:. Geometry € Topology 24 (2020) 2749-2779
msp

Higher genus relative and orbifold
Gromov-—Witten invariants

HSIAN-HUA TSENG
FENGLONG YOU

Given a smooth projective variety X and a smooth divisor D C X, we study relative
Gromov-Witten invariants of (X, D) and the corresponding orbifold Gromov—Witten
invariants of the r™ root stack Xp , . For sufficiently large r, we prove that orbifold
Gromov—Witten invariants of Xp , are polynomials in r. Moreover, higher-genus
relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D) are exactly the constant terms of the
corresponding higher-genus orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of Xp ,. We also
provide a new proof for the equality between genus-zero relative and orbifold Gromov—
Witten invariants, originally proved by Abramovich, Cadman and Wise (2017). When
r is sufficiently large and X = C is a curve, we prove that stationary relative
invariants of C are equal to the stationary orbifold invariants in all genera.
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1 Introduction

Gromov—Witten theory associated to a smooth projective variety X is an enumerative
theory about counting curves in X with prescribed conditions. Gromov—Witten invari-
ants are defined as intersection numbers on the moduli space M, g.n,d(X) of n—pointed,
genus g, degree d € Hy(X,Z), stable maps to X .

Given a smooth divisor D in X, one can study the enumerative geometry of counting
curves with prescribed tangency conditions along the divisor D. There are at least two
ways to impose tangency conditions.
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1.1 Relative Gromov—Witten invariants

The first way to impose tangency conditions is to consider relative stable maps to (X, D),
developed in Ionel and Parker [16], Li and Ruan [21] and Li [22].

For a degree d € H,(X,Z), we consider a partition k = (k1,....km) € (Zsg)™

of [,[D]. That is, .
ki = [ [D].
> ki= [ ()

i=1
A cohomology weighted partition k of [,;[D] is a partition k whose parts are weighted
by cohomology classes of H*(D, Q). More precisely,

such that

o Yiliki= [4Dl.

i=1
e 3;€ H*(D,Q) for 1 <i <m.
Cohomology weighted partitions will appear in the degeneration formula for Gromov—
Witten invariants.

Convention 1.1 When X is a curve and D is a point, the cohomology weights are
just the identity class of H™*(pt, Q). In this case, we will not distinguish k and k.

We consider the moduli space M. ¢.kend(X, D) of (m+n)—pointed, genus g, degree
d € Hy,(X,7Z), relative stable maps to (X, D) such that the relative conditions are
given by the partition k. We assume the first 7 marked points are relative marked
points and the last #n marked points are nonrelative marked points. Let ev; be the i
evaluation map, where

evj: Mg,;;’,,,d(X, D)— D for 1<i=<m,

evi: Mg g na(X,D)— X form+1=<i<m+n.
There is a stabilization map
st Mg ina(X, D) = Mg mina(X).
Write 1/_/,~ = s*y;, which is the class pullback from the corresponding descendant class
on the moduli space Mg 4, 4(X) of stable maps to X. Consider
e 3;€ H*(D,Q) for 1 <i <m,
* Ym+yi € H*(X,Q) for 1 <i <n,

e gicZlsoforl <i<m+n.
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Relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D) are defined as

m n (X,D)
) <1_[Tai(5i) ‘ Hr‘lm+i(ym+i)> - =

l:1 l:1 g’k>n’d
a Am+
| Y eV VGV ey ()
[Mg’E.n’d(XaD)]v" Am+n *
”wm+n evm-i—n(ym‘f‘”)'

We refer to [16; 21; 22] for more details about the construction of relative Gromov—
Witten theory.

1.2 Orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants

Another way to impose tangency conditions is to consider orbifold Gromov—Witten
invariants of the »™ root stack X p,r of X for a positive integer r; see Cadman [6].
By Geraschenko and Satriano [13], root construction is essentially the only way to
construct stack structures in codimension one. The construction of root stacks can be
found in Abramovich, Graber and Vistoli [5, Appendix B] and Cadman [6].

Example 1.2 For a positive integer 7, the ™ root stack of P! over the point 0 € P!
is denoted by P![r]. The root stack P![r] is the weighted projective line with a single
stack point of order r at 0. We will be dealing with this stack when we study stationary
Gromov—Witten theory of curves in Section 5.

The evaluation maps for orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants land on the inertia stack
of the target orbifold. The coarse moduli space I Xp , of the inertia stack of the root
stack Xp , can be decomposed into a disjoint union of  components

r—1

1 XD,r =XU I_l D,

i=1
where there are ¥ — 1 components isomorphic to D. The component X is called the
identity component. Other components are called twisted sectors.

The partition k can be used to impose orbifold data of orbifold stable maps as follows.
We assume that r > k; for all 1 <i <m. For orbifold invariants of the root stack Xp ,,
we consider the moduli space M ¢.kn,d(Xp ) of (m+n)—pointed, genus g, degree d,
orbifold stable maps to Xp , whose orbifold data is given by the partition k , such that:

o For 1 <i <m, the coarse evaluation map ev; at the ;™ marked point lands on the
twisted sector D with age k;/r. These marked points are orbifold marked points.
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e The coarse evaluation maps ev; at the last » marked points all land on the
identity component X of the coarse moduli space of the inertia stack I Xp ;.
These marked points are nonorbifold marked points.

Orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of Xp , are defined as

m n XD.r
2) < 1_[ Ta; (81) l_[ Ta+i (Vm+i)> - =

i=1 i=1 g.k,n,d

/gM &fl eVT((Sl)--WZ,Zm ev;‘;z(‘sm)‘;:ﬁ_—iil eV;kn.H(Vm—H)

in.a XD

g, .. wam-l—n

m+n eV;kn—i-n (Ym+n),

where the descendant class 1/_f,- is the class pullback from the corresponding descendant
class on the moduli space M. g.m+n,d(X) of stable maps to X.

The basic constructions and fundamental properties of orbifold Gromov—Witten theory
can be found in Abramovich [1], Abramovich, Graber and Vistoli [4; 5], Chen and
Ruan [9] and Tseng [32].

1.3 Relations and questions

By [25, Theorem 2], relative Gromov—Witten invariants of a smooth pair (X, D)
can be uniquely and effectively reconstructed from the Gromov—Witten theory of X,
the Gromov—Witten theory of D, and the restriction map H*(X,Q) — H*(D,Q).
On the other hand, for the smooth pair (X, D), we conjectured! and proved in
[34] that the Gromov—Witten theory of root stack Xp , is also determined by the
Gromov—Witten theory of X, the Gromov—Witten theory of D, and the restriction
map H*(X,Q) — H*(D, Q). This provides another piece of evidence that these two
theories may be related.

The relationship between relative and orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants in genus
zero has been established by Abramovich, Cadman and Wise [2] when the target is a
smooth pair (X, D). The relationship was first observed in Cadman and Chen [7] for
genus-zero maps to X = P2 with tangency conditions along a smooth plane cubic D.
It was observed that, for large and divisible r, orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants
of the root stack P 5, , stabilize and coincide with relative Gromov—Witten invariants

IFor smooth Deligne—Mumford stacks ¥ and a smooth divisor D, we proved the conjecture when D

is disjoint from the locus of stack structures of X [34]. The more general version of our conjecture is
recently proved by [8].
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of (P2, D). It was proved in [2] that genus-zero orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of
Xp,, forlarge and divisible r agree with genus-zero relative Gromov—Witten invariants
of (X, D) for any X and any D. The proof used comparison of virtual fundamental
classes of different moduli spaces.

The goal of this paper is to study the relationship between these relative and orbifold
Gromov—Witten invariants in all genera. In general the result of [2] does not hold for
higher-genus invariants, as shown by a counterexample (due to D Maulik) for genus-one
invariants in [2, Section 1.7]. Naturally, we ask the following questions.

Question 1.3 What is the precise relationship between relative and orbifold Gromov—
Witten invariants in higher genus?

Question 1.4 Will the equality between higher-genus relative and orbifold Gromov—
Witten invariants hold under some assumptions?

In this paper, we answer the first question for invariants of smooth projective varieties
and answer the second question for invariants of target curves.

1.4 Higher-genus invariants of general targets

For a smooth pair (X, D), the orbifold invariants of Xp , in general depend on r.
On the other hand, the relative invariants of (X, D) do not depend on r. Hence, it is
not expected that the exact equality between invariants of Xp , and (X, D) holds in
general. The precise relationship is the following:

Theorem 1.5 Given a smooth projective variety X, a smooth divisor D C X, and a
sufficiently large integer r , the orbifold Gromov—Witten invariant

" n XD, r
< l_[ Ta; (1) 1_[ Tay+i (Vm+i)> R

l=1 l=1 g9k:n7d

of Xp,, is a polynomial in r . Moreover, relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D)
are the r%—coefficients of orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of X, D,r - More precisely,

m (X,D) m n Xp.r
(3) < 1_[1}11- (51) > = |:< l_[fa,- (Si)l_['fam_,_,- (Vm+l)> R :| ’
i=1 i=1 e

i=1 gakan ,d
where the notation [ ],0 stands for taking the coefficient of the r °—term of a polynomial

n
l_[‘[arn-i-i (Vm+i)
i=1

g.kn,d
inr.
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Remark 1.6 Theorem 1.5 can also be formulated on the cycle level. This is because
the techniques that we are using in this paper are the degeneration formula and the
virtual localization formula. Both formulas are on the level of virtual cycles. The
virtual class version of Theorem 1.5 can be proved by straightforward adaptations of
the arguments in this paper. In particular, a virtual class version of Theorem 1.5 is
stated in Fan, Wu and You [12] for genus-zero invariants and in their work [11] for
higher-genus invariants. Note that the results in [12] and [11] extend the result of this
paper to include relative invariants with negative contact orders.

Theorem 1.5 directly implies the following result.

Corollary 1.7 The relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D) are completely de-
termined by the orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of the root stacks Xp , for all
sufficiently large r.

Example 1.8 In genus zero, relative invariants of (X, D) are equal to orbifold invari-
ants of Xp , for r sufficiently large; see Abramovich, Cadman and Wise [2]. There is
a counterexample in genus one given by Maulik in [2, Section 1.7]. It is worth pointing
out that Maulik’s counterexample does fit into our result. The example is as follows.
Let X = E x P!, where E is an elliptic curve. Consider the divisor D = Xy U X0,
the union of 0 and oo fibers of X over P!. One can consider the root stack X D.r.s
obtained from taking r™ root along X, and s™ root along Xoo. One can compare
relative invariants of (X, D) and orbifold invariants of the root stack Xp , ;. Taking a
fiber class f € H,(X) of the fibration X — P!, the genus-one relative and orbifold
invariants with no insertions are computed in [2, Section 1.7]:

O =0, (05 =r+s.

Hence, we have
(X ,D) _ XD,r,s
I (A R
The proof of Theorem 1.5 follows from the degeneration formula and virtual localization
computation.

By the degeneration formula, we can reduce Theorem 1.5 to the comparison between
the following invariants of (relative) local models. We can consider the degeneration
of X (resp. Xp ) to the normal cone of D (resp. D, ). Indeed, let Y :=P(Op ® N),
where N is the normal bundle of D C X. We will consider relative invariants of
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(Y, Dp U Do), where Dy and Do are the zero and infinity sections, respectively. On
the other hand, we will consider orbifold-relative invariants of (Yp, ,, Do), Where
Yp,,r is the rh root stack of the zero-section Dy of Y. Theorem 1.5 reduces to
the comparison between relative invariants of (Y, Dy U Do) and orbifold-relative
invariants of (Yp,,r, Doo).

The relationship between invariants of (¥, Dy U Do) and of (Yp,, Doo) can be found
by C*-virtual localization. Localization computation relates both relative invariants
of (Y, Do U Do) and orbifold-relative invariants of (Yp, ,, Do) to rubber integrals
with the base variety D.

A key point for the localization computation is the polynomiality of certain cohomology
classes on the moduli space M, ¢.n,d (D) of stable maps to D, which is proved in
[18, Corollary 11]; see Section 3.2.2. For the relationship between relative and orbifold
Gromov—Witten theory of curves, the corresponding result is the polynomiality of
certain tautological classes on the moduli space M, g,n Of stable curves proved, in
[17, Proposition 5].

We can use the localization computation in the proof of Theorem 1.5, without the need
of polynomiality, to provide in Section 4 a new proof of the main theorem of [2]. The
different behavior between genus-zero invariants and higher-genus invariants can be
seen directly from the difference of their localization computations.

We restrict our discussions to the case when X is a smooth projective variety, but
Theorem 1.5 can be extended to the case when X is an orbifold. The key ingredient is the
generalization of the polynomiality in Janda, Pandharipande, Pixton and Zvonkine [18]
to orbifolds. When X is a one-dimensional orbifold, we only need the orbifold version
of the polynomiality in Janda, Pandharipande, Pixton and Zvonkine [17], which has
been proved in our previous work [33] on double ramification cycles on the moduli
spaces of admissible covers.

1.5 Stationary invariants of target curves

We answer Question 1.4 for stationary Gromov—Witten invariants of target curves.

Gromov—Witten theory of target curves has been completely determined in the trilogy
of papers [29; 28; 30] by Okounkov and Pandharipande. Gromov—Witten theory of a
target curve C is closely related to Hurwitz theory of enumerations of ramified covers
of C. The GW/H correspondence proved in [29] showed a correspondence between
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stationary Gromov—Witten invariants of C and Hurwitz numbers of C. The main
result of [28] showed that equivariant Gromov—Witten theory of P! is governed by the
2-Toda hierarchy. The Virasoro constraints for target curves were proven in [30], the
third part of the trilogy.

Moreover, Gromov—Witten theory of P! can be considered as a more fundamental
object than Gromov—Witten theory of a point; see [28]. The stationary Gromov—Witten
invariants of P! arise as Eynard—Orantin invariants; see Norbury and Scott [27] and
Dunin-Barkowski, Orantin, Shadrin and Spitz [10]. As an application, Gromov—Witten
theory of a point arises in the asymptotics of large degree Gromov—Witten invariants
of P!; see [27] and Okounkov and Pandharipande [31].

Now we consider stationary invariants of curves. Let X = C be a smooth projective
curve and ¢ be a point in C. We consider the stationary relative invariants of (C, gq)
given by

(4) < l—[ Tam+t

i=1

= [Tvin e
- o m+i m+z
g.nk.d M, , i a(CI" ;]

>(C sq)

where @ € H?(C, Q) denotes the class that is Poincaré dual to a point.

We consider the root stack C[r] of C by taking the r'" root along ¢. The stationary
orbifold invariants of C|r] are defined as

n Clr]
(5) < Ta; (CU)> L= / ev; (lk,/r) v ot v +i
,1:[1 onkd M, ¢ €D H ,Ul mekis St €

where 1y, /, is the identity class in the twisted sector of age k;/r.
Theorem 1.9 Let C be a smooth target curve in any genus. When r is sufficiently

large, the stationary Gromov—Witten invariants of (C, q) are equal to the stationary
Gromov—Witten invariants of the root stack C[r]. That is,

@) =(05).
Remark 1.10 Theorem 1.9 can be extended slightly by string and dilaton equations
for Gromov—Witten theory of (C,¢) and C[r] with insertions to(1) and 7;(1).
The proof is based on the degeneration of the target and the equality in genus zero.

As an application for the equality between stationary invariants, we obtain the GW/H
correspondence for orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of the root stack C[rq,...,r]
obtained by taking sufficiently large rl.th root at the point ¢; € C for 1 <i </.
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1.6 Further discussions

The exact equality between stationary relative invariants of curves and stationary
orbifold invariants of curves is in fact a unique feature of Gromov—Witten theory of
curves. The higher-dimensional analogue of the equality between stationary invariants
of curves is not correct.? It can already be seen from the counterexample given by
Maulik in [2, Section 1.7]. The counterexample is about invariants of X := E x Pl
where E is an elliptic curve, with no insertions. These invariants can be viewed as
stationary invariants without any insertions. Moreover, the proof of the equality of
stationary invariants of curves in Section 5.1 used the degeneration formula to reduce
the equality to the case of invariants with no insertions. For Gromov—Witten theory
of curves, the equality reduces to the trivial case. It does not reduce to the trivial case
beyond Gromov—Witten theory of curves. Indeed, Maulik’s counterexample shows that
the equality is not true in general. In [2, Section 1.7], this counterexample is interpreted
as a result of the nontriviality of the Picard group of the elliptic curve E.

1.7 Plan of the paper

In Section 2, we reduce the comparison between relative and orbifold invariants to
(relative) local models by applying degeneration formulas to relative and orbifold
invariants. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.5 for local models by virtual localization.
Our localization computation is also used in Section 4 to provide a new proof of
the equality between genus-zero relative and orbifold invariants. In Section 5, we
present the proof of Theorem 1.9. As an easy consequence of Theorem 1.9, we extend
the GW/H correspondence to stationary orbifold invariants of curves when the root
constructions on the curve are taken to be sufficiently large.
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2In this context, based on the degeneration and localization analysis, a reasonable analogue of stationary

invariants for higher-dimensional target is to require that the restrictions of all cohomological insertions
to D vanish.
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2 Degeneration

In this section, we show that Theorems 1.5 and 1.9 can be reduced to the case of
P! _bundles by the degeneration formula. It can be understood by observing that the
comparison between relative and orbifold invariants is “local over the divisor D”,
hence it is sufficient to compare invariants of local models. The degeneration formula
gives the precise statement for this observation.

Following [34], we consider the degeneration of Xp , to the normal cone of D, , the
divisor of Xp , lying over D C X. The degeneration formula in [3, Theorem 0.4.1]
shows that orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of Xp , are expressed in terms of relative
Gromov—Witten invariants of (Xp ,,D,) and of (), Do), where V :=P(O S N) is
obtained from the normal bundle A of D, C Xp_, ; the infinity section Dy, of Y — D,
is identified with D, C Xp , under the gluing.

By [3, Proposition 4.5.1], relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (Xp ,, D,) are equal to
relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D), and relative Gromov—Witten invariants
of (¥, Do) are equal to relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (Yp, ., Do), Where
Y := P(O @ N) is obtained from the normal bundle N of D C X, and Yp, , is
the root stack of Y constructed by taking the r" root along the zero-section D of
Y > D.

Then, the degeneration formula for the orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of Xp , is
indeed written as

m n XD.r
(6) < 1_[ Ta; (51) l_[ Tap+i (Vm+1)> R

l=1 l=1 g,k,n,d

— [T mi - . ‘
= Z m<l1:[1 Tai((sz) l_[ Tt ()/m_H) ’ n

ieS
-<nv | T s )

ig€s

-

>'5(YDO.r=Doo)
g1,k,|S1,7,d,

>°,(X,D)
g29ﬁyn_|slsd2

where 3V is defined by taking the Poincaré duals of the cohomology weights of the
cohomology weighted partition 5, and |Aut(n)| is the order of the automorphism group
Aut(n) preserving equal parts of the cohomology weighted partition ». The sum is
over all splittings of g and d, all choices of S C {1,...,n}, and all intermediate
cohomology weighted partitions . The superscript ¢ stands for possibly disconnected
Gromov—Witten invariants.
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Remark 2.1 The degeneration of Xp , can also be constructed as follows. One can
first consider the degeneration of X to the normal cone of D. The total space of
the degeneration admits a divisor B whose restriction to the general fiber is D and
restriction to the special fiber is Dy, the zero-section of ¥ = P(Op & N). Taking the
r! root stack along B, we have a flat degeneration of X p.r to X glued together with
Yp,,r along the infinity section Do, C Yp,,,. It yields the same degeneration formula
as in (6).

For relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (X, D), we consider the degeneration of X
to the normal cone of D. It yields the following degeneration formula of [22]:

m n (X.D)
@) < l_[ Ta; (i) ) 1_[ Tan, +i (Vm+i)>

i=1 i=1

— [1; ni - . .
= Z |Aut(11)|<l_[ ‘Ellj(gl) ) 1_[ Tay, 1 ()/m_H) ‘ 1

i=1 ieS

g.k.n.d
>'7(Y5D0UDOO)

gl:kal‘g"ﬁ’dl

~<nv ‘ [ 1 zamsi Gm+i)

>°,(X,D)
igS

gZaﬁ:n_l’SIde

The sum is also over all intermediate cohomology weighted partitions  and all splittings
of g, d and n.

The degeneration formulae (6) and (7) take the same form. Hence, the comparison
between orbifold invariants of Xp , and relative invariants of (X, D) reduces to the
comparison between invariants of (Yp,,,, Doo) and invariants of (Y, Do U Do). More
precisely, it is sufficient to compare the relative invariant

m n (Y,DOUDOO)
®) <l_[ 7q; (81) ‘ 1_[ Tapmyi Vm+i) ‘ IL> R
iz ie1 g:k.n.ji.d
of (Y, Dy U Do) and the orbifold-relative invariant
m n (YD(),)"DOO)
) < 1_[ Ta; (87) l_[ Taygi Vm+i) ‘ IL> .
i1 im1 g:k.n.pi.d

of (Yp,,r. Doo), Where p is a cohomology weighted partition of [,;[Doo].

Remark 2.2 By the degeneration formula, we should compare disconnected invariants
instead of connected invariants. However, the relationship between disconnected
invariants follows from the relationship between connected invariants. Hence, it is
sufficient to compare connected invariants.
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As a result, the comparison can be considered as local over the relative/orbifold
divisor D. The pairs (Yp,,,, Doo) and (Y, Dy U D) can be viewed as (relative)
local models of Xp , and (X, D). Therefore, Theorem 1.5 follows from the following
theorem for local models.

Theorem 2.3 For r sufficiently large, the orbifold-relative invariant

m n (YDgy.r>Doo)
< 1—[ Ta; (51) l_[ Tam+i (Vm—i—i) ‘ IL> R
i=1 i=1 gkon.i.d

is a polynomial in r, and

m n (YDO,r »Doo)
(10) |:< l_[ Ta; (87) 1_[ Tapmti (Ym+i) ‘ IL> . :| .

i=1 i=1 g.k.n,ji,d

— < ﬁ Ta; (81) | ﬁ Tapsi (Vm+i) ‘ 2

i=1 i=1

-

(Y, DoUDoo)
>g,k,n,ﬁ,d
Similarly, the following theorem for (P![r], 00) and (P!, 0, co) implies Theorem 1.9.

Theorem 2.4 For r sufficiently large, the stationary orbifold-relative invariants of
(P1[r], o0) are equal to the stationary relative invariants of (P',0, 00):

n (P1,0,00) n (P1[r],00)
(1) <k(1‘[ra,,,,+,-(w))u> _ =<1‘[ram+,.(w>1u> ]
i=1 g,k,n,/l,d i=1 g9ksn7/27d

Remark 2.5 Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 can also be stated for disconnected invariants,
since their proofs also work for disconnected invariants.

3 Local model
In this section, we prove Theorem 2.3 by using virtual localization calculations of [18]
to obtain identities of cycle classes on moduli spaces.

Let D be a smooth projective variety equipped with a line bundle L, and let Y be the
total space of the IP!—bundle

. P(Op& L) — D.

Following [25], let eq,...,es be a basis of H*(D, Q). We view ¢; as an element of
H*(Y,Q) via pullback by 7. Let [Dg],[Doo] € H*(Y,Q) denote the cohomology
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classes associated to the zero and infinity divisors. The cohomological insertions of the
invariants will be taken from the following classes in H*(Y, Q):

e1y...,es, [Do]-e1,...,[Dol-es, [Doo]-€1,s...,[Doc]es

We write Yp, , for the root stack of ¥ constructed by taking the r root along the
zero-section Dg. The r™ root of Dy is denoted by D,.

3.1 Relative invariants

Now consider the moduli space M, g i(Ys Do U Do) of relative stable maps to
(Y, Dy U D) with tangency conditions at relative divisor Dy (resp. D) given by
the partition k (resg. fi) of [,[Do] (resp. [;[Doo]). The length of fi is denoted by /(14),
and the length of k is still denoted by m. The following relation between the moduli
space M g.je.n,ji(Ys DoUDoo) of relative stable maps to rigid target and the moduli space

M gden,ji(Ys Do U Doo)™ of relative stable maps to nonrigid target is proven in [25].

Lemma 3.1 [25, Lemma 2] Let p be a nonrelative marking with evaluation map

evp: My i ia(Y.DoU Dog) — Y.

Then

(12) [Mg i nji.a(Y. DoUDoo) 1" =ex(evy (DoDNIM,, , 2 (Y. DoUDoo)]'")

=ex(evy([(Do)NIM -, o (Y. DoUDo)™),
where

€ Mg jniaY.DoUDe) —> M

gkn,ud(YvDOUDoo)N

is the canonical forgetful map.

The proof is through C *localization on the moduli space M edn. d(Y Do U Dyo).
The following identity directly follows from Lemma 3.1.
Lemma 3.2 Forn >0,
m+n (Y,DoU Do)
(13) < [T 760 | s (Pool-8mr) [T 70| u> i
i=1 i=m+2 g:k.n,ii.d
m+n Ny(YyDOUDOO)
<1‘[ra,(5)\ ra,-(ai>1u> o
i=1 i=m+1 g.k.n,i.d

where §; € n*(H*(D,Q)) for m + 1 <i < m + n are cohomology classes pulled
back from H*(D, Q).
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3.2 Orbifold-relative invariants

We use the localization formula of [14; 15] (see also [17; 23; 26]) to study the moduli
space M g.k.n.ji(YDo,r» Doo) With prescribed orbifold and relative conditions given by
k and [i respectively. Our goal is to find an identity (see identity (18)) that is similar to
identity (12), then relates orbifold-relative invariants of (Yp, ,, Doo) to rubber integrals
as well.

3.2.1 The virtual localization formula The fiberwise C*—action on
7. P(Op&® L)— D

induces a C*-action on Yp, , and consequently a C*—action on the moduli space

Mg i nid(YDo,r- Doo). The class [M,

virtual localization formula, in [18, Section 3]. For the purpose of our paper, we only

Gni(YDo,r Do)V is computed, via the

need the explicit formula; see Lemma 3.3. Hence, we will state the formula in this
section and refer readers to [17, Section 3] for the derivation of the formula.

The C*—fixed loci of M g.de.n,ji,d (Y Do,r» Doo) are labeled by decorated graphs. In order
to state the virtual localization formula, we recall the definition of decorated graphs;
we follow the notation of [23]. A decorated graph I' contains the following data:

e V(D) is the set of vertices of I". Each vertex v is decorated by the genus g(v) and
the degree d(v) € Hy(D,Z). The degree d(v) must be an effective curve class. The
genus and degree conditions required are
g= Z gw)+h'(T) and d= Z d(v).
veV () vel(I')

Each vertex v is labeled by 0 or co. The labeling map is denoted by
i: V(') = {0, co}.

e FE(I') is the set of edges of I'. We write E(v) for the set of edges attached to
the vertex v € V(I') and write | E(v)| for the number of edges attached to the vertex
v € V(T'). Each edge e is decorated by the degree d, € Z~¢ corresponding to the d

power map
P![r]— P'[r].

e The set of legs is in bijective correspondence with the set of markings. For 1 <
J =< m, the legs are labeled by k; € Z-( and are incident to vertices labeled 0. For
m+1<j<m+n,thelegs are labeled by 0. For m+n+1=<j <m+n+I(un), the
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legs are labeled by (tj—m—n € Z~o and are incident to vertices labeled co. We write
S'(v) to denote the set of markings assigned to the vertex v.

e The set of flags of I' is defined to be
FT) ={(e,v) e EM)x V(') |vee}.
If the flag is at 0, it is labeled by an element k(. ) € Z, . In fact, in our example,
k(e,v) = de:
by compatibility along the edge. See, for example, [19; 23; 20].

e [ isaconnected graph, and I' is bipartite with respect to labeling i . Each edge is
incident to a vertex labeled by 0 and a vertex labeled by oco.

e A vertex v € V(I') is stable if 2g(v) — 2 + val(v) > 0, where val(v) is the
total number of marked points and incident edges associated to the vertex v € V(I").
Otherwise, v € V(I') is called unstable. We write V5 (") for the set of stable vertices
of I'. We use FS(T") to denote the set of stable flags; that is, the set of flags whose
associated vertices are stable.

e The compatibility condition at a vertex v over 0:
(14) Yo ki— Y kew = / c1(L) mod r.
jeS) ecE(v) d(v)

The compatibility condition at a vertex is used in the proof of [18, Lemma 12], which
will be used later in this section.

¢ The compatibility condition at a vertex v over oo:
Z k(e,v) - Z Mj—m—n = / CI(L)~
¢€E(v) jeS) d)

Recall that a vertex v € V(I') is unstable if d(v) =0 and 2g(v) —2 + val(v) < 0. By
[18, Lemma 12], for r sufficiently large, there are only two types of unstable vertex:
e v islabeled by 0, g(v) =0, v carries one marking and one incident edge;

e v is labeled by oo, g(v) =0, v carries one marking and one incident edge.

Following [18], if the target expands at D, the C*—fixed locus corresponding to the
decorated graph I' is isomorphic to

Mrp = ]_[ Mg () val(v).d(v) (Dr) X plEa l_[ M) val().d(w) (Ys Do U Doo)™

verS(T) veVS(T)
i(v)=0 i(v)=o00
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quotiented by the automorphism group Aut(I") of I' and the product [ ], ET) La, of
cyclic groups associated to the edges.

If the target does not expand, then the moduli spaces of rubber maps do not appear and
the invariant locus is the moduli space of stable maps to D, . That is,

Ml" = Mg,m—i—n—i—l(u),n*d(pr)»
since there is only one vertex over 0. The natural morphism
L: Mr — Mg,lg,n,[l,d(YDoJ’ Doo)
is of degree |Aut(I')|[[,eg(ry de-

The following localization formula is given in [18, Section 3].

Lemma 3.3 The virtual localization formula is written as

7] i 1 [Mr]™ )
15 Mg inidYDor» Doo)]™ = ) — |,
( ) [ g,k,n,l/«,d( Dy,r 00)] ; |Aut(F)| HeeE(I‘) de * (e(Norm\lﬂr

where the sum is taken over decorated graphs I"; the inverse of the virtual normal bundle

1/ e(Norm}ir) is the product of the following factors when r is sufficiently large.
e For each stable vertex v over 0 in I", there is a factor

16) ( l—[ rd, )'(Z(%)g(v)_lﬂE(v)'_iCi(—R*JT*E)),

ecE(v) t+evgei(L)— deW(e,u) i=0

where 1: Cq(v) val(v),d(v) (Pr) — Mg(v),val(v),d(v) (Dy) is the universal curve,
L — Cg(v),val(v),d(v)(Dr) is the universal rth root and ©/7) js a trivial line
bundle with a C*-action of weight 1/r.

e If the target expands over the infinity section, there is a factor

[lecrm)de

17) v

3.2.2 Identity on cycle classes

Lemma 3.4 Let p be an interior marking, that is, p is neither a relative marking nor
an orbifold marking. For r sufficiently large,

(18)  [€2®(evy([Doo)) N[ My i 7i.d Y Do,r+ Doo)"™)] 0
= e ([Mygiimji.a(Y, Do U Doo)~T'),
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orb rel

where €™ and €™ are the forgetful maps3

orb

€ My i nid(YDor> Doo) = Mgminyiu.a(Y),

el Mg,E,n,ﬁ,d(Y’ Do U Doo)™ — Mg,m+n+l(u),d(Y)-

Proof The localization formula (15) gives

(19) eV;([DOO]) n [ g,lz,n,/l,d(YDo,r’ DOO)]Vir
1
|Aut(D)| [ ],epry de

Lk ((—ev;",(cl(L)) —1)- M),

e (Norm‘liir)

=[]

where —evy(c1(L)) —1 is the restriction of the class [Doo] to the infinity section Do .
Following Lemma 3.3, the inverse of the virtual normal bundle 1/ e(Norm‘liir) is the
product of the following factors:

e For each stable vertex v over the zero-section, there is a factor

o (I e agen) (RO o)

ecE(v) t+evg e (L) - de‘/f(e,u) i=0

(] i)

ccE@) L T evec(l)— defo(e,v))/t

i=0

(] )

ccr(w | HEvia(l) o—odexﬁ(e,m)/r
: (Z(rr)g“)—"(r)z"—zé’“)“c,- (—R*n*m).

i=0

e If the target expands over the infinity section, there is a factor

[lecrm)de
-1 — l»Doo '

We consider the pushforward to the moduli space M, g.m+n+l(w),m.d (D) by forgetful
10,0

21

maps. Following [17] and [18], we want to extract the coefficient of from the

o 3More precisely, € is the forgetful map to M. g,mn+l(w),m.d (D) followed by the inclusion

Mg mtnti(u).med (D) = Mg myntiu).d(Y)-
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contributions.* We set s := ¢r and extract the r°s®—coefficient instead. Let
a — r2i—2g+1€>|0<rbci(_R*]T*£)‘

The inverse of the virtual normal bundle can be rewritten as the product of the factors

d, o0 R » S -1
o ( 2 4£ ) ) for ve VS(I)Ni ™ (0),
Seegv)1+§(eVZ c1(L)=deYie,v)) Z l

and

7 rel HeeE(F) de
(23) e e s

5 ) if the target expands.
Corollary 11 of [18] states that, for each i > 0, the class ¢; is a polynomial in » when

r is sufficiently large.

In addition, we have
K
—evy(c1(L)) —t = —ev,(c1 (L)) — e

Since the irreducible component containing the nonrelative and nonorbifold marked
point p maps to D, the target always expands at D,. Therefore, there is exactly
one factor of (23) from contributions at Do .

Each factor of (22) and (23) is of positive power in » and contributes at least one r.
Therefore, to extract the coefficient of r°, there can be only one such factor, which, of
course, has to be the factor (23) from the only stable vertex over the infinity divisor (there
is only one stable vertex over the infinity because there are only unstable vertices over 0
and the decorated graph is connected). Note that the term ev;", (c1(L)) also disappears,
because its product with (22) and (23) only produces positive powers of r. Therefore,
the fixed locus is described by the decorated graph with one stable vertex of full genus g
over the infinity section D, and m unstable vertices over the zero-section D, .

The appearance of higher powers of the target descendant class ¥/ in the expansion
of (23) will also contribute a positive power of r, hence the terms involving ¥« are
not allowed either.

Then we extract the coefficient of s°; the result is exactly the right-hand side of (18). O
4In [18], they considered the localization formula for Mg ko ji d(YDg,r» Doo) multiplied by . We
instead consider the localization formula for ev*([Doo])ﬂ[ gk, d(YDo r Doo)]"lr where a factor of ¢

will come from ev ([Doo]) In other words, in [18] they want the coefficient of z~" in their localization
formula, while we want the coefficient of #° in ours.
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‘We consider the invariant

m+n (YDO.r:Doo)
24) <(1‘[ra,(8>)ram+l([ i) T w@o]u)
i=1 i=m+2 g.k.n,u,d

where 6; € n*(H*(D,Q)) for m+1 <i <m+n are cohomology classes pulled back
from H*(D, Q). We have the following relation between orbifold-relative invariants
of (Yp,,r, Do) and rubber integrals.

Lemma 3.5 For r sufficiently large and n > 0, the orbifold-relative Gromov—Witten
invariant (24) of (Yp,,, Do) is a polynomial in r . Moreover,

m+n (YDO,r sDoo)
(25) |:<( l_[ Ta; (8 )) Tam+1 ([Doo]* 6m+1) l_[ Ta; (87) ‘ /'L> . :|
i=1 i=m+2 gkn.pd  Ar0
m+n ~,(Y,DpUDso)
<]‘[ral(5)\ ra,.(s,-)\u> )
i=1 i=m+1 g.k,n,ji,d

Proof Identity (25) follows from identity (18) in Lemma 3.4, as the invariants are de-
fined by integrating against the virtual fundamental class and pushing forward to a point.

Polynomiality of the invariant (24) follows from the localization analysis and the
polynomiality of the class ¢;. Indeed, it is sufficient to consider the factor (22):

(26) LTI de (Zc(tr)g(”) ’)

ecE(v) 1+7 (eV CI(L) de lp(e v))

the only factor that depends on r. A negative power of r appears only when i > g(v),

but the appearance of a negative power of r also results in the same negative power of ¢
in the factor. Hence negative powers of 7 do not contribute to the coefficient of 0. O

Combining Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5, we obtain the identity between relative invariants of
(Y, Do U Do) and orbifold-relative invariants of (Yp, ,, Doo) With exactly one class
of the form 7, ([Deo] - 6).

Proposition 3.6 For r sufficiently large,

m+n (YDO,rsDoo)
(27) |:<( l_[ Ta; (i ))Tam_H ([Pso] - 8m+1) l_[ Tq; (8;) ‘ [L> ; :| .

l_l l m+2 g:ksna[i/ad
m-+n (Y,DoUDo)
< l_[ Ta; (8 ) Tam-l—l ([ 00] 51"’!4‘1) l_[ Ta; (8 ) ’ IL> R
i=1 i=m+2 n.ik.d
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3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.3, hence completing the proof of
Theorem 1.5. A special case of Theorem 2.3 is already given in Proposition 3.6. Indeed,
the general case of Theorem 2.3 can be derived from Proposition 3.6. In other words:

Lemma 3.7 All relative Gromov—Witten invariants of (Y, Dy U Do) in (8) and all
relative-orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants of (Yp, ,, Do) in (9) satisfy the same
universal formulas, in which they are determined by invariants of the form given in
Proposition 3.6.

We need to prove the identity for the following three types of invariants, which generate
all Gromov—Witten invariants of interest following the description of the cohomological
insertions of the invariants at the beginning of Section 3.

Type I No descendant insertions of the form t,([Dg]-8) or t,([Doo] - §), where
a€Zsoand 6 € H*(D,Q).

Suppose [,[Doo] # 0. By the divisor equation, we have

m 5 5 (Y,DpU Do)
<il:[1 ‘L’a,( i) zljl Tam+,( m+i) ) ﬂ>g Konid
1 " (¥, DoU Do)
= fd[Doo]<il;[1 Tq; (81) ’ 70([Doo )zl:ll Tay+i (Om+i) ‘ M)g Rt Ljid
1 n m
Z( [T 74,1 | Tapyj—1([Pool-Sm+j)  TT  Tayii Gm+i)
f [DOO] =1'i=1 i€{l,...,n}\j

(Y,DoUDoo)
RS

g.k,n+1,ii,d
Applying the divisor equation to the corresponding orbifold-relative invariant of
(YDy,r» Doo) yields

m ( DO rs Doo)
(11 a0 @0) TT s G ], 2"
1 m (YDO r:DOO)
= o] Doo1<(,-1_71 ta (5)) 0([Deo)) T T o Grt) | u) o
1 n m
- 5 (1T 7ar ) zams ;-1 (ool Sms) T Tapys Gms)
JalDool j=1\\ =i i€{l,..,n}\j
‘ >(YD0.rsDc>o)
g,l_c',n-i—l,ﬁ,,d'
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Therefore, the divisor equations for invariants of (Y, Dy U Do) and invariants of
(YDy,r» Doo) take the same form. Hence Theorem 2.3 for invariants of Type I follows
from Proposition 3.6 by divisor equations when [,;[Doo] # 0.

Suppose [’ 4[DPoc] = 0 and there is at least one nonrelative marked point. We may
rewrite the relative invariant (8) of (Y, Do U Dyo) as

m

(28) (1w

i=1

(Y, DoUDoo)

P

where §4; € n*H*(D,Q) for 1 <i < n. In this case, decorated graphs in the
localization computation do not have edges, hence there is only one vertex. Therefore,
the C*fixed locus is just the moduli space rubber maps: Mg,l?,n,ﬁ,d (Y. DoU Dso) ™.
The invariant (28) is zero because the virtual dimension of the C*—fixed locus is 1 less
than the virtual dimension of M e ji.d(Ys DoU Do) . Consider the corresponding
orbifold invariant of (Yp,,;, Do),

9) (11 7ar6) TT e G| 1), 227"

i=1 i=1 g:k.n,pi.d

Again, the decorated graph has no edge. By the virtual dimension constraint and the
localization formula (15), the coefficient of %79 of the invariant (29) is zero.

Suppose | 4[DPoo] = 0 and there is no nonrelative marked point. Choose a class
H e n* H*(D, Q) such that / 4 H # 0. By the divisor equation, this type of invariant
can be reduced to the Type I invariants with one nonrelative marked point of insertion H.

Hence we have completed the proof for Type I invariants.

Type II At least one descendant insertions of the form t,([Do]-§) and no descendant
insertions of the form t,([Dg]-§).

Lemma 3.8 Theorem 2.3 for invariants of Type II follows from the result for invariants
of Type I.

Proof We may rewrite the invariant (8) of (Yp,,,, Doo) as

m

30 {( 11 70 60) s o) T (Db ]

i=1 i=1 kno+nooud

YDO r :Doo)

We can apply the degeneration formula to (Yp,,,, Do) over the infinity divisor Deo.
Hence the invariant (30) equals:
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[lini )™ o.(YDg.r-Doo)
31 (5 (i ) :
(31) Z |Aut(11)|<(,-1;[1 Ta,( z))il;lgfam-i-z( m+i) n>g1,k,|S|,?7,d1
Noo
(0] T ans @) TT Tameng s ([Dool Smmgt)
ie{l,...,no}\S i=1

o,(Y,DogUDoo)
) M>g2,ﬁ,no—|5|+noo,ﬂ,d2.
The relative invariant of (¥, Dy U Do) corresponding to the invariant (30) is
(Y,DoUDo)
2

galzano—i_nooaﬁad '

m

(32) (I 7,0

i=1

no oo
1_[ Tam+i (Om+i) 1_[ Tamtng+i ([Doo]'8m+no+i)
i=1 i=1

Applying the degeneration formula, the invariant (32) equals

Hi ni

69 X (1 20,60 | TL s G| 1] oo
Tq: 7 T, . ; N
Aut(p] oy 0 | g e Ot e kst
Noo
'<’7V [ Tayvi Om+i) [1 Tam+n0+i([Doo]'5m+no+i)
ie{l,...,no}\S i=1

o,(Y,DoUDoo)
‘ u>g2,77=n0—|5|+noo,ﬁ,d2'
The Type II orbifold-relative invariants of (Yp, ,, Do) and relative invariants of
(Y, Dy U Do) satisfy the same form of degeneration formula. Note that the invariants
on the first line of (31) and the invariants on the first line of (33) are of Type 1. Hence
Theorem 2.3 for invariants of Type II follows from the result for Type I invariants. O

Type IIT At least one descendant insertion of the form 7,([Dg]-8).

The basic divisor relation in H>(Y, Q) gives
[Doo] = [Do] —c1(L).

Using this formula, invariants of Type III can be written as sum of invariants of Type I
and Type II. Hence Theorem 2.3 for invariants of Type III follows from Theorem 2.3
for Type I and Type II invariants.

It is straightforward to see that the polynomiality of the orbifold-relative invariant (9) of
(YDy,r» Doo) follows from the above discussion. Indeed, the polynomiality eventually
reduces to the polynomiality for the invariants in Proposition 3.6, as the universal
formulas that we have described in Type I, Type II and Type III are polynomials, so
they preserve the polynomiality. The polynomiality for invariants in Proposition 3.6 is
proved in Lemma 3.5.

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is complete.
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4 Genus-zero relative and orbifold invariants

It is proved in [2] that relative invariants of (X, D) and orbifold invariants of Xp ,
are equal in genus zero provided that r is sufficiently large. The proof in [2] is through
comparison between virtual fundamental classes on different moduli spaces. In this
section we give a new proof for the exact equality between genus-zero relative invariants
of (X, D) and genus-zero orbifold invariants of the root stack Xp , for sufficiently
large r. Our new proof is through the degeneration formula and virtual localization.
The reason that the equality fails to hold for higher-genus invariants can be seen directly
from the localization computation.

We consider the genus-zero relative and orbifold invariants

m n (X,D)
(34) <i1;[1 Ta; (87) il;ll Tam+,~()/m+i)>0’]€,n,d
- / YT evE(8)) - Y eV ()
[MO!E’n’d(X’D)]V]r +1 + *
: wm'il eVm_H Vm+1) - mrr.;-nn SVintn (Ym+n)
and
35) (] 1, (5 o
(35) <i1:[1 fa,( ),l:[1 Fam+i (ymﬂ))o,l;,n,d
-/ O evE(B1) -+ P vy ()
(M i pna XD —_— o
l/fmlil eVm.H (Ym+1) - mrinn eVm+n(Vm+n)-

Theorem 4.1 [2, Theorem 1.2.1] For r sufficiently large, the genus-zero relative and
orbifold invariants coincide:
(34) = (39).

Degeneration formulas in Section 2 show that it is sufficient to prove equality between
genus-zero invariants of (Yp, ,, Do) and genus-zero invariants of (¥, Dy U Dyo).
Following the same procedure of Section 3, we first prove the following identity on
cycles classes in genus zero.

Lemma 4.2 Let p be a nonorbifold and nonrelative marked point. For r sufficiently
large, we have

(36) €2 (evy (Do) NIM 2 (YDy.r. Doo)]™)
= e (M o fnj.a(Y. Do U Doo)™TM).
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Proof Following the proof of Lemma 3.4, the localization formula is
(37) eV ([Doo)) N[M o f . 1,a(YDo.r- Doo)l™

1 *
B ; |Aut(I')| HeEE(F) de i ((—eVp(Cl ()= Z) .

[MF]Vir_ )

e(Normp,
The inverse of the virtual normal bundle 1/ e(Norm}ir) can be written as the product
of the following factors:

e For each stable vertex v over the zero-section, there is a factor

I1 —
ecE@w) I tevic1(L) —deY(e,w) Ni=0 "
(r)lE(U)| de

t ecE(v) 1+ %(GV: ci(L)— delz(e,v))

0y —14+|E(v)|—i
(S i(—R*7.L))

i=0 "

r de 00 i\
=7 11 — S (L) ci(—R*m.0)).
U ecEw) 1+ %(ev’; c1(L) —derev)) (i:()(r) ! * )

rde ( o (t)—1+|E(v)|—i

(38) c,-(—R*n*C))

e If the target expands over the co—section, there is a factor

[eerm de — 11leceq) de

=Yoo 1 14U/t
Note that the vertex contribution over the zero-section is the corresponding vertex
contribution in Lemma 3.4, by setting g(v) = 0 for all v. Therefore, we have the factor
(¢/r)~ in (38) instead of the factor (z/r)€™~%. As a result, each factor contains
only negative powers of ¢ and contributes at least one #~!. In order to extract the
t%—coefficient from (37), there can only be one stable vertex in the decorated graph I'.

(39)

Since the nonorbifold and nonrelative marked point p has to land on the infinity
divisor D, the only stable vertex is over co. Therefore, the decorated graph I' is
of a stable vertex of genus 0 over co, and m unstable vertices over 0. Since every
Voo class comes with an extra factor of =, no term with ¥, class appears in the
coefficient of 1. What is left is exactly the right-hand side of (36). |

Remark 4.3 The proof does not work for higher-genus invariants due to the fact that

the contributions from stable vertices over the zero-section contain nonnegative powers
of ¢. Therefore, the coefficient of 1° does not get simplified as in the genus-zero case.
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Hence, for higher-genus invariants, one needs to pushforward to the moduli space of
stable maps to X and also take the coefficient of 7°, as discussed in Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 4.1 By the degeneration formulas in Section 2, we only need to
compare relative and orbifold invariants of relative local models. Lemma 4.2 implies
an equality between genus-zero invariants when there is exactly one insertion of the
form t,([Dso]-8) and all other insertions are of the form 7,(§), where the cohomology
class § is pulled back from H*(D, Q). In other words, in the genus zero case, the
orbifold invariant in Proposition 3.6 is constant in 7. Then Theorem 4.1 follows from
Lemma 3.7. In other words, we can follow the same analysis as in Section 3.3 to
prove that the general case follows from Proposition 3.6. More explicitly, we consider
the three types of invariants in Section 3.3 and restrict the discussion to genus-zero
invariants. By running through the argument in Section 3.3 for genus-zero invariants,
we see that all these three types of genus-zero orbifold invariants are constant in r
because the orbifold invariant in Proposition 3.6 is constant in ¥ when g = 0. The
proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete. O

5 Stationary Gromov—Witten theory of curves

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.4 for the equality between stationary Gromov—
Witten invariants of (P ![r], co) and stationary Gromov—Witten invariants of (P!, 0, c0).
The proof is based on the degeneration formula in the proof of Theorem 2.3, and the
equality for genus-zero invariants.

5.1 The proof of Theorem 2.4

By Lemma 3.8, the proof of Theorem 2.4 is reduced to the case of orbifold-relative
stationary invariants of (IP![r], oo) with no stationary marked points; that is,
(40) ().
This is where we need the invariants to be stationary. More specifically, we consider the
degeneration formula (31) in the proof of Lemma 3.8 such that all stationary marked
points are distributed to the component containing co. There are no insertions in the
invariant (40), therefore the virtual dimension M g..0.ji.d (P![r], o0) has to be zero.
That is,

2¢—-2+m+I1(p)=0.
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This means g =0, m =1 and /(1) = 1. These are genus-zero invariants of (P![r], o)
when there is only one relative marked point, one orbifold marked point, and no
nonrelative and nonorbifold marked points.

Similarly, for relative invariants of (P 1o, o0), we only need to consider genus-zero
invariants of (P!, 0, o) with a single relative marked point at 0 and oo, respectively,
and no nonrelative marked points.

Hence, it is sufficient to prove the equality

(Pl[r],oo) _ (PI,O,OO)

where (d) represents the trivial partition of d with only one part. It is simply a special
case of the equality for genus-zero invariants. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Remark 5.1 Theorem 2.4 can also be proved by localization comparison, which is
similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3. The key point for the proof of Theorem 2.4 using
the localization technique is that one can match the vertex contributions using (the dis-
connected version of) the formulas for double Hurwitz numbers in [24, Proposition 5.4]
and [20, Theorem 1]. Alternatively, one can simply use the formula for double Hurwitz
numbers in [20, Theorem 1] to prove that the stationary orbifold invariants are constants
in r. Hence, by Theorem 1.5, they have to be the same as stationary relative invariants.

5.2 Application: stationary orbifold invariants as Hurwitz numbers

In the celebrated paper [29] by Okounkov and Pandharipande, stationary relative
Gromov—Witten invariants of target curves are proven to be equal to Hurwitz numbers
with completed cycles, that is, the sum of the Hurwitz numbers obtained by replacing
74(w) by the associated ramification conditions. The ramification conditions associated
to 74(w) are universal, independent of all factors including the target curve. This is
known as GW/H correspondence for relative theory of target curves. Theorem 1.9 states
an equality between stationary relative invariants and stationary orbifold invariants of
r"_root stacks of target curves. Therefore stationary orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants
of r'"—root stacks of target curves are equal to Hurwitz numbers with completed cycles

when r is sufficiently large.

We briefly review the theory in [29]. The Hurwitz theory of a smooth curve C describes
the enumeration of covers of C with prescribed ramification data given by the cover
over the branch points.
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Let d >0, and let 7!, ..., 7 be partitions of d assigned to / distinct points ¢, . .., q;
of C. A Hurwitz cover of C of genus g with ramification profiles 7!,..., 7]1 over
q1,--.,4q; i1s a morphism

. C'—=C

satisfying the following properties:

e ('’ is a nonsingular, connected, genus g curve.

e For 1 <i <1, the divisors 7~ (g;) have ramification profiles equal to the
partition 7’ .

e The map n is unramified over C \ {q1,...,q;}.

The Hurwitz number
HE @G0

is defined to be the weighted count of the distinct Hurwitz covers  of genus g with
ramification profiles given by 7!, ..., ﬁl over ¢, ...,q;. Each such cover is weighted
by 1/Aut(r).

Hurwitz numbers HdC @', ..., 7]’ ) can be extended to all degree ¢ and all partitions 7’ .
Let

and |nf| = Zj.(i) n}, where /(i) is the length of 7' . Hurwitz numbers Hdc @t ...,
are defined as follows:

. HOC (9,...,9) =1, where @ stands for the empty partition.
o If |i}!| > d for some i, then the Hurwitz number vanishes.

o If || <d forall 1 <i <[, then the Hurwitz number is defined as

C =1 ! l ml(ﬁl;l-) C =1
41 HSGY . 0h) = ) H (74, 1),
(41) 4 M ) ,Lll(ml(’?’)) PR +4)

where 77’+ is the partition of d determined by adjoining d — |1}’ | parts of size 1:
M=y L 1D

and m (7)) is the multiplicity of the 1 in 7.
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Let S(d) be the symmetric group. The class algebra Z(d) C QS(d) is the center of
the group algebra QS(d). Let C;; € Z(d) be the conjugacy class corresponding to the
partition 7. Let A be an irreducible representation of S(d). The conjugacy class &
acts as a scalar operator on A with eigenvalue

A

fih) = (|n|>| "|dmk

where X% is the character of any element of Cj in the representation A and dim A is
the dimension of the representation A.

Let P be the set of all partitions. There is a linear, injective Fourier transform

(42) b @Z(d)—M@P, G > f.

d=0
The image of ¢ is the set of so-called shifted symmetric functions A*. An element f
of the algebra of shifted symmetric functions A* can be concretely given as a sequence
of polynomials

=M P eQhy,... 2],

where Q[A1, ..., Ax]*$® denotes the invariants of the shifted action of the symmetric
group S(n) on the algebra Q[A1, ..., Ay]. The shifted action is defined by permutation
of the variables A;. The sequence { ™} is such that

o the /' are of uniformly bounded degree,

o the /™ are stable under restriction, that is, f®t1] Anpr=0=J )
The shifted symmetric power sum py € A* is defined by

(e.¢]

pr0) =S [(hi—i + 1) = (=i + D]+ 1 =275 ¢ (k).

i=1

For each partition 77, define P; € A* as

Pﬁzl_[pm'

The completed conjugacy classes are defined by

nl

éﬁ—nl ¢~ (pn)e@zw)

The completed cycles are defined by

(@=Cu, a=1.2,....
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More concretely, the completed cycle (a) is obtained from the cycle (a) by adding
multiples of constant terms and nonnegative multiples of nontrivial conjugacy classes
of strictly smaller size. More details can be found in [29, Section 0.4].

The following GW/H correspondence is proved in [29]:

Theorem 5.2 [29, Theorem 1] Let C be a smooth target curve of any genus. The
GW/H correspondence for the relative Gromov—Witten theory of C is

(43) <ﬁfa,-(w))nl ‘---(n’

i=1

>°,(C,QI a'-'yql)

g.nnl,...ql,d
1
[T(a:i!)

where w € H?(C, Q) is the Poincaré dual of the point class.

HS ((ay +1),..., (an + 1), 7%, ... 7)),

Theorems 1.9 and 5.2 together imply the following GW/H correspondence for orbifolds:

Corollary 5.3 Let C be a smooth target curve in any genus. Let C[ry,...,r;] be the
root stack over C by taking the rith root at the point ¢; € C for the | distinct points
qi,...,q; of C. When the r; are sufficiently large for all 1 <i </, we have the
GW/H correspondence

n o.Clr1,....r1] 1 c _ _
(44) <£[1 Ta; (a))>g,n,ﬁ1,...,ﬁ/,d = a1 (a1 +1),....(an+ 1.7 ...,

where w € H?(C, Q) is the Poincaré dual of the point class.
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