m)(

r+1
T Ho G @056 18615 =bc | ()5 186 +18 =5 ),
k=1
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Similarly, for F € Mt with M € ffoipo,ao;b(l)ﬂgué (X,ﬁ, pL |5R)[i,j,s], deg(op) is
given by

0(00) \*"

)
r+1

T Hoy ke pr. ()56 156 +06=0E | )il 188 +15 =08,

k=1

(3-14) deg(cpz\—lo)(

where e(F) is now set to be 1 + ez(bée + ug) +Jj—i.

Remark 3.4 The term (0(0¢)/0(6))F) will cancel with a similar term in 1/eq (N I‘Qir)
(see Lemma 3.5 below). Moreover, forgetting the indices involving the partition 1 does
not change the value of the Hurwitz-type numbers. We did not do this in the above
formulas so as to keep track of the ramification profiles corresponding to the simple
marked points.

3.3.3 Virtual normal bundles Let us determine 1/eT (N }ir) modulo (¢; + ;) for
each component F' of type L.

Lemma 3.5 Given any T —fixed connected component F € Mt where M is in

ffo,po,ao;bé,ug (X, 0s I;L, I;R)[i, j,s], we have the congruence equation
1 e >
ao = oes) e MO
TV E T Mo

Here T = —(r + 1)%t2, and &(F) ’s are as in (3-13), (3-14) respectively.

Proof We just investigate the case where M e ‘7:)?0,00, é()i pL |5R, p) and

F € MT, the other case being similar.

po;bd u

Let p = Z,’cié b,f and ¢ = Z,’Cié b,f, and so p +¢ =a. Assume that p, ¢ > 0. Pick
any point [ /] € F. Again, we follow the notation of Section 3.1.1. The contribution
from the contracted component Cy is

ex(H' Co. /1Sy (ADD) _ 3, (g1)
er (HO(C, [*[Sym"(A,)])
Here gj’s are the genera of connected components of the covering associated to Cy, .
We find, by Riemann-Hurwitz formula, that ), (gx —1) = %( P —K(X) —£(0)). Hence
Cy. contributes

mod (¢; + £5).

r2(r=tG)=L@)  mod (1) + 1).
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Similarly, Cg contributes
12@@®~L@)  pog (11 +12).
And the contribution from nodes joining contracted components to D is
2@ mod (t1 + 12).
These three contributions, taken together, yield

3@t Q~L@+2U@)  1mod (1) +1).

One can check that the same formula holds when p =0 or ¢ = 0.

As for the cover C o U 50 uC R0, by a similar argument, the combined contribution
of Cro, Cro and nodes joining Cr o, Cgro to Dy is given by

36—LRD L) +2LE0)  pod (11 + 1),

Further, the covers 51, ..., Dy41 (including the nodes inside) contribute

W mod (ll + lz).
We now study the infinitesimal deformations of C. Let k = L, R. When C, is a curve,
smoothing the node Py joining C; to D contributes

0(0)
wk — Yk
where wy, is the T —weight of the tangent space to ¢(D) at the point ¢(Py), and ¥
i§. the class associated to Tc*(73k)ck (see (3-10)). By property (e) in Section 3.1.1,
1 Co— A, corresponds to the point [ fo: Cr.o U Do UCRro — [Symp“"(/lr)]] e M,,
o)
0(09)
Wi — Vi
is the factor smoothing nodes joining Cyo and Dy and is 0(0g)/0(d) times the preced-
ing factor. Similarly, the overall contributions of node smoothing inside D and node
smoothing inside Dy differ by a factor (0(G)/0(0¢))’ . Hence, deformations of C
contribute the product of (0(5)/ 0(09))*F) with the contribution of the deformations

of Cr.o UDyUCpgo. The term
( 0(5) )“F) 1
0(00) er (N X—;O)

is the combined contribution of the deformations of C and the unique noncontracted
connected component Cy of the associated cover C.
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Putting all these together, we get

1 0@\ P 1 £ 3 @—LR)—L(P)+2L()) !
er (N}‘J,'ir) - (0(00)) er (NJ%r ) . -[%(S—ﬁ()»o)—ﬁ(p())+2e(a())) ’ 5
0
5) \&(F) L3 (a—s—L)—L()
_ (0(0) ) T ' mod (11 + t2)2,
0(00) er (]\7‘2r )
My
as desired. -

3.3.4 Vanishing and relation to connected invariants Now we are ready to prove
Lemma 3.2, ie, for any s < a,

I(s)=0 mod (t; +12)°.
Given M € ffo,po,ao;b(%,ué (X,,B;Z;L,Z;R)[i,j,s] and F € My, we let
tp: F— M ([Sym™(A))], A1, As, (a,d&j))

be the natural inclusion (as partitions, A| = X, and A, = p). We fix a nonnegative
integer s < a and positive integers i, j, d with i < j from here on. We also fix T —fixed
point classes A, B and define

_ L}}(ev’f(/f)ev;(é))
I_Z Z_ /F eT(NIV;ir) '

M FeMrt

where M is taken over all possible elements in
G T =2 7L IRy\[:
(3'15) ]_[ ]:}“O,poggo;bé‘,ué‘()\’vloab 9b )[Z’J’S]'
ao,bOL,ug,&,bL,bR
We would like to deduce the lemma by replacing the two insertions of the invariant

(3-12) (B = d&;j) with T —fixed point classes. By Proposition 1.2, the coefficient

{11 ([ 1) -+ K 100e0) (X D O1 (12) | A) (12(7i2) | B)

(4] A) (B| B)

is either zero or has nonnegative valuation with respect to #; + #,, and so Lemma 3.2
follows from the following lemma.

Lemma3.6 Z=0 mod (t; +)>.
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Proof of Lemma 3.6 The lemma is clear if the condition
(3-16) Ak CAp, prCBr, VYk=1,...,r+1,

does not hold, in which case Z is identically zero. Now we assume (3-16), and the
idea of the proof in this case is to relate Z to certain connected invariants. We put

M =Ag—hk, Pk = Bk — px.
That is, we may write

A= (01,25 Bt 1 Ar41))s B=((01,81)s -+ (041, Pr41))-

Let
A= O‘l»---v}\r+l) and B = (,51,...,,(_)r+1)

be T —fixed point classes.

For simplicity, we drop the index [i, j, s] from (3-15). First, it is good to have some
observations on hand.

Lemma 3.7 For any partition oy and (r+1)—tuples Z;L, bR, G,

L Ly.
J1(00: by’ ug) 1= > deg(¢j7,)
Meff().d().p():bé‘.ué’ (X‘J;L |ER’5)

Lj% (ev*(A)evi(B))
.

vir
er (N]\7Io)

’

@D (B)
i 3 destog, [ Mt

= . er(N})
Me]:fo.oo,po;hé‘,u{)‘ (}“$EL IERHS) M()
and
C (ev¥(A)evi(B))
M, 1 2
Jz((f();bg‘,u(l)') = Z deg(d)]\_lo) /]\_4‘ : ef[[‘(N\ir)
MEF{,’Q,DQ,O();D(I)‘,”(I)‘ (Xaﬁ’gL IER) 0 MO
_ L"]‘WO (evi(A)ev3(B))
is > dee(ozz) [ Skanies
=5 > aay o Mg eT (NM )
ME‘F)(?().D().GO:bg‘.ué‘ ()u,p,CL |CR) 0
for any ¢L, ¢R and 6 satisfying |0y | = |oy| foreach k = 1,...,r + 1. Here the
y

collections of unions of T —fixed components under the summation symbols are all
nonempty.
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Proof The first identity follows as
% Y ZL LR = 6 Y 2L 2R =

ffo,ao,po;bé‘,u(l)‘ ()\” b | b ’ /O) and F)\.(),O(),p();bé‘,u(l)‘ ()\'a 4 | ¢, /O)
have the same number of elements and the same configuration for the unique noncon-
tracted connected component of the associated cover (see the description in Section
3.1.1). The second identity holds for similar reasons. a
We apply Lemma 3.1 to the connected invariant
(3-17) (A4, B, (2)*, 1) gen
and find that (3-17) is given by

Y 100 by u) + Ja(00: by, ug)) mod (b + 1),

00, bo ”0
As a—s >0, (3-17) is zero. We then have

(3-18) Y (Ji(o0i by uf) + Ja(00: b8 ug)) =0 mod (i + 1),

og,b(])“,u(l)“

Here is an elementary but helpful combinatorial fact.

Lemma 3.8 Given nonnegative integers k, p and py,..., pp With p1+---+pr=p.
For any nonnegative integer m < p,

(D LD D (R [ (R
Pls---s Dk my,....mg )\ py—my,...,pg—mg)’

mi,....my

.....

integers. a

We continue the proof of Lemma 3.6. We set again 7 = —(r + 1)2112. Let

1 > -
6= a—s+E0) +L(p)).
For any (r+1)-tuple ¢ with |g| =a—s, let
0§ = {(BE, bRY [ bE+ bR =qr, VE=1,...,r +1}.

Fix o¢, bL

0 ué , we consider two cases:
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(1) The total contribution of .7-";\0 00:p0:bE L(k bL |bR p)’s to Z with the con-
straint (bL bR) € Q(q) is congruent modulo (t1 + 12)? to

U5 (evi(A)evi(B))
(-19) Y YL X [ ER

(bL.bR)eQ(G) 6 M FeMry

where M e ]-',\ 0.00:00:bL (k pL |bR p) runs through all elements. Equation
(1-1) implies that for each F € Mr,

o (evi(A) - evi(B)) = ¢t WD) i (evi(A)-evi(B)) mod (1) +15).
Applying the pushforward ¢F, and Lemma 3.5, (3-19) is given by
2. X 2 D deg(¢r)
(EL’ER)EQ(é) a MEff?o,oo.oo:b()L.ué (X’EL |5R,f5) FeMry

_(0(6))8“’) / v, (Vi (A)evi (B))

0(09) er (N]%fo)

mod (¢; + t2)2.

By (3-13), (3-19) is congruent modulo (¢; + ,)? to

ML MR
R (T TS
) bE, . pL, J\bR .. bR

(bL.bR)eQ () rH rtl
T L L L L R R R R
Z l‘[ Ho, (e, ()06, 106 T b | ()b 156 +u6 = gy
& k=1

% (evi(A)evi(B))
deg(¢p = Mo . ,
Z eg(¢M0) []\7(‘) e (N]\\,%Iro)

MEFF| 50 poilk ul b™ bR .p)

G ot g )
blL : bf—i—l blR’ bf_,r_l

is the number of choices to distribute simple ramification points lying above
simple markings. By Lemmas 3.3, 3.7 and 3.8, the above expression can be
simplified to

where the product

r+1

a=s 0 9k 194k .,L L
(ql""’q}"—{-l)t klle()\'k’(z) ’1 ?pk)Jl(GO’b07u0).
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(2) By a similar argument, the total contribution of F{ 000,003 ul (A.p.bE | bR)’s
to Z with the constraint (bL bR) € Q(q) is congruent modulo (t1 +12)% to

r+1
a—s
(ql g +1) HH()‘k (2)% 1979k py) o (003 b ug).
’ »Yr k 1

As a consequence, Z is given by

H- Z (Jq (OO;bOL, ué) + Jz(ao;bOL,ug)) mod (¢ +t2)2,
0’()’b(€‘5u(l)‘
r+1

where H = Z (Q1 ‘a—s )‘L’e l_[ H(Ag, (2)4 1979 pr) # 0.
k=1

il - qr+1
ql=a—s

By (3_18)’
Z=0 mod ( +l2)2.

This shows Lemma 3.6 and ends the proof of Lemma 3.2. a

3.4 Combinatorial descriptions of two-point extended invariants

By Lemma 3.2, we can deduce the following formula on 2—point extended invariants
in nonzero degrees.

Theorem 3.9 Given cohomology-weighted partitions 11 (1j1) and p(7j,) of n such
that each entry of the £(j;)—tuple 7; is 1 or a divisor class on A, fori = 1,2. For
any curve class B # 0, the invariant

(3-20) {(1(11), w2(12)) (a,8)

is given by the sum
(3-21) SO OED) 10ED) (01 1), va )Y .
Here the sum is taken over all possible cohomology-weighted partitions 9(5 1), 9(52),

v (Y1), v2(y2) satisfying (1) = 0(E1)vi(¥1) and p2(72) = 0(52)v2(y2). (In
particular, vy, v, are subpartitions of [L1, [L, respectively and (i1 —vy =60 = iy —vy).
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Proof of Theorem 3.9 The statement is clear if B is not a multiple of &;; for each 7, j
because both (3-20) and (3-21) vanish (see Theorem 3.14 below). Now fix i, j,d >0
and let B =d¢&;;.

We learn by Lemma 3.2 that /(a) is the only possible contribution to (3-12). In other
words, only
]:U(),b()\‘()’ /00’5—) = Fl U FZ’

ranging over all possible Aq, pg, 09, b, G, can possibly make a contribution. Here

(3-22) Fi=F0 o 0. (0.....0)](0.....0).5)i. j.al.
(3-23) Fa=F) o 0@.6.(0.....0)[(0.....0)[i..al

(With notation of Section 3.1.1, any admissible cover C, associated to the components
of the elements in Fg, (A0, Po; ), has all those simple rargiﬁcation poirlts that are
branched over simple markings in the connected component Cy, and each Cy (k # 0)
is either empty or a chain of rational curves.)

Thus, in order to evaluate the invariant (3-20), it is enough to perform localization
calculations over T —fixed components of the elements in Fg, 5(Ao, Po: 0)’s because
(3-20) is a linear combination of invariants of the form (3-12).

We have a lemma on the inverse Euler classes of virtual normal bundles.

Lemma 3.10 Given F € My with M € F; UF,, we have

1 B (0(8) )Sk(F) 1
Vi ~ \olow))  i@er(Ny)
for M € Fi, k = 1,2. Here ¢1(F) = ¢;(b) + €1(a—b) + j —i and &,(F) =
l+e(a—b)+j—i.

Proof All contracted connected components of the associated cover are necessarily of
genus 0. The proof of Lemma 3.5 can be carried through. a

We let
Z(vi,v2) and Z(vq,12;0)

be the contributions to (3-20) of [ [, 5 5 Foq.6(V1,v2;0) and [ [, p Foo.b (V1,12 0)
respectively.

Now we compute Z (v, v2;6). In order for the contribution not to vanish, the partitions
v1 and v, must be subpartitions of p; and p, respectively.
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We assume vy C 1, vo C ip. The configurations (3-22) and (3-23) force u; —vq =
Ur— . Weset 0 =y —vy.

Recall oy (g) is the component of A(7}) relative to the fixed-point class § (see (1-2)).

Lemma 3.11 Given M € ]_[b,ao f(‘;’o(vl,vz,(?). Fork = 1,2 and each F € M,

(3-24) revi (i) = 16) ) gz (@) g Vi k(i)
Py,

Here P; means that we take the sum over all possible 6(§k) and vy (yy) satisfying
1k (i) = 0 vie (Vi) -

Proof The left side of (3-24) is Y5_5 @,,, (5,)(8) (3). By Proposition 1.2, it equals
Z Z“e(g )(‘7)0‘v1(n)(5 5)1() = 1(3) Z“e(g (@) Z“vl(yk)r) 1(€),

§-6 Pr

which gives the right side of (3-24). a

It follows from Lemma 3.11 that for each F € My, g (evi (1 (1)) -evi(2(12)))
coincides with

(3-25) (B Y gz, @z, @I (V01 (1) - evi (12 (7).
o

In the formula, the index Q means that the sum is over all possible 9(5 1), 9(52),

vi(71)) and vy(7)) satisfying 121 (1) = 0E)v1(71) and pa (i) = 0(E)va(72).
Applying (3-25) and Lemma 3.10, the contribution Z(vy, v3;0) is

@) L (@01 (1) v (2 (7))
Zae(f )(O—)ae(s )(0) Z H(U)/ = er (N]\\/_}r) ’

00,6, Mo

where H(6) = ]—[,r;l1 H (o, o) is a product of Hurwitz numbers. Thus, Z(vy, v2;0)
is simplified to

H(o)t (o) 2:019({E )(0)069(5 )(0)(V1(V1) V2(V2))i2m¢115”

Adding up all possible Z(vy, v2;0)’s, we obtain

I(Ul s VZ) = Z Z H(&')t(&)ag(gl)(5)0[0(52)(5)(1)1 (771)’ UZ()?Z))((:E Igllg”)'
Q0 7o

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



512 Wan Keng Cheong and Amin Gholampour

Moreover,

(0D 10(2)) = Z%(s \@)etyz,, @)@ |5) = Z%@ @)y, @HE) ).

This implies that

I(vy,vy) = 2(9(51) 16(52)) (v1 (), v2(V2))arde;;)-
0

Consequently, by taking into account of all Z(v1, v,)’s, we deduce that (3-20) equals

Z(e(gl) 16(82)) (v1 (), v2(¥2)) (g de, )

where the sum is taken over all possible choices stated in the theorem. This finishes
the proof. a

Remark 3.12 1In [13], the statement for the relative theory of A, X P! which corre-
sponds to Theorem 3.9 is obtained by writing each involved (disconnected) relative
invariant as a product of connected invariants. In [15], a similar statement for Hilb" (A, )
is proved by reducing to a certain product of moduli spaces involving punctual Hilbert
schemes. It would be great if a similar phenomenon occurred in the theory of Sym” (A, )
since this would simplify the proofs of Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.9. Unfortunately,
although the T —fixed components can be arranged according to the configurations
of the covers associated to the source curves, they are seemingly not related to the
product of moduli spaces parametrizing the components of the associated covers in
general. Thus, it seems that we can not directly apply the ideas from [13; 15] to prove
our results above.

Now, it remains to determine the two-point extended connected invariants explicitly. For
partitions s, v of n, we denote the Hurwitz number H (i, v, (2)?) (see Section 3.3.1) by
Hg’v

where g = %(b +2—4£(u) —£(v)) is determined by the Riemann—Hurwitz formula.
In general, it is not easy to obtain a closed formula for H, f’;,v. However, when v = (n),
we have the following result due to Goulden, Jackson and Vakil.

Proposition 3.13 [9] Given any partition | of n. The so-called one-part double
Hurwitz number H 5 ) is the coefficient of 1€ in the power series expansion of

Qg +L(1) — 1) n28HW=2 ;)3 gﬁ) sinh(uit/2)
|Aut(p)] sinn(1/2) L1072
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Given nonnegative integers ap, az, let g4, , ga,, g(a) be integers satisfying
ak:2gak_1+€(““k) (kzlvz)v
1
gla) = S(a—Lu1) —€(p2) +2).

For k = 1,2, we put
|Aut(pag)|

| Aut(pk (k)|
Our connected invariants can be expressed in terms of one-part double Hurwitz numbers.

[x Vi)l =

Theorem 3.14 Assume that y1, ya¢’s are Eq,..., E, or 1 and B is a nonzero
effective curve class. If B = d&;; for some d,i, j and all y,i, yy¢’s are either E;
or Ej, the invariant

(3-26) (k1 (1), m2(72)) (g
is given by
— - - 8ga ga2
(11 + 1) (=1)F@ (=1 =8, ) WOHEW ga=1 [ ()]0 (72)] 3 H, o2y
na—2 allaz! '

ay+az=a

where 81, is the Kronecker delta (whichis 1 if r =1 and 0 otherwise). Otherwise,
(3-26) vanishes. Thus, by Proposition 3.13, the invariant (3-26) admits an explicit
closed formula.

Proof Let r > 1. According to Lemma 3.1 and the discussion preceding Lemma 3.6,
(3-26) is divisible by t; + ¢5.

As mentioned earlier, (3-26) is a polynomial in ¢#; and #,. So if at least one of yyy,
y2¢°s is 1, the invariant must be zero because of (#;+1,)—divisibility and the fact that
the sum of the degrees of the insertions is at most £(u1) + £(io) — 1, which is the
virtual dimension.

Assume that all yqx, yo¢’s are Eq,..., E,, in which case (3-26) is proportional to
(t1 +12). By Lemma 3.1 again, the invariant is zero if B is not a multiple of &;; for
all i, j.

Now we assume further that 8 = d&;; for some d,i, j. We may evaluate (3-26)
modulo (¢ 4 ,)2, so any T —fixed component that contributes a factor (f; + £5)¥
for some k& > 2 may be ruled out. That is, it is enough to investigate those T —fixed
components defined in (3-3) with s = a, which we denote by F’s. However, in order
for the contributions of these components to (3-26) not to vanish, the ramification
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points lying above the distinguished markings must map to x; or x; 1. As a result,
(3-26) vanishes if one of y1x, y2¢’sis Ej for some k # i, j. This completes the proof
of the second assertion.

Now we show the first assertion. Let

1

1
P=——|x; s = — ; .
Li[xt] 0 Rj+1[xj+1]

It remains to evaluate (3-26) with vy, ¥2¢’s equal to E; or E;. We check that E; ~ P
and E; ~ QO (“~” means that the difference between the left side and the right side
can be written in terms of classes [x;41],...,[x;] and 1 as long as we are working
modulo (#; +1;)); similarly, E; ~ P and E; ~ Q.

By the vanishing claims just verified, we can replace all yx’s with P and all ;s
with Q. The invariant (3-26) is not exactly the resulting invariant

(11 (P) - irg(u)(P) 121(Q) -+ e (un) (O)) (ah de, -

Instead, it is congruent modulo (7; + £,)? to

(327 J =i )21 (P) -+ gy (P)s
121(Q) - h2eux) (D) (e ae, -

With (3-27) in mind, we can thus execute localization calculations over those F’s with
one more constraint on the source curve Cy: Cr¢ carries the marking corresponding
to (1, and Cgq carries the marking corresponding to p, because the ramification
points associated to 11 (resp. i) are mapped to x; (resp. Xj41). This means that in

(3-3), Ao = 1, po = M2, and og = (n).

To summarize, in order to evaluate (3-27), we only have to consider such T —fixed
components, denoted by Fy, 4,, Where the source curve C decomposes into three
pieces Cq, U X UCy,: Cq, is acontracted component carrying aj simple markings,
and its unique distinguished marking corresponds to ju ; the intersection Cq, N Cqy,
is empty; the cover éak associated to Cq, is of genus g4, ; and X is a chain of
noncontracted components, which connects Cq4, and Cg4,, and the two twisted points
of intersection have stack structures given by the monodromy (n). Note that C,, ’s are
twisted points whenever they contain less than three special points and are otherwise
twisted curves.

In this way, we reduce our calculation to the integral over

M(BGn, Mmi1, (n);al) X M(BGFH M2, (n);a2)7
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followed by division by the product of the automorphism factor d/~**! and the
distribution factor aq!a;! of simple marked points.

Let €;: M (BGy, 1, (n)1a;) — MO,aH-Z be the natural morphism mapping C,, to
its coarse moduli space Cg, (the node C;, N X is mapped to the marking Q) and £
the tautological line bundle formed by the cotangent space T* Ca1 Let 1 =c1(L£1).
We define €3: M (BS,, s, (n);az) — M a,+2 and V¥, 1n a 51m11ar way.

To proceed, we summarize the contributions of virtual normal bundles (see Lemma 3.1).
Set 0 =(r+ 1)t4.

» Contracted components: For k = 1,2, C4, contributes
(=18 ~1928ax =2 mod (t; +15).

¢ A chain of noncontracted components: The contribution of each node smoothing
is just (1 +12)/d)~!. All other node contributions are Ly Ry, k=i,...,j+1,
each of which equals —60?% mod t; + t,. Furthermore, all noncontracted curves
contribute ((t; +12)/ —62)7~*1 mod (¢; +1,)2. Hence the total contribution
equals

—0%d7 71y +1,) mod (11 + 1)

¢ Smoothing nodes joining a contracted curve to a noncontracted curve: The
contributions are given by

1 1
(1/m)(nRi/d —e{y1)”  (1/n)(nLjt1/d —e€5y2)

The contribution of the component Fg, 4, to J, denoted by Ig, 4,, is congruent
modulo (t; + 1) to

92 i [ PON2 D] ey, pyeuay (D
v T ka PO

X 1_[( 1)8ak §28ar — ! (d)ak / Wal‘_l
a a € .
na—1\ 0 MBS,y ,(n);ax)

Note that each factor in the second line is replaced with 1 in case az = 0. Simplifying
the expression yields

(1 2) ()OO o )l 2] / jax—t,

€
— — kYk
n=2a;!a;! MBS, (n):a)
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For a; > 0,
1 1 _ ga(
| i =dege) [ wpT = HE,
MBS, i, (n);ak) Mo,ay +2
We conclude that 1, 4, is congruent to
8a

(11 + 1) (=D OHEDHED g4y ()] (F2)] H] v iy 2

mod (t;+1,)°.

na—2 arlay!

The theorem then follows by summing I, 4, over all possible a,a; with a; +a; =a
and using the fact that (3-26) is a multiple of #; + ;.

The case r =1 is similar, and so we omit the proof. a

By applying the intersection matrix with respect to the curve classes E7q, ..., E,, we
arrive at the following statement.

Corollary 3.15 Let y, v2¢ s be 1 or divisors on A, and B a nonzero effective curve
conn

class. If B = d&;; for some d, i, j, the connected invariant (i1 (y1). /12()72))@ %) is
given by

L(u1) £(u2)
(11 + ) GOM2 D] [T Eijovi) T =600
k=1 k=1
(1)E@ge! 3 Ho o
na—2 afa—a aila,! )
Otherwise, it is zero. a

Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 3.14 provide an effective method to compute 2—point
extended invariants of [Sym”(A,)] in nonzero degrees. With the equations in the
following proposition, this also determines the divisor operators as a consequence of
3—point extended invariants in degree zero being determined by the Gromov—Witten
theory of [Sym”(C?)]; see Cheong [8].

Proposition 3.16 Given any classes ay, ... o € A} [Sym"(A,)]. We have
d

(3'28) «Oll?"'?ak’(z)»:%«al’---’ak»’

and foreach{ =1,...,r

(3'29) «alv"'7ak7Dl>>:«al""’a’k7De»|S1 ..... Sr=0+sfd_sﬁ«alv”~vak»'
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Proof By definition,

(051, s O, (2))(a,ﬂ) = (Cl + 1)(0[1, ce vak>(a+1,ﬂ)9

and by the untwisted divisor equation (8 # 0 or k > 3),

(a1, 0k, Do) a,py = (wg-B)lat, - .- 0k ) (a,p)-
These relations yield (3-28) and (3-29). (Note, however, that (3-29) is read as

d
«alv"'vak’De» ZSZ—«WI’---’ak»

dsy
for k >3.) O
The sine function sin(u) is a rational function of ¢?*, where i?> = —1. It is straight-
forward to verify that extended 3—point functions involving (2) or Dy are rational
functions in 1,1, €', sy, ..., s, by the above equations.

4 Comparison to other theories

4.1 Relative Gromov—Witten theory of threefolds

Given P! with k distinct marked points py, ..., px, and partitions A;,...,A; of a
positive integer n. Following Maulik [13], we let

ﬂ;(Ar x P (B.n); A1, ... hk)

be the moduli space parametrizing relative stable maps to A, x P! with the following
data:
e The domains are nodal curves of genus g and are allowed to be disconnected.

e The relative stable maps have degree (8,n) € A (A, xPP!; Z) and have nonzero
degrees on any connected components.

e The maps are ramified over the divisor .4, x p; with ramification type A;. The
ramification points are taken to be marked and ordered.

Given any cohomology-weighed partition A;(7;), i =1, ..., k, we have an evaluation

map
evij: Mg (Ar x P1(B,n)i My, M) = Ar
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corresponding to the ramification point of type A;; over the divisor A, x p;. The
genus g relative invariant (A1 (1), .. kk(nk))ArXP is defined by

k I(A)

1 CTLIT evin-

1_[;{:1 |Aut(k,(ﬁ,))| /[Mg.(Arxply(ﬂ:n);)ﬂ ----- Ak) ’]I‘ i=1j=1

We are interested in the shifted partition function
GW(A; x IP)l)kl(ﬁl) ,,,,, A (k)

defined as

_yk ; > > xP1 —2 B .

e S G NY VA 79 oy S T R
g.B

Our results recover certain relative Gromov—Witten invariants by the following equali-
ties.
Proposition 4.1 Fora =1(1)", 2) or Dy, k=1,....,r
@D (D@ A @) AN = GWAr X P, s tin)-

Proof When specialized to s; =--- = s, = 0, the equality (4-1) has been justified in
Cheong [8]. In particular, (4-1) is valid for o = 1(1)” without the constraint.

For o = (2) or Dy, the coefficients of u's ’ ! sr , where j; +---+ j, >0, match up

on both sides of (4-1) by a direct comparlson of [13, Proposition 4.4] with our results
in Section 3.4. Hence, (4-1) follows as well in this case. a

4.2 Quantum cohomology of Hilbert schemes of points
4.2.1 Nakajima basis We review the Nakajima basis for the equivariant cohomology
AT (Hilb" (A,) of the Hilbert scheme Hilb”(A,) of n points in A, .
Let A be a partition of 7 and 7j = (1. ..., 7¢()) an associated £(A)—tuple with entries
in A%(A). Let |0) = 1 € A (Hilb%(A,)), we define

: ()

%0 = LG 1‘[ 7P (1)10).

where p_,.(n;): A% (Hllbk (Ar)) — >|dr}ti_l—irdeg(n")/z(Hilbk‘H“" (A;)) are Heisen-
berg creation operators see Grojnowski [11], Li, Qin and Wang [12] and Nakajima [16].

Choose a basis B for AT.(A,). The classes a; (77)’s, running through all partitions A
of n and all n; € B, give a basis for AT, (Hilb"(A,)). They are called the Nakajima
basis associated to ‘8.
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4.2.2 Quantum cup product Let ptC: A4, (Hilb"(A,);:Z) — A;(Sym™(A,);Z)
be the homomorphism induced by the Hilbert—Chow morphism pHC: Hilb"(A,) —
Sym” (A,). There are isomorphisms

A (Hilb"(A,); Z) = Ker(pl€) @ A1 (Sym™ (A,); Z) = Ker(plC) & A, (A, Z).

Let £ be the class dual to the divisor —a;(1)"~2a,(1) on Hilb"(A,). It is an effective

rational curve class generating the kernel Ker(p!€). For any classes aj, ..., a; on
Hilb" (A, ), we consider the k—point function

n Hilb" (A, -y
@) (e OIS T (g g g

d=0 BeA(A;Z)

Now given any basis {5} for A7 (Hilb"(A,)) and {§"} its dual basis. Define the small
quantum cup product %4 on A7 (Hilb"(A,)) by the 3—point functions as follows:
Q) *q 0y = Z(al»OlZs 8)Hilb”(«4r)8vl
8

Like the orbifold case, we define
O (Hilb" (A4,))
as the vector space A7 (Hilb"(A;)) ®qis, 1] Q(t1.12)((¢. 51, ... s7)) with the multi-

plication *g.

4.2.3 SYM/HILB correspondence In Section 3, we provide a combinatorial de-
scription of any divisor operator on the quantum ring A3 ., ([Sym"(A,)]). In [15],
on the other hand, any divisor operator on AT (Hilb" (A;)) is expressed in terms of
the action of affine Lie algebra gl(r + 1) on the basic representations. These two
expressions are actually equivalent via the correspondence L given in the work [8] of
the first author.

Let us make the substitution ¢ = —e’¥

F=QGt.t)((u,s1,...,8-)) and K =Q(t1,t2)((u,81,...,5r)).

We recall the map L. It is defined by

L)) = (=)W ay (7).

Obviously, L is a one-to-one correspondence and extends to a F'—linear isomorphism

where 7 is a square root of —1, and put

L: QA% o (ISym™(A,)]) ® F — QA% (Hilb"(A4,)) ® F.
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(The Chow degree of ay (1) is clearly n —£(A) + Zi(i)l deg(ny), the orbifold degree
of A(7).)

Denote by (-|-) as well the equivariant Poincaré pairing on Hilb"(A,). We know
from [8] that L preserves (orbifold) Poincaré pairings, ie,

(A | p(E)) = (LG | L(p(E)))

for all partitions A, p of n and cohomology classes 7;,&;’s on A, . Further, we have
the following SYM/HILB correspondence.

Proposition 4.2 The F -linear isomorphism L respects quantum multiplication by
divisors:

(4-3) L(D o) = L(D) *q L(c)
for any class o and divisor D.
Proof For cohomology-weighted partitions Aq(771), A>(7j2) and @ = (2) or Dy,

(1) o 2o NS AN = GW (A x P13 ) )
= (L(1 (7). L(@), LOa (i)™ ).,
The first equality is Proposition 4.1 while the second equality is [15, Proposition 6.6].

As L preserves Poincaré pairings, it follows from the above equalities that

(L1 (1) *ob @) | L(A2(72))) = (L(A1(11)) *q L(et) | L(A2(172)))-

This implies that L respects quantum multiplication by (2) and Dy ’s. The equal-
ity (4-3) now follows due to the fact that (2) and Dy ’s give a basis for divisor classes.
O

S The Crepant Resolution Conjecture

Let us study a simple example before discussing the full version of Bryan—Graber
Crepant Resolution Conjecture.

5.1 An example

We would like to give an explicit expression for the divisor operator Dj *qp — on the
quantum ring A7 orb([Sym2 (Ay)]). Let us substitute ¢ = —e'* so that

sy = 5 (o7 = =)
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Consider the following basis

B :={I(EDI(EY). 2(Ey), I(DI(EY), 2(1), (DL},

whose elements are ordered according to their orbifold degrees. The matrix representa-
tion of the operator Dy x4 — With respect to ‘B is given by

26(1 - 1+sq 1+{9/q) ie(l-i}sq B 1+1s/q) -1 0 0
_2’9(1+sq 1+s/q) mz_m_ﬁ_%) 0 -10
211t 0 =60t o _1
0 411ty 0 0 0
0 0 411t 0 0

where 0 =t; +t, and s = 5. This is also the matrix representation of the operator
L(Dy) *q—
with respect to the ordered basis L(*8); see Maulik and Oblomkov [15].

It is straightforward to check that Dy x4 — has distinct eigenvalues. In particular, we
have a basis {vq,...,vs} of eigenvectors. By quantum multiplication by D; and the
identity 1, we find

a;v; for some a; # 0,

0 forall i # j.

So by replacing v; with v; /a;, we may assume that {v{,...,vs} is an idempotent
basis; in which case,

5
(5-1) 1= Zv,—.

i=1

Vi *orb Vi = {

Moreover, the Vandermonde matrix associated to the eigenvalues of Dq *xqp — i
invertible. In other words, by (5-1), the set

{1, D, D?, D}, D}y

is a basis for the quantum cohomology QAT . b([Symz(.Al)]) Similarly, L(Dy)
generates the quantum ring QAT (Hilb?(A;)) ® ¢ F. We conclude that

L: QA% (Sym?*(A))]) ®k F — QA} (Hilb*(A))) @ F
is indeed an F—algebra isomorphism. |

This simple example raises the question: Do divisor classes generate the whole quantum
ring? In response to this, one may wish to examine the eigenvalues of divisor operators
for bigger n. This, however, seems a difficult task to perform directly.
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If one of the operators (2) *om —, Dg *orp — S turns out to have distinct eigenvalues,
the ring structure will be determined, and L will be an F—algebra isomorphism. The
hypothesis has yet to be entirely verified and may seem a little too good to be true. It is
reasonable to expect something weaker (maybe certain combinations of these operators
work).

5.2 Generation Conjecture

The following statement is referred to as generation conjecture. The reader is urged to
consult [15] for a partial evidence of the conjecture.

Conjecture 5.1 [15] Let L be as in Section 4.2.3. The commuting family of the
operators

L((2)) %q— L(Dy)%q— ... L(Dy)xq—

on the quantum cohomology of Hilb" (A, ) is nonderogatory. That is, its joint eigen-
spaces are one-dimensional.

Let us briefly explain some consequences of the nonderogatory conjecture on our
quantum cohomology rings. Set R = Q(i,;,t2.¢,51,...,5r) and ¢ = —e'*. Since
the quantum ring AT, (Hilb" (A4;)) ®qjs,,1,] R is semisimple, it admits a basis, say
{v1,...,vm}, of idempotent eigenvectors summing to the identity 1. The basis elements
are also the simultaneous eigenvectors for L((2)) xq —, L(D1) *q—, ..., L(Dy) *q—.

Suppose eok, €1k, - - - » €k are respectively the eigenvalues of the operators L((2))*q—,
L(Dy)*q—, ..., L(D;)*q— corresponding to the eigenvector vy . The nonderogatory
property ensures that we can find numbers ag, aq, ..., a, such that

r r
E ajejl,...,Zajejm
Jj=0 Jj=0

is a sequence of distinct elements. Thus, the Vandermonde argument given earlier shows
that the element aq - L((2)) + Z;=1 aj-L(Dj) generates AT, (Hilb"(A;)) ®qjs, ] R-
This implies that ag - (2) + Z]r-=1 aj - Dj generates the quantum cohomology of

[Sym”(A,)] over R as well. We thus obtain the following “corollary”!.

“Corollary” 5.2 The divisor classes (2) and D1, ..., D, generate the quantum coho-
mology ring QAL . ([Sym"(A)]), and any extended three-point function is a rational
function in t{,ty, e'*, sy, ..., s,. Under the substitution qg= —el" | the map

IWhenever we use double quotation marks (“ "), we emphasize that the statements or words inside
come with the hypothesis of the generation conjecture.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory of the symmetric product of A, 523

L: QAT o ([Sym" (A,)]) ®k F — QA7 (Hilb"(A4,)) ®k F
gives an isomorphism of F —algebras. |

On the other hand, we can match the orbifold Gromov—Witten theory with the relative
Gromov—Witten theory.

“Corollary” 5.3 The equality

(A1 (i), A2(2). A3Gi3)) = GW (A X Py 51y daGia) s (Ga)

holds for any cohomology-weighted partitions A1(7]1), A2(1]2), A3(7j3) of n. O

5.3 Multipoint functions

Once the generation conjecture holds, all extended 3—point functions are known by
“Corollary” 5.2. In this situation, we are actually able to generalize “Corollary” 5.2
to cover multipoint invariants. This can be done by proceeding in an analogous
manner to Okounkov and Pandharipande’s determination of multipoint invariants of
Hilb"(C?) [18].

Let B be a basis for the Chen-Ruan cohomology A7 . ([Sym”(A,)]). We recall the
WDVYV equation from [3], but we write it in terms of extended functions to better suit

our needs. For the time being, we drop the superscript [Sym” (A, )].

Proposition 5.4 [3] Given Chen—Ruan cohomology classes a1, a5, 3,04 and B,
..., Br. Let S betheset{l,..., k}, we have

DD w2 B YNy Bsy oz, )

S ]_[S2=S yEB

= 3 > (en.asBs MY Bsy. o ).

S11]S2=S veB

Here, for instance, (a1, a2, Bs,. V) := (1.2, Biys ..., Bip, ¥) if S1 ={i1.....0¢}.

“Proposition” 5.5 All extended multipoint functions of [Sym” (A,)] can be deter-
mined from extended three-point functions and all are rational functions in tq,t,,

u

et oSy, .., 8y.

Proof We may see this by induction. Suppose that any extended m—point function
with m < k is known and is a rational function in f1, ¢, ¢'*, s, ..., s,. To determine

extended (k4 1)—point functions, it suffices to study

N = «O{(),Oll, ,Olk»
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for ay = (2)(Z *orb DTI *orb ** *op Dy'", where £, my,...,m, are nonnegative
integers. We may assume that £ +m 4 --- +m, > 2 in light of Proposition 3.16 and
the fundamental class axiom. Let us write o = D *y, 6 for some D = (2) or Dj.
Clearly,

N =Y (D8 )y ar. . o).

yeB
Let S ={l1,...,k—2}. By the WDVV equation,

D UD. S YNy as omr ) + (DS s vy et o))
veB yeB

= 3 Dokt YN s B ) + > (D, arr s, YN (v 8
yEB yeB
+ (terms with extended m—point functions, 3 <m < k).

This says that NV is determined by lower-point functions and extended (k+1)—point
functions with a §—insertion. By replacing D *qp 8 with § if necessary and continuing
the above procedure, we conclude that N can be calculated from lower-point functions
and is a rational function in #1,%,, €', s1,...,5,. By induction, our claim is thus
justified. a

“Theorem” 5.6 (The Crepant Resolution Conjecture) Let ¢ = —e’* and k > 3. For
any Chen—Ruan cohomology classes a1, ...,a; on [Sym”"(A,)], we have

«al,m’ak»[sym”(Ar)] = (L(ay), .. "L(ak»Hilb”(Ar)‘

In particular, (ay, . .., o)™ A = (L(ay),..., Log))H" A _ ;.

Proof We suppress the indices [Sym” (A, )] and Hilb" (A;). The proof of “Proposition”
5.5 works as well for multipoint functions on Hilb”(A,). What makes things nice
is that we get exactly the same set of WDVYV equations on both [Sym”(.A4,)] and
Hilb” (A, ) sides via L provided that we have the equalities

«al’a29a3v D» = (L(Ol]), L(a2)’ L(O[3)’ L(D))

for D=(2) and Dj (j =1,...,r). Butthese are clear by (both twisted and untwisted)
divisor equations and “Corollary” 5.2. Thus by a recursive argument, we conclude that
L preserves (extended) multipoint functions, and the first claim follows. The second
claim is now clear. a

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)



Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory of the symmetric product of A, 525

5.4 Closing remarks

All “results” discussed above are honestly true for the case n = 2 and » = 1 since
the divisor operator Dj %4 — has distinct eigenvalues and determines the orbifold
quantum product.

Also, in the definition of the map L, we may choose —i instead of 7, in which setting
the correct change of variables is ¢ = —e~'*. Indeed, the transformation g — 1/¢
takes

fd o m” K age(A; e = m" (A,
(A1 Gin)s - - Mg () YIS ADT 1o (—1) =122 (0 (i), . A (G ) YISV AL,

To illustrate this, just look at the matrix in Section 5.1. There we observe that terms
involving ¢ and 1/¢g agree up to a sign.

The calculation of [Sym” (A, )]-invariants in Section 3 gives an indication that these
invariants might be closer, geometrically and combinatorially, to the relative invariants of
A, xP! than the invariants of Hilb” (A,). In reality, it is the form the relative invariants
take that motivates our calculation. We do know that GW(A, x P1), LG Ak i)
can be “reduced” to the 3—point case by the degeneration formula; consult [13]. It is,
however, unclear if the WDVV equation “behaves” in a similar way to the degeneration
formula. At the moment, we expect that the equality

(1 @0 A G AN = GW (A, x PV )i i)

should be true. Particularly, the usual k —point function (A (7). ..., Ag (7)) Sy (Ar]
should be the coefficient of

k N .
ubi=1 2G0TI i Z(Ar X Py ), G-

References

[1] D Abramovich, A Corti, A Vistoli, Twisted bundles and admissible covers, Comm.
Algebra 31 (2003) 3547-3618 MR2007376

[2] D Abramovich, T Graber, A Vistoli, Algebraic orbifold quantum products, from:
“Orbifolds in mathematics and physics (Madison, WI, 2001)”, (A Adem, J Morava, Y
Ruan, editors), Contemp. Math. 310, Amer. Math. Soc. (2002) 1-24 MR1950940

[3] D Abramovich, T Graber, A Vistoli, Gromov-Witten theory of Deligne—Mumford
stacks, Amer. J. Math. 130 (2008) 1337-1398 MR2450211

[4] J Bryan, T Graber, The crepant resolution conjecture, from: “Algebraic geometry—
Seattle 2005. Part 17, (D Abramovich, et al., editors), Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 80,
Amer. Math. Soc. (2009) 23-42 MR2483931

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/AGB-120022434
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2007376
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1950940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.0.0017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.0.0017
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2450211
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2483931

526

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

Wan Keng Cheong and Amin Gholampour

J Bryan, R Pandharipande, The local Gromov—Witten theory of curves, J. Amer.
Math. Soc. 21 (2008) 101-136 MR2350052 With an appendix by Bryan, C Faber,
A Okounkov and Pandharipande

W Chen, Y Ruan, Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory, from: “Orbifolds in mathematics
and physics (Madison, WI, 2001)”, (A Adem, J Morava, Y Ruan, editors), Contemp.
Math. 310, Amer. Math. Soc. (2002) 25-85 MR1950941

W Chen, Y Ruan, A new cohomology theory of orbifold, Comm. Math. Phys. 248
(2004) 1-31 MR2104605

WK Cheong, Strengthening the cohomological crepant resolution conjecture for
Hilbert—Chow morphisms arXiv:1112.6123

IP Goulden, DM Jackson, R Vakil, Towards the geometry of double Hurwitz numbers,
Adv. Math. 198 (2005) 43-92 MR2183250

T Graber, R Pandharipande, Localization of virtual classes, Invent. Math. 135 (1999)
487-518 MR1666787

I Grojnowski, Instantons and affine algebras I: The Hilbert scheme and vertex opera-
tors, Math. Res. Lett. 3 (1996) 275-291 MR1386846

W-P Li, Z Qin, W Wang, The cohomology rings of Hilbert schemes via Jack polynomi-
als, from: “Algebraic structures and moduli spaces”, (J Hurtubise, E Markman, editors),
CRM Proc. Lecture Notes 38, Amer. Math. Soc. (2004) 249-258 MR2096149

D Maulik, Gromov-Witten theory of A, —resolutions, Geom. Topol. 13 (2009) 1729—
1773 MR2496055

D Maulik, A Oblomkov, Donaldson—Thomas theory of A, X P!, Compos. Math. 145
(2009) 1249-1276 MR2551996

D Maulik, A Oblomkov, Quantum cohomology of the Hilbert scheme of points on
Ap—resolutions, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 22 (2009) 1055-1091 MR2525779

H Nakajima, Lectures on Hilbert schemes of points on surfaces, Univ. Lecture Series
18, Amer. Math. Soc. (1999) MR1711344

A Okounkov, R Pandharipande, The local Donaldson—Thomas theory of curves,
Geom. Topol. 14 (2010) 1503-1567 MR2679579

A Okounkov, R Pandharipande, Quantum cohomology of the Hilbert scheme of
points in the plane, Invent. Math. 179 (2010) 523-557 MR2587340

Department of Mathematics, National Cheng Kung University
Tainan City 701, Taiwan

Department of Mathematics, University of Maryland
College Park, MD 20742, USA

keng@mail.ncku.edu.tw, amingh@math.umd.edu

http://www.math.ncku.edu.tw/~keng, http://www2.math.umd.edu/~amingh

Proposed: Jim Bryan Received: 24 October 2010
Seconded: Richard Thomas, Simon Donaldson Revised: 3 September 2011

Geometry & Topology, Volume 16 (2012)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-06-00545-5
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2350052
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1950941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-004-1089-4
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2104605
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.6123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2005.01.008
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2183250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002220050293
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1666787
http://www.mathjournals.org/mrl/1996-003-002/1996-003-002-012.html
http://www.mathjournals.org/mrl/1996-003-002/1996-003-002-012.html
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1386846
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2096149
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/gt.2009.13.1729
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2496055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X09003972
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2551996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-09-00632-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0894-0347-09-00632-8
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2525779
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1711344
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/gt.2010.14.1503
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2679579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-009-0223-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-009-0223-5
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2587340
mailto:keng@mail.ncku.edu.tw
mailto:amingh@math.umd.edu
http://www.math.ncku.edu.tw/~keng
http://www2.math.umd.edu/~amingh

	0. Introduction
	0.1. Results
	0.2. Tetrahedron of equivalences
	0.3. Outline of the paper
	0.4. Notation and convention

	1. Preliminaries
	1.1. Resolutions of cyclic quotient surface singularities
	1.2. Chen--Ruan cohomology
	1.2.1. Stack of cyclotomic gerbes
	1.2.2. Bases
	1.2.3. Coefficients with respect to fixed-point basis


	2. Extended Gromov--Witten theory of orbifolds
	2.1. The space of twisted stable maps
	2.2. The space of connected coverings
	2.3. Gromov--Witten invariants

	3. Divisor operators
	3.1. Valuations
	3.1.1. Fixed components of types I and II
	3.1.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1

	3.2. Reduction
	3.3. Proof of Lemma 3.2
	3.3.1. Counting branched covers
	3.3.2. Degrees
	3.3.3. Virtual normal bundles
	3.3.4. Vanishing and relation to connected invariants

	3.4. Combinatorial descriptions of two-point extended invariants

	4. Comparison to other theories
	4.1. Relative Gromov--Witten theory of threefolds
	4.2. Quantum cohomology of Hilbert schemes of points
	4.2.1. Nakajima basis
	4.2.2. Quantum cup product
	4.2.3. SYM/HILB correspondence


	5. The Crepant Resolution Conjecture
	5.1. An example
	5.2. Generation Conjecture
	5.3. Multipoint functions
	5.4. Closing remarks

	References

