arXiv:2309.12271v1 [math-ph] 21 Sep 2023

A GENERALIZATION OF THE WITTEN CONJECTURE THROUGH SPECTRAL CURVE

SHUAI GUO, CE JI, AND QINGSHENG ZHANG

Abstract. We propose a generalization of the Witten conjecture, which connects a descendent enumerative theory with a specific reduction of KP integrable hierarchy. Our conjecture is realized by two parts: Part I (Geometry) establishes a correspondence between the descendent potential function (apart from ancestors) and the topological recursion of specific spectral curve data (Σ, x, y, B); Part II (Integrability) claims that the TR descendent potential, defined at the boundary points of the spectral curve (where dx has poles), is a tau function of a certain reduction of the multi-component KP hierarchy.

In this paper, we show the geometry part for any formal descendent theory by using a generalized Laplace transform, and show the integrability part for the one-boundary cases. As applications, we generalize and prove the rKdV integrability of negative r-spin theory conjectured by Chidambaram, Garcia-Falide and Giacchetto [6], and prove the KdV integrability for the theory associated with the Weierstrass curve introduced by Dubrovin.

Contents

0. Introduction 1 1. Axiomatic theory for enumerative geometry 7 2. Topological recursion and a generalization of the Witten conjecture 14 3. KP integrability for the topological recursion 23 4. The deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture 31 5. KdV integrability for the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} via the Weierstrass curve 35

0. Introduction

The celebrated Witten conjecture [41] initiated the study of the connection between enumerative geometry and integrable hierarchies. It claimed that the generating function of the intersection numbers of stable classes on the moduli space of curves is a tau function of the KdV hierarchy. In [42], Witten extended his conjecture to the case of ADE singularities, relating quantum singularity theory and the ADE-integrable hierarchies. The Witten conjecture has analogues in various enumerative theories as well. For example, the Toda conjecture [14, 15, 24] states that the equivariant Gromov–Witten theory of P^1 is governed by the equivariant Toda hierarchy.

The original Witten conjecture was proved by Kontsevich [32] using a combinatorial description of the moduli spaces in terms of ribbon graphs. For the A_{r−1} singularity, the generalized Witten conjecture relates the theory of r-spin curves and the rKdV hierarchy, 1

and was proved by Faber–Shadrin–Zvonkine [23]. For general quantum singularities, Fan– Jarvis–Ruan developed a mathematical formulation using Witten’s equation, solution of which can be counted via the corresponding enumerative geometry called the FJRW theory. Then they established and proved the generalized Witten conjecture for the ADE-type singularities [21]. The Toda conjecture was proved by Okounkov–Pandharipande [38]. Indeed, they proved that the equivariant Gromov–Witten potential of P^1 satisfies the 2-Toda equation.

By reviewing the history of the developments related to the Witten conjecture, one can see that all the integrable hierarchies mentioned above are reductions of (multi-component) KP hierarchy. On the other hand, they all have an underlying global spectral curve in the sense of [16]. Indeed, such observation could date back to the seminal paper [3], where the authors claim that the boundary expansion of the topological string partition function on a Riemann surface gives rise to a tau function of the multi-component KP hierarchy.

This suggests the following diagram as a generalization of the Witten conjecture:

Enumerative geometry

Reduction of m-component KP hierarchy

Topological recursion for spectral curve with m boundaries

TR-KP TR-GeoGeo-KP

Two (conjectural) structures arise in the above picture:

(i) Integrability conjecture: Topological recursion (TR) of a given spectral curve defines a set of multi-differentials ω_{g,n} on a Riemann surface with marked points(boundaries). When ω_{g,n} are expanded using local coordinates near the boundaries, it results in a tau-function of a certain reduction of the multi-component KP hierarchy.

(ii) Enumerative geometry: A hidden geometric theory are linked to the spectral curve, such that the local expansion of the ω_{g,n} at both critical points and boundary points carries significant geometric implications: the former defines a semi-simple cohomological field theory (CohFT) that characterizes the geometric theory, while the latter recovers (part of) the geometric descendent potential function via an oscillatory integral.

The (i) and (ii) jointly generalize the Witten conjecture from the perspective of topological recursion, which assigns a descendent theory to an integrable system. To be more precise, the conjecture claims that a specific change of variable transforms the descendent potential function of the enumerative geometry into a tau function of a specific reduction of the (multi-component) KP hierarchy.

0.1. Topological recursion, KP integrability and enumerative geometry. A spectral curve data C is defined by a 4-tuple (Σ, x, y, B):

• Σ is a Riemann surface of genus g with marked points (boundaries) b = {b_1, · · · , b_m} and a fixed symplectic basis {A_1, . . . , A_g, B_1, . . . , B_g} for H_1(Σ, C );

• x is a (possibly multi-valued) function defined on Σ − b whose differential dx is a meromorphic differential on Σ having poles exactly at the boundaries b_i;

• y is a holomorphic function defined near each zero z^β of dx satisfying dy(z^β) ≠ 0; • B(z_1, z_2) is the Bergman kernel, which is a meromorphic symmetric 2-form on Σ with only double poles along the diagonal {z_1 = z_2} ⊂ Σ × Σ and normalized by its A-cycle periods: ∫ z_1∈A_i B(z1, z2) = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , g.

Taking the spectral curve data as input, the topological recursion [16] gives an algorithm that produces a sequence of multi-differential forms ω_{g,n} (see Section 2.1 for the definition) for non-negative integers g, n. When expanded under a suitable basis, the coefficients of ω_{g,n} can be viewed as the “invariants” of the spectral curve data with respect to this basis. We consider the following two types of invariants.

(i) TR ancestors: Using the local Airy coordinates near the critical points, we can define a set of meromorphic 1-forms {dζ^{β̄}_n } as a basis. Under such basis ω_{g,n} is then identified with the ancestor potential of a CohFT associated with the spectral curve C, which is obtained by a specific R and T -action on the trivial CohFT [12, 20]. (See Section 2.2.)

(ii) TR descendents: We can also consider the expansion of ω_{g,n} near the boundary points. Pick Λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_m), such that λ_i is the local coordinate near b_i satisfying λ_i(b_i) = ∞ for each i = 1, · · · , m. By using basis {dλ^{−k}_i }, the expansion of ω_{g,n} near the boundary point defines the TR descendents ⟨α^{i1}_{k1} , · · · , α^{in}_{kn} ⟩^Λ_{g,n}. (See Section 2.3.)

0.1.1. TR-KP. First we introduce the KP integrability conjecture. Let

Z^Λ(p; ℏ) = exp ( ∑ g≥0 ℏ^{2g−2} ∑ n≥0 ∑ 1≤i1,··· ,in≤m k1,··· ,kn≥1 ⟨α^{i1}_{k1} , · · · , α^{in}_{kn} ⟩^Λ_{g,n} p^{i1}_{k1} · · · p^{in}_{kn} n! · k_1 · · · k_n ) . (1)

be the generating series of the TR descendents ⟨−⟩^Λ_{g,n}.

Conjecture 0.1 (m-KP integrability conjecture of the topological recursion). For any choice of local coordinates Λ near boundaries, the series Z^Λ(p; ℏ) defined in (1) is a tau-function of a certain reduction of the m-component KP hierarchy with KP times {p^i_k/k}_{k≥1,1≤i≤m}.

In this paper we will prove the m = 1 case (in Section 3). The exploration of the multicomponent KP case (for m > 1) will be addressed in future work.

Theorem I (TR-KP, Theorem 3.8). When x is a meromorphic function and the spectral curve has only one boundary point , the generating function Z^Λ(p; ℏ) of the TR descendents defined in (1) is a tau function of the polynomial reduction (see Definition 3.1) of the KP hierarchy.

Remark 0.2. Recently, Alexandrov, Bychkov, Dunin-Barkowski, Kazarian and Shadrin also announced an independent result regarding the KP integrability of the TR potential for a spectral curve of genus zero [2].

0.1.2. TR-Geo. We then explore the link between the enumerative geometry and the spectral curve. It is known that the TR ancestors are related to the ancestor potential of the CohFT associated with the spectral curve [12]. We expect this CohFT has an enumerative geometric interpretation, which can be used to define a geometric descendent theory.

According to Givental and Kontsevich-Manin’s result, the quantization of the S-matrix^1 connects the descendent potential and the ancestor potential [34, 26]. In general, the geometric descendent theory associated with a spectral curve is left unknown. However, we can still formally define the descendent theory by assigning an S-matrix (Definition 1.15). The geometric descendent theory always corresponds to a formal descendent theory with a specific S-matrix.

Definition 0.3. A path γ ⊂ Σ − b is called admissible associated with e^{−x/u}, if it satisfies the following conditions:

• Each end of the path γ tends to a boundary point in b .

• x(z) tends to infinity^2 along u · R_{≫0} as z approaches the two boundaries along γ.

For an admissible path γ associated with e^{−x/u}, we define a corresponding class Φ(γ, −u) in the state space of CohFT (see Lemma 2.11). Then we can define the descendent correlators ⟨−⟩^D_{g,n} and descendent potential D(t; ℏ) from multi-differentials of the topological recursion, with the superscript D omitted if no confusion arises.

Theorem II (TR-Geo, Theorem 2.12). For 2g−2+n ≥ 0 and admissible paths γ_i associated with e^{−x(zi)/ui} , i = 1, · · · , n ∫ γ_1 · · · ∫ γ_n e^{− ∑i x(zi)/ui} ω_{g,n} = δ_{g,0}δ_{n,2} η(Φ(γ_1, −u_1), Φ(γ_2, −u_2)) −u_1 − u_2 + ⟨Φ(γ_1, −u_1)

u_1 + ψ_1 , · · · , Φ(γ_n, −u_n) u_n + ψ_n ⟩_D g,n . For the case of (g, n) = (0, 1), the J-function is not defined by the S-matrix when the theory lacks a flat unit. However, we still propose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 0.4. Let J(−u) be the J-function defined by the geometric descendent theory, then ∫ γ e^{−x(z)/u}y(z)dx(z) = −η(J(−u), Φ(γ, −u)). where γ is an admissible path associated with e^{−x(z)/u}.

Remark 0.5. Our conjecture relates the spectral curve data and the one-point function of the geometric theory, which a priori is independent by definition. We successfully examine the conjecture in the two examples considered in this paper, and serve them as evidence.

0.1.3. Geo-KP. With descendent theory determined by topological recursion, we complete the diagram by showing how to directly realize the descendent theory as a tau function of multi-component KP hierarchy. This is achieved by regarding the inverse Laplace transform as a change of basis.

By using the S-matrix, we define another basis near the boundary points

dχ^i_n := ∑ k≥0;j=1,··· ,N (−1)^k(S^∗_k )^i_jdζ^j_{k+n}. (2)

1along with the J-function for the CohFT without unit, see Section 1.6 2As dx has poles at the boundaries, |x| tends to infinity when z approaches the boundary.

We note that dχ^i_n is not necessarily a global 1-form on Σ, but always have a well-defined expansion near the boundary point. This defines a coordinate transformation t = t(p): dχ^i_n = ∑ k≥1 c^i_{n,k}dλ^{−k} =⇒ t^i_n(p) = ∑ k≥1 c^i_{n,k}p_k. (3) Then the following theorem completes the picture of the generalized Witten conjecture:

Theorem III (Geo-KP, Theorem 2.13). Fix a local coordinate λ such that x(z) is a polynomial in λ, there is a quadratic function f_2(p, p) such that after the coordinate transformation t = t(p) and by multiplying e^12ℏ^{2 f2(p,p)} the descendent potential function D(t(p); ℏ) becomes a tau-function of polynomial reduced KP hierarchy.

0.2. Applications. We will illustrate the whole story with two examples : the rKdV integrability of the descendent deformed negative r-spin theory and the KdV integrability of the descendent theory given by the Weierstrass curve. The details proof can be found in Sections 4 and 5.

0.2.1. The negative r-spin Witten conjecture. We prove a generalization of “the negative r-spin Witten conjecture” proposed in [6]. We first recall the geometry of the negative r-spin theory. Let r be a fixed positive integer and 0 ≤ a_1, · · · , a_n ≤ r − 1, s be integers satisfying D̃^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) := (2g − 2 + n) · s − ∑^n_{i=1} a_i ∈ rZ We introduce the proper moduli space of twisted stable r-spin curves M^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} = {(C, p_1, · · · , p_n, L) : L^r ∼= ω^s_{log}(− ∑_n i=1 a_i[p_i])}. Here ω_{log} = ω( ∑_n i=1[p_i]). We see deg ω^s_{log}(− ∑_n i=1 a_i[p_i]) = D̃^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) and the Riemann-Roch theorem gives

D^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) := dim H^1(C, L) − dim H^0(C, L) = − deg L + g − 1 = −^1_r D̃^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) + g − 1

Let C^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} be the universal curve of the moduli space M^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} and let L^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} be the universal bundle on it, we have the morphisms C^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}^π−→ M^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}^f−→ M_{g,n} For −r + 1 ≤ s ≤ −1, one sees R^0π_∗L^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} vanishes. Following [6, 9], we consider the vector bundle of rank D^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) : V^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} := R^1π_∗L^{r,s}_{g,⃗a} (4) and introduce the following twisted class c_{top}(V^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}) ∈ H^{Dr,sg,n(⃗a)}(M^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}). where c_{top}(V^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}) means the top Chern class of V^{r,s}_{g,⃗a}.

In this paper, we will focus on the s = −1 case. We will consider the following negative r-spin Witten classes with its deformation, and the corresponding descendent and ancestor correlators.

Definition 0.6. Let H̄ = span_Q (ϕ_0, · · · , ϕ_{r−1}) be the state space, where {ϕ_a}^{r−1}_{a=0} are vectors associated to the integers 0 ≤ a ≤ r − 1. Let {ψ_i}^n_{i=1} be the psi-classes, denoting the first Chern class of the universal cotangent line bundle over M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} with respect to the i-th marked point. The descendent correlators for the negative r-spin theory are defined by ⟨ϕ_{a1} ψ^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{an} ψ^{kn}_n ⟩^{−r}_{g,n} := (−1)^{Dr,−1g,n (⃗a)} r^{g−1} ∫ M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} c_{top}(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) ∏ i ψ^{ki}_i . Theorem 1 (Deformed negative r-spin theory governed by rKdV). Let F^{−r}_g be the genus g generating function of the deformed negative r-spin descendent invariants: F^{−r}_g (ϵ, t) := ∑ n≥0 1 n! ⟨t(ψ_1) + ϵϕ_0, · · · , t(ψ_n) + ϵϕ_0⟩^{−r}_{g,n}, (5)

where t = t(ψ) = ∑ k≥0,1≤a≤r−1 t a k ϕ_aψ^k ∈ H[[ψ]], H = span_Q (ϕ_1, · · · , ϕ_{r−1}). Then the partition function D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ) = e^{∑g≥0 ℏ2g−2F −rg (ϵ,t)}, (6) is the tau-function of rKdV hierarchies for any ϵ, with KP times {^{pk}_k }_{k≥1} under the change of variables

t^a_k = −

(−1)^k √ −r Γ(k +^a_r )

Γ(^a_r ) p_{rk+a}, k ≥ 0, a = 1, · · · , r − 1. (7) The special case ϵ = 0 is the “Negative r-spin Witten conjecture” formulated in [6], our formulation generalizes and proves their conjecture for arbitrary ϵ.

0.2.2. KdV integrability of the descendent theory of the Hurwitz space M_{1,1}. The Hurwitz space (with fixed type of ramification) M_{g,r1−1,··· ,rm−1} is the moduli space parameterizing the collections (Σ, b_1, · · · , b_m; x), where Σ is a genus g Riemann surface with marked points b_1, · · · , b_m and a fixed symplectic basis for H_1(Σ, Z), and x is a marked meromorphic function x : Σ → P^1 such that x^{−1}(∞) = r_1b_1 + r_2b_2 + · · · + r_mb_m. In [13, Lecture 5], Dubrovin constructed a homogeneous semisimple Frobenius manifold structure on a covering of Hurwitz spaces by viewing x as the superpotential in the sense of [13, Appendix I]. The CohFT associated with the Hurwitz is then uniquely reconstructed from this Frobenius manifold by Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem [25, 40]. In [11], it is proved that this CohFT is identified with the one defined by topological recursion on spectral curve data (Σ, x, y(z) = z, B). It follows immediately from our result that (part of) the descendent generating series of the CohFT associated with the Hurwitz space M_{g,r−1} gives a tau-function of polynomial reduced KP hierarchy.

In this paper, we show the explicit proof for the case g = 1, r = 2, i.e., the Hurwitz space M_{1,1}. It has been shown in [11] that the CohFT associated with the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} coincides with the CohFT Ω^{Cτ} associated with the Weierstrass curve C^τ (see Section 5). We further establish the equivalence of the corresponding two descendent theories. Then by applying the TR-KP correspondence, we obtain the geometric descendent theory is a tau function of KdV hierarchy. The two parts gives the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Restricted to the ϕ_1 direction, the descendent theory for the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} match with the TR descendent theory of the Weierstrass curve C^τ :

⟨ϕ_1ψ^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_1ψ^{kn}_n ⟩^D_{g,n} = 1 ∏_n i=1(2k_i + 1)!! · ⟨α_{2k1+1}, · · · , α_{2kn+1}⟩^λ_{g,n} where λ = √ 2 x and ⟨−⟩^λ_{g,n} is determined by Definition 2.7 for the Weierstrass curve. Furthermore, the descendent partition function

D(t; ℏ) = exp ( ∑ g≥0 ℏ^{2g−2} ∑ n≥0 ⟨ϕ_{i1} ψ^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{in} ψ^{kn}_n ⟩^D_{g,n} t^{i1}_{k1} · · · t^{in}_{kn} n! )

of the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} is a tau-function of KdV hierarchy with KP times p_{2k+1}/(2k + 1) under the change of variables t^i_k = δ_{i,1}(2k − 1)!!p_{2k+1}, k ≥ 0.

0.3. Plan of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we review the axiomatic theory for enumerative geometry, including the notion of cohomological field theories (CohFTs) and the descendent theory for a given calibration. In Section 2, we review the topological recursion and show how it gives the descendent theory, leading to our generalization of the Witten conjecture. In Section 3, we prove the KP integrability conjecture. In Section 4, we generalize and prove the negative r-spin Witten conjecture. In Section 5, we establish the descendent theory of the Weierstrass curve and prove it is a tau-function of the KdV hierarchy.

Acknowledgements. The work is partially supported by National Key R & D Program of China (Grant No. 2020YFE0204200) and NSFC (Grant Nos. 12225101, 12061131014 and 11890660).

1. Axiomatic theory for enumerative geometry

In this section, we will review the axiomatic theory for enumerative geometry, including the notion of CohFTs, the ancestor potential as their generating function and the descendent theory of a CohFT for a given calibration.

1.1. Cohomological field theory. CohFT was introduced by Kontsevich and Manin [33] to capture the axiomatic properties of virtual fundamental class in Gromov-Witten theory. It turns out that the CohFT properties hold generally in various kinds of enumerative geometries.

Fix a field F. The state space H is a F-vector space of dimension N with a basis {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1} and with a non-degenerate symmetric 2-form η.

Definition 1.1. Let A be an F-algebra. A CohFT Ω = {Ω_{g,n}}_{2g−2+n>0} on (H, η) is defined to be a set of maps to the cohomological classes on the moduli space M_{g,n} of stable curves Ω_{g,n} : H^{⊗n} → A ⊗ H^∗(M_{g,n}, Q) satisfying the following two axioms:

1) S_n-invariance Axiom: Ω_{g,n}(v_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ v_n) is invariant under permutation between v_1, . . . , v_n ∈ H corresponding the marked points of M_{g,n}.

2) Gluing Axiom: The pull-backs q^∗Ω_{g,n} and r^∗Ω_{g,n} of the gluing maps q : M_{g−1,n+2} → M_{g,n} r : M_{g1,n1} × M_{g2,n2} → M_{g1+g2,n1+n2} . are equal to the contraction of Ω_{g−1,n+2} and Ω_{g1,n1+1} ⊗ Ω_{g2,n2+1} by the bivector ∑ j ϕ_j ⊗ ϕ^j .

Here {ϕ^i} is the dual basis of {ϕ_i} with respect to η.

According to the Axiom 1), in the follows, we also use notation Ω_{g,n}(v_1, · · · , v_n) which is identified with Ω_{g,n}(v_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ v_n).

Definition 1.2. A CohFT induces a quantum product ∗ on H by η(v_1 ∗ v_2, v_3) = Ω_{0,3}(v_1, v_2, v_3).

Axiom 1) and Axiom 2) give the commutativity and the associativity of the quantum product respectively.

Definition 1.3. The degree 0 part of a CohFT is called a topological field theory (TFT), we denote it by Ω^{top}_{g,n} : H^{⊗n} → A ⊗ H^0(M_{g,n}, Q). The TFT classes are determined by stable curves with maximal number of nodes, which are decomposed into rational curves with 3 marked points. Thus Ω^{top}_{g,n} are uniquely determined by the quantum product ∗ and the symmetric 2-form η.

A distinguished element 1 is called the flat unit if it satisfies the following axiom (see [40, Section 7.3]):

3) Flat unit Axiom p^∗Ω_{g,n}(v_1, · · · , v_n) = Ω_{g,n+1}(v_1, · · · , v_n, 1). (8) In general, a flat unit does not necessarily exist, the following is a generalization of the flat unit axiom. A distinguished element v(u) ∈ H[[u]] is called the vacuum vector, if it satisfies:

3^′) Vacuum Axiom p^∗Ω_{g,n}(v_1, · · · , v_n) = Ω_{g,n+1} ( v_1, · · · , v_n, v(ψ_{n+1}) ) . (9)

1.2. Shifted CohFT and semisimplicity. Assume there exist a open subset U ⊂ H, such that 0 ∈ U and for τ ∈ U, the shifted CohFT Ω^τ_{g,n} defined by the summation

Ω^τ_{g,n}(v_1, · · · , v_n) := ∑ m≥0 1 m! p^m_∗ Ω_{g,n+m}(v_1, · · · , v_n, τ, · · · , τ), is convergent under suitable topology on A^3. Then, Ω^τ for τ ∈ U gives another CohFT on H with the symmetric 2-form η remains unchanged (see e.g. [40]). In this way, we obtain a family of CohFTs parameterized by the coordinate τ ∈ U. We denote by ∗_τ the quantum product defined by Ω^τ and identify τ = ∑ i τ^iϕ_i ∈ U with the vector field ∑ i τ^i∂_τ i on U.

Usually when one consider the genus zero theory of the shifted CohFT, a Frobenius manifold

3For example, let τ = ∑ i τ^iϕ_i for the flat basis {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1} and A = Q[[τ^1 , · · · , τ^N ]]. Since p^m_∗ Ω_{g,n+m}(−, τ, · · · , τ) = O(τ^n), the summation is convergent under the τ-adic topology.

structure [13] on U naturally arise (See [40, Section 7.1]) thus we call U a Frobenius manifold. For simplicity, we omit the related discussion here.

A CohFT is called semi-simple if there exists a basis {e_α}^N_{α=1} of H ⊗ E , such that e_β ∗ e_γ = δ_{βγ} e_β .

Here E is an algebraic extension of the fractional field of A . We call such a basis the canonical basis. It is orthogonal, i.e., for β ≠ γ, η(e_β, e_γ ) = 0. We denote by Δ_β = η(e_β, e_β)^{−1} and introduce the normalized canonical basis {ē_β}^N_{β=1} defined by

ē_β = Δ^{12}_β e_β , β = 1, · · · , N.

For a semi-simple CohFT Ω, its topological part Ω^{top} has the following formula: Ω^{top}_{g,n}(ē_{β1} , · · · , ē_{βn} ) = δ_{β1,··· ,βn} · Δ^{g−1+ n2}_{β1} . where δ_{β1,··· ,βn} is the Kronecker function that equals 1 when β_1 = · · · = β_n and 0 otherwise.

We call τ ∈ U a semi-simple point if Ω^τ is semi-simple. We note that if τ_0 is a semi-simple point, then the semi-simplicity holds for τ in a neighborhood of τ_0.

Around a semi-simple point τ, there are local coordinates {x^β}^N_{β=1}, called the canonical coordinates, such that {e_β :=^∂_{∂xβ} }^N_{β=1} gives a canonical basis. We note that the canonical basis varies with τ while the basis {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1} does not, thus {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1} is called the flat basis. We denote Ψ to be the transition matrix between the flat and the normalized canonical basis: Δ^{− 12}_β dx^β = ∑ i Ψ^{β̄}_i dτ^i. Abusing notation, we denote by Ψ^β_i = Δ^{12}_β Ψ^{β̄}_i the transform matrix between canonical basis {e_β}^N_{β=1} and flat basis {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1}.

Definition 1.4. We call E a Euler vector field, if it is of the form E = ∑ i(c_iτ^i + ρ_i)∂_i, such that the quantum product ∗_τ and symmetric 2-form η satisfies the following equations: [E, v_1 ∗_τ v_2] − [E, v_1] ∗_τ v_2 − v_1 ∗_τ [E, v_2] = v_1 ∗_τ v_2, (10) E ( η(v_1, v_2) ) − η([E, v_1], v_2) − η(v_1, [E, v_2]) = (2 − δ)η(v_1, v_2), (11) where δ is a rational number called the conformal dimension.

The Euler vector field defines an action on Ω: (E.Ω)_{g,n}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ) := ( deg + n∑ k=1 c_{ak} ) Ω_{g,n}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ) + p_∗Ω_{g,n+1} ( ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} , ∑ i ρ_iϕ_i ) . Definition 1.5. A CohFT Ω is called homogeneous if there exists an Euler vector field E such that (E.Ω)_{g,n} = ( (g − 1)δ + n ) Ω_{g,n}.

1.3. Actions on CohFTs. Now we recall the R-action and the T -action on an arbitrary CohFT Ω with state space (H, η). Following [7], we will examine the R and T -actions that modifies the symmetric 2-form, which is a slight generalization of the setting in [39].

Let η^′ be another non-degenerate symmetric 2-form. Let R(u) be an formal power series R(u) = Id + R_1u + R_2u^2 + · · · , R_k ∈ End(H) ⊗ E satisfying the symplectic condition R^∗(u)R(−u) = Id, where R^∗(u) is the adjoint of R(u) such that η^′(R(u)v, w) = η(v, R^∗(u)w) for any v, w ∈ H. We also introduce the matrix V associated to the R-matrix.:

V (u, v) = ∑ k,ℓ≥0 V_{k,ℓ}u^kv^ℓ =

Id − R^∗(−u)R(−v) u + v , V_{k,l} ∈ H ⊗ H. (12) Definition 1.6 (R-action). Let G_{g,n} be the set of stable graphs of genus g with n legs. For Γ ∈ G_{g,n}, define Cont_Γ : H^{⊗n} → A ⊗ H^∗(M_{g,n}, Q) by the following construction:

1. place Ω_{g(v),n(v)} at each vertex v ∈ Γ, 2. place R^∗(−ψ_i)· at each leg l_i ∈ Γ labeled by i = 1, . . . , n, 3. place V (ψ_v′ , ψ_v′′ )ϕ_i ⊗ ϕ^i at each edge e ∈ Γ connection vertexes v^′ and v^{′′}, We defined R · Ω to be the CohFT on the state space (H, η^′) with the maps

(R · Ω)_{g,n} = ∑ Γ∈G_{g,n} 1 |Aut(Γ)| ξ_{Γ,∗} Cont_Γ,

where ξ_Γ : ∏ v∈Γ M_{g(v),n(v)} → M_{g,n} is the canonical map with image equal to the boundary stratum associated to the graph Γ, and its push-forward ξ_{Γ,∗} induces a homomorphism from the strata algebra on ∏ v∈Γ M_{g(v),n(v)} to the cohomology ring (see [7, 39] for details).

Let T (u) be an power series in u starting from degree 1: T (u) = ∑ k≥1 T_ku^k, T_k ∈ H ⊗ E . Definition 1.7 (T -action). The T -action on the CohFT Ω is defined by

(T · Ω)_{g,n}(−) = ∑ m≥0 1 m! (p_m)_∗Ω_{g,n+m}(− ⊗ T (ψ_{n+1}) ⊗ · · · ⊗ T (ψ_{n+m})), where p_m : M_{g,n+m} → M_{g,n} is the forgetful map forgetting the last m marked points. We define the symmetric two form η on T · Ω to be the same as one on Ω.

1.4. Reconstruction theorem. When the CohFT is semi-simple, there is a quantization formalism [25, 26, 40] which reconstructs the higher genus ancestor data from the genus zero data.

Theorem 1.8 (Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem [25, 40]). For a semi-simple homogeneous CohFT Ω on (H, η) of dimension N, there exist unique R-matrix R(u) and T -vector T (u) such that Ω_{g,n} = ( R · T · (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N} ) g,n

for n > 0 or deg Ω_{g,0} ≠ 3g − 3. Here (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N} is the trivial CohFT on N dimensional space F{1_α }^N_{α=1}, with symmetric 2-form η(1_α, 1_β) = δ_{α,β} and (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N}_{g,n} (1_{α1} , · · · , 1_{αn} ) = δ_{α1 ,··· ,αn} . Proposition 1.9. The reconstruction theorem is equivalent to the following form: for n > 0 or deg Ω_{g,0} ≠ 3g − 3, Ω_{g,n} = ( R · T̃ · Ω^{top} ) g,n where the topological part Ω^{top} = T_1u · (Ω^{KW})^{⊗N} and T̃ (u) = T (u) − T_1u. Furthermore, the canonical basis {e_β} of Ω is identified with {1_β − η(1_β, T_1)1_β} and Δ_β = (1 − η(1_β, T_1))^{−2}. Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that the T -actions constitutes an additive group. Consider the forgetful map p : M_{g,n+1} → M_{g,n} defined by forgetting the last marked point, it is a well-known fact [28] that p_∗ψ_{n+1} = 2g − 2 + n, and thus Ω^{top}_{g,n}(1_{β1} , · · · , 1_{βn} ) = δ_{β1,··· ,βn} · ∑ m≥0 ∏_{m−1} i=0 (2g − 2 + n + i) m! η(1_{β1} , T_1) = δ_{β1,··· ,βn} (1 − η(1_{β1} , T_1))^{2g−2+n} . □ There is an alternative way to describe Theorem 1.8 by using the vacuum vector v(u) introduced by Teleman [40], which is related to the T -vector by the following equation: T (u) = u · ¯1 − u · R^{−1}(u)v(u), (13) where ¯1 = ∑ α 1_α is the unit of the CohFT (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N} . The vacuum vector has form v(u) = v_0 + v_1u + · · · and is determined by the vacuum differential equation [40]: u∂_vv(u) = v ∗_τ (v(u) − 1), (14) where 1 = ∑ β Δ^{− 12}_β 1_β is the unit of the CohFT Ω^{top}.

Proposition 1.10. For n ≥ 1 or deg Ω_{g,0} ≠ 3g − 3, Ω_{g,n} = ( T_v · R · T^R · (Ω^{KW})^{⊗N} ) g,n. where T^R(u) := u · ¯1 − u · R^{−1}(u)1 and T_v(u) := u · 1 − u · v(u). Proof. It is clear that the T -vector has a decomposition: T (u) = R^{−1}(u)T_v(u) + T^R(u).

By commutation relation between R-action and T -action (see, e.g., [39]): R · T · Ω^′ = (RT ) · R · Ω^′, (15) we finish the proof. □ Remark 1.11. In [39], the authors denote by R. the composition of R · T^R· action.

For the homogeneous CohFT, we introduce the operator μ defined by μ(v) = ( 1 − δ 2 ) v − ∇_vE, (16) where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of η. Then at a semi-simple point τ, the R-matrix R(u) and the vacuum vector v(u) are uniquely computed by using the quantum product of the Euler vector E as follows:

[R_{m+1}, E∗_τ ] = (m + μ)R_m, (17) and (see [40, Remark 8.2]) ( μ + δ 2 + m ) v_m = −E ∗_τ v_{m+1}. (18)

1.5. Ancestor generating functions and the operator version of the reconstruction theorem. For 2g − 2 + n > 0, the ancestor correlators of CohFT Ω are defined by

⟨v_1ψ̄^{k1} , · · · , v_nψ̄^{kn} ⟩^Ω_{g,n} := ∫ M_{g,n} Ω_{g,n}(v_1, · · · , v_n)ψ^{k1}_1 · · · ψ^{kn}_n , (19)

where ψ_i is the psi-class on M_{g,n}. For unstable cases (2g−2+n ≤ 0), the ancestor correlators are taken to be 0. We omit the superscript Ω when there is no confusion, and denote by ⟨−⟩^τ_{g,n} the ancestor correlator of the τ-shifted CohFT Ω^τ_{g,n}.

We call H the small phase space and H[[u]] the big phase space, where u is a formal variable, and we denote by s(u) = ∑ k≥0 s_ku^k ∈ H[[u]] the coordinate of the big phase space, where s_k = ∑ i s^i_kϕ_i ∈ H. Convention 1.12. In this paper, we will use notation {ϕ_i} for the flat basis, {e_β} for the canonical basis and {ē_β} for the normalized canonical basis. The corresponding coordinates {s_k} on the big phase space will be denoted by {s^i_k}, {s^β_k } and {s^{β̄}_k } respectively.

The genus g part ancestor free energy F̄_g(s) of Ω is defined as the following generating series of correlators: F̄_g(s) := ∑ n≥0 1 n! ⟨s(ψ̄), · · · , s(ψ̄)⟩_{g,n}. (20) The total ancestor free energy F̄(s; ℏ) and total ancestor partition function A(s; ℏ) are defined as follows: F̄(s; ℏ) := ∑ g≥0 ℏ^{2g−2}F̄_g(s), A(s; ℏ) := e^{F̄(s;ℏ)}. (21)

For the τ-shifted CohFT Ω^τ , we denote the corresponding generating series by F̄^τ_g (s), F̄^τ (s; ℏ) and A^τ (s; ℏ) respectively.

We denote by D^{KW}(t; ℏ), t = ∑ k t_ku^k ∈ F{e}[[u]], the partition function of the trivial CohFT, i.e., the Gromov-Witten theory of a point, it is also known as the Kontesvich-Witten tau-function. Let D^{KW}_N (q; ℏ) = ∏_N β=1 D^{KW}(q^{β̄} ; ℏ), where q = ∑ k q_ku^k ∈ H[[u]], then it is easy to see the partition function of the topological field theory Ω^{top} has formula

D^{top}(q; ℏ) = ^ΔD^{KW}_N (q; ℏ) := N∏ β=1 D^{KW}(Δ^{12}_β q^{β̄} ; Δ^{12}_β ℏ).

For a CohFT reconstructed from a trivial CohFT by an R-action and a T -action, Givental proved that the partition function have a concise formula by using quantization of quadratic Hamiltonian [25]. For simplicity, we will adopt Givental’s formula as the definition.

Definition 1.13 (Givental [25]). Let q(u) = ∑ q_ku^k (similarly, s(u)) be coordinates on H[[u]]. Given a partition function G = G(q(u); ℏ)^4 on T_τ H[[u]], and a matrix R = R(u) ∈ End(T_τ H)[[u]], the quantized operator ^R acts as follows:

( ^RG)(s(u); ℏ) = [e^{ℏ22 V (∂q,∂q)}G](R^{−1}(u)(s(u) − u · 1) + u · 1; ℏ)

where V (∂_q, ∂_q) = ∑ V^{ᾱ,β̄}_{k,ℓ} ∂_qᾱ_k ∂_qβ̄_ℓ whose coefficients V^{ᾱ,β̄}_{k,ℓ} = [u^kv^ℓ]η(ē_β, V (u, v)ē_α).

It is easy to see the T_v-action behaves as a shift on the coordinate:

(^T_vG)(s(u); ℏ) = G(s(u) + u · 1 − u · v(u); ℏ).

The following proposition is according to Givental and Teleman.

Proposition 1.14 ([25, 40]). The total ancestor partition function A^τ of the CohFT Ω^τ = R^τ · T^τ · (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N} has the following formula:

A^τ (s(u); ℏ) = (^ T^τ_v ^R^τ ^ΔD^{KW}_N ) (s(u); ℏ).

1.6. Descendent theory for CohFT. A descendent theory is usually defined by the intersection number on the moduli space of certain enumerative geometry. It is usually connected to the total ancestor potential function by

D = e^{F1(τ )} ^(S^τ )^{−1}A^τ , (22) according to Givental’s version of the Kontsevich-Manin formula [25, 33]. Here S^τ = S^τ (u) = ∑ k≥0 S_ku^{−k} is a matrix valued series known as the Givental’s S-matrix. The S-matrix consist of the genus zero data of the descendent theory, it satisfies S^{τ,∗}(−u)S^τ (u) = I and the quantum differential equation (QDE):

u∂_τ α S^τ (u) = ϕ_α ∗_τ S^τ (u). (23) Here S^{τ,∗} is the adjoint matrix of S^τ with respect to the symmetric 2-form η.

For an arbitrary CohFT Ω^τ , a fixed choice of such a solution S^τ (u) to the QDE (23) is call a calibration of the Frobenius manifold / CohFT. By using the S-matrix, we can completely reconstruct the descendent theory using the Kontsevich-Manin formula. We note here that the formulation of the formula (22) depends on the existence of the flat unit and the dilaton equation. In general, the Kontsevich-Manin formula should be written as

D(t; ℏ) = e^{F1(τ )+ 1}ℏ^{2 F0(τ )}e^1ℏ^{2 ^J τ−} [ ^(S^τ )^{−1}A^τ ](t; ℏ). (24) We explain our notations as follows. The action of S-matrix is given by [ ^ (S^τ )^{−1}A^τ ](t; ℏ) = e^12ℏ^{2 W τ (t(u)−τ,t(u)−τ )}A^τ ([S^τ (u)t(u)]_+ − τ; ℏ), (25)

4Conventionally we just denote by G = G(q; ℏ), here we use q(u) because it is convenient to trace the position of q^α_k in the coordinate transformation.

where W^τ (t(u) − τ, t(u) − τ) = ∑ k,ℓ η(W_{kℓ} · (t_k − δ_{k,0}τ), t_ℓ − δ_{ℓ,0}τ) is defined by ∑ k,ℓ≥0 W_{k,ℓ}u^{−k}v^{−ℓ} :=

S^{τ,∗}(u)S^τ (v) −I u^{−1} + v^{−1}

. (26)

The term J^τ_− is the negative part of the Givental’s J-function:

J^τ (u) = −v(u) + τ + ∑ k≥0 J_{−k−1}u^{−k−1} (27)

which is a vector valued series satisfying ∂_τ i J^τ (u) = S^∗(u)ϕ_i, here v(u) ∈ H[[u]] plays the role of dilaton shift in arbitrary theory. ^J^τ_− is defined by setting ^ϕ^au^{−k−1} = t^a_k − δ_{k,0}τ^a.

The descendent free energy F(t; ℏ) is defined to be the logarithm of the descendent partition function D(t; ℏ) and it has genus expansion F(t; ℏ) = ∑ g≥0 ℏ^{2g−2}F_g(t). The shifted descendent invariants ⟨ϕ_{a1} ψ^{k1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ψ^{kn} ⟩^τ_{g,n} is defined to be ∂_t^a1_{k1} · · · ∂_t^an_{kn} F_g(t)|_{t0=τ,tk≥1=0}, and the descendent invariants ⟨−⟩_{g,n} is defined to be ⟨−⟩^{τ =0}_{g,n} . The two functions F_0(τ) and F_1(τ) is taken to be the functions satisfying ∂_τ i F_g(τ) = ⟨ϕ_i⟩^τ_{g,1}, g = 0, 1.

For our purpose, we formally define Definition 1.15. A descendent theory associated to a CohFT is a formal series related with the ancestor of the CohFT by (24), where S is a fundamental solution of the QDE (23).

For semi-simple CohFT which contains a flat unit, it is proved by Givental [25, Section 7.1] that the descendent partition function D(t; ℏ) does not depend on the base point τ. In general, by using the QDE for the vacuum vector (14), Givental’s method can be extended to prove that this property holds for arbitrary semi-simple CohFT.

2. Topological recursion and a generalization of the Witten conjecture

In this section, we will review the topological recursion proposed by Eynard and Orantin, which produces multi-differentials from the spectral curve data. Then we will introduce several important properties of the multi-differentials that we will use in this paper. Finally, we will explain the details of the generalized Witten conjecture that we outlined in the introduction.

2.1. Definition of the topological recursion and the structure of ω_{g,n}. Let z^β be a critical point of x. For any z around the z^β we have the local involution z̄ ∈ Σ such that x(z̄) = x(z). Note that z̄ is locally dependent on z^β , and we omit the dependence of β in the notation to avoid complexity.

Definition 2.1. Given a set of spectral curve data C = (Σ, x, y, B), a family of multidifferentials {ω_{g,n}}_{g,n≥0} are defined as follows. For 2g − 2 + n ≤ 0, ω_{0,0}(z) := 0, ω_{1,0}(z) := 0 and ω_{0,1}(z) := y(z)dx(z), ω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) := B(z_1, z_2).

Let K_β be recursion kernel around the critical point z^β , defined by

K_β(z_0, z) = ∫_z z^′=z̄ B(z0, z ′) 2(y(z) − y(z̄))dx(z) , 14

where the β-dependence comes from the local involution z̄. Then for 2g − 2 + n + 1 > 0, the multi-differentials ω_{g,n+1}(z_0, z_1, · · · , z_n) are defined recursively as follows:

ω_{g,n+1}(z_0, z_{[n]}) := ∑ β Res_{z=zβ} K_β(z_0, z) ( ω_{g−1,n+2}(z, z̄, z_{[n]}) + ′∑ g_1+g_2=g I ⨆ J=[n] ω_{g1,|I|+1}(z, z_I )ω_{g2,|J|+1}(z̄, z_J ) ) .

Here [n] = {1, 2, · · · , n} and for any subset I ⊂ [n], z_I := {z_i}_{i∈I} . The symbol^′ ∑ means we exclude ω_{0,1} in the summation. For g ≥ 2,

ω_{g,0} := 1 2 − 2g ∑ β Res_{z=zβ} ω_{g,1}(z) ∫_z z^′=z^β ω_{0,1}(z^′). (28)

Remark 2.2. In the original literature of Eynard and Orantin [16], the 0-forms ω_{0,0} and ω_{1,0} are also defined ([16, equation (4.13) and (4.11)]) which do not necessarily vanish. These two terms play the role of F_0(τ) and F_1(τ) in equation (24). Since these two terms do not affect the integrability, for simplicity, we set them to be 0.

From the definition of the topological recursion, it is deduced [16, 18] that ω_{g,n} is a symmetric meromorphic multi-differential on n copies of Σ. Moreover, for 2g − 2 + n > 0, at each copy of Σ, ω_{g,n} has poles only at the critical points with vanishing residues, and the order of poles is at most 6g − 4 + 2n.

We will also use the following scaling property of multi-differential ω_{g,n}: for a set of spectral curve data C = (Σ, x, y, B) and its rescaling C̃ = (Σ, x/c_1, y/c_2, B), the corresponding multidifferentials ω_{g,n} and ω̃_{g,n} are related to each other by: ω̃_{g,n} = (c_1c_2)^{2g−2+n}ω_{g,n}. (29) Now we introduce a “good” basis for ω_{g,n}. Around each critical point z^β , we define the local Airy coordinates η^β = η^β(z) by

x(z) = x^β + 1 2 η^β(z)^2, (30)

where x^β = x(z^β ). Following [19, 20], for each β ∈ [N], k ≥ 0 we introduce

dξ^{β̄}_k (z) := − Res_{z′=zβ}

(2k − 1)!! η^β(z^′)^{2k+1} · B(z^′, z). The differential dξ^{β̄}_k (z) is a globally defined meromorphic 1-form on Σ with single pole of order 2k+2 at z^β . This differential 1-form can be viewed as a global section in H^0 ( Σ, ω_Σ ( (2k + 2)z^β )) . Near z^β it admits the Laurent expansion in terms of η^β, with vanishing residue:

dξ^{β̄}_k (z) = ( − (2k + 1)!! (η^β)^{2k+2}

+ regular part ) dη^β. (31)

Lemma 2.3. For any non-negative integers k, n and α, β = 1, · · · , N, we have Res_{z=zα} x(z)^ndξ^{β̄}_k (z) = 0. (32)

Proof. Just notice that near the critical point z^α, the local expansion of x(z)^n is a polynomial of (η^α)^2 while the negative part of the local expansion of dξ^{β̄}_k (z) is −δ_{αβ}^{(2k+1)!!}_{(ηα )2k+2} dη^α. □

It is shown in [20] that the differentials dξ^{β̄}_d (z) serve as a preferred basis of ω_{g,n} with 2g − 2 + n > 0: there are some coefficients ⟨−⟩^{TR}_{g,n} such that ω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) = ∑ k_1,··· ,k_n⩾0 β_1,··· ,β_n∈[N] ⟨ē_{β1}ψ̄^{k1} , · · · , ē_{βn}ψ̄^{kn} ⟩^{TR}_{g,n}dξ^{β̄1}_{k1} (z_1) · · · dξ^{β̄n}_{kn} (z_n). (33)

This decomposition comes from the following fact of the Bergman kernel B(z_1, z_2): concerning the difference in terms of involution, we have the following expansion of B(z_1, z_2) with the first variable z_1 near the critical point z^β [20, equation (4.9)]:

B(z_1, z_2) − B(z̄_1, z_2) = −2 ∑ k≥0 η^β(z_1)^{2k} (2k − 1)!!

dη^β(z_1)dξ^{β̄}_k (z_2). (34)

We note that the summation in the expansion for ω_{g,n} contains only finite terms since the pole of dξ^{β̄}_k (z) has degree 2k + 2 and the poles of ω_{g,n} are bounded by degree 6g − 4 + 2n.

2.2. CohFT from the topological recursion. We recall how a semi-simple CohFT Ω is constructed from the spectral curve data C = (Σ, x, y, B) [12, 20].

Let N be the number of critical points. The state space associated with C is taken to be H := span{ē_β }^N_{β=1} and the symmetric 2-form η is given by η(ē_β, ē_γ ) = δ_{β,γ} . The R-matrix and T -vector associated with the spectral curve data C is defined by:

η(R(−u)ē_γ , ē_β) = u · e^{xγ /u} √ 2πu · ∫ B_γ

e^{−x(z)/u}dξ^{β̄}_0 (z), (35)

η(ē_γ , T (u)) = u − u · e^{xγ /u} √ 2πu · ∫ B_γ e^{−x(z)/u}dy(z). (36) Here B_γ , called the Lefschetz thimble, is a path in Σ passing only one critical point z^γ such that for any z ∈ B_γ , x(z) − x(z^γ ) ≥ 0. It is proved [20] by Eynard that matrix R(u) satisfies the symplectic condition: R^∗(−u)R(u) =I.

Definition 2.4. Let R and T be defined as above. The CohFT Ω associated with the spectral curve data C is defined as follows Ω := R · T · (Ω^{KW})^{⊕N} .

By comparing the graph sum on both sides of Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem and topological recursion, Dunin-Barkowshi–Orantin–Shadrin–Spitz [12] (similar arguments can be also found in [20, 35]) proved that for 2g − 2 + n > 0, ω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) = ∑ k_1,··· ,k_n⩾0 β_1,··· ,β_n∈[N] ⟨ē_{β1}ψ̄^{k1} , · · · , ē_{βn}ψ̄^{kn} ⟩^Ω_{g,n}dζ^{β̄1}_{k1} (z_1) · · · dζ^{β̄n}_{kn} (z_n). (37) where ⟨−⟩^Ω_{g,n} is the ancestor correlator of the CohFT Ω defined by equation (19) and the basis {dζ^{β̄}_k (z)} is related with {dξ^{γ̄}_l (z)} by the following formula

dζ^{β̄}_k (z) = k∑ ℓ=0 (R_ℓ)^{β̄}_{γ̄} dξ^{γ̄}_{k−ℓ}(z). (38)

Moreover, the basis {dζ^{β̄}_k (z)} satisfies the equation (this is a rewriting of the results in [12, 20], see, e.g., [12, equation (4.7)–(4.9)]):

dζ^{β̄}_k (z) = ( − d ∘ 1 dx(z) )_k dξ^{β̄}_0 (z), k ≥ 0, β ∈ [N]. (39)

We introduce the operator D defined by D := − d dx(z) . Let ζ^{β̄}_k (z) the (might multi-valued) function defined by ζ^{β̄}_k (z) := ∫ dζ^{β̄}_k (z), then the equation (39) shows ζ^{β̄}_k (z) = D^kζ^{β̄}_0 (z). In this paper, we also denote ζ^{β̄}_0 (z) by ζ^{β̄}(z).

From equation (37) we see that dζ^{β̄}_k (z) can be viewed as the dual basis of the ancestor normalized canonical basis basis ē_βψ̄^k. Let Δ^{− 12}_β = 1 − T^{β̄}_1 =^{y′(zβ )}√_{x′′(zβ )} , we denote by {e_β =

Δ^{− 12}_β ē_β} the canonical basis, and we assume we have fixed a flat basis {ϕ_i}^N_{i=1} which related to the canonical basis via the Ψ matrix: ϕ_i = ∑ β Ψ^β_i e_β = ∑ β Ψ^{β̄}_i ē_β. The corresponding dual basis is denoted by dζ^β_k (z) and dζ^i_k(z) respectively.

Now we can define the TR total ancestor free energy F̄(s; ℏ) (similarly for its genus g part F̄_g(s)) and the TR total ancestor partition function A(s; ℏ) by identify them with the ones in CohFT defined by (21). By Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem, the TR total ancestor partition function has the following formula: A(s(u); ℏ) = [^ T_v ^R ^ΔD^{KW}_N ]( s(u); ℏ ) . (40) We recall here v(u) is the vacuum vector determined by equations (35), (36) and (13). One can also compute the vacuum vector directly from the spectral curve data: Proposition 2.5. The vacuum vector associated with the spectral curve data C has the following formula: v(u) = − ∑ β ē_β ∑ m≥0 u^m ∑ γ Res_{z→zγ} y(z)dζ^{β̄}_m(z). Proof. By equation (31) and (38), near z = z^γ we have dζ^{β̄}_m = − m∑ ℓ=0 (R_ℓ)^{β̄}_{γ̄}

(2m − 2ℓ + 1)!!

(η^γ )^{2m−2ℓ+2} dη^γ + regular part .

By equation (36), near z = z^γ we have y(z) = η^γ − ∑ k≥0 T^{γ̄}_{k+1} (2k + 1)!!

(η^γ )^{2k+1} + even part .

The Proposition follows immediately by direct computation and equation (13). □ Proposition 2.6. If the CohFT associated with C is homogeneous with respect to the Euler vector field E, then the equation (17) for the R-matrix is equivalent to the following equations on the curve: for β = 1, · · · , N (x − x^β)dDζ^{β̄}(z) = ∑ γ ( μ +^3_2 )¯_β γ̄ · dζ^{γ̄}(z), (41)

where μ is defined by equation (16).

Proof. By taking integration, the equation (41) is equivalent to

(x − x^β )Dζ^{β̄}(z) = ∑ γ ( μ +^1_2 )¯_β γ̄ · ζ^{γ̄}(z) + c, (42)

where c is a constant. It is clear that both sides of above equation are meromorphic and only have poles at critical point. By equation (31) and (38), near the critical point z = z^γ , we have the left-hand side of equation (42) has expansion

l.h.s = ( x^γ − x^β + 1 2 (η^γ )^2 ) · ( δ_{β,γ} · 1 (η^γ )^3

+ (R_1)^{β̄}_{γ̄} · 1 η^γ + regular part ) , and the right-hand side of equation (42) has expansion r.h.s = δ_{β,γ} 1 2 · 1 η^γ + μ^{β̄}_{γ̄} · 1 η^γ + regular part.

We see l.h.s−r.h.s is regular if and only if (x^γ −x^β )(R_1)^{β̄}_{γ̄} = μ^{β̄}_{γ̄} . Notice that in the normalized basis E∗ = diag{x^β}, this is exactly the m = 0 case of the equation (17).

Therefore, the if (17) holds, then the both sides of equation (42) has same singularity structure, and thus can only be differ by a constant, this proves equation (41). Conversely, suppose we have equation (41), then m = 0 case of the equation (17) follows. By taking action of (−d ·^1_{dx} )^k on equation (41), we have

(x − x^β)dD^{k+1}ζ^{β̄}(z) = ∑ γ ( μ + k +^3_2 )¯_β γ̄ · dD^kζ^{γ̄} (z). (43)

Similar discussion as above gives the m = k cases of the equation (17). □

2.3. From TR ancestors to TR descendents. Now we explain how the (m-component) KP integrability emerges from the topological recursion. Inspired from the idea in physical literature (see, e.g., [3]), the (m-component) KP integrability should be emerged at the boundary of the related spectral curve. For the topological recursion, this picture can be described very clear as we will do in the follows.

We remind that the multi-differentials ω_{g,n} with 2g − 2 + n > 0 are meromorphic with only critical points as poles, so they have Taylor expansions at points away from the critical points, particularly the boundary points. For (g, n) = (0, 2), to take the expansion of the Bergman kernel at an arbitrary point, the pole structure need to be considered. Definition 2.7 (TR descendents). Pick Λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_m), such that λ_i is the local coordinate near b_i satisfying λ_i(b_i) = ∞ for each i ∈ [m] := {1, · · · , m}. For (i_1, · · · , i_n) ∈ [m]^{×n}, (k_1, · · · , k_n) ∈ Z^{×n}_{>0} and α^i_k = k^∂_{∂pik} , we define the TR descendent invariants ⟨α^{i1}_{k1} , · · · , α^{in}_{kn} ⟩^Λ_{g,n} by taking the expansion of the multi-differential forms ω_{g,n} at the boundary points. Namely, for 2g − 2 + n ≥ 0, near z_1 = b_{i1} , · · · , z_n = b_{in} we define ω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) = δ_{g,0}δ_{n,2} δ_{i1,i2} dλ_{i1,1}dλ_{i2,2} (λ_{i1,1} − λ_{i2,2})^2 + ∑ k_1,··· ,k_n≥1 ⟨α^{i1}_{k1} , · · · , α^{in}_{kn} ⟩^Λ_{g,n} dλ^{−k1}_{i1,1} · · · dλ^{−kn}_{in,n} k_1 · · · k_n . (44)

For the cases (g, n) = (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), all the invariants ⟨−⟩^Λ_{g,n} are taken to be zero. Convention 2.8. In the rest of this paper, we will focus on the case when there is only one boundary point b.

For the case with only one boundary, we select a local coordinate λ at the boundary point b that satisfies λ(b) = ∞, and we denote the invariant ⟨−⟩^Λ_{g,n} (resp. the generating series Z^Λ(p; ℏ) defined by equation (1)) by ⟨−⟩^λ_{g,n} (resp. Z^λ(p; ℏ)). The choice of local coordinate λ is not unique, and various options will lead to different invariants ⟨−⟩^λ_{g,n} and its generating series Z^λ(p; ℏ). Observe that the TR descendent correlators and the TR ancestor correlators both come from the coefficient of ω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) by expanding under different bases, and the transformation between these two bases is given by the local expansion of dζ^{β̄}_k (z) at boundary points, so the relation of these two kinds of correlators is evident. This relation can be interpreted as the following formula of the generating series: Z^λ(p; ℏ) = e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)} · A(s(p); ℏ), (45) where Q^λ(p, p) is defined by

Q^λ(p, p) = ∑ k,ℓ>0 ⟨α_k, α_ℓ⟩^λ_{0,2} p_k k p_ℓ ℓ , (46)

and s(p) is the coordinate transformation determined by the local expansion of dζ^{β̄}_k (z) at boundary points: dζ^β_k = ∑ m≥a(β,k) c^{k,β}_m dλ^{−m} =⇒ s^β_k = ∑ m≥a(β,k) c^{k,β}_m p_m. Here a(β, k) is some positive integer depending on k and β, since x has pole at the boundary point, we have a(β, k + 1) > a(β, k).

By the structure of ω_{g,n} (see equation (33)) with 2g − 2 + n > 0 and by Lemma 2.3, for the case having only one boundary point, we have for any non-negative integer k, Res_{λi=∞} x(z_i)^kω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) = 0, i = 1, · · · , N. (47)

For (g, n) = (2, 0), one may expect the following equations: for any non-negative integer k,

Res_{λi=∞} x(z_i)^k ( ω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) − dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2 ) = 0, i = 1, 2. (48) 19

However, this is not always true for arbitrary local coordinate λ, we have the following result:

Lemma 2.9. The equations (48) hold if and only if the local coordinate λ is selected such that the local expansion of x(z) near the boundary is a polynomial of λ.

Proof. By the symmetry of ω_{0,2} and^{dλ1 dλ2}_{(λ1−λ2)2} on two variables, we just need to consider i = 1 case of equation (48). Notice that x(z_1)^kω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) has only poles at z_1 = b or z_1 = z_2, we have Res_{λ1=∞} x(z_1)^kω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) = − Res_{z1=z2} x(z_1)^kω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) = −dx(z_2)^k, (49)

where we have used the property of Bergman kernel: Res_{z1=z2} f(z_1)ω_{0,2}(z_1, z_2) = df(z_2).

Consider the Laurent expansion of x(z_1)^k near the boundary in variable λ^{−1}_1 (meaning the degree of λ is bounded above), we denote by [x(z_1)^k]_+ the non-negative part of the expansion, since the 2-differential^{dλ1dλ2}_{(λ1−λ2)2} is regular at λ_1 = ∞, we have

Res_{λ1=∞} x(z_1)^k dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2 = ∑ n≥1 ( Res_{λ1=∞} x(z_1)^kλ^{−n−1}_1 dλ_1 ) dλ^n_2 = −d[x(z_2)^k]_+. (50)

By comparing the equation (49) with the equation (50), the Lemma is proved. □

Corollary 2.10. We introduce the quantization: ^λk := k∂_{pk} , k ≥ 0. (51) When the local coordinate λ is selected such that x(z) ∈ C [λ] near the boundary point, the generating series Z^λ(p; ℏ) satisfies the following equations: ^ x(z)^k(Z^λ(p; ℏ)) = 0, k ≥ 0. (52)

Proof. Suppose x(z)^k = ∑_{kr} i=0 c_{k,i}λ^i, the equations (47) and (48) is equivalent to the following equations for correlators:_{kr} ∑ i=1 ⟨α_i, −⟩^λ_{g,n} = 0. This is also the correlator version of equation (52). □

2.4. From TR descendents to geometric descendents. In Section 1.6, we introduced a descendent theory for an S-calibrated Frobenius manifold. For the CohFT associated with the spectral curve data C, one usually consider the theory at a fixed point on the Frobenius manifold, here for simplicity we assume the fixed point has coordinate τ = 0 and the results for arbitrary τ can be derived in the same way. Choosing a S-calibration S(u) and a Jfunction J(u), we get a geometric descendent theory whose partition function D(t; ℏ) is given by equation (24) with τ = 0 and F_0(τ) = F_1(τ) = 0.

Recall we have introduced the 1-forms dχ^i_n (equation (2)) in the Section of Introduction. Conversely, near the boundary, we have

dζ^{β̄}_k = ∑ ℓ≥0;i,j=1,··· ,N Ψ^{β̄}_j (S_ℓ)^j_i dχ^i_{ℓ+k}. (53)

Lemma 2.11. Given an admissible path γ with respect to e^{−x(z)/u}, there is a class Φ(γ, −u) such that η(ē_β, S(−u)Φ(γ, −u)) = u ∫ γ e^{−x(z)/u}dζ^{β̄}_0 (z). (54)

Proof. We note that away from the boundary point z = b, the expression e^{−x(z)/u}dζ^{β̄}_0 (z) is meromorphic with only one pole at z = z^β of degree 2. Hence, given another admissible path γ̃ which has same path at beginning and ending as γ, one has ∫ γ−γ̃ e^{−x(z)/u}dζ^{β̄}_0 (z) = 0.

We denote by γ_+ (resp. γ_−) the beginning (resp. the ending) of the path. Let λ be the local coordinate near the boundary point defined by x(z) = λ^r, then the condition of γ̃ means λ(γ_±) = λ(γ̃_±). By the admissible condition, we have λ(γ_±) = ∓u^{1/r} · e^{2πi}r^{k±} · [M_±, ∞) for some large real number M_± and integer k_± ∈ {0, · · · , r −1} which is uniquely determined by the path. Now we choose the path γ̃ to be the one such that λ(γ̃) = u^{1/r} · e^{2πir k−} · [0, ∞) − u^{1/r} · e^{2πir k+} · [0, ∞), and define Φ(γ, −u) by Φ(γ, −u) = ∑ a ϕ_a · u ∫ γ̃ e^{−x(z)/u}dχ^a. The above analysis shows that Φ(γ, −u) ∈ u · H[[u^{− 1}r ]] is well-defined and does not depend on the choice of local coordinate λ. By the formula of integration by parts, we have

η(ϕ^a, Φ(γ, −u)) = (−1)^ku^{k+1} ∫ γ̃ e^{−x/u}dχ^a_k. By equation (53), we see this Φ(γ, −u) is exactly what we need. The Lemma is proved. □ Theorem 2.12. For 2g − 2 + n > 0 and admissible paths γ_i associated with e^{−x(zi)/ui} , i = 1, · · · , n, we have ∫ γ_1 · · · ∫ γ_n e^{−x(z1)/u1 −···−x(zn)/un} ω_{g,n}(z_1, · · · , z_n) = ⟨Φ(γ_1, −u_1) u_1 + ψ_1 , · · · , Φ(γ_n, −u_n) u_n + ψ_n ⟩_D g,n . (55)

For (g, n) = (0, 2) and admissible paths γ_i associated with e^{−x(zi)/ui} , i = 1, 2, we have ∫ γ_1 ∫ γ_2

e^{−x(z1)/u1−x(z2)/u2} ω_{0,2} = η(Φ(γ_1, −u_1), Φ(γ_2, −u_2)) −u_1 − u_2 + ⟨Φ(γ_1, −u_1)

u_1 + ψ_1 , Φ(γ_2, −u_2) u_2 + ψ_2 ⟩_D 0,2 . (56) Proof. By Lemma 2.11 and the formula of integration by parts, we have

η(ē_β, S(−u)Φ(γ, −u)) = (−1)^ku^{k+1} ∫ γ e^{−x/u}dζ^{β̄}_k . (57) The equation (55) follows immediately from the structure of ω_{g,n} (37) and the correspondence between ancestor invariants with descendent invariants (24).

For (g, n) = (0, 2), by equation (63) and the formula of integration by parts, we have ( 1 u_1 + 1 u_2 ) ∫ γ_1 ∫ γ_2 e^{−x(z1)/u1−x(z2)/u2} ω_{0,2} = − ∑ β ∫ γ_1 ∫ γ_2

e^{−x(z1)/u1 −x(z2)/u2} dζ^{β̄}(z_1)dζ^{β̄}(z_2), (58)

Divided by (^1_{u1} +^1_{u2} ) on above equation, the right-hand side gives − 1 u_1 + u_2 · ∑ β η(ē_β, S(−u_1)Φ(γ_1, −u_1))η(ē_β, S(−u_2)Φ(γ_2, −u_2))

which equals the right-hand side of equation (56) by equation (26). □

2.5. Generalization of Witten conjecture form the topological recursion. Now we consider the generating series version of the relation of TR descendents and geometric descendents.

Theorem 2.13. The total descendent partition function D(t; ℏ) is related with Z^λ(p; ℏ) by the following equation e^12ℏ^{2 f2(p,p)} · D(t; ℏ)|_{t=t(p)} = e^1ℏ^{2 ^J τ−|t=t(p)} · Z^λ(p; ℏ), (59) where f_2(p, p) = Q^λ(p, p) − W (t, t)|_{t=t(p)} and the coordinates transformation t = t(p) is defined by equation (3).

Proof. Notice the relation of dζ^{β̄}_k and dχ^i_ℓ (equation (53)), by taking expansion near the boundary we have A([S(u)t(u)]_+; ℏ)|_{t=t(p)} = A(s(p); ℏ).

The equation (59) follows from the relation of D and A (see equation (24)) and the relation of Z^λ and A (see equation (45)). □ Proposition 2.14. The term f_2(p, p) in equation (59)vanishes if and only if the following equation holds: N∑ i,j=1 dχ^i(λ_1)η_{ij}dχ^j(λ_2) = − ( d_1 ∘ 1 dx(z_1)

+ d_2 ∘ 1 dx(z_2) )( dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2 ) . (60)

Proof. By the definition of the coordinate transformation t(p), it is clear that W (t, t)|_{t=t(p)} = Q^λ(p, p) is equivalent to the equation ∑ k,ℓ≥0;i,j=1,··· ,N η(W_{k,ℓ}ϕ_i, ϕ_j)dχ^i_k(λ_1)dχ^j_ℓ(λ_2) = B(z_1, z_2) − dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2

. (61)

We consider the action of −d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} − d ∘^1_{dx(z2)} on above equation. By using equation (26) and equation (53), after the action the left-hand side of above equation becomes ∑ i,j dζ^i(z_1)η_{i,j}dζ^j(z_2) − ∑ i,j dχ^i(λ_1)η_{ij} dχ^j(λ_2). (62)

By [22, Lemma 6.9], − ( d_1 ∘ 1 dx(z_1)

+ d_2 ∘ 1 dx(z_2) ) ( B(z_1, z_2) ) = ∑ i,j dζ^i(z_1)η_{i,j}dζ^j(z_2). (63)

Notice that both sides of equation (61) are regular at λ_1, λ_2 = ∞, the Proposition follows from equations (61), (62) and (63). □

3. KP integrability for the topological recursion

In this section we prove the Theorem I by using the Hirota quadratic equation (HQE) formulation of the polynomial reduced KP hierarchy.

Definition 3.1. A tau-function Z(p; ℏ) of the KP hierarchy is called a tau-function of the polynomial reduced KP hierarchy if there is a polynomial x_λ ∈ C [λ] such that ^xk_λ(Zλ(p; ℏ)) = 0, k ≥ 0, (64)

where the quantization is defined by ^λ^n := n∂_{pn} , n ≥ 0.

We note that when x(z) = c · λ^r is a monomial for some non-zero constant c and integer r ≥ 2, the corresponding polynomial reduced KP hierarchy is exactly the rKdV hierarchy, also called the Gelfand–Dickey hierarchy or W_r hierarchy.

3.1. HQE formulation of KP hierarchy and its polynomial reduction. We begin with the HQE formulation of the KP hierarchy. We refer the reader to [4, 30, 36] for more details. A function Z(p; ℏ) = e^{∑g≥0 ℏ2g−2Fg (p)} of infinitely many variables p_1, p_2, · · · is a tau-function of the KP hierarchy (with KP times {^{pk}_k }_{k=1,2,···}) if and only if it satisfies the following HQE [30, 36]:

Res_{λ=∞} (Γ^+Z)(p) (Γ^−Z)(p^′) dλ = 0, (65) where Γ^± are the vertex opeartors defined by

Γ^± = exp ( ± 1 ℏ ∑ k≥1 λ^k k p_k ) exp ( ∓ ℏ ∑ k≥1 1 λ^k ∂_{pk} ) . The equation is interpreted in the following way. We take the change of variables p_k = q_k +q^′_k and p^′_k = q_k −q^′_k, then we have ∂_{qk} = ∂_{pk} +∂_p′_k and ∂_q′_k = ∂_{pk} −∂_p′_k . This leads to the following transformed HQE: Res_{λ=∞} e^{2ℏ ∑k≥1 λkk q′k} e^{−ℏ} ∑ k≥1 1 λk ∂_q′_k Z(q + q′; ℏ)Z(q − q′; ℏ) dλ = 0. (66)

The infinite sequence of differential equations of the KP hierarchy are then decoded from this HQE by expanding in variable q^′. As explained by Givental in [27], the coefficient at each monomial q^{′m} is a Laurent series in λ^{−1}, meaning the λ degree is bounded above. Therefore, the HQE (65) and (66) should be considered as expansions near λ = ∞.

Now we consider the HQE formulation for the polynomial reduction of the KP hierarchy. Notice that [ ^λ^k, Γ^±] = ±^1_ℏ λ^k · Γ^±. Considering the quantization ^x^n_λ in terms of variable p and taking the action of ^x^n_λ on the HQE (65), we see the HQE for polynomial reduced KP hierarchy is equivalent to the following HQEs:

Res_{λ=∞} x^n_λ · (Γ^+Z)(p) (Γ^−Z)(p^′) dλ = 0, n ≥ 0. (67)

As in the HQE for KP hierarchy, the expression in (67) should be understood as the Laurent series in λ^{−1}.

We view x_λ as a local degree r covering map from U ⊂ Σ to U^′ ⊂ P^1, for a point u ∈ U^′, we denote by X_u = x^{−1}_λ (u) ⊂ U the set of preimages of u. When u is taken to be an arbitrary point instead of a particular one, we omit the subscript u in the notation X_u. For σ ∈ X we denote by λ_σ the (local) coordinate of σ. Since the summation ∑ σ∈X λ^k_σdλ_σ is invariant under the action of symmetric group S_r : X → X, it must be in the form of f(x(z))dx(z) for some polynomial f(x) when k ≥ 0 or Taylor series f(x) in variable x^{−1} when k < 0. We conclude that a function Z(p; ℏ) which satisfies condition (64) is a tau-function of polynomial reduced KP hierarchy if and only if the following differential 1-form satisfies the condition: ∑ σ∈X (Γ^{+σ}Z)(p) (Γ^{−σ}Z)(p^′) dλ is regular in x, (68)

where Γ^{±σ} = exp ( ± 1 ℏ ∑ k≥1 λ^k_σ k p_k ) exp ( ∓ ℏ ∑ k≥1 1 λ^k_σ ∂_{pk} ) . We note that the expression in (68) should be understood as the Laurent series in x^{−1}, and we still call (68) the HQE. Our goal is to prove the generating series Z^λ(p; ℏ) satisfies the condition (68).

3.2. From TR descendent to CohFT ancestor. Now we return to the TR side. By the relation of generating series Z^λ(p; ℏ) with ancestor partition function A(s; ℏ) (equation (45)), we transform the HQE (68) for potential Z^λ into the quadratic equation (which we still call HQE) for ancestor partition function A.

We introduce the inverse action of operator D = −^d_{dx(z)} on a function f(z) of the Riemann surface Σ: D^{−1}f(z) = − ∫ f(z)dx(z). (69) We note here that f(z) can be globally multi-valued on Σ, and we assume it is locally meromorphic, it is easy to see the same property holds for D^{−1}f(z).

In this section, we prove the following Proposition:

Proposition 3.2. The HQE (68) for Z^λ holds if the following HQE for A holds: ∑ σ∈X e^{Q(zσ,zσ )} x^′(z_σ)

(Γ^{+σ}_A A)(s) (Γ^{−σ}_A A)(s^′) dx is regular in x, (70)

where

Γ^{±σ}_A = exp ( ±^1_ℏ ∑ k,β (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z_σ)s^{β̄}_k ) exp ( ∓ ℏ ∑ k,β D^kζ^{β̄}(z_σ)∂_sβ̄_k ) , (71) and Q(z_σ , z_σ) satisfies

D(Q(z_σ, z_σ)) = ∑ α ζ^ᾱ(z_σ)ζ^ᾱ(z_σ) − x^{′′}(z_σ) x^′(z_σ)^2

. (72)

Remark 3.3. As was explained before, the expression in (70) should be understood as Laurent series in x^{−1} near x = ∞. There is an ambiguity of the term (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z_σ) by choosing a at most degree k polynomial of x(z), it is easy to see this ambiguity does not affect the validity of condition (70).

Proof of Proposition 3.2. To write down the HQE for A(s; ℏ), we just need to consider how the vertex operators Γ^± go across e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)}. By using the following well-known identity: e^{A1} e^{A2} = e^{∑n≥0 1n! adnA}1^{(A2)}e^{A1} , (73) we have Γ^±e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)} = e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)± 12ℏ [Aλ,Qλ(p,p)]+ 14 [Aλ,[Aλ,Qλ(p,p)]]}Γ^±, where A^λ = ∑ k≥1 1 λ^k ∂pk . It is not hard to compute 1 2 [A^λ, Q^λ(p, p)] = Q^λ(λ, p), 1 4 [A^λ, [A^λ, Q^λ(p, p)]] = 1 2 Q^λ(λ, λ), where the notations Q^λ(λ, p) and Q^λ(λ, λ) mean that we substitute the corresponding p_k into λ^{−k} in the expression. And notice that we can simply change the variables of derivative part ∂_p into ∂_s in the vertex operator when acting on a function G(s(p)): exp ( ∓ ∑ k ℏλ^{−k}∂_{pk} ) = exp ( ∓ ∑ k,β ℏD^kζ^{β̄}(z)∂_sβ̄_k ) . We have Γ^±e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)} = e^12ℏ^{2 Qλ(p,p)+ 1}2^{Qλ(λ,λ)} ~Γ^±_A, where ~Γ^±_A = exp ( ± 1 ℏ ∑ k λ^k k p_k ∓ 1 ℏ Q^λ(λ, p) ) exp ( ∓ ∑ k,β ℏD^kζ^{β̄}(z)∂_sβ̄_k ) . Then we translate the multiplication part of the vertex operator ~Γ^±_A in terms of the ancestor variables s^ᾱ_k . We introduce the quantization ^ζ^ᾱ_k (z) := s^ᾱ_k and ^λ^{−k} := p_k. Consider the expansion of B(z, z_2) at boundary point z = b, z_2 = b with the local coordinate λ_2 > λ, and we see the expression − ∑ k λ^k k p_k + Q^λ(λ, p) can be viewed as the quantization of the function ∫ z ∫ z_2 B(z, z2) on the second variable. We claim that at z2 = b, for a fixed local

coordinate λ_2, one has

B(z, z_2) + ∑ k≥0 ∑ β=1,··· ,N d(−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z)dD^kζ^{β̄}(z_2) ∈ d_zd_{λ2} C [x(z)][[λ^{−1}_2 ]].

The proof is given in Appendix (see Lemma A.3). Hence, ∑ k λ^k k p_k − Q^λ(λ, p) = ∑ k,β (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z)s^{β̄}_k (p) + ∑ k f_k(x(z))p_k, for some polynomials f_k(x). We obtain that the HQE (68) for Z^λ is equivalent the following HQE for A: ∑ σ∈X e^{Qλσ (λσ ,λσ )} · (Γ^{+σ}_A A)(s) (Γ^{−σ}_A A)(s^′) dλ_σ is regular in x (74)

where Q^λ(λ, λ) = ∫_λ λ_1=∞ ∫_λ λ_2=∞ ( B(z_1, z_2) − dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2 ) . (75)

It is easy to calculate that − ( d_1 ∘ 1 dx(z_1)

+ d_2 ∘ 1 dx(z_2) )( dλ_1dλ_2 (λ_1 − λ_2)^2 ) = 1 ∂_{λ1} (x(z_1))∂_{λ2} (x(z_2))

∂_{λ1} (x(z_1)) − ∂_{λ1} (x(z_1)) λ_1 − λ_2 . (76) Together with equation (63) and by taking limit λ_2 → λ_1 = λ, we have D(Q^λ(λ, λ)) = ∑ α ζ^ᾱ(z)ζ^ᾱ(z) −

∂^2_λ(x(z)) ∂_λ(x(z))^2

. (77)

By direct computation, D(Q^λ(λ, λ)) = ∑ α ζ^ᾱ(z)ζ^ᾱ(z) − x^{′′}(z) x^′(z)^2 − D ( log (dλ dz )) . (78)

The Proposition follows by some simple simplifications. □ Corollary 3.4. Let λ^′ be another local coordinate near the boundary point b such that λ^′(b) = ∞, then the generating series Z^λ(p, ℏ) is a tau-function of x_λ polynomial reduced KP hierarchy if and only if Z^{λ′} (p; ℏ) is a tau-function of x_λ′ polynomial reduced KP hierarchy. In particular, by taking λ^′ to be the one satisfies (λ^′)^r = c · x(z), where r is the order of pole of x at the boundary point and c is a constant, the polynomial reduction of Z^λ(p, ℏ) implies that Z^{λ′} (p; ℏ) is a tau-function of rKdV hierarchy.

Proof. This following immediately from Proposition 3.2 by noticing that the equation (70) does not depend on the local coordinate. □ Remark 3.5. The Corollary 3.4 generalizes Kazarian’s result [31, Theorem 2.5] into the polynomial reduced KP case from the point of view of topological recursion, from which the changing of quadratic part Q^λ(p^λ, p^λ) − Q^{λ′} (p^{λ′} , p^{λ′} ) arise naturally. Here we use the superscript λ on p to distinguish the difference of two sequence of variables, they are related by the coordinate transformation between λ and λ^′ and by the quantization p^λ_k = ^λ^{−k}, p^{λ′}_k = ^λ^{′−k}. 3.3. From boundary point to branch point. Now we explain that the expression in (70) can be understood not only as Laurent series in x^{−1}, but also as an analytic function in x, thanks to the tameness [27] property of the ancestor potential A.

Definition 3.6. We call a generating series G(s; ℏ) = e^{∑g≥0 ℏ2g−2F̄g (s)} is tame if ∂^nF̄_g(s) ∂s^{i1}_{k1} · · · ∂s^{in}_{kn} | | |_{s=0} = 0 whenever k^1 + k^2 + · · · + k^n > 3g − 3 + n. (79)

In particular, F̄_g(s) is a formal series ∑¯ F^{(g)}_{⃗k,⃗ℓ} (s_0)^{⃗k}(s_1)^{⃗ℓ} where ⃗k = k_1, · · · , k_N , (s_0)^{⃗k} = ∏_N i=1(s^i_0)^{ki} and similarly for ⃗ℓ, (s_1)^{⃗ℓ}, with the coefficients being polynomials on s_2, · · · , s_{3g−2+|⃗k|}.

Givental [27, Proposition 5] proved that any partition function A(s; ℏ), which is reconstructed from ^R (it is trivial to generalize this to allow a shift on the coordinates s_{k≥1}), is tame. For the ancestor partition function of a CohFT, the tameness follows immediately from the definition since dim M_{g,n} = 3g − 3 + n.

Proposition 3.7. The expression in the HQE (70) can be extended to be a meromorphic function on P^1 and it holds for A if the following HQEs hold: for each β = 1, · · · , N, ∑ σ∈X e^{Q(zσ ,zσ)} x^′(z_σ)

(Γ^{+σ}_A A)(s) (Γ^{−σ}_A A)(s^′) dx is regular at x = x^β. (80)

Proof. We follow the method introduced in [27, Proposition 6]. Notice the expression in (70) reads ∑ σ∈X e^{Q(zσ,zσ)} x^′(z_σ) · e^{2ℏ ∑k,ᾱ(−D)−k−1ζᾱ(zσ )s′ᾱk} e^{−ℏ} ∑ k,ᾱ D kζ^ᾱ(z_σ )∂_s′ᾱ_k A(s + s^′; ℏ)A(s − s^′; ℏ)dx,

let Y = s^′/ℏ, then by using the genus expansion of log A, we see the expression can be rewritten as follows ∑ σ∈X e^{Q(zσ,zσ)} x^′(z_σ)

· exp ( 2 ∑ k,ᾱ (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ)Y^ᾱ_k + ∑ g≥0 ℏ^{2g−2} ∑ ± F̄_g(s ± ℏY ∓ ℏ ∑ k,ᾱ D^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ ) )) dx. Clearly, the coefficients of ℏ^{odd} in the exponent vanish (they cancelled each other in the summation ∑ ±). Notice that the coefficient of ℏ^{−2} in the exponent is 2F̄_0(s), which does not affect the regularity, and thus we can divide it from the expression. Then from the tameness of F̄_g, we know the expression becomes a power series of ℏ, s and Y. For each monomial in ℏ, s and Y, its coefficient contains the multi-partial derivative of F̄_g at s = 0, together with D^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ) and (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ) for k ≥ 0. The order of ℏ gives a bound for the genus g as well as a bound for the order of derivatives of F̄_g with respect to s_0 and s_1 (notice there is a factor ℏ at each ζ^ᾱ(z_σ) and Dζ^ᾱ(z_σ)). Thus from the tameness property of A, the coefficients depend polynomially on finitely many D^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ) and (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ) for each monomial.

For any given coefficient that appears in the HQE (70), represented as [^{eQ(zσ,zσ)}_{x′(zσ )} · polynomial of D^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ) and (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ)], we denote it by f(z_σ). By definition, this function is locally defined around the boundary point and can be analytically continued into possibly multi-valued function on Σ. Our goal is to prove that the summation of such functions results in a globally meromorphic function on P^1.

We view x as the ramification map x : Σ → P^1 of degree d. The set of ramification points is represented {r_l} and the set of branch points is represented by {b_m}. The map x : Σ − {r_l} → P^1 − {b_m} establishes an d : 1 covering map. Now for each local function f(z) we define a global function F : P^1 → C as follows:

• For any p ∈ P^1 − {b_m}, we pick a path γ ⊂ P^1 − {b_m} which connects p and ∞.

The preimage x^{−1}(γ) consist of d different paths {γ_i ⊂ Σ − {r_l}}, such that each path connects the boundary point and a point z_i ∈ x^{−1}(p). We consider the analytic continuation of f(z) along the path γ_i to define the value f^{γi} (z_i). Then we define F (p) := ∑ z_i∈x^{−1}(p) f γ_i (z i). • For any p ∈ {b_m}, we define F (p) = lim_p′_{→p} F (p^′) for p^′ ∈ P^1 − {b_m} (the limit can be ∞, and it exists since each f^{γi} is meromorphic around z_i). The definition implies F (p) could be the summation of different values of the multi-valued function f̃(z) at the same point, where f̃(z) is the analytic continuation of f(z).

• While the definition of F (p) depends on the path, the resulting function is in fact independent of the choice of the path. Given that f^{γi} (z_i) are the analytic continuations of f(z), it follows that for any p, F (p) is meromorphic and represents the analytic continuation of the same function around ∞. Since P^1 is simply connected, F is a global meromorphic function over P^1.

Now we can view ∑ σ∈X f(z_σ) as a global meromorphic function over P^1 and consider its possible singularities. Notice that by the definition of (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ) and by equation (72), the only possible singularity of (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ), k ≥ 0, and e^{Q(zσ ,zσ)} appears at z = b, and similarly the possible singularities of D^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ), k ≥ 0, and^1_{x′(zσ )} appear at the critical points z^β of x(z). This shows that the only possible singularities of ∑ σ∈X f(z_σ) would be at x = x^β, the critical value of x(z), and x = ∞. Then the proposition is proved from the residue theorem. □

3.4. Finishing the proof of Theorem I. Now we consider the HQE for ancestor potential A at branch points, and use the formula (40) to translate the HQE for A into the ones for D^{KW}_β , and finish the proof of Theorem I by applying the original Witten conjecture / Kontsevich theorem.

Theorem 3.8. The generating series Z^λ(p, ℏ) defined by the m = 1 case of (1) satisfies the HQE (68), and hence it is a tau-function of the x_λ polynomial reduced KP hierarchy.

Proof. From the Proposition 3.2 and the Proposition 3.7, we just need to prove the regularity condition (80) holds for each β = 1, · · · , N. Indeed, near x = x^β , there are two types of preimages σ ∈ X. The first type contains r − 2 points σ^β_i , i = 1, · · · , r − 2 away from the branch point z^β , and the second type contains two points σ^β_± near the branch point z^β . For the first type, as we can see in the proof of the Proposition 3.7, the summation in the expression in (80) is regular. For the second type, we have the local coordinates η^β_σ = ±η^β (Airy coordinates, see (30) for the definition) for points σ = σ^β_±. It remains to prove that ∑ σ=σ^β_± e^{Q(zσ,zσ )} x^′(z_σ)

(Γ^{+σ}_A A)(s) (Γ^{−σ}_A A)(s^′) dx is regular at η^β = 0. (81)

Now we consider the local expansion of vertex operators Γ^{±σ}_A at z_σ = z^β . From the coordinate transformation s(u) = R(u)(q(u) − T (u)) and equation (38), we have exp ( ∓ ∑ k,ᾱ ℏD^kζ^ᾱ(z_σ)∂_sᾱ_k ) = exp ( ± ∑ k,ᾱ ℏξ^ᾱ_k (z_σ)∂_qᾱ_k ) .

Further by the relation ζ^α = ξ^α_0 with R-matrix (35), we have the expansion locally at z_σ = z^β

ζ^ᾱ(z_σ)|_β = ∑ ℓ≥0 (R_ℓ)^ᾱ_{β̄} D^{−ℓ} ( 1 η^βσ ) + f^ᾱ_σ ((η^β)^2),

where f^ᾱ_σ ((η^β)^2) is a function of (η^β)^2 and is regular at η^β = 0, which leads to

D^{−k}ζ^ᾱ(z_σ)|_β = ∑ ℓ≥0 (R_ℓ)^ᾱ_{β̄} D^{−ℓ−k} ( 1 η^βσ ) + D^{−k}f^ᾱ_σ ((η^β)^2).

Combining the computations above, we translate the vertex operators in terms of η^β_σ exp ( ± ∑ k,ᾱ 1 ℏ (−D)^{−k−1}ζ_ᾱ(z_σ)|_βs^ᾱ_k ) = e^{± 1ℏ Cσ} · exp ( ± ∑ k 1 ℏ (−D)^{−k−1} ( (η^β_σ )^{−1} )( q^{β̄}_k − T^{β̄}_k ))

where C_σ = ∑ k,ℓ(−D)^{−k−ℓ−1}f^ᾱ_σ ((η^β)^2)(R_ℓ)^ᾱ_{γ̄} (q^{γ̄}_k − T^γ_k ) is regular at η^β = 0, meaning the coefficient of q^{γ̄}_k − T^γ_k is regular at η^β = 0 for each k, γ̄. We choose the vanishing constant of inverse D (−D)^{−k−1} ( (η^β_σ )^{−1} ) = (η^β_σ )^{2k+1} (2k + 1)!! , since different choices will differ by a at most degree k polynomial on (η^β)^2 which is not affect the validity of the proof. Then locally at z_σ = z^β , by the identity (73) we have the following commutation relation Γ^{±σ}_A e^{ℏ22 V (∂q,∂q)} = e^{ℏ22 V (∂q,∂q)± ℏ2 [Aβσ,V (∂q ,∂q)]+ 14 [Aβσ,[Aβσ,V (∂q ,∂q)]]}Γ^{±σ}_A , (82) where A^β_σ = ∑ k (η^β_σ )^{2k+1} (2k+1)!! ( q^{β̄}_k − T^{β̄}_k ) . By using (73) again, the equation (82) gives Γ^{±σ}_A e^{ℏ22 V (∂q,∂q)} =e^{± 1ℏ Cσ} e^{ℏ22 V (∂q,∂q)− 14 [Aβσ,[Aβσ,V (∂q,∂q)]]}~Γ^{±σ}_{β,KW}, where

~Γ^{±σ}_{β,KW} = exp ( ± ∑ k 1 ℏ (η^β_σ )^{2k+1} (2k + 1)!!

(q^{β̄}_k − T^{β̄}_k ) ) exp ( ± ℏ 2 [A^β_σ, V (∂_q, ∂_q)] ± ∑ k,ᾱ ℏξ^ᾱ_k (z_σ)∂_qᾱ_k ) . Similar to the treatment with Q^λ(p, p), we have 1 2 [A^β_σ , V (∂_q, ∂_q)] = −V (∂_q, η^β_σ ),^1_4 [A^β_σ, [A^β_σ, V (∂_q, ∂_q)]] =^1_2 V (η^β_σ , η^β_σ ), where the notations V (∂_q, η^β_σ ) and V (η^β_σ , η^β_σ ) mean that we substitute the corresponding ∂_qβ_k into^{(ηβσ )2k+1}

(2k+1)!! (and drop ∂q^αk for α ≠ β). By the definition and direct computations,

V (∂_q, η^β_σ ) − ∑ k,ᾱ ξ^ᾱ_k (z_σ)∂_qᾱ_k =

(2k − 1)!! (η^βσ )^{2k+1} ∂_qβ̄_k . Then we have

~Γ^{±σ}_{β,KW} = exp ( ± 1 ℏ ∑ k (η^β_σ )^{2k+1} (2k + 1)!!

(q^{β̄}_k − T^{β̄}_k ) ) exp ( ∓ ℏ ∑ k (2k − 1)!! (η^βσ )^{2k+1} ∂_qβ̄_k ) .

Since the terms ±T^{β̄}_k cancel each other in the HQEs, and e^{± 1}ℏ^{Cσ} is regular at η^β = 0, the equation (81) is equivalent to the following condition: ∑ σ=σ^β_± e^{Q(zσ ,zσ)−V (ηβσ ,ηβσ )} ( Γ^{+σ}_{β,KW} ∏ α D^{KW}_α ) (q) ( Γ^{−σ}_{β,KW} ∏ α D^{KW}_α ) (q^′) dz_σ is regular at η^β = 0,

where Γ^{±σ}_{β,KW} = exp ( ± 1 ℏ ∑ k (η^β_σ )^{2k+1} (2k + 1)!! q^{β̄}_k ) exp ( ∓ ℏ ∑ k (2k − 1)!! (η^βσ )^{2k+1} ∂_qβ̄_k ) . (83)

Clearly, this is equivalent to the following ∑ σ=σ^β_± e^{Q(zσ ,zσ)−V (ηβσ ,ηβσ )}(Γ^{+σ}_{β,KW}D^{KW}_β )(q) (Γ^{−σ}_{β,KW}D^{KW}_β )(q^′) dz_σ is regular at η^β = 0. (84)

Now we compute Q(z_σ , z_σ) − V (η^β_σ , η^β_σ ). Notice that V (η^α_σ , η^β_σ ) = ∑ k,ℓ≥0 V^{α,β}_{k,ℓ} (−D)^{−k−1}(η^α_σ )^{−1}(−D)^{−ℓ−1}(η^β_σ )^{−1}, and V^{α,β}(u, v) = ∑ k,ℓ≥0 V^{αβ}_{k,ℓ} u^kv^ℓ = δ^α_β − ∑ σ R^∗(−u)^ᾱ_{σ̄} R(−v)^{σ̄}_{β̄} u + v , we have that near z_σ = z^β

D(V (η^α_σ , η^β_σ )) = ∑ γ ζ^{γ̄}(z_σ)ζ^{γ̄} (z_σ) − δ_{αβ} 1 (η^β)^2

+ h((η^β)^2),

where h((η^β)^2) is a function of (η^β)^2 and is regular at η^β = 0. Together with equation (72), and by taking integration, we have that near z_σ = z^β

Q(z_σ, z_σ) − V (η^β_σ , η^β_σ ) = − log ( ηβ_σ x^′(z_σ) ) + C^′, e^{Q(zσ ,zσ)−V (ηβσ ,ηβσ )} = e^{C′} · x^′(z_σ) η^βσ , where C^′ = −D^{−1}h((η^β)^2) is a function of (η^β)^2 and is regular near η^β = 0. Since^{x′(zσ )dzσ}_{ηβσ} = dη^β_σ at z_σ = z^β , the HQE (84) is equivalent to the following equation ∑ σ=σ^β_± (Γ^{+σ}_{β,KW}D^{KW}_β )(q) (Γ^{−σ}_{β,KW}D^{KW}_β )(q^′) dη^β_σ is regular at η^β = 0. (85)

We note that the equation (85) is exactly the HQE for the KdV hierarchy and thus follows from the original Witten conjecture / Kontsevich Theorem. This leads to the final proof of Theorem I. □

4. The deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture

The CohFT of the deformed negative r-spin theory, called the deformed Theta class and denoted by {Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}}_{2g−2+n>0}, was recently introduced by Norbury [37] for r = 2 without deformation (ϵ = 0) and generalized by Chidambaram, Garcia-Falide and Giacchetto in [6] for arbitrary integer r ≥ 2 with deformation parameter ϵ. In [6], a global spectral curve, which we call the deformed r-Bessel curve, was found for the deformed Theta class. In this section, we show the concrete result of the Picture shown in the Introduction of the negative r-spin theory and prove the deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture.

Theorem 4.1. After a suitable change of variables t^a_k = −^{(−1)k√}_{−r}^{Γ(k+ ar )}_{Γ(} a_{r )} p_{rk+a}, the descendent generating function D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ) is a τ-function of rKdV hierarchy, i.e., the deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture (Theorem 1) holds.

4.1. The ϵ-deformation of the theta class and its relation with the CohFT associated with the ϵ-deformed r-Bessel curve. Now we recall the results [6] of the Theta class Θ^r_{g,n} and its ϵ-deformation Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}.

Definition 4.2. For 2g − 2 + n > 0, the negative r-spin Witten class and its ϵ-deformation are defined by the push-forward of top Chern class of V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} (see equation (4)) along the forgetful map f : M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} → M_{g,n}: Υ^r_{g,n}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ) := 1 r^{g−1} f_∗ ( (−1)^{deg} · c_{top}(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) ) , (86) Υ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}(−) := ∑ m≥0 1 m! p_∗Υ^r_{g,n+m}(−, ϵϕ_0, · · · , ϵϕ_0). (87) Here p : M_{g,n+m} → M_{g,n} is the map that forgets the last m marked points. The ancestor correlator is defined by ⟨ϕ_{a1}ψ̄^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{an}ψ̄^{kn}_n ⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{g,n} := ∫ M_{g,n} Υ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ) n∏ i=1 ψ^{ki}_i . (88)

Remark 4.3. Since we have the following degree formula deg p_∗Υ^r_{g,n+m}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} , ϕ_0, · · · , ϕ_0) = D^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a) −^{r−1}_r m, the summation in equation (87) is thus finite. The deformed class Υ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}(ϕ_{a1} , · · · , ϕ_{an} ) ∈ H^∗(M_{g,n}) is then a mixed degree class of degree no more than D^{r,s}_{g,n}(⃗a).

Remark 4.4. Since the ψ-classes in M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} are the same as the pull back of the ψ-classes in M_{g,n}, we see ⟨ϕ_{a1} ψ^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{an} ψ^{kn}_n ⟩^{−r}_{g,n} = ⟨ϕ_{a1}ψ̄^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{an}ψ̄^{kn}_n ⟩^{−r,0}_{g,n} . Definition 4.5. The Theta class Θ^r_{g,n} and the ϵ-deformed Theta class Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} is the restriction of the map Υ^r_{g,n} and Υ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} to H respectively, i.e., Θ^r_{g,n} := Υ^r_{g,n}|_H, Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} := Υ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}|_H.

Remark 4.6. We note here that the definition of Θ^r, as well as Θ^{r,ϵ}, is different with that in [6] by a simple factor, the reason we take this definition is to make the descendent time variables {t^a_k}_{a=1,··· ,r−1;k=0,1,···} to be the Witten’s time, i.e., the KP times {^{pk}_k }_{k=1,2,···} are given by equation (7). This way the change of the coordinates will corresponds to that in [42].

It is proved in [6] that the collection {Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}}_{2g−2+n>0} satisfies the axioms of an (r − 1)- dimensional CohFT on H with symmetric 2-form η(ϕ_a, ϕ_b) = δ_{a+b,r}. Similar as [6, Lemma 3.4], by using the Chiodo formula [8], one can compute that for a, b, c = 0, · · · , r − 1^5, ∫ M_{0,n+3} 1 n! Υ^r_{0,n}(ϕ_a, ϕ_b, ϕ_c, ϕ_0, · · · , ϕ_0) = δ_{a+b+c=(n+1)(r−1)} · 1 r^n . (89)

By equation (89), the quantum product defined by the deformed Theta class is given by the follows: if a + b = (r − 1)m + c, where 0 ≤ c ≤ r − 2, then

ϕ_a ∗ ϕ_b = ( ϵ r )_m ϕ_{c+1}. (90)

Moreover, following [6], we introduce the Euler vector field for the deformed negative r-spin theory: E = (r − 1)ϕ_{r−1} − r−1∑ a=1 a r τ^aϕ_a, (91)

then it is proved in [6] that Θ^{r,ϵ} is a homogeneous CohFT with respect to E, and the conformal dimension δ is 3.

For the deformed Theta class, the canonical basis can be explicitly computed as follows. Let z^β = (^ϵ_r )^{1r−1} · e^{2πβ} √ −1 r−1 , we define a matrix Ψ by Ψ^β_j = (z^β )^{j+1}, β, j = 1, · · · , r − 1, (92) then we have the inverse matrix (Ψ^{−1})^j_β =^1_{r−1}^1_{(zβ )j+1} . We introduce a basis {e_β} defined by

e_β = r−1∑ j=1 (Ψ^{−1})^j_βϕ_j, β = 1, · · · , r − 1, (93)

then by direct computation we have e_α ∗ e_β = δ_{αβ} e_α and η(e_β, e_γ ) = δ_{αβ} (Δ^{−r,ϵ}_β )^{−1} where Δ^{−r,ϵ}_β = (^ϵ_r )^{r+2r−1} · e^{2π} √ −1 r−1 ·(r+2)β. This shows that Θr,ϵ is semi-simple if ϵ ≠ 0 and {e

α}^{r−1}_{α=1} gives a canonical basis.

Since ϵ-deformed Theta class Θ^{r,ϵ} is homogeneous and semi-simple for ϵ ≠ 0, by the Givental–Teleman reconstruction theorem, it is uniquely determined by the quantum product ∗, the R-matrix R^{−r,ϵ}(u) and the vacuum vector v^{−r,ϵ}(u), which can be explicitly computed by using equation (90), (17) and (18). We fix the choice of canonical basis {e_β}^{r−1}_{β=1} which is related to the flat basis {ϕ_i}^{r−1}_{i=1} by equation (93), and we denote by {ē_β = (Δ^{−r,ϵ}_β )^12 e_β }^{r−1}_{β=1} the normalized canonical basis. We denote the T -matrix by T^{−r,ϵ}(u) which is related to the vacuum vector by equation (13). We denote by Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} the CohFT defined via the reconstruction

5In [6], they proved these qualities for a, b, c = 1, · · · , r − 1, the same method can be applied for a, b or c takes value of 0.

theorem, namely Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} = R^{−r,ϵ} · T^{−r,ϵ} · (Ω^{KW})^{⊕(r−1)}, then by Teleman’s theorem, for n ≥ 1, Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} = Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}. In [6], by comparing the quantum product, the R-matrix and the vacuum vector with the ones from the spectral curve, it is proved that the CohFT Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} can be identified with the CohFT defined by the following 1-parameter family of spectral curves, which we call the deformed r-Bessel curve: C^{r,ϵ} = ( P^1, x(z) = −z^r + ϵz, y(z) =^{√−r}_z , dz_1dz_2 (z_1 − z_2)^2 ) . (94)

(See subsection 2.2 for the definition of the CohFT associated with a spectral curve). We note that both the curve and the Theta class Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} used here are slightly different from that in [6]. The identification of these two CohFTs (Ω^{r,ϵ} and the CohFT associated with the deformed r-Bessel curve) can be easily derived from [6, Theorem 4.7] by using the degree condition of Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n}, together with the equation (29).

Proposition 4.7. The relation between the ϵ-deformed Theta class Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} and the CohFT Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} associated with the ϵ-deformed r-Bessel curve is given by Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} = Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,n} − (−1)^{g−1} r^{g−1} B_{2g} 2g(2g − 2) 1 ϵ^{2g−2} · δ_{n,0}. (95)

Proof. It is clear that Θ^{r,ϵ}_{g,0} = 0 and Ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0} = ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0}, where ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0} is defined by (28) for the deformed r-Bessel curve. The Proposition follows from the formula ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0} =^{(−1)g−1}_{rg−1}^{B2g}_{2g(2g−2)}^1_{ϵ2g−2} , and we prove this in the Appendix B.1. □

4.2. Correspondence between geometric descendents and TR descendents. We prove the TR-Geo correspondence for the deformed negative r-spin theory. For the geometric side, we have the following reconstruction formula of the descendent theory: Theorem 4.8. The descendent potential function is given by D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ) = e^1ℏ^{2 ^J ϵ−} · [ ^(S^ϵ)^{−1}A^{−r}](ϵ, t(u); ℏ), (96) where J^ϵ = J^ϵ(u) := −rϕ_{r−1} + ⟨^{ϕa}_{u−ψ} ⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{0,1} ϕ^a is the J-function of the deformed negative r-spin theory and S^ϵ = S^ϵ(u) is the S-matrix of the deformed negative r-spin theory defined by

η(ϕ_a, S^ϵ(u)ϕ_b) := η(ϕ_a, ϕ_b) + ⟨ ϕ_a, ϕ_b u − ψ ⟩_{−r,ϵ} 0,2 . Moreover, J^ϵ(u) is uniquely determined by the following Picard-Fuchs equation (−1 + ϵ∂_ϵ − ru^{r−1}∂^r_ϵ )J^ϵ(u) = 0, (97) with initial condition [u^{−i}]J^ϵ(u) =^{ϵi+1}_{(i+1)!} ϕ_i, i = 1, · · · , r − 1, and S^ϵ is determined by

S^{ϵ,∗}(u)ϕ_i = u^i∂^{i+1}_ϵ J^ϵ(u). (98)

The proof of this Theorem is given in the Appendix B.2.

For the TR side, we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Let γ̃_k = e^{2kπi}r [0, ∞) ⊂ C and γ_k = γ̃_0 − γ̃_k, we have

η(J^ϵ(u), Φ(γ_k, u)) = ∫ γ_k e^{x(z)/u}y(z)dx(z), (99) η(ϕ^i, S^ϵ(u)Φ(γ_k, u)) = ∫ γ_k e^{x(z)/u}ζ^i(z)dx(z), (100) where

Φ(γ_k, u) = √ −r r r−1∑ a=1 ( 1 − e^{2kaπir} ) Γ (a r ) u^{ar} ϕ^a.

Proof. Clearly, for k = 1, · · · , r − 1, γ_k are admissible paths associated with e^{x(z)/u}. We consider the integral I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u) := ∫ γ_k e^{x(z)/u}y(z)dx(z), then by admissible condition, I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u) = −u ∫ γ_k e −zr+ϵ·z u dy(z) and it satisfies the Picard-Fuchs equation (−1 + ϵ∂_ϵ − ru^{r−1}∂^r_ϵ )I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u) = 0.

Now we compute the Taylor expansion of I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u):

∂^{m+1}_ϵ I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u)|_{ϵ=0} = u^{mr −m} √ −r r ∫ γ_k z^{m−r} e^{−zr} dz^r = u^{(1−r)mr} √ −r r ( 1 − e^{2kmπir} ) Γ (m r ) , where we have used Γ(α) = ∫ γ̃_0 x

α−1e^{−x}dx. Hence we obtain I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u) = √ −r r r−1∑ a=1 ( 1 − e^{2kaπir} ) Γ (a r ) u^{ar} I_a(u),

where I_a(u) := −r · δ_{a,r−1} + ∑ n≥0 Γ(^{rn+a}_r ) Γ(^a_r ) ϵ^{rn+a+1} (rn + a + 1)! u^{−n(r−1)−a}. It is clear that J^ϵ(u) = ∑_{r−1} a=1 I_a(u)ϕ_a since the right-hand side solves the Picard-Fuchs equation and satisfies the initial condition as the J^ϵ(u) does, this proves equation (99).

Furthermore, notice that on one hand,

η(ϕ_i, S^ϵ(u)Φ(γ_k, u)) = u^i∂^{i+1}_ϵ I^{−r,ϵ}_k (u) = − ∫ γ_k e^{−zr +ϵ·zu} z^{i+1}dy(z) = √ −r ∫ γ_k e^{−zr +ϵ·zu} z^{i−1} x^′(z) dx(z), and on the other hand, by definition equation (39), it is easy to see ζ^β = √ −r^{(zβ )2}_{z−zβ} , then by using the Ψ-matrix (92) we have ζ^i = √ −r^{zr−i−1}_{x′(z)} . This proves equation (100). □

We note here that it is easy to see the matrix (1 − e^{2kaπi}r )_{k,a=1,··· ,r−1} is invertable, in fact, it has determinant ∏_{r−1} a=1(1 − e^{2kaπi}r ) ∏ 1≤a<b≤r−1(e 2kbπi r − e^{2kaπi}r ) ≠ 0. Hence the equation (55), (56) and (99) determine all the descendent invariants of the deformed negative r-spin theory.

4.3. Proof of the deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture. We choose the local coordinate λ to be the the solution of x(z) = −λ^r satisfying lim_{z→∞} λ/z = 1. By considering the expansion of ω_{g,n} given by equation (44), we get the correlators ⟨−⟩^λ_{g,n} and generating series Z^λ(p; ℏ) given by equation (1). To specify the case of negative r-spin, we denote the generating series by Z^{−r,ϵ}(p; ℏ). By the Theorem I, Z^{−r,ϵ}(p; ℏ) is a tau-function of KP hierarchy, and by Corollary 2.10, we know that Z^{−r,ϵ}(p; ℏ) does not depend on p_{rm}, m ≥ 1, thus Z^{−r,ϵ}(p; ℏ) is a tau-function of rKdV hierarchy.

Notice that χ^i satisfies η(ϕ^i, Φ(γ_k, u)) = ∫ γ_k e x(z)/uχidx(z), and Res λ→∞ x(z)^ndχ^i = 0, ∀n ≥ 0, this uniquely determines χ^i = −^{1√}_{−r} λ^{−i}, i = 1, · · · , r − 1. Therefore, for n ≥ 0,

χ^i_n = −

(−1)^n √ −r Γ(n +^i_r ) Γ(^i_r ) λ^{−i−rn}. (101) By the coordinate transformation defined by (3), the equation (101) gives (7). It is easy to check the equation (60), and thus by Theorem 2.13 we know that

e^1ℏ^{2 ^J ϵ−} · D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ)|_{t=t(p)} = e^− ∑ g≥2 ℏ2g−2 ( √ −rϵ)2g−2 B2g 2g(2g−2) · Z−r,ϵ(p; ℏ), where the factor on the right-hand side of above equation comes from the difference between D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ) with the total descendent partition function defined by topological recursion. By Theorem I, the deformed negative r-spin Witten conjecture (Theorem 1) is proved.

5. KdV integrability for the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} via the Weierstrass curve

In this section we first review the identification of the CohFT associated with the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} and the one associated with the following Weierstrass curve: C^τ = (Σ_τ 2 , x, y, B), where Σ_τ 2 is the elliptic curve with moduli parameter τ^2 and x(z) = (τ^1)^2 4πi ( ℘(z, τ^2)+G_2(τ^2) ) +τ^0, y(z) = √ 2πi·z, B = ( ℘(z_1 −z_2, τ^2)+G_2(τ^2) ) dz_1dz_2. Here ℘ is the Weierstrass P-function and the choice of y(z) is to make the Frobenius structure concise, see Section 5.1. Then we identify the corresponding descendent theories for Hurwitz space M_{1,1} and for the Weierstrass curve, and prove the resulting descendant potential is a tau-function of KdV hierarchy, which gives the proof of the two parts of Theorem 2.

5.1. Frobenius manifold and CohFT associated with the Weierstrass curve. The Weierstrass curve has three parameters τ^0, τ^1, τ^2 (in this section, we slightly shift the superscripts of the flat coordinate τ^i and the subscripts of the flat basis {ϕ_i = ∂_τ i } such that i is start from 0, the flatness of τ will be proved below). We consider H = span{ϕ_i} as the state space.

5.1.1. Criticial point computations. It is well-known that the Weierstrass P-function ℘ satisfies the differential equation

℘^{′2} = 4℘^3 − 60G_4(τ^2)℘ − 140G_6(τ^2) = 4 3∏ β=1 (℘ − u^β), where for k ≥ 1 G_{2k} = G_{2k}(τ^2) = ∑ m,n∈Z^2\{(0,0)} 1 (m+nτ^2)^{2k} is the holomorphic Eisenstein

series of weight 2k. Thus the critical points of x(z) are given by

z^1 = 1 2 , z^2 = τ^2 2 , z^3 =

1 + τ^2 2 , with critical values x^β = x(z^β ) =^{(τ 1)2}_{4πi} ( u^β + G_2) + τ^0, β = 1, 2, 3. Here u^β = u^β(τ^2) = ℘(z^β , τ^2) and satisfies

u^1 + u^2 + u^3 = 0, u^1u^2 + u^1u^3 + u^2u^3 = −15G_4, u^1u^2u^3 = 35G_6. The critical values {x^α} can be considered as the canonical coordinates, such that the canonical basis is given by e_β =^∂_{∂xβ} . The quantum product are e_β ∗ e_γ = δ_{βγ} e_β , and symmetric bilinear form is determined by

Δ^{−1}_β = η(e_β, e_β) = y^′(z^β )^2 x^{′′}(z^β ) = (4πi)^2 (τ^1)^2(12(u^β)^2 − 60G_4) . 5.1.2. The Ψ matrix. We now compute the transformation matrix between the canonical basis and the basis {ϕ_i}. By the Ramanujan identities of Eisenstein series,

∂_τ 2 G_2 =

5G_4 − G^2 2πi , ∂_τ 2 G_4 =

7G_6 − 2G_2G_4 πi , ∂_τ 2 G_6 =

30G^2_4 − 21G_2G_6 7πi , one can compute Ψ^β_i :=^{∂xβ}_{∂τ i} , i = 0, 1, 2, the formula is

(Ψ^β_i ) =

1^{τ 1}_{2πi} (G_2 + u^1)^{(τ 1)2}_{4πi} ( ∂_τ 2 (G_2) +^{15u1∂τ 2 (G4)+35∂τ 2 (G6)}

3(u^1 )^2−15G_4 ) 1^{τ 1}_{2πi} (G_2 + u^2)^{(τ 1)2}_{4πi} ( ∂_τ 2 (G_2) +^{15u2∂τ 2 (G4)+35∂τ 2 (G6)}

3(u^2 )^2−15G_4 ) 1^{τ 1}_{2πi} (G_2 + u^3)^{(τ 1)2}_{4πi} ( ∂_τ 2 (G_2) +^{15u3∂τ 2 (G4)+35∂τ 2 (G6)}

3(u^3 )^2−15G_4 ) .

5.1.3. The symmetric 2-form, quantum product and the Euler vector field. By the change of coordinate, one can compute the symmetric 2-form of ϕ_i = ∂_τ i , which gives η(ϕ_i, ϕ_j) = δ_{i+j,2}. This means τ is a flat coordinate and {ϕ_i}^2_{i=0} is the corresponding flat basis.

By the transformation matrix Ψ and the quantum product e_β ∗_τ e_γ = δ_{βγ} e_β , one can compute the quantum product of ϕ_i under this flat basis and obtain ϕ_0 ∗_τ ϕ_i = ϕ_i,

ϕ_1 ∗_τ ϕ_1 =ϕ_2 + 3 2πi · τ^1 1! · G_2 · ϕ_1 + 3 2πi · (τ^1)^2 2! · ∂_τ 2 (G_2) · ϕ_0,

ϕ_1 ∗_τ ϕ_2 = 3 2πi · (τ^1)^2 2! · ∂_τ 2 (G_2) · ϕ_1 + 3 2πi · (τ^1)^3 3! · ∂^2_τ 2 (G_2) · ϕ_0,

ϕ_2 ∗_τ ϕ_2 = 3 2πi · (τ^1)^3 3! · ∂^2_τ 2 (G_2) · ϕ_1 + 3 2πi · (τ^1)^4 4! · ∂^3_τ 2 (G_2) · ϕ_0.

Particularly, we see this Frobenius manifold has a flat unit 1 = ϕ_0.

Furthermore, let E = ∑ β x^β ∂_xβ , then one has

E = τ^0 ∂ ∂τ^0 + 1 2 τ^1 ∂ ∂τ^1 .

It is easy to check that [E, ϕ_i] = (^i_2 − 1)ϕ_i and [E, ϕ_i ∗_τ ϕ_j] = (^{i+j}_2 − 1)ϕ_i ∗_τ ϕ_j, this implies that E satisfies equation (10) and (11) with δ = 1. In another word, the Frobenius manifold H is homogeneous of conformal dimension 1 with respect to E and the grading operator μ is given by μ(ϕ_i) = (^i_2 −^1_2 )ϕ_i, i = 0, 1, 2.

This Frobenius manifold coincides with the Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} introduced by Dubrovin in [13, Example 5.6].

5.1.4. CohFT. By Givental’s reconstruction procedure, starting from a homogeneous semisimple Frobenius manifold containing a flat unit, one can consider the quantum differential equation (QDE):

u∂_τ i S(u) = ϕ_i ∗_τ S(u). (102) The QDE has a fundamental solution in the form Ψ^{−1}R^τ (u)e^{X/u}, where R^τ (u) is a formal matrix valued power series of form R^τ (u) = I + ∑ k≥1 R_ku^k and satisfies R^{τ,∗}(−u)R^τ (u) = I.

Moreover, the matrix R^τ (u) is uniquely determined by the Euler equation

(u∂_u + ∑ x^β ∂_xβ )R^τ (u) = 0. (103)

On another hand, a CohFT is constructed from the topological recursion, whose genus zero data coincide with the quantum product defined by ω_{0,3}. The R-matrix R̃^τ (u) defined by the topological recursion (35) satisfies the Euler equation [11] too, and thus by Teleman’s theorem [40], R^τ (u) = R̃^τ (u). This proves that the CohFT for the topological recursion coincide with the one reconstructed from the Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space M_{1,1} via Givental’s reconstruction procedure. We denote by A^τ (s; ℏ) the ancestor partition function for this CohFT (see Section 1.5 for the definition).

5.2. Correspondence between geometric descendents and TR descendents. In this subsection, we prove the first part of Theorem 2, establishing the relation of geometric descendents with the TR descendents.

We start with the definition of the descendent theory of the Hurwitz space M_{1,1}. We consider the fundamental solution of QDE (102) in the form

S^τ (u) =I + ∑ k≥1 S_ku^{−k}, satisfying S^{τ,∗}(−u)S^τ (u) =I. By assuming homogeneity condition [25] (u∂_u + E)S^τ (u) = [S^τ (u), μ], (104) the solution S^τ (u) is uniquely determined up to some constants. For our case, there is one constant need to be fixed. Precisely, by solving QDE ∂_τ i S_1 = ϕ_i∗, and assuming E(S_1) = S_1 + [S_1, μ], we have

S_1 = τ^{0 3}_{2πi} ·^{(τ 1)3}_{3!} · ∂_τ 2 (G_2)^3_{2πi} ·^{(τ 1)4}_{4!} · ∂^2_τ 2 (G_2) τ^1 τ^0 +^3_{2πi} ·^{(τ 1)2}_{2!} G_2^3_{2πi} ·^{(τ 1)3}_{3!} · ∂_τ 2 (G_2) τ^2 + c τ^1 τ^0 , with one undetermined constant c. For k ≥ 2, by using QDE (102), the equation (104) gives

(k + μ_j − μ_i)(S_k)^i_j = 2∑ a=0 (E∗)^i_a(S_{k−1})^a_j , (105)

notice that k + μ_j − μ_i ≥ k + (−^1_2 ) −^1_2 > 0, (S_k)^i_j is uniquely determined by induction. For our case, we take the constant c to be 0. The J-function J^τ (u) is given by J^τ (u) = uS^{τ,∗}(u)1. We get the descendent partition function D(t; ℏ) by the Kontsevich–Manin formula (24).

Now we are ready to prove the first part of Theorem 2.

Proof of the first part of Theorem 2. Let λ be the local coordinate near the boundary z = 0 defined by x(z) =^{λ2}_2 and satisfies lim_{z→0} λ · z =^{τ 1√}_{2πi} , we define χ^i = δ_{i,1}λ^{−1}, χ^i_k := D^kχ^i = δ_{i,1}(2k − 1)!!λ^{−2k−1}, k ≥ 0.

Now we consider the expansion of ζ^{β̄} near the boundary, by direct computation we have (there is no λ^{−2k} terms in the expansion because Res_{z=0} x(z)^kdζ^{β̄}(z) = 0, ∀k ≥ 0) ζ^{β̄} = ∑ k≥0 Ψ^{β̄}_i (S̃_k)^i_1χ^1_k = Ψ^{β̄}_1 χ^1_0 + ∑ k≥1 Ψ^{β̄}_i (S̃_k)^i_1χ^1_k. (106)

By the Proposition 2.6,

λ^2 2 ∑ k≥0 Ψ^{β̄}_i (S̃_k)^i_1χ^1_{k+1} − ∑ k≥0 ∑ i Ψ^{β̄}_i (μ_i +^1_2 )(S̃_k)^i_1χ^1_k = x^β ∑ k≥0 Ψ^{β̄}_i (S̃_k)^i_1χ^1_{k+1},

By comparing the coefficient of λ^{−2k−1}, we have Ψ^{β̄}_i (k + μ_i)(S̃_k)^i_1 = Ψ^{β̄}_i (E∗)^i_j (S̃_{k−1})^j_1.

This coincides with equation (105) and thus (S̃_n)^{β̄}_1 = (S_n)^{β̄}_1 . The first part of the Theorem 2 follows immediately. □

This result can be also written in the form of Laplace transform. We assume u ∈^{(τ 1)2}_{2πi} · (−∞, 0), then γ = [0, 1) is an admissible path associated with e^{x/u} and we have ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u}χ^1_kdx = √ −2πu · u^{−k}. By equation (106), ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u}ζ^{β̄}dx = η(ē_β, S^τ (u)Φ(γ, u))

where Φ(γ, u) = √ −2πu · ϕ_1. Furthermore, notice that ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u}ydx = −u ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u}dy = u ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u} ( − √ 2πi x^′(z) ) dx, and Δ^{− 12}_0 ζ^{¯0} + Δ^{− 12}_1 ζ^{¯1} + Δ^{− 12}_2 ζ^{¯2} = − ∑ β y^′(z^β ) x^{′′}(z^β )

Res_z′_{=z}β B(z^′, z) z^′ − z^β = − √ 2πi x^′(z) , this proves ∫ γ e^{x(z)/u}ydx = η(Φ(γ, u), uS^{τ,∗}(u)ϕ_0) = η(Φ(γ, u), J^τ (u)).

This verifies the Conjecture 0.4 for the Weierstrass curve case.

5.3. KdV integrability for the descendent theory of the Hurwitz space M_{1,1}. Now we prove the second part of the Theorem 2.

Proof of the second part of Theorem 2. Fix the choice of the local coordinate λ defined in last subsection, by the Theorem I and by the Corollary 2.10, we know that Z^λ(p; ℏ), defined by the topological recursion via (1), is a tau-function of KdV hierarchy. Slightly different with the discussion in Section 2 where we set τ = 0 and F_0(τ) = F_1(τ), these terms has non-vanishing contribution in the formula (24), considering this, we have in fact

D(t; ℏ)|_{t=t(p)+τ} = e^{F1(τ )+ 1}ℏ^{2 F0(τ )} · e^{^J τ−|t=t(p)+τ} Z^λ(p; ℏ) where t = t(p) is given by t^i_k = δ_{i,1}(2k − 1)!!p_{2k+1}. This shows that D(t; ℏ)|_{t=t(p)+τ} gives a family of KdV hierarchies with parameter τ, in particular, the result holds for τ = 0. □

A. Expansion of Bergman kernel at boundary point

We consider the expansion of B(z_1, z_2) with the second variable z_2 near the boundary point b, and study its behavior in the first variable z_1.

Definition A.1. For two meromorphic 2-forms w_1(z_1, z_2), w_2(z_1, z_2) on Σ × Σ, we say w_1(z_1, z_2) ∼_x w_2(z_1, z_2) if near the point z_2 = b w_1(z_1, z_2) − w_2(z_1, z_2) ∈ d_{z1} d_{λ2} C [x(z_1 )][[λ^{−1}_2 ]].

Lemma A.2. Let w(z_1, z_2) be a 2-form admitting expansion ∑ k≥1 df_k(z_1)dλ^{−k}_2 near the boundary point z_2 = b, where f_k(z) are meromorphic functions with only pole structure at z = b, then w(z_1, z_2) ∼_x 0 if and only if for any m ≥ 0, the expansion of (d∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^mw(z_1, z_2) at z_2 = b is meromorphic with respect to z_1 and has only possible pole at z_1 = b.

Proof. Clearly, if w(z_1, z_2) ∼_x 0, then for each k ≥ 1, f_k(z_1) has form of a polynomial of x(z_1), and thus (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^mw(z_1, z_2) is meromorphic with respect to z_1 and has only possible pole at z_1 = b. Conversely, notice that x(z_1) has pole at z_1 = b, we know the order of pole of (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^{m+1}df_k(z_1) at z_1 = b strictly decreases as m increases. Hence, if the integer m is large enough, (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^mdf_k(z_1) has no pole on Σ and has zero at z_1 = b of any order. Therefore, there exist some integer m (depends on k) such that (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^mdf_k(z_1) = 0, and by taking integration, f_k(z) must be a polynomial of x(z). □ Lemma A.3. Let B_x(z_1, z_2) be a 2-form defined by B_x(z_1, z_2) := − ∑ k≥0 ∑ β=1,··· ,N d(−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z_1)dD^kζ^{β̄}(z_2),

we have B(z_1, z_2) ∼_x B_x(z_1, z_2).

Proof. It is easy to see both B and B_x can be expand at z_2 = b and satisfy the condition assumed in Lemma A.2, thus by Lemma A.2 we just need to prove that for any m ≥ 0, the expansion of (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^m(B(z_1, z_2) − B_x(z_1, z_2)) at z_2 = b is meromorphic with respect to z_1 with only possible pole at z_1 = b.

Notice that the only possible poles of (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^m(B(z_1, z_2) − B_x(z_1, z_2)) with respect to z_1 appear at z_1 = z^γ , γ = 1, · · · , N, and z_1 = b, we just need to check that the local behavior of (d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} )^m(B(z_1, z_2) − B_x(z_1, z_2)) at z_1 = z^γ , γ = 1, · · · , N, and prove that there is no pole. Locally, by using airy coordinate η^γ_1 , we have d ∘^1_{dx(z1)} = d ∘^1_ηγ_{1 dη}γ_1 , therefore, we just need to prove the coefficients of (η^γ_1 )^{even}dη^γ_1 in the local expansion of B(z_1, z_2) and B_x(z_1, z_2) at z_1 = z^γ are equal. This is equivalent to the following equation: B(z_1, z_2) − B(z̄_1, z_2) = B_x(z_1, z_2) − B_x(z̄_1, z_2), (107) where z̄_1 is the involution of z_1 near z^γ . By equation (35) and equation (31), we have

ζ^{β̄}(z_1) = ∑ ℓ≥0 (−1)^ℓ(R_ℓ)^{β̄}_{γ̄}

(η^γ_1 )^{2ℓ−1} (2ℓ − 1)!!

+ f^{β̄} ( (η^γ_1 )^2 )

where f^β ( (η^γ_1 )^2 ) is a power series of (η^γ_1 )^2. By direct computation,

(−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z_1) = ∑ ℓ≥0 (−1)^ℓ(R_ℓ)^{β̄}_{γ̄}

(η^γ_1 )^{2ℓ+2k+1} (2ℓ + 2k + 1)!! + (−D)^{−k−1}f^{β̄} ( (η^γ_1 )^2 ) mod C [x(z_1 )].

This gives

(−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z_1) − (−D)^{−k−1}ζ^{β̄}(z̄_1) = 2 ∑ ℓ≥0 (−1)^ℓ(R_ℓ)^{β̄}_{γ̄}

(η^γ_1 )^{2ℓ+2k+1} (2ℓ + 2k + 1)!! . Therefore, near the critical point z_1 = z^γ , by using equation (38) we have

B_x(z_1, z_2) − B_x(z̄_1, z_2) = −2 ∑ k≥0 (η^γ_1 )^{2k} (2k − 1)!!

dη^γ_1 dξ^{γ̄}_k (z_2), (108)

By comparing equation (108) with (34), we obtain (107) and the Lemma is proved. □

B. Some results for the deformed negative r-spin theory

B.1. Explicit formula for ω_{g,0} of the deformed r-Bessel curve. Proposition B.1. For the ϵ-deformed r-Bessel curve, C^{r,ϵ} = ( P^1, x(z) = −z^r + ϵz, y(z) =^{√−r}_z , dz_1dz_2 (z_1 − z_2)^2 ) , (109)

the function ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0}, g ≥ 2, associated with C^{r,ϵ} defined by equation (28) has formula ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0} = (−1)^{g−1} r^{g−1} B_{2g} 2g(2g − 2) 1 ϵ^{2g−2} . (110)

Proof. For r = 2, the formula has been proved in [29]. For arbitrary r ≥ 2, we consider a further deformation of the deformed r-Bessel curve C^{r,ϵ,t} = (P^1, x(z), y_t(z),^{dz1dz2}_{(z1−z2)2} ), where x(z) = −z^r + ϵz, y_t(z) = √ −r z + t z^2 . Let R^{r,ϵ,t} (resp. R^{r,ϵ}) and T^{r,ϵ,t} (resp. T^{r,ϵ}) be the R-matrix and T -vector of C^{r,ϵ,t} (resp. C^{r,ϵ}) defined by (35) and (36), then it is easy to see R^{r,ϵ,t} = R^{r,ϵ} and lim_{t→0} T^{r,ϵ,t} = T^{r,ϵ}. This proves that lim_{t=0} ω^{r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} = ω^{r,ϵ}_{g,0}, (111)

where ω^{r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} is the function associated with C^{r,ϵ,t} defined by equation (28).

Now we swap x(z) and y_t(z) of C^{r,ϵ,t} and make a coordinate changing z → t/z on the spectral curve P^1, we get new spectral curve data C^{†,r,ϵ,t} = (P^1, x^†_t (z), y^†_t (z),^{dz1dz2}_{(z1−z2)2} ), where

x^†_t (z) = z^2 t + √ −r z t , y^†_t (z) = − t^r z^r + t · ϵ z , and new function ω^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} of C^{†,r,ϵ,t}. By x − y symmetry [1, 17], ω^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} = ω^{r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} . (112) We further consider a scaling on x^†_t (z) and y^†_t (z) to get C̃^{†,r,ϵ,t} = (P^1, x̃^†_t (z), ỹ^†_t (z),^{dz1dz2}_{(z1−z2)2} ) and ω̃^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} , where x̃^†_t (z) = −t · x^†_t (z) = −z^2 − √ −rz, ỹ^†(z) = −y^†(z)/t = t^{r−1} z^r − ϵ z , By equation (29), we have ω̃^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} = ω^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} . (113) Now we can take limit t → 0 on C̃^{†,r,ϵ,t}, then by the result for r = 2 and equation (29) lim_{t→0} ω̃^{†,r,ϵ,t}_{g,0} = √ −2^{2g−2} ϵ^{2g−2} · (−1)^{g−1} 2^{g−1} B_{2g} 2g(2g − 2) 1 (− √ −r)^{2g−2} . (114)

The proposition follows from equations (111), (112), (113) and (114). □

B.2. S-matrix of the deformed negative r-spin theory via twisted theory.

Proof of Theorem 4.8. We introduce the twisted theory of the negative r-spin theory by considering the natural action of λ ∈ C^× scaling the fibers of vector bundle V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} by multiplication. The descendent correlator for the twisted theory is defined in a similar way as the one for the untwisted theory defined in Definition 0.6 by replacing c_{top}(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) with the equivariant Euler class e_C × (V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) which is defined by

e_C × (V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) = exp ( ln(λ)ch_0 + ∑ m≥1 (−1)^{m−1} (m − 1)! λ^m ch_m(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) ) . Since lim_{λ→0} e_C × (V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) = c_{top}(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ), the negative r-spin theory can be recovered from the twisted theory by taking non-equivariant limit λ → 0. Follow the discussion in [10] (see details in the second part of the proof for the Proposition 4.1.5 in [10]), we extend the symmetric 2-form η(−, −) on H to H̄ = H ⊕ Q ϕ_0 by setting η(ϕ_0, ϕ_a) = δ_{a,0} ·^1_λ , then it is clear that the extended symmetric 2-form η is non-degenerated and we have ϕ^0 = λϕ_0. The descendent partition function D^{−r,tw}(ϵ, t; ℏ) with ϵ-shifting of the twisted theory is defined in a similar way as the one D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ) for the untwisted theory defined by (6). We note here that we still take t = t(ψ) = ∑ k≥0,1≤a≤r−1 t a kϕ_aψ^k ∈ H[[ψ]] and thus lim_{λ→0} D^{−r,tw}(ϵ, t; ℏ) = D^{−r}(ϵ, t; ℏ). Similarly as the definition 4.2, we define the twisted class Υ^{r,tw}_{g,n} and Υ^{r,ϵ,tw}_{g,n} by replacing c_{top}(V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) with e_C × (V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a} ) in equation (86) and (87) respectively, then the choice of the symmetric 2-form ensures that these classes are CohFTs on the space (H̄, η). An alternative way to define the shifted twisted ancestor correlator is ⟨ϕ_{a1}ψ̄^{k1}_1 , · · · , ϕ_{an}ψ̄^{kn}_n ⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{g,n} := ∑ m≥0 ϵ^m m! (−1)^{Dr,−1g,n+m(⃗a+⃗0m)} r^{g−1} ∫ M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a+⃗0m} e_C × (V^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a+⃗0m} ) · ∏ i ψ̄^ki_i , where ψ̄_i is the pull back of the ψ_i on the M_{g,n} via map M^{r,−1}_{g,⃗a+⃗0m} → M_{g,n+m} → M_{g,n}. We denote by A^{−r,ϵ,tw}(t; ℏ) the partition function of the shifted twisted ancestor correlators. By comparing the difference between ψ_i and ψ̄_i as the discussion in [5, Appendix 2], we have the following formula:

D^{−r,ϵ,tw}(t; ℏ) = e^1ℏ^{2 ^J ϵ,tw−} · [ ^(S^{ϵ,tw})^{−1}A^{−r,ϵ,tw}](t; ℏ), (115) where J^{−r,tw}(u) :=^{−r}_{1−rλ} ϕ_{r−1} + ϵϕ_0 + ⟨^{ϕa}_{u−ψ} ⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{0,1} ϕ^a is the J-function of the twisted negative r-spin theory and S^{tw} is defined by

η(ϕ_a, S^{ϵ,tw}(u)ϕ_b) := η(ϕ_a, ϕ_b) + ⟨ ϕ_a, ϕ_b u − ψ ⟩_{−r,ϵ,tw} 0,2 . Clearly, ∂_ϵJ^{−r,tw}(u) = S^{ϵ,tw,∗}(u)ϕ_0. We note here that the genus zero correlators of the twisted theory satisfies the following topological recursion relation (which is a direct corollary of (115)): ⟨ϕ_aψ^k, ϕ_bψ^m, ϕ_cψ^n⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{0,3} = ⟨ϕ_aψ^{k−1}, ϕ_d⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{0,2} ⟨ϕ^d, ϕ_bψ^m, ϕ_cψ^n⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{0,3} . (116) Notice that lim_{λ→0} ϕ^0 = 0, we have lim_{λ→0} η(ϕ^0, S^{ϵ,tw}(u)ϕ_a) := δ_{a,0}, we see that lim_{λ→0} S^{ϵ,tw}_k , k ≥ 0, maps H → H, and thus lim_{λ→0} S^{ϵ,tw}(u)|_H = S^ϵ(u). Clearly, lim_{λ→0}(S^{ϵ,tw})^{−1}(u)|_H = (S^ϵ)^{−1}(u), this proves the first part of the Theorem 4.8.

Now we consider the quantum product ∗_{ϵ,tw} defined by η(ϕ_a ∗_{ϵ,tw} ϕ_b, ϕ_c) = ⟨ϕ_a, ϕ_b, ϕ_c⟩^{−r,ϵ,tw}_{0,3} , by similar reason as above, we have lim_{λ→0} ϕ_a∗_{ϵ,tw}, a = 0, · · · , r − 1, preserves H and lim_{λ→0} ϕ_b ∗_{ϵ,tw} |_H = ϕ_b∗_ϵ, b = 1, · · · , r − 1. Moreover, we define ϕ_0∗_ϵ := lim_{λ→0} ϕ_0 ∗_{ϵ,tw} |_H, then by equation (89), for a, b = 1, · · · , r − 1,

ϕ_0 ∗_ϵ ϕ_a = { ϕ_{a+1} 1 ≤ a ≤ r − 2 ϵ r ϕ_1 a = r − 1 .

Consider the quantum differential equation for the twisted S-matrix (which can be seen by taking m = n = c = 0 in equation (116)): u∂_ϵS^{ϵ,tw}(u) = ϕ_0 ∗_{ϵ,tw} S^{ϵ,tw}(u),

By taking limit λ → 0, the QDE gives (∂_ϵS_kϕ_a, ϕ^b) = (S_{k−1}ϕ_a, ϕ_0 ∗ ϕ^b) = (S_{k−1}ϕ_a, ϕ_0 ∗ ϕ^b) we have ∂_ϵ(S_{k+1})^b_a = (S_k)^{b−1}_a + δ_{b,1} ϵ r (S_k)^{r−1}_a .

This solves

(S_k)^b_a = { (−1)^{k Γ( ar )}

Γ(^a_r +k−m) (−ϵ)^m m! , m =^{rk+a−b}_{r−1} ∈ Z_+ 0, otherwise

. (117)

Furthermore, by equation (116), ⟨ϕ_aψ^k, ϕ_0, ϕ_0⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{0,3} = ⟨ϕ_aψ^{k−1}, ϕ^b⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{0,2} ⟨ϕ_b, ϕ_0, ϕ_0⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{0,3} = (S_k)^{r−1}_a , by integration, ⟨ϕ_aψ^k⟩^{−r,ϵ}_{0,1} = { (−1)^{k+m Γ( ar )}

Γ(^a_r +k−m) ϵ^{m+2} (m+2)! m = rk+a r−1 − 1 ∈ Z_+ 0 otherwise

(118)

The second part of the Theorem follows immediately from these explicit computations. □

References

[1] A. Alexandrov, B. Bychkov, P. Dunin-Barkowski, M. Kazarian, S. Shadrin. A universal formula for the x − y swap in topological recursion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.00320 (2022).

[2] A. Alexandrov, B. Bychkov, P. Dunin-Barkowski, M. Kazarian, S. Shadrin. In preparation. [3] M. Aganagic, R. Dijkgraaf, A. Klemm, M. Mariño, C. Vafa. Topological Strings and Integrable Hierarchies. Commun. Math. Phys. 261, 451–516 (2006).

[4] O. Babelon, D. Bernard, M. Talon. Introduction to classical integrable systems. Cambridge University Press, 2003.

[5] T. Coates, A. Givental. Quantum Riemann-Roch, Lefschetz and Serre. Annals of mathematics, 2007:

15-53.

[6] N. K. Chidambaram, E. Garcia-Falide, A. Giacchetto. Relations on M_{g,n} and the negative r-spin Witten conjecture. arXiv:2205.15621.

[7] H.-L. Chang, S. Guo and J. Li, BCOV’s Feynman rule of quintic 3-folds, arXiv:1810.00394. [8] A. Chiodo. Towards an enumerative geometry of the moduli space of twisted curves and rth roots.

Compositio Mathematica 144.6 (2008): 1461-1496.

[9] A. Chiodo. “Towards an enumerative geometry of the moduli space of twisted curves and r-th roots”.

Compos. Math. 144.6 (2008), pp. 1461–1496.

[10] A. Chiodo, Y. Ruan. Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence for quintic three-folds via symplectic transformations. Inventiones mathematicae 182.1 (2010): 117-165.

[11] P. Dunin-Barkowski, P. Norbury, N. Orantin, A. Popolitov, S. Shadrin. Dubrovin’s superpotential as a global spectral curve. Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu, 2019, 18(3): 449-497.

[12] P. Dunin-Barkowski, N. Orantin, S. Shadrin, L. Spitz. Identification of the Givental Formula with the Spectral Curve Topological Recursion Procedure. Commun. Math. Phys. 328, 669–700 (2014).

[13] B. Dubrovin. Geometry of 2D topological field theories. Integrable systems and quantum groups (Montecatini Terme, 1993). Vol. 1620. Lecture Notes in Math. Springer, Berlin, 1996, pp. 120-348.

[14] T. Eguchi, K. Hori, S.-K. Yang. Topological σ models and large-N matrix integral. Internat. J. Modern Phys. A 10 (1995), 4203–4224.

[15] T. Eguchi, S.-K. Yang, The topological C P^1 model and the large-N matrix integral. Modern Phys. Lett.

A 9 (1994), 2893–2902.

[16] B. Eynard, N. Orantin. Invariants of algebraic curves and topological expansion. Commun. Number Theory Phys. 1 (2007), no. 2, 347-452.

[17] B. Eynard, N. Orantin. Topological expansion of mixed correlations in the Hermitian 2-matrix model and x − y symmetry of the F_g algebraic invariants. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 41.1 (2007): 015203.

[18] B. Eynard, N. Orantin. Algebraic methods in random matrices and enumerative geometry.

arXiv:0811.3531.

[19] B. Eynard. Intersection number of spectral curves. arXiv:1104.0176.

[20] B. Eynard. Invariants of spectral curves and intersection theory of moduli spaces of complex curves.

Commun. Number Theory Phys. 8 (2014), no. 3, 541-588.

[21] H. Fan, T. Jarvis, Y. Ruan. The Witten equation, mirror symmetry, and quantum singularity theory.

Ann. of Math. (2) 178 (2013), no. 1, 1–106.

[22] B. Fang, C.-C. Liu, Z. Zong. On the remodeling conjecture for toric Calabi-Yau 3-orbifolds. Journal of the American Mathematical Society 33.1 (2020): 135-222.

[23] C. Faber, S. Shadrin, D. Zvonkine. Tautological relations and the r-spin Witten conjecture. Annales scientifiques de l’École Normale Supérieure, Serie 4, Volume 43 (2010) no. 4, pp. 621-658.

[24] E. Getzler. The equivariant Toda lattice. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 40 (2004), no.2, 507–536. [25] A. Givental. Gromov-Witten invariants and quantization of quadratic Hamiltonians. Mosc. Math. J. 1 (2001), no. 4, 551–568, 645.

[26] A. Givental. Semisimple Frobenius structures at higher genus. Internat. Math. Res. Notices 2001, no.

23, 1265–1286.

[27] A. Givental. A_{n−1} singularities and nKdV hierarchies. Mosc. Math. J. 3 (2003), no. 2, 475-505, 743. [28] K. Hori, S. Katz, A. Klemm, et al.F Mirror symmetry. Vol. 1. American Mathematical Soc., 2003. [29] K. Iwaki, T. Koike, Y. Takei. Voros coefficients for the hypergeometric differential equations and Eynard–Orantin’s topological recursion: Part II: For confluent family of hypergeometric equations. Journal of Integrable Systems. 2019;4(1):xyz004.

[30] V. Kac. Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. 3rd edition. Cambridge university press, 1990, 400 pp. [31] M. Kazarian KP hierarchy for Hodge integrals. Advances in Mathematics. 2009 May 1;221(1):1-21. [32] M. Kontsevich. Intersection theory on the moduli space of curves and the matrix Airy function. Comm.

Math. Phys. 147, 1–23 (1992) [33] M. Kontsevich, Y. I. Manin. Gromov–Witten classes, quantum cohomology, and enumerative geometry.

Commun. Math. Phys. 164.3 (1994), 525–562.

[34] M. Kontsevich, Y. Manin. Relations Between the Correlators of the Topological Sigma-Model Coupled to Gravity. Commun. Math. Phys. 196, 385-398 (1998).

[35] T. Milanov. The Eynard-Orantin recursion for the total ancestor potential. Duke Math. J.163 (9) 1795- 1824, 15 June 2014.

[36] T. Miwa, M. Jimbo, E. Date. Solitons: Differential equations, symmetries and infinite dimensional algebras. Vol. 135. Cambridge university press, 2000.

[37] P. Norbury. A new cohomology class on the moduli space of curves. arXiv: 1712.03662. [38] A. Okounkov, R. Pandharipande. The equivariant Gromov-Witten theory of P^1. Ann. Math. 163, 561–605 (2006).

[39] R. Pandharipande, A. Pixtion, D. Zvonkine. Relations on M_{g,n} via 3-spin structures. J. Amer. Math.

Soc. 28.1 (2015), 279–309.

[40] C. Teleman. The structure of 2D semi-simple field theories. Inventiones mathematicae. 2012 Jun;188(3):525-88.

[41] E. Witten. Two-dimensional gravity and intersection theory on the moduli space. In: Surveys in Differential Geometry (Cambridge, MA, 1990), pp. 243–310. Lehigh University, Bethlehem (1991) [42] E. Witten. Algebraic geometry associated with matrix models of two-dimensional gravity”. Topological methods in Modern Mathematics. A symposium in honor of John Milnor’s sixtieth birthday. Publish or Perish, Houston, TX, 1993, pp. 235–269.

School of Mathematics Science Peking University No 5. Yiheyuan Road Beijing 100871 China

Email address: guoshuai@math.pku.edu.cn

School of Mathematics Science Peking University No 5. Yiheyuan Road Beijing 100871 China

Email address: sms-jice@pku.edu.cn

School of Mathematics Science Peking University No 5. Yiheyuan Road Beijing 100871 China

Email address: zqs@math.pku.edu.cn