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Congruences on K-theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants

JEREMY GUERE

We study K-theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants of projective hypersurfaces using
a virtual localization formula under finite group actions. In particular, it provides
all K-theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants of the quintic threefold modulo 41, up to
genus 19 and degree 40. As an illustration, we give an instance in genus one and
degree one. Applying the same idea to a K—theoretic version of FJRW theory, we
determine it modulo 205 for the quintic polynomial with minimal group and narrow
insertions, in every genus.
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0 Introduction

One of the first achievements of Gromov—Witten (GW) theory is the celebrated formula
of Candelas, de la Ossa, Green and Parkes [4] computing genus-0 invariants of the
quintic threefold in terms of a hypergeometric series solution of a Picard—Fuchs equation.
It was a first instance of mirror symmetry and was proved by Givental [14] and Lian,
Liu and Yau [28].

The K—theoretic version of GW theory, which we refer to as KGW theory, was con-
structed in Lee [25], and it is only recently that mirror symmetry in this context was
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3586 Jérémy Guéré

developed by Givental in his series of preprints starting with [15]. It relates the KGW
generating series to a g—hypergeometric function solution of a finite-difference equation.

Both GW and KGW theories rely on the notion of a perfect obstruction theory (see
Behrend and Fantechi [2]), producing two fundamental objects on the moduli space
M ¢.n(X, B) of stable maps to a given nonsingular variety X, namely the virtual cycle
M an(X, B)]V" living in the Chow ring of the moduli space, and the virtual structure

sheaf Oj\i/rl (X.5) living in its K—theory of coherent sheaves.
g.n )

Given insertions y; € CH4(X), or ¥; € K°(X), and psi-classes v/; € CH! (Mg.n), or
psi-bundles ¥; € K%(M, ), we then form

n n
a:= Hev*(yi)-widi and A:= ®ev*(Yi)®\I!?d", with d; € Z,
i=1 i=1

using evaluation maps. It yields GW and KGW invariants

P*(a'[ﬂg,n(Xa ﬁ)]Vir) € Q and P'(A ® O;\%gn(X,ﬂ)) € Z’

where p is the projection map to a point along which we take pushforwards in Chow
or in K—theory.! Each theory has an important feature: the virtual cycle is pure-
dimensional, leading to a degree condition on the insertions for the GW invariant
to be nonzero, and KGW invariants are all integers. Moreover, the two theories are
related via a Hirzebruch—-Riemann—Roch theorem (see Tonita [38]), saying that all
KGW invariants of a nonsingular variety X can be reconstructed from the knowledge
of all GW invariants of the DM stacks [X/(Z/M Z)] for all M € N*; see Givental
[16, Main Theorem)].

Let T be a torus. When the variety X carries a nontrivial 7—action, so does the
moduli space of stable maps, and the virtual cycle and virtual structure sheaf are
T—equivariant. One then benefits from the virtual localization formula of Graber and
Pandharipande [17] to reduce the computation of invariants to the 7'—fixed locus, which
greatly simplifies the calculation. Unfortunately, the automorphism group of a smooth
projective hypersurface such as the quintic threefold is finite (except in the special cases
of quadrics, elliptic curves and K3 surfaces), so that there is no nontrivial 7T—action.

Let G be a finite cyclic group. In this paper, we take advantage of the fact that the
(virtual) localization formula holds with no change under finite group actions. Since
projective hypersurfaces X admit such actions, we can apply it to the study of KGW

In K—theory, it is also known as the Euler characteristic.
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theory of X. However, we still have two difficulties. First, the G—fixed moduli space
is in general quite involved and we cannot guarantee that it is smooth, so even after
applying the virtual localization formula, we may not be able to finish the computation.
Second, the (virtual) localization formula gives an answer in a localized ring. For
instance, the G—equivariant K—theory of a point is isomorphic to the representation
ring R(G), which in the case of a finite cyclic group of order M yields Z[X]/(1—XM).
Instead of providing an answer in R(G), the (virtual) localization formula only gives
us the image in the localized complexified ring R(G)c,1oc, Where we invert a maximal
ideal corresponding to a nonzero element in G. The issue with the localized ring is
that the map R(G) — R(G)c oc 1s in general not injective. In our example, we have
R(G)c joc == C and the map sends X to a given primitive M ™ root of unity, so that
the nonzero polynomial 14+ X +---4+ XM~1 € R(G) is sent to 0 € C. Notice that
when the group is a torus 7', the localization map R(7") — R(T)c joc is injective; that
is why we have no such issue in the previous paragraph.

B

We overcome the first difficulty by means of an “equivariant quantum Lefschetz theorem’
that we developed for GW theory in [19, Section 2] and that we adapt to KGW theory
and to finite group actions in Section 1; see Theorem 1.6. It compares the G—equivariant
virtual structure sheaf of a hypersurface X C P¥ to that of the ambient space P, and
then we use the T—action on the ambient space to apply the virtual localization formula.
However, Theorem 1.6 requires that for every G—fixed stable map from a curve C to X,
all stable components of C are contracted to a point in X. This condition could fail if
the automorphism group of the curve is too big, leading us to impose restrictions on
the genus of the curve and on the degree of the stable map.

The second difficulty is more serious. Indeed, we know the G—equivariant KGW
invariant is of the form a9 +a; X +---+apr—1 XM=1 for some integers a;, and our
goal would be the “nonequivariant” limit ag + - - - 4+ aps—1, but we only have access to
the complex number ag + a¢ 4 -+ apr—1EM =1, where ¢ is a primitive M ™ root of
unity. Luckily, KGW are integers, so that when M is a prime number, we can sum all
these complex numbers for primitive roots and obtain the KGW invariant modulo M.

As a conclusion, we seek automorphisms of X of prime order with isolated fixed points.
For instance, the quintic threefold can be realized as the zero locus in P# of the loop
polynomial xg X144+ xixo and the action

C-(X05- -5 Xq) = (X0, &4 x1, £10x0, £7%%x3,8%0xy),  where ¢ 1= e27/41
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3588 Jérémy Guéré

yields an automorphism of X of prime order 41, whose fixed points are coordinate
points. As a result of Corollary 2.9, we obtain? all KGW invariants of the quintic
threefold up to genus 19 and degree 40, modulo 41.

Remark 0.1 It happens that 41 is the biggest prime number p for which there exists
an automorphism of order p for a smooth quintic hypersurface; see Oguiso and Yu [30].

In Proposition 2.13, we provide an instance of this calculation in genus one. Precisely,
we compute
vir

vir 6
X(M) = (120¢4* + 180g + 125)

1—g*—¢q
(1—-¢g*(1—-¢5)

where [E denotes the Hodge bundle and ¢ is a formal variable, so that the inverse of

€ 7/205Z]4],
— /205Zlq]

1 —gEY is defined as the geometric series in g of general term ]E_qu (here E is a line
bundle).

Interestingly, if we can find automorphisms of prime orders for infinitely many primes
and if we can handle the respective localization formulas, then we are able to determine
KGW invariants as integers instead of modulo a prime number. We apply this idea to
elliptic curves. There are indeed p—torsion points for every prime number p, so that a
translation by this point is an automorphism of order p. Furthermore, the localization
formula is trivial since there are no fixed points. We deduce the vanishing of all KGW
invariants of an elliptic curve, with homogeneous insertions.

Similarly to GW theory, Fan, Jarvis and Ruan [12; 11] developed a quantum singularity
theory for Landau—Ginzburg orbifolds. It is known as the FJRW theory and an algebraic
construction has been established by Polishchuk and Vaintrob in [33]. Precisely, they
construct a matrix factorization over the moduli space of (W, G)—spin curves, where
W is a nondegenerate quasihomogeneous polynomial and G is an admissible group of
symmetries. We refer to Guéré [18] for details.

In Section 3, we explain how to construct a K—theoretic version of FIRW theory and
we then pursue the same goal as for KGW theory: compute invariants by applying the
localization theorem under finite group actions. We focus on the quintic polynomial

21t means we write the answer as a sum over dual graphs of contributions involving only KGW invariants
of the point. This computation can be encoded into a computer. Note however that the calculation of KGW
invariants of the point is nontrivial in genus more than two. As explained in Proposition 2.13, we use the
computer for the calculation of an explicit example in genus one.
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with group us for clarity of the exposition and we find all its K—theoretic FJRW
invariants with narrow insertions in every genus and modulo 205; see Corollary 3.11.
Here, we do not have restriction bounds on the genus of the curve.

In [18], we compute genus-0 FJRW invariants of chain polynomials using a character-
istic class? ¢;: K°(S) — H*(S)[t], which we can define for a line bundle L over a
smooth DM stack S as

el L) _ t

1(L) = Ch(A— L) Td(L) = ey (L) 75—

and then extend multiplicatively. Genus-0 FJRW invariants of a chain polynomial

x7'xy 4+ 4 x37 are then equal to
N
(D Cvir = th—l;I} 1_[ Ct; (—Rﬂ*ﬁj), with g =0,
j=1

where t; 1= tCa(=a;-1) and Ry, L ; are the derived pushforwards of the universal
line bundles over the moduli space of (W, G)—spin curves. It is remarkable that such a
limit exists and the author has wondered since then whether other limits could exist, for
instance when ¢ tends to some root of unity. Interestingly, we prove* for the quintic loop
polynomial with group (s and narrow insertions that such a limit exists for all genus
when ¢ tends to a 41st root of unity {4;. It then converges to a Z/41Z—equivariant
version of the FJRW virtual cycle, defined as follows. The two-periodic complex
obtained from the Polishchuk—Vaintrob matrix factorization naturally decouples as
a direct sum of 41 two-periodic complexes.> Each one of them provides a (virtual)
cycle ay, for 0 < k <40, and we define

VZIr/41Z Zak€41 = hm 1_[ Ctj( Rﬂ*ﬁ]) with g > 0.

We easily find similar results for other loop polynomials.

3Polishchuk and Vaintrob’s definition of the virtual cycle in FJRW theory involves a Koszul complex of
vector bundles; see [33]. The class ¢; then appears naturally from the definition of the Koszul complex, as
it involves exterior powers of vector bundles. Note also that ¢ recovers the top Chern class of a vector
bundle.

4The restriction to the group ji5 is not necessary and we could consider other admissible groups. However,
if one takes the maximal group 141925, then the action of Z /417 becomes trivial and gives no result.
SPrecisely, the k" two-periodic complex is the one containing vector bundles Symk +atd AY, with / € N,
in the notation of [18].
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As a conclusion, we mention a future line of research. Chiodo and Ruan [9] and
Chiodo, Iritani and Ruan [8] studied the so-called genus-0 Landau—Ginzburg/Calabi—
Yau (LG/CY) correspondence, which provides a striking relation between GW theory
of a projective hypersurface and FJRW theory of the defining polynomial. Following
Chiodo and Ruan [10], there is a similar correspondence in higher genus as well.
Since we expect the LG/CY correspondence to hold in K—theory as well, it would be
interesting to probe a K—theoretic version for the quintic threefold, up to genus 19,
degree 40, and modulo 41.

Another question we may ask is: what information do we get on GW invariants of the
quintic threefold up to genus 197 The quintic threefold X is special, its virtual cycle
(with no markings) is O—dimensional, so that a lot of its GW invariants vanish. In fact,
they are all deduced from some rational numbers 1, 4 € Q for nonnegative integers g
and d, corresponding to its GW invariants without markings. As a consequence, we
expect some simplifications in the Hirzebruch—Riemann—Roch theorem of Tonita [38]
and Givental [16], and to find formulas expressing KGW invariants of X in terms of
the ng 4. Moreover, it is proven in Fan and Lee [13], Guo, Janda and Ruan [20] and
Chang, Guo and Li [5] that all values of ng 4 are expressed in terms of low degrees,
where 5d <2g —2. Up to genus 19, there are exactly 61 unknowns:

N4 1,n5,1,...,018,6.119,7 € Q.

As we are able to compute all KGW invariants modulo 41 up to genus 19 and degree 40,
we expect a lot of relations among these 61 unknowns. Moreover, KGW is not restricted
by a degree condition on insertions, so we can also insert K—classes from P4, yielding
indeed infinitely many relations among these 61 unknowns. Of course, we do not know
yet how many of these relations are nontrivial. It would also be enlightening to express
KGW invariants in terms of BPS numbers, which are integers as well; see [22] for a
formula in genus zero.

Notation In this paper, we work over the complex numbers. We denote by Go(X)
the Grothendieck group of coherent sheaves on a DM stack X and by K°(X) the
Grothendieck ring of vector bundles on X. If a linear algebraic group G acts on X, then
we denote by Go(G, X) and K°(G, X) the Grothendieck groups of G—equivariant
coherent sheaves and vector bundles. They are identified when X is smooth, by
Thomason [36]. When X is a point, then it equals the representation ring R(G) of the
group G. The G—fixed locus inside X is denoted by X . For an element 1 € G, we

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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denote by X the h—fixed locus. If V and W are G—equivariant vector bundles over X,
then we denote by

WV =—w)= > (D AV esym' W At e KOG X)[1]

k,1=0

the lambda-structure in K—theory. We extend multiplicatively the notation to any
element V € K°(G, X). When we forget the group action, we simply denote it by
At (V) € KO(X)[1].
Let G be a diagonalizable group. The complexified representation ring R(G)c :=
R(G) ® C is identified with the coordinate ring O(G) of G. Hence, for every s € G,
there is a corresponding maximal ideal mj, C R(G)c. Let

Go(G, X)ioc := Go(G, X) ®z R(G)C my,»
K°(G, X)ioe := K°(G, X) ®7 R(G)C m),

denote the localizations. Assume X is smooth and let t: X C X be the inclusion of
the h—fixed locus. The localization theorem says

*A
_ 0 0 .
2) A= L!(kfl(NLV)) € K7 (G, X)oc forall 4 € K° (G, X)ioc;
see Thomason [37]. Note that kfl is the evaluation of the formula above at t = 1. In
general, it is not defined in K°(G, X) and it is only partially defined in K°(G, X)iqc.
Precisely, for a vector bundle V', the term Afl (V) is invertible if V' has no G-fixed
part. This is the case in equation (2).

Equation (2) is in particular true for finite groups G, even though the localization
map R(G)c — R(G)i is not injective in that case. Moreover, we can relax the
smoothness condition on X. Indeed, if X is singular but carries a G—equivariant perfect
obstruction theory [E_; — Ej], then there is a G—equivariant virtual structure sheaf
(’)}ir’G € Go(G, X); see Lee [25]. The obstruction theory pulls back to the G—fixed
locus X ¢ and we denote by N, LVir e K°(G, X©) the K-theoretic class of the dual of its
G-moving part. The G—fixed part gives a perfect obstruction theory on X ¢ and yields
a virtual structure sheaf Oj‘,iro Furthermore, we have the virtual localization formula

) Ovir
3 oune = (L) € Go(G, X)ioc.
(3) X ! )\EI(NLVHV) ol )loc

See Qu [34, Theorem 3.3] for the proof in the case where the group is a torus 7', but the
same proof holds word for word when we replace 7" by any diagonalizable group G. In
particular, it applies to the moduli space M (X’) of stable maps to a smooth DM stack X'

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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Here, we specify the genus, the degree and the number of markings as Mg (X, )
when needed.

The letters GW stand for Gromov—Witten and KGW for K—theoretic Gromov—Witten.

1 Equivariant quantum Lefschetz theorem

This section is a generalization of [19, Section 2] to K—theory and to more general
group actions. The main result is an “equivariant quantum Lefschetz” theorem which
is of first importance in the next section.

1.1 Virtual localization formula

Let G be a linear algebraic group and X be a smooth DM stack equipped with a

G-action. The moduli space M (X) of stable maps to X carries a G—action, a G—

equivariant perfect obstruction theory, and thus a G—equivariant virtual structure sheaf
};’g{) € Go(G, M(X)).

Denote by ¢: M(X)% < M(X) the embedding of the G—fixed locus. By definition,

the virtual normal bundle N, € K°(G, M(X )@) is the moving part of the pullback of

the perfect obstruction theory to the fixed locus.® The virtual localization formula (3)

states

. ovr .
ERA. R A
M(X) ! Agl(NLV1rV) 0( ( ))loc

1.2 Enhancement of the group

Let G C T be an embedding of linear algebraic groups and X < P be an embedding
of smooth DM stacks equipped with a G—action. We assume that
e the G-fixed loci of X’ and of P are equal;

¢ for every G—fixed stable map to P, all stable components of the source curve
are sent to PY;

e P is equipped with a T—action extending the G—action;

¢ the normal bundle of X < P is the pullback of a T—equivariant vector bundle
N over P;

e X is the zero locus of a G—invariant section of the vector bundle A; and

The perfect obstruction theory admits a global presentation by a two-term complex of vector bundles,
hence the virtual normal bundle is an element in K© rather than an element in Gy.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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¢ the vector bundle N is convex up to two markings, ie for every stable map
f:C — P, where C is a smooth genus-0 orbifold curve with at most two
markings, we have H(C, f*N) = 0.

Let us first consider the G—fixed loci of the moduli spaces of stable maps and observe

the fibered diagram
M(x)® —— Mp)e
| o |
M(X) —— M(P)

J

Writing 7 : X — P, we have a G—equivariant short exact sequence
0Ty —i*Tp—>i*N -0

inducing a distinguished triangle

4) Ry f*Tx — Ry f*Tp — Ruy f*N — (Rmy f*Ty)[1].

Note that their duals are parts of the perfect obstruction theories of M(X) and of
M(P), the remaining parts being the perfect obstruction theory of the moduli space of
stable curves itself.

The term & := R f* N, pulled back to M(P), has a fixed and a moving part, that
we denote respectively by Eqx and Enoy-

Proposition 1.1 The fixed part Eqx is a vector bundle over the fixed moduli space
M(P)°.

Proof Let f:C — P be a stable map belonging to M(P)%. We denote by p:C — C
the coarse map. It is enough to prove that

HY(C, ps f*N)X = 0.
Take the normalization v: C¥ — C of the curves at all their nodes. We have
v _ fix nf
cr=]erul
iel jedJ
where the superscripts refer respectively to fixed/nonfixed components of C¥ under
the map f. In particular, nonfixed components are unstable curves, ie the projective

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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line with one or two special points. By the normalization exact sequence, we obtain an
exact sequence

P H (mode. f* N jnoae) > H'(C. pu f*N) = H' (C” v* pu f*N) — 0,

nodes
with

HY(CY v¥ps f*N) = @H (CI v* py fXN) @@HI(CJ?‘f, v¥ s fXN).
iel jeJ

Since the normal bundle has a nontrivial G—action once restricted to the fixed locus
of X' (or equivalently of P), we have

H°(node, [*Npoae)™ =0 and  H'(C*,v*ps f*N)™ =0
Therefore, it remains to see the vanishing of H ! for nonfixed unstable curves C ]?‘f,

for j € J. The curve C }‘f is isomorphic to P! with either one or two markings, hence

H(C pr’ v*ps f*N) = 0 by our assumption of convexity up to two markings. |

Denote by O% PG the virtual structure sheaf obtained by the G—fixed part of the

perfect obstruction theory Ry f*Tp.

Proposition 1.2 We have

SO e =2 (ER) ® O )6 € Go(M(P)P).

Furthermore, in the localized equivariant K—theoretic ring, we have

1 . (Aﬁl(smow)

— =] - ) € KO(G,M(P)G)]OC'
)\91 (NLVer) )\‘91 (NTver)

Proof It follows from the standard proof using convexity; we recall here the main
arguments.

The DM stack X is the zero locus of a G—invariant section of the vector bundle A/ over
the ambient space P. This section induces a map s from the moduli space of stable
maps to P to the direct image cone % f*N; see [6, Definition 2.1]. Since the moduli
space M(P)Y is fixed by the action of G, it maps to the fixed part of the direct image
cone, that is, the vector bundle . Hence we have the fibered diagram

M(x)O d M(P)S
| - |
M(P)G 0 gﬁx

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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where the bottom map is the embedding as the zero section. The fixed part of the
distinguished triangle (4) gives a compatibility datum of perfect obstruction theories
for the fixed moduli spaces. Functoriality of the virtual structure sheaf gives

vir __ (Vir
OM(P)G OM(X)G ’

see [34]. Applying the projection formula via the map j on both sides and using the
Koszul resolution gives the first result. The second part of the statement follows from
the moving part of the distinguished triangle (4). |

By the virtual localization formula, the G—equivariant virtual structure sheaf satisfies

oOvir )G & \/)
vi M(X)C vir . —1 \~mov

]'O nC =i L'(—) = L']V (0 c®J (—))
M(X) AG (Nv1rv) M(x) Agl(NT\ler)

_ (gmov )
= u( CEx)ROE o ® —‘ )
M(P) )‘Gl (Nv1r )

vir

O* G
=719,V ® %)
( 18 (N

where equalities happen in Go(G, M(P))oc.

Remark 1.3 If it were defined, the right-hand side would equal

G
I(R]T f '/\[)V ® O;\Z(P)’

using the virtual localization formula, but it is not clear that the G—lambda class of
Ry f*N is defined in Go(G, M(P))1o.. However, we say that kfl (R f*N)Y is
defined after localization’ to mean that its pullback to the fixed locus is defined.

Now, we aim to extend the right-hand side of the equality to the 7" action. The inclusion
of groups G — T yields a morphism

§x: Go(T. M(P)) — Go(G, M(P)).

under which we get

vir, T vir,G
§x (OM(P)) OM(P)‘

Unfortunately, the map &, is only partially defined when we localize equivariant
parameters: the denominators could be nonzero in the T—localization but vanish in
the G—localization. It is easier to work out this issue on the fixed locus of the moduli
space.

TWe find this definition for the formal quintic; see [27].
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Let M(P)T — M(P) denote the T—fixed locus of the moduli space. In particular, we
have the inclusion 7: M(P)T < M(P)%. We notice that the moduli space M(P)? is
stable under the T—action from M (P) and that the map 7 is T—equivariant. Moreover,
we have a T—equivariant virtual structure sheaf

O 6 € Go(T. M(P)°)
and the equality

E(Or6) = Otimya € Go(G, M(P)°).

By the virtual localization formula, we have

vir
vi, T~ ~ ( O/T/I(P)T

mme = UGT (Nvirv)) € Go(T, M(P)%)ioc.
—1\'7

Furthermore, in K—theory on the space M(P)T we have the equality

) NZE =T N+ N

Lot

Indeed, let F be the pullback of the perfect obstruction theory from M (P) to M(P)T.
By definition, the virtual normal bundle NT‘QTr is the T—moving part 7™, which
decomposes as FM = F + F IOV, where the subscript denotes the G—fixed/moving

part. By definition, the virtual normal bundle 7* N is the G-moving part of F, ie Fmoy,
since there is no G—moving 7T —fixed part in F. The virtual normal bundle N.Y'" identifies

T
with Fmo

Remark 1.4 The virtual normal bundle NTVir is defined on M(P)C and we have a
well-defined equality

£ (V)T =28, ()T e KOG, MP)F ) ioe-

We also have seen the G—decomposition £ = Egx + Emey Over M (P)G with Egx being
a T—equivariant vector bundle. Indeed, the vector bundle A over P is T—equivariant,
thus so are £ and &xx. As a consequence, the equality

EOT() =1%,(8) € K°(G, M(P)%)1oc
is well defined.

Proposition 1.5 Consider the well-defined class
o r
Cr =01,V ® D€ Go(T. M(P) e
AT ()

Tol

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)
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Then its pushforward under the inclusion T equals
vir, T’
N M(P)G —
W(Cr) =27, (€Y) ® 2P € Go(T. M(P) ).
AL (NFT)
In particular, we have
(@)L
~ M —
£@(CT) =15, (8Y) ® =P € Go(G, M(P) e
AZ (N)
Proof By the virtual localization above and equation (5), we have

vir

Ovr
wCr) = )»Zl EV)Y R (M)

WL 0
Ov1r -
OO LT ) @, ()
vir T vir, T
_ )\ZI(SV) T( OM(P)T ) B )»_I(SV) ®0/\7(p)G
T virV T virV - T virV ’
AL (N AL (NETT) AL (N

The last sentence follows from the following property of £x. Let Z be a DM stack
with a T—action and take 4 € K%(T, Z)ioc, B € Go(T, Z)10c, a € K°(G, Z)10c and
b € Go(G, Z)oc. If £x(A) = a and £x(B) = b are well-defined equalities, then
£+ (A ® B) is well defined and equals the localized class a ® b. m|

The pushforward maps 7y and &, commute when the latter is well defined. Precisely,
the map 7is T—equivariant and for any localized class C € Go(T, M(P)%)ioc such that
£4(C) is well defined in Go(G, M(P)%)j0c, the localized class 7;(C) is well defined
under &, and we have

114(C) = &0(C) € Go(G, M(P))ioc-
1.3 Equivariant quantum Lefschetz formula

Summarizing our discussion, we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.6 (equivariant quantum Lefschetz) Let X — P be a G—equivariant
embedding of smooth DM stacks satisfying assumptions listed at the beginning of this
section. Then we have

FOWG, = (0L (R f*N)Y @ Ol ) € Go(G. M(P)) .
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where fis the embedding of moduli spaces and & is the specialization of T —equivariant
parameters into G—equivariant parameters. Here, the T—equivariant lambda class
)\Zl (Rms f*N)V is defined after localization; see Remark 1.3.

Proof Using previous equalities, we get

Ovir OVvir
T Ain,lG _ ~[1G oV M(P)C ety T oV M(P)T
o :t,(x_I@ )®+) =§*tm(t 0L ))@—)-
M A9, (N AT (N

Following Remark 1.3, the meaning of “defined after localization” is precisely
ovir .
T * v vir,T \ __ T * Vo~ M(P)
S* ()\_I(RJT*f N) ® O/W(P)) = S* ()\,_1 (RT[*f N) & Lty ()\Tl (NJEV)))

Lot
vir

oVt
e (N
—¢ m,(?*(){ (€Y)) @ —247) ) O
) : AT (N

2 K-theoretic Gromov—Witten theory

2.1 Automorphisms of loop hypersurfaces

Let X be a smooth degree-d hypersurface in P». K-theoretic Gromov—Witten (KGW)
theory is invariant under smooth deformations, so that we can choose any degree-d
homogeneous polynomial P to define X, as long as it satisfies the Jacobian criterion
for smoothness. Here, we will focus on loop polynomials, ie we take

X = {xg_lxl +---+xj‘(,_1x0 =0} C PV,
Let M := |1 — (1 —d)N*!|/d and consider on P the Z /M Z-action
é"(X(),...,XN) = (xo’é‘xl’é‘uzxZ’""CuNxN)’

where ug :=0and u;4; :=1—(d — 1)uj. We have (d — 1)uy = 1 modulo M, so
that the hypersurface X is Z /M Z—invariant. Explicitly, we have

j—1 N
uj=y (1-d)! and M=) (1-d).
1=0 =0

Notation 2.1 Let M; := M and
_ M,
Mj_|_1 = fOT 1§j<N
ged(uj1, Mj)

We write M := My and G :=Z/MZ.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)



Congruences on K—theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants 3599

Proposition 2.2 The group G acts on P, leaves the hypersurface X invariant, and
for all nonzero g € G, the g—fixed locus in PN consists of all coordinate points.
Furthermore, assuming the Calabi—Yau condition N + 1 = d and assuming d is a prime
number, then we have M = M . It holds in particular for the quintic hypersurface in P*.

Proof By the construction of M, we see that every u; with 1 < j < N is coprime
with M. It implies that every pairwise difference u; —u; is coprime with M. Indeed,
let0 <i < j < N, then we have

uj —u; = (1—d) uj_,

so that it is enough to prove that d — 1 is coprime with M. If a nonzero integer p
divides M and d — 1, then it divides M, and from its expression in terms of powers of
d —1, we get 1 =0 modulo p, so that p = 1.

Therefore, we have, forall0 <i < j < N andall0 <k < M,
é-ku,‘ ?é é'kuj, where é-: eZiTL’/M’
and hence the statement about the fixed locus.

For the second statement, let ¢ = N + 1 be a prime number. Then we have M = 0
modulo d. Thus, if we have ku; = 0 modulo M, then we have ku; = 0 modulo d.
But u; = j modulo d, so that k = 0. As a consequence, every u; is coprime with M,
and M = M. |

Example 2.3 We realize the quintic hypersurface in P4 as
P =x§x2+---+xix0.
Then the group is G = (Z/2057Z), acting as

£ox = (x0,8x1, 8 x2, 81 x3, 0 xg).
2.2 Virtual localization formula

Gromov—Witten (GW) theory of PV and its K—theoretic version is computed by
the virtual localization formula under the natural action of the torus 7 = (C*)V.
Unfortunately, there are in general no nontrivial torus-actions preserving a smooth
degree-d hypersurface X, leading to many difficulties in the computation of its GW
and KGW invariants. Nevertheless, we have an action of the finite group G on X.
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In cohomology or in Chow theory, the action of the finite group G is useless with respect
to the localization formula. Indeed, we have, for example, A% (pt) = C. On the other
hand, we have K°(G, pt) = R(G), the representation ring of the group G. Moreover,
there exists in K—theory a (virtual) localization formula under finite group actions.

Unfortunately, the (virtual) localization formula does not give a result in K°(G, pt),
but in a localized ring where we invert equivariant parameters. For instance, in the
case of an abelian group G = 7Z/ M Z., the representation ring (taken with complex

coefficients) is
R(G)c = CIX)/(1-x™),

and the multiplicative set we use for localization is generated by
(1-X,...,1-xM-1y,

As a consequence, the localized ring is isomorphic to C and the map R(G)c —
R(G)c oc 18 not injective. Precisely, the map sends X to a primitive M % root of
unity ¢, so that for every prime divisor p of M, the polynomial
p p

Z XkM/p s Z g-kM/p —0.

k=0 k=0
In conclusion, the (virtual) localization formula successfully computes a G—equivariant
K-—class expressed using roots of unity, but we cannot extract the “nonequivariant” limit
corresponding to the map

K°G.,pt) ~C[X])/(1-XM) > C~K°pt), X+ 1.

Nevertheless, we find a way to extract some information. Indeed, K-theoretic invariants
have another important feature: they are integers. Therefore, when the order of the
group is a prime number p, the defect of injectivity of the map R(G) — R(G)c oc

amounts to the uncertainty
I+ X 4+ XP71

which equals p in the nonequivariant limit X — 1. To conclude, we are left with the
desired integer modulo p. Furthermore, if we have several finite actions of different
prime orders, we can increase our knowledge about the result.

Let us go back to the degree-d hypersurface X C P¥. The action of G = Z/M7Z on
PN leaving X invariant induces a G—action on the moduli spaces of stable maps to
PV and to X. , so that their virtual structure sheaves are G—equivariant, namely

O @~ ) € Go(G. Mg(PY.B)) and OF o € Go(G. Mg(X. ).
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By the virtual localization formula, we then obtain
vir

vir _ Mg (X,B)fix —
Oﬂg(x,,s) - L!(A_I(vairv)) € Go(G, Mg (X, B))ioc,

where ¢: Mg (X, B)ix — M ¢ (X, B) denotes the G—fixed locus and N, denotes the
moving part of the perfect obstruction theory on the fixed locus. At last, we get

OVE fix
oV = (—Mg(x’,ﬂ) ) eC.
X( Mg(XaB)) X )‘—I(NLVHV)

The next step is to use Theorem 1.6 to relate this formula to a formula for P, where
an explicit localization formula is available via the torus action.

2.3 Fixed locus

We easily check all the conditions listed in Section 1.2 but the second:
¢ every stable component of a fixed stable map is contracted.

We are able to prove it under the following restrictions on genus of the source curve
and degree of the map.

Proposition 2.4 Let G = Z /M Z act on a smooth projective variety X so that, for
every nonzero element h € G, the h—fixed locus X h consists of isolated points in X.
Let f: C — X be a stable map corresponding to a G-fixed point in the moduli space
Mg.n(X,B). We assume

(6) g<3(p—1) and B<M,
where p is the greatest prime divisor of M. Then every stable component of the curve C

is mapped to one of the G—fixed points in X.

Proof First, we claim that if f: C — X is a G-fixed stable map of positive degree,
then the group G is a subgroup of the group Aut(C) of automorphisms of C. Indeed,
let { € G be a primitive element. Since the stable map is fixed, we can choose an
automorphism ¢; € Aut(C) of the curve C such that

¢-f(x)= f(¢1(x)) forall xeC.

We then define ¢y, := ¢{‘ for any k € N. Since the degree of the map f is positive and
all but a finite number of points in X are not fixed by any element of G, we can choose
a point x € C such that the points

¢k (%) = flgr(x))
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are all distinct for 0 < k < M. Since the automorphism ¢y is an automorphism of the
stable map f, it is of finite order. Thus we can consider the smallest integer K € N*
such that ¢ = id, so that we have

(K- f(x) = f(@x (x) = f(x),

and the integer M divides the integer K. As a consequence, the map sending 0 <k < M
to q)ll‘( M embeds the group G in Aut(C).

Secondly, let us assume C is a stable curve and is not contracted. Since G is a subgroup
of Aut(C), the prime number p divides the order of Aut(C). By [29, Proposition 3.6],
we get® p <2g + 1, which is a contradiction.

Lastly, we consider the case where C is not a stable curve (and therefore the degree of
the map is positive). Let I'y be a dual graph representing the stable map /', where we
represent every stable component of C by a vertex and every unstable component by
an edge. Furthermore, we add on the graph labels to keep track of the genus, number
of markings and degree. It is clear that every automorphism ¢y of the curve C induces
an automorphism of the dual graph I's. Moreover, for each stable component D of C
whose corresponding vertex is fixed in I'c, the restriction fjp: D — X is fixed by the
group G.

We aim to show that the set V- of vertices with positive degree is empty. Assume it
is not. Then, if the group G acts on V- without fixed points, the total degree of the
map is at least M, which is a contradiction. Therefore, there is at least one fixed point,
ie there exists a stable component D of C such that the restriction f|p is G—fixed.
As we have seen above, the stable component D is then contracted to a point, which
contradicts the fact that its corresponding vertex is in V~. |

Remark 2.5 Proposition 2.4 also holds if the condition g < %( p— 1) is replaced by
“for every stable curve of genus less than g, there is no automorphism of order equal
to M.

2.4 Equivariant and congruent formulas

Let us apply Theorem 1.6 to our situation.

8The reference is only for g > 2. Nevertheless, it also holds for genus-0 stable curves, as their automor-
phism groups are all trivial. For genus-1 stable curves, the automorphism group is the largest when there
is only one marking. In this case, we have three possibilities: Z/27Z, Z /4Z or 7 /6Z. As a consequence,
the prime number p can only be 2 or 3 and is indeed less than 2g + 1 = 3.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)



Congruences on K—theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants 3603

Theorem 2.6 Let g, n and B be nonnegative integers. Let X be a degree-d loop
hypersurface in PN and take a subgroup H C 7./ M Z of order q acting on X via the
action

(7) k-(xg,....xN) = (x0, Kx1, eF "2y, . EFUNXN) forke HCZ/MZ;

see Section 2.1. This action depends on the choice of a primitive g™ root of unity ¢.
Moreover, we have the usual T := (C*)N —action on PN and we see that it extends the
H-action via the embedding ¢ : H < T := (C*)N sending k to (¢, k42, . ¢kun),

Assume the bounds
g<i(p—1) and B<yg,

where p is the greatest prime divisor of q. Let A 1= ®7=1 ‘I/fi ® ev*(Y;) denote some
insertions of Psi-classes and K—classes Y; € K°(T,PV) coming from the ambient
space. Then the corresponding H—equivariant K—theoretic GW invariant equals

( I(Rﬂ*f O(d))v®A®0v1rT _XH(A®OV1rH

@) o) €C

Precisely, the class AZI(Rn* f*O(d))V is only defined after localization, so we
first apply the virtual localization formula to the left-hand side, then we compute
it in KT, Mg.n)ioc = K°(Mg.n) ® C(t1,...,tx) as rational fractions in the T—
equivariant parameters, then we specialize them to (¢, ...,tn) = (¢, C%2,...,C4N)
using ¢: H < T and obtain a well-defined K—class in K°(Mg ) ® C. Eventually we
take its Euler characteristic and land in R(H)c 1o =~ C, where the last isomorphism

depends on the primitive " root of unity ¢.

Remark 2.7 The localization map R(H) — R(H)c o corresponds to the map
Z[X]/(1 — X?) — C sending the variable X to ¢.

Remark 2.8 In Theorem 2.6, it is important that for every nonzero element /1 € H, the
h—fixed locus consists of coordinate points in P¥. It is guaranteed by Proposition 2.2
and the fact that H CZ/ M Z.

Corollary 2.9 We take the same notation and assumptions as in Theorem 2.6. We
turther assume that the order g of the group H is a prime number. Foreach 1 <k < ¢,
denote by By, € C the result of Theorem 2.6 when ¢ = ¢2%7/4_ Then the K—theoretic
GW invariant of X equals

XAROY  yp)=—(Bi+-+By_1)€L/qL.
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vir, H
n(X,B
sentation ring R(H) ~ Z[X]/(1 — X7), so there exist 1ntegers ao, ...,aq—1 such that

Proof The H—equivariant Euler characteristic ¥ (4 ® (9 )) lies in the repre-

qg—1
H vir, H _ / _ Y4
(AROT" xp) = > ax! e Z[X)/(1-X9).
=0
Our goal would be to compute

x(4® Oj\ixrtg,n(X,ﬂ)) = Zal e,
=0

but Theorem 2.6 only gives us Z;];(l) a¢ I e C. However, since g is a prime number, we
can apply Theorem 2.6 to every primitive g root of unity ¢ kforl1 <k <gq. Summing
the various results, we obtain

g—14g-1
kil
> ¥ =gon- Tz
k=11=0
leading to the congruence. |

Remark 2.10 Assume the order g of the group H is not a prime number and choose
a nonzero element 7 € H. Even when /£ is not a primitive element, we can apply
Theorem 2.6 to the subgroup (%), but we then have the bounds

g< %(p —1) and B <ord(h),

where ord(/) denotes the order of the element /, and p is its greatest prime divisor.
In order to obtain the KGW invariant in H, we then need to sum all the results of
Theorem 2.6 for all nonzero elements &4 € H. Therefore, we have to restrict to the
bounds

g<%(p—1) and S < p,

where p is the smallest prime divisor of g.

Example 2.11 For the quintic threefold of Example 2.3, the specialization of equivari-
ant parameters corresponding to G <— T is

(to, ... 1a) = (l,é‘, §_3’§13’§_51), where é—ZOS =1.

Moreover, we have a subgroup H := Z /417 C 7 /2057, so that by Corollary 2.9,
we are able to compute all KGW invariants modulo 41 up to genus 19 and degree 40.
Moreover, by Remark 2.10, we are able to compute all KGW invariants modulo 205 in
genera 0 and 1 up to degree 4.
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Remark 2.12  Another way to realize the quintic hypersurface in P4 is
X:{xg—km—l-xi =0} c P

Then the group is (Z/57)*, but to ensure that the g—fixed locus consists of isolated
points for every element g of the group, we need to consider the subgroup G = Z /57,
acting as

§-x = (x0.8x1.8x2. 8 x3, ¥ xg).

Furthermore, we observe that the G—fixed locus is empty. We then deduce that all
KGW invariants in genera 0 and 1 and up to degree 4 vanish modulo 5.

2.5 Example of the quintic threefold

We illustrate Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 2.9 by a computation of the genus-one degree-
one unmarked KGW invariant in the case of the quintic hypersurface in P4, modulo 205.

Proposition 2.13 Let X C P* be a smooth quintic hypersurface. We find that
vir

ovr
My o(X,1) 2
L) = (12092 4 180g + 125
x(l_qEv) (120~ 4 180q +125)

1 _q4 _q6
(1—-g%(1—¢q9%)

In order to prove Proposition 2.13, we first write the general graph sum formula coming

€ 7./205Z[q].

from torus localization and we then specialize to (g,n, 8) = (1,0, 1).
Following the general scheme of Theorem 2.6, we compute the K—theoretic class

xT (AT, (Rrs f*O(5))Y @ A ® Ogimﬂ)) € KO (Myg.n) ® Clto, . ... 14).

It is done via the standard virtual localization formula of [17], lifted to K—theory, as a
sum over dual graphs. Indeed, the class A_; is multiplicative in K—theory, just as the
Euler class in cohomology, so that the whole proof of [17, Section 4] holds. Therefore,
we take the same notation as in [17], to which we refer, for instance, for the description

A

of graphs, except that we take the convention #; = ¢~"/ with respect to their 7-weights.

Let I" be a graph in the localization formula of P4 We denote by Mr the associated
moduli space of stable curves and by Ar the group of automorphisms coming from
the graph I and from degrees of the edges, so that the corresponding fixed locus in
Mg n(P*, B) is the quotient stack [Mr /Ar]; see [17]. The contribution of the graph T
to the localization formula is of the form

X ([/\_/l r/Ar]; Contr(flags) - Contr(vertices) - Contr(edges)),
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where we have

1—[ - Li(F)

t
1 . m
Contr(flags) = T7d Niaid il 5
1_(li(F)) vy l_tl.(F)
L (F) 151
5 g() ©
| i S (- l)k(lv) AKE
Iyt
Contr(vertices) = ! . 1_[ k=0 ,
g) : li(v)
Z( l)k( l(”)) Ak]E m#i(v) I_Z_
m
k=0 le
de .Na/de Na/de\—1 (a by\1/d.\ —1
tjr t t2t?)
Contr(edges) = l_[ (2— (j—) — (i) ) . l_[ (1 _L)
a=1 i tj/ a+b=d, Ik
k#j.i’
by\1/d,
[ (-%-)
41 '
a+b=5d, 0

and where we write here the contribution of an edge linking the coordinate points p;
and p;s. These formulae follow exactly from [17, Section 4], replacing the Euler class
with the lambda class in K—theory.

Remark 2.14 In the contribution of vertices, we can rewrite the sum in terms of the
lambda-structure as A—, (), with u := l ) / t4Z1

Remark 2.15 All individual contributions are in K°(Mp) ® C (Zo 1/ d ¢V d) deN*»

but it is a consequence of the virtual localization formula that the ﬁnal answer is in
K°(Mr)®Cltg, ..., 14).

Let us now specialize the formula to (g,n, ) = (1,0, 1). The graph I' has only two
vertices vy and v, of respective genera 1 and 0, and one degree-one edge in between.
Moreover, as the vertex v, has valence one, it corresponds to a free point (not marked,
not a node) rather than to a stable component of the curve. We denote by 0 <i; #i, <4
the indices of the coordinate points p;, and p;, to which the vertices vy and v, are sent
by the stable map. Note also that such a graph has no automorphisms and the moduli
space M is isomorphic to /Wl,l. Furthermore, we recall that the Hodge bundle E
over M1,1 is identified with the cotangent line W, at the marking. As a consequence,
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the virtual localization formula equals
ab
o 41

0<i;#ir<4 (2 _ tl_z) .
ti, Ut

— 1 m##iy,ip
M 1
X( 1,1 I—gEY tzs )
1-— 41 O
Il
Once we specialize to (tg, ..., 1) = (1,¢,¢73,¢13,¢731), where ¢ is any primitive

root of unity of order 41, we notice that denominators never vanish, but the numerator
could vanish; precisely,

b . .
l_liall,-zzo — {12=11+1and(a,b)=(4,1), or
z(‘)‘tl i1 =i+ 1and (a,b) = (1,4),

with the cyclic convention on indices, ie 5 := ¢y. Moreover, we have

5
t; 1:
-2y, = -0,
Tij+1 ot

so that the specialization of the localization formula gives

a+b
1_[ 1— tiltiz
14
Z |: a+b=5 01
0<iEiy<4 (2_ Ly tt_z) _ l—[ (1 iy t2+ lilliz)

ir#i1+1 t: ti ¢ t 2
i1 #ix+1 2T ks k k i

_ 1 i,
: P 1— Ly
X(Ml,l, T—qEY 1_[ ( - 1))}

m#iy,i1+1,i2

(105"'5t4)=(1azag_s’zlsag_SI)
By [26, Proposition 2.9], we have

_ 1 1
Miq;
X( b 1—qEV1—6]1‘P1)

_ (=qq)(1—q*—4¢°—q74° —474® —a1q® + i} + a*q + 4%¢} + 4°q))
(1—=¢"(1 =g (1 —gH1 —¢?)
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Hence, we get

ti )
-y
— m#iq,i1+1,i m (1_q4_q6) til
M1 = 1+—q].
X( 1. [—gEV ) i—ami—gn L (147

m#iy,i1+1,iz

As a consequence, our formula simplifies as
1—¢*—¢°
(1—=¢*)(1—¢°®)

[gt.b 7 7]
1_ . 12) (1+_1q)
1_[ ( fgh 1_[ . Im
Z a+b=5 m#iy,i1+1,iz
osiZyes | (21 _t2) [T (10t
i1t o) AL T
l]?élerl — k#ll’lz k (t()a"'at4)=(1a§7§_37;137§_51)

Finally, we must take the opposite of the sum of these expressions over all primitive

roots ¢ of order 41. First, we notice that the term inside the sum is a polynomial in g of
degree at most two, so that it is enough to evaluate it at ¢ € {0, 1, 2}. Using Sagemath,
we find

vir

(@) 1— 4 __ 6
My 0(X,1) 2 q9 —q
7 ) = (-85 590g — 80

X( I—gEY ) (830743900 =80T 1= %)

1-¢%—¢°
(1-g*(1—-¢°
Furthermore, using Remark 2.12, we obtain the result of Proposition 2.13.

= (38¢% 4+ 16q +2) € Z/41Z[4q].

2.6 Special case of elliptic curves

In this section, we use the ideas behind Corollary 2.9 to prove that KGW theory with
homogeneous insertions of an elliptic curve is trivial.

Proposition 2.16 Let E be an elliptic curve. Then for every genus g, degree 3,
number of markings n and insertions A := Q);_, \Ilfi ®Y;, with2g —24n > 0 and
Y; € K°(E) homogeneous K—classes, the corresponding KGW invariant vanishes:

xX(AQ 0% ) =0.

e.n(E.B)

Proof Let M be the largest possible order of an automorphism of a stable curve of
genus g. Let p be any prime number larger than M + 1 and 8 + 1. Define G :=Z/ pZ
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and take a G—torsion point x € E. Then the group G acts on the elliptic curve E by
translation y — y + x, and for every nonzero element /1 € G, the h—fixed locus is empty.
By Remark 2.5 and Proposition 2.4, the G—fixed locus in the moduli space of stable
maps Mg ,(E, B) is empty. Therefore, by the localization formula, the G—equivariant
KGW invariant vanishes, so that we get

xX(AQ O )=0€eZ/pZ

g.n (E sﬁ)
for the nonequivariant limit. Since it is true for infinitely many prime numbers p, we
obtain the vanishing in Z. O

Remark 2.17 Interestingly, KGW invariants are deduced from GW invariants via a
Kawazaki—Riemann—Roch theorem; see [38; 16]. It would be instructive to compare
Proposition 2.16 with GW theory of elliptic curves, which is nontrivial and described
in [31; 32].

Remark 2.18 The same proof holds for abelian varieties. However, when the dimen-
sion of the abelian variety is greater than 2 and the degree-class 8 is nonzero, there
is a trivial quotient of the obstruction theory, so that both GW and KGW theories are
trivial. However, for degree-0 invariants, GW theory is nontrivial, but KGW theory is.

Remark 2.19 The main idea in the proof of Proposition 2.16 is to use congruence
relations for infinitely many prime numbers. Indeed, if we were able to find, for a
smooth DM stack X, automorphisms of prime orders for infinitely many primes and to
compute the localization formulae, then we would be able to know all KGW invariants
of X. Therefore, a necessary condition is that the automorphism group of X" must be
infinite. However, it is not sufficient. For instance, some K3 surfaces have infinitely
many symmetries, but it was shown by [23] that the maximal order of a finite group
acting faithfully on a K3 surface is 3840.

Remark 2.20 Here are a few remarks on finiteness of automorphism groups. For
projective hypersurfaces (except quadrics, elliptic curves, and K3 surfaces), every
automorphism is projective and the automorphism group is finite. All Batyrev Calabi—
Yau (CY) 3—folds have finite automorphism groups [35]. Every projective variety of
general type has finite automorphism group. CY varieties with Picard numbers 1 or 2
have finite automorphism groups. It is expected that most CY varieties with Picard
number more than 4 have infinitely many automorphisms. In particular, it would be
interesting to know whether the Schoen CY 3—fold has automorphisms of prime order
for infinitely many primes and to study its KGW theory; see [21].
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3 K-theoretic FJRW theory

Similarly to KGW theory, we aim in this section to compute the K—theoretic FIRW
invariants of a Landau—Ginzburg (LG) orbifold modulo prime numbers. For simplicity
of the exposition, we focus in this paper on the quintic polynomial with minimal group
of symmetries. However, it is straightforward to apply the same ideas to an LG orbifold
(W, H), where W is an invertible polynomial and H is an admissible group, as long
as we only insert Aut(W )—invariant states in the correlator. We refer to [18] for details.

3.1 Sketch of Polishchuk—Vaintrob construction

Let W(x;....,xs) be a quintic polynomial in five variables and let 15 act on C°
by multiplication by a fifth root of unity. The moduli space used in FIRW theory of
(W, us) is the moduli space 8517’/’15 , which parametrizes (C, 01, ..., 0y, L, ¢). Precisely,
the curve C is an orbifold genus-g stable curve with isotropy group (s at the markings
o1,...,0, and at the nodes (and trivial everywhere else), £ is a line bundle on C, and
¢: L — wiog := wc(01 + -+ + 0y) is an isomorphism.

Let 7 be the projection from the universal curve to S;,/ ,,5 and £ be the universal line

bundle. In [33], Polishchuk and Vaintrob constructed resolutions R, (£®%) =[4 — B]

by vector bundles over S 1,/ ,,5 such that there exists some morphism

a:Sym*A — BY

corresponding to the differentiation of the polynomial W; see [18] for details. Taking
p: X — S;,/,,S to be the total space of the vector bundle A, then the morphism « is
interpreted as a global section of p* BY over X, and the map 8: A — B coming from
the resolution is interpreted as a global section of p* B. As a consequence, we obtain a
Koszul matrix factorization

PV :={a, B} :=(A"BY,a A - +18) € D(X,a(f))

of potential () over the space X, and the support of this matrix factorization is exactly
the moduli space S;{ n-

The moduli space S;,/ ,,5 has several components depending on the monodromies

Y =1, Vn) € U5

at the markings; we denote by Sél,,/ns (y) the corresponding component. Assume all
monodromies are nonzero; this is known as the narrow condition. Then the pairing « ()
is the zero function over X, and the matrix factorization PV becomes a two-periodic

Geometry & Topology, Volume 27 (2023)



Congruences on K—theoretic Gromov—Witten invariants 3611

complex, exact off the moduli space Sél,,/ ,,5 (7). Therefore, we can define the pushforward
along the projection map p in the category of matrix factorizations, yielding

P+(PV) € DSy (). 0) = DO (S (),

where on the right we have the derived category of coherent sheaves.
Remark 3.1 If one allows trivial monodromies (ie one considers broad insertions),
then the pairing «(8) does not vanish and we rather end with a functor

©: Dr(AY. Wy) = D (Sgh(y).0) = D(Sg5(v)/H)).

U+ ps(ev*(U) @ PV),

where we need to consider rigidified moduli spaces; see [33] for details and notation.
In general, to any triangulated category C we associate a Grothendieck group Ky (C) by

taking the free abelian group generated by the objects of the category and then modding

out the relation
[A]-[B]+[C]=0

for every distinguished triangle 4 — B — C. Furthermore, any functor f:C; — C,
of triangulated dg categories induces a morphism of groups

Si: Ko(C1) = Ko(Ca).

When the category is the derived category of coherent sheaves on a smooth DM stack,
we recover the usual K—theory of the stack.

Remark 3.2 If we apply it to the functor of Remark 3.1, we get a morphism of groups
@) := Ko(®): Ko(Dr(AY, Wy)) — K°([Sgh(y)/ H)).

Definition 3.3 We define the K—theoretic class

OV = pu(PV) € KOS} (v))
Sgln (v ) RO

and we call it the virtual structure sheaf of the moduli space Sg (y)

Definition 3.4 Fix d1,...,d, € Z and nontrivial monodromies y1, ..., ¥, € 5. The
K-theoretic FIRW invariant of the LG orbifold (W, us) is

X("Ij@dl ® ® \I,®dn ® O‘\;lf/s )) c Z,
g.n

where x: K° (S;,/ ,,5 (y)— K O(pt) = Z is the Euler characteristic and the line bundle ¥;
is the relative cotangent line at the i marked point.
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Remark 3.5 A special feature of the LG orbifold (W, w5), and more generally when
the polynomial has degree d and the group is (44, is that FIRW invariants do not depend
on the polynomial W, as long as it is nondegenerate with the same weights and degree;
see [12, Proposition 4.1.7]. The same result holds for the K—theoretic version, as it
holds at the matrix factorization level. Hence, we can consider several choices for our
quintic polynomial.

3.2 Invertible polynomials

In the context of mirror symmetry, a well-behaved class of polynomials has been
introduced by Berglund and Hiibsch [3]. We say that a polynomial is invertible when
it is nondegenerate and has as many variables as monomials. According to Kreuzer
and Skarke [24], every invertible polynomial is a (Thom—Sebastiani) sum of invertible
polynomials, with disjoint sets of variables, of the following three types:

Fermat Xt

®) chain of length ¢ x‘l”xz 4+ 4 xfi_llxc + x?"“, where ¢ > 2,
loop of length /  x7'x, +---+ x;’i_llxl + x;”xl, where [ > 2.

In the case of the quintic polynomial, we have for example the following choices:

5 5 5 5 5 5
Fermat Xy + x5 + x5 + x5 +x3, (ns)°,
4 4 4 4 4
loop X{X2+ XyX3 + X3X4 + X4X5 +X5X1, 1025,
) chain xfxz + x§X3 + x§X4 + x2x5 + xg, 12805

4 4 4 4 4
2-loops X7Xp + X5X3 +X5X1 + X4 X5+ X5X4, 15 X [L65,
loop-Fermat xfxz + x§x3 + x§x4 + x;‘xl + xg, U255 X s,

where on the right we have written the group Aut(W) of diagonal matrices leaving the
polynomial invariant.

Let W be an invertible quintic polynomial and Aut(W) be its maximal group of
diagonal symmetries. Recall that the space X is the total space of the vector bundle A
over the moduli space S;’/ ,,5 (Z)’ and that we have

Ry (£L®%) =[4 — B].

Therefore, the vector bundles 4 and B are direct sums of five copies, which we write
as
A=A1@@A5 and B=Bl®@B5
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We then have a natural action of Aut(W') on the vector bundles 4 and B by rescaling
the fibers. Precisely, the actions on X in the examples (9) are

Fermat  ({1x1, {2x2, §3x3, {ax4, {5X5), ¢ = e /3,
loop (Cx1, E4xs, E16x5, 0%y, £250xs), ¢ = o27/1025
(10) chain (Cxy, C %y, C10xs, £ 0%, (256 x5), ¢ = 2i7/1280,

—4 16 —4 2in/65 2im/15
2-loops  (§1x1, &7 4x0, E10xs, Laxg, 6t xs), Ly = @BT05 gy = Q215
—4 1 —64 2im/2 2i
loop-Fermat (¢1x1. &7 *x2, §1%x3, 8704, Saxs), &1 = 2723 5 = 2705,
By construction, since the polynomial W is Aut(W )—invariant, the matrix factorization

PV is Aut(W)—equivariant and so is the virtual structure sheaf.

However, we need to be careful when we compute the Aut(W )—fixed locus. Indeed, the
group of automorphisms of a (W, ws)—spin curve (C, 0y, ..., 0p, £) fixing the coarse
curve of C is ps x (p5)™°% where the first factor rescales the line bundle £, and the
second factor acts only on the orbifold curve C — it is the so-called ghost automorphism;
see [1, Proposition 7.1.1] and [7, Section 2.1.4]. As a consequence, we would rather
consider the action of the group

G :=Aut(W)/us

on the space X over the moduli space Sgl,’/ ,,5 (7). Here, the subgroup fi5 is generated by
(eZi”/S, el eZi”/S) in the Fermat case, by e2i7/5 in the loop and chain cases, and by
(e27/5 ¢217/5) in the 2—loops and loop-Fermat cases.

Unfortunately, we still have too many fixed points. For instance, in the Fermat example,
the point
C,o1,...,0n,L;%1,0,...,0)e X

is fixed. Another example is the chain polynomial, for which the point
C,o1,...,0n,L;0,...,0,x5) € X

is fixed. In both cases, the G—fixed locus is noncompact. We easily check that, among
all invertible quintic polynomials, the only cases where the G—fixed locus is compact are

¢ the loop polynomial with group G = Aut(W) /s = (205,
¢ the 2-loops polynomial with group G = (g5 X (15)/MU5.

Moreover, the G—fixed locus in the space X equals the base S;,/,,S (7). We are therefore
able to apply the (nonvirtual) localization formula on the smooth space X to get the
next theorem.
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Remark 3.6 It is more convenient to work with cyclic groups. Therefore, in the
2-loops polynomial case, we prefer to use G = 195, where the G—action on X is

(;15)(?1, é-—60x2’ §-240x37 §65X4, €_260X5), where g- — €2in/195.

Definition 3.7 Let / € Z. The Adams operation W/ in K—theory is defined on a line

bundle L over a space S as
wi(L):=L®,

and then extended as a ring homomorphism
vl KO(S) > K°(S).
Theorem 3.8 Consider the two following situations:

o W is the loop polynomial, G := 295, ¢ a primitive 205" root of unity, and
(ay,....as) =(1,—4,16,—64,256).

o W is the 2—loops polynomial, G := ji195, ¢ is a primitive 195" root of unity,
and (ay,...,as) = (15,—60, 240,65, —260).

Let g and n be nonnegative integers in the stable range 2g —2+n > 0, and let y € u’;
be nontrivial monodromies. Then the G—equivariant virtual structure sheaf equals

5 i

. z%

(11) o:jf;?(y) =exp( Z Z ; \Ifl(—Ryr*E)) e KUSYi () ®C.
g.n Y I<=—1j=1

Proof In the G—equivariant K-theory of the space X, the matrix factorization equals
PV =15 p*BY e K°(G, X),

and by the localization formula we get

AG BV G
PV = (AE AV) =uy(AZ,(BY—A4Y)) € K°(G, X)ioc
in the localized ring, where ¢: S;,/ ,15 (y) = X is the zero section. Taking the pushforward
along the projection map p, we obtain the G—equivariant virtual structure sheaf
OWLG

1/5

sy T 181 (BY = AY) € K%G, Syl (1))ioe = K*(Syly () ® C.

If V is a vector bundle, we can express the A—structure in terms of Adams operators
via the formula _I

Ay (VY) =exp( > pT\I!l(V)).

I=—1
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Moreover, if the action of a group G on the vector bundle V' is by rescaling fibers with
¢ € G, then ¢ /
AV = (V) = exp( > 7\11’(1/)).
I=—1
In our situation, we find formula (11). O

Remark 3.9 In [18], we define the characteristic class ¢;: K°(S) — H*(S)[¢] by
¢;(B—A) =Ch(A_;(BY — AY))Td(B — A),

and we then obtain the formula

5
lim ]_[1 ¢ (—RiL) = cvir € H* (S, ()
1=
for the FIRW virtual cycle of (W, us), where ¢; := t%. This formula is only valid in
genus 0 and we do not expect the left-hand side to converge in positive genus when
t — 1. However, by Theorem 3.8, we see that the formula converges for every genus
when ¢ — ¢.

In order to get congruences for the nonequivariant limit, we need to consider a subgroup
of Aut(W') with prime order and whose fixed locus in X is compact. The only invertible
polynomial for which it is possible is the loop polynomial, together with the subgroup
41 acting on X as

(Ca1x1, 831 %2, L3, L4 xa, £, x5),  where {41 := /41,
Remark 3.10 The prime decomposition of 205 is 5-41, so we could also hope for a
congruence modulo 5. However, the subgroup ps acts trivially on X. Indeed, it acts as

. 2i
(¢5x1,E5Xa, EsX3, Esxg, Esxs),  where {5 := e27/3,

which is rescaled by the automorphism group of the (W, us)—spin curve, so that the
fixed locus is X. Nevertheless, from its definition using the quintic Fermat polynomial,
we observe that the virtual structure sheaf decomposes into five identical summands,
each one corresponding to the so-called 5—spin theory. It is then divisible by five in the
K—theoretic ring with Z coefficients. As a consequence, all FIRW correlators of the
quintic vanish modulo 5.

Corollary 3.11 Let W be the loop polynomial and let
(ay,...,as)=(1,—4,16,—64,256).

For any nonnegative integers g and n in the stable range 2g — 2 + n > 0, nontrivial
monodromies y € /,L’;, and integers dy, ..., d, € Z, the K—theoretic FJRW invariant
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of (W, us), |
X(‘Il(lgdl R ® \II,‘?d" ® O;lf/s( )) e,
equals ot
40 5 plimkl-aj/41
> X(\p?dl ®--- @ WO ®exp( Yo T\1:’(—Rn*,6))) €Z/A1Z.
k=1 I=—1j=1

Using Remark 3.10, the correlator vanishes modulo 5, and we can then compute it
modulo 205.

Remark 3.12 More generally, the K—class
40 5 plimkl-aj/41
Byi=-Y_ exp( Yoy f\lll(—Rn*ﬁ)) € K°(G. S} (y))
k=1 I=—1j=1
lies in the K—theoretic ring with Z—coefficients and we know there exists another
K—class R in K°(G, S;,/ns (y)) with Z—coefficients such that
;iéfi(z) = By +41-Re K°(G.S)3 ().

This yields the following formula for the FIRW virtual cycle of (W, us):

40 5
Cyir = Z( lim [ ey, (—Rmel) 441 -Ch(R)) Td(—Rm.L)° € H*(SY ().
k=1 1 oy

However, since the cohomology is taken with QQ—coefficients, we do not obtain congru-
ence results on the virtual cycle. An idea would be to guess a formula for the K—class R
as an integral linear combination of (natural) vector bundles over S;,/ ,,5 (y). Since the
virtual cycle is pure-dimensional and the right-hand side of the formula above is most
likely not pure-dimensional when we take a generic R, only special integral coefficients
in this linear combination would work.
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