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THE EYNARD-ORANTIN RECURSION FOR SIMPLE SINGULARITIES
TODOR MILANOV

Asstract. According to [9] and[[19], the ancestor correlators of aamissimple
cohomological field theory satisfiycal Eynard—Orantin recursion. In this paper,
we prove that for simple singularities, the local recursiam be extended to a
global one. The spectral curve of the global recursion isméerésting family of
Riemann surfaces defined by the invariant polynomials oftiieesponding Wey!
group. We also prove that for genus 0 and 1, the free enemi@slliced in[[10]
coincide up to some constant factors with respectively #reug 0 and 1 primary
potentials of the simple singularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. According to [9] and([[19], the ancestor correlators of anyise
simple cohomological field theory satisfycal Eynard—Orantin recursion. The
term local refers to the fact that the spectral curve is judispint union of several
discs. If we are interested in computing specific anceston®r—Witten (GW)
invariants in terms of Givental'®-matrix, then the local recursion is all that we
need. However, if we want to understand the nature of thergéng function from
the point of view of representations of vertex algebras [Bpeand integrable sys-
tems (see [15]), then it is important to extend the local reiom to a global one,
i.e., extend the spectral curve and the recursion kernelotmagjobjects (see [3]).
The appropriate spectral curve however, looks quite caraf@dd in general, since
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it is parametrized by period integrals. In particular, finglivhether an appropriate
generalization of the global Eynard—Orantin recursion [Bl@xists in the settings
of semi-simple cohomological field theories is a very chadiag and important

problem.

In this paper we would like to solve the above problem for dexgingularities.
In this case, the spectral curve turns out to be a classieah&in surface defined by
the invariant polynomials of the monodromy group of non-meat degree, while
the invariant polynomial of maximal degree defines a braddusering ofP*. This
brunched covering was also studied by K. Saito (unfortupdtte did not write a
text), because it is a covering of what he callgd-@uitive direction in the space of
miniversal deformations of the singularity.

| think that the spectral curve for simple singularities ngportant also in the
representation theory of the corresponding simple Lielalge For example, one
can obtain a simple proof of the well known fact that the oxfehe Weyl group is
the product of the degrees of the invariant polynomials fAggeendixA).

Finally, after a small modification our argument should watko for all finite
reflection groups. The spectral curve is a certain family afwitz covers ofp!
parametrized by an open subset in the space of orbits of tinespmnding reflec-
tion group. It would be interesting to obtain the Frobenitracture on the space
of orbits of the reflection group (see€l [8,122]) via the constian of a Frobenius
structure on the moduli space of Hurwitz covers ($ée [8]tlech).

1.2. Singularity theory. Let f € C[x, x2, x3] be a weigthed-homogeneous poly-
nomial that has an isolated critical point at 0ADE type. Such polynomials cor-
respond to the ADE Dynkin diagrams and are listed in Table Here we have
included also the Coxeter numbeand the Coxeter exponents of the correspond-
ing simple Lie algebra.

TasLe 1. Simple singularities

Type f(x) Exponents h
Ay x7+xi+x5 1,2,...N N+1
Dy  x)t4xo?+x2 1,3,...,2N-3,N-1  2N-2
Eg X3+x3+x5 1,4,5,7,8,11 12
E;  Za+3+xd  1,57,9111317 18

Eg  x3+x3+x5 1,7,111317,19,2329 30

We fix a miniversal deformation

Ft,2) = f()+ Y twi(x), 1= (t,....ty) € B:=CY, (1)
i=1
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where{v;(x)}Y, is a set of weighted-homogeneous polynomials that represea-
sis of the Jacobi algebra

H = C[.X']_, X2, X3] /(fxl’ fxz’ fx3)‘

The formw := dxidx,dxs is primitive in the sense of K. Saitb [21,]24] and the space
B inherits a Frobenius structure (seel[16, 23]). For somedracikd on Frobenius
structures we refer t@ [8]. The Frobenius multiplicationfoA is obtained from the
multiplication in the Jacobi algebra &1z, -) via the Kodaira-Spencer isomorphism

T,B = C[x1, x2, x3] /(F,,(t, %), ..., Fy,(t, X)), 0/0t; — OF/ot;.
While the Frobenius pairing,() on T B is the residue pairing
1 f $1(x)p2(x)
(2 V=1)3 Jr Fau(t, %) -+ Fog(t, %)

where the cycld is a disjoint union of sfiiciently small tori around the critical
points of F defined by equations of the typ&,,| = --- = |F,,| = €. In particular,
we have the following identifications:

T"B=TB=BxToB=BXxXH,

where the first isomorphism is given by the residue pairing second by the Levi—
Civita connection of the flat residue pairing, and the lagtisrihe Kodaira—Spencer
isomorphism

dxy...dxy,

(¢1(x), p2(x)), =

ToB=H, 8/t 8,F|_, mod (f,,.....f ). ()

Let B, C B be the subset of semi-simple points, i.e., pomts B such that the
critical values ofF (¢, -) form a coordinate system in a neighborhood.dfor every
t € By, using Givental’s higher-genus reconstruction formalj&y 13], we define
ancestor correlation functions of the following form (¢X9])

(at, .. oaiy e (), ai€eH, k€Zsp(l<i<n). (€))

A priory, each correlator depends analytically oa By, but it might have poles
along the divisoB \ B,,. According to [20] the correlation function] (3) extend
analytically to the entire domaiB.

1.3. The period vectors. PutX = Bx C>andS = Bx C. LetX c S be the
discriminant of the map

e: X -8, ot x):=(F(@,x).

Removing the singular fibed§ = X\ ¢~1(X) we obtain a smooth fibratioxt — S,
whereS’ = § \ T, known as the Milnor fibration. Let us denote Ky, = ¢~(z, 1)
the fiber over{, 1) € S’. The vector spaced?(X, ;; C) andH,(X,,, C) form the so
called vanishing cohomology and homology bundles. Theyeqtepped with flat
Gauss—Manin connections.
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We fix (0,1) € S as a reference point and denotetby= H?(X, 1, C). The dual
spaceh’ = Hy(Xp1,C) is equipped with a non-degenerate intersection pairirt an
we denote by [) the negative of the intersection pairing, so tha&j = 2 for every
vanishing cyclex. The setR of all vanishing cycles together with the pairing) X
is a root system of typg@a DE. Moreover, according to the Picard—Lefschetz theory
(seel[1]) the image of the monodromy representation

m1($’) = GL(H") (4)

is the Weyl group oR, i.e., the monodromy transformatioep along a simple loop
around the discriminant corresponding to a path along wthietcyclea vanishes
is the following reflection

So(x) =x—(alx)a, a€R, xebh.

Let us introduce the notatiah, wherex = (xg, ..., x,,) iS a coordinate system on
some manifold, for the de Rhamflfirential in the coordinates This notation is
especially useful when we have to apglyto functions that might depend on other
variables as well. The main object of our interest are thefohg period integrals

19z, 1) = —d, (2n) Lokt f d'w € T'B=H, (5)
wherea € | is a cycle from the vanishing homology,, € H»(X;,,C) is the
parallel transport ofr along a reference path, adf'w is any 2-formy € Qés such
thatd,n = w. The periods are multivalued analytic functionsimj € B x C with
poles along the discriminait

1.4. The period isomorphism. Let us fix a coordinate system= (¢, ...,ty) On
B defined by a miniversal unfolding of of the type [1). We may assume that
vy(x) = 1 and denote by— A1 the point with coordinatesy(z,,...,ty — 1). Note
thatX, , = X,_,1.0, SO the period vectors have the following translation sytnyne

19, 2) = 1V(r - 11, 0). (6)

Sometimes we restrict the period integralsite 0 and it will be convenient to use
as a reference pointl € B. Note that this choice is compatible with the choice
of the other reference point,(D) € B x C in a sense that the values of the period
vectors at these two points are identified via the transiajonmetry[(B).

Now we can state the following result that goes back to Logjg[18] and Saito
[21]. The monodromy covering space®f:= S’ N B is the coveringd’of B’ corre-
sponding to the kernel of the monodromy representafibnl{4an be constructed
as the set of equivalence classes of pair€), wheret € B’ andC is a path inB’
from the reference pointl to r and the equivalence relation,(C1) ~ (t, Co) is
1 = 1, andCy o C,t is in the kernel of the monodromy representatidn (4). No# th
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the period integrals are by definition functions Bn In particular we have a well
definedperiod map

O:B -, (OC1),a) =19 0)1),

wherel’ is the complement iy of the reflection hyperplanes of the rodtsi.e.,

b = {x € h|<(a,x) # 0VYa € R}. The first statement is thab is an analytic
isomorphism. In particular, there is an induced isomonphis : B* — §'/W.
The 2nd statement is thdt extends analytically across the discriminant and the
extension provides an analytic isomorphisne b/W := Specf (b* )"). Using the
isomorphismbd and the natural projectioB’ — B’ we can think of the coordinates
t; as W-invariant holomorphic functions oly. The 2nd statement is equivalent
to saying that each coordinateextends holomorphically through the reflection
mirrors, the extension is in fact&-invariant polynomial inh, and the ring of all
W-invariant polynomials i§ (p*)" = C[t, .. ., ty]. We refer to[[18], 21] for the proof
of all these statements.

1.5. The spectral curve. Let us fix a set of simple root{ssx,-}f‘;l c b* and denote
by x = (x1,..., xy) the coordinate system incorresponding to the basis of funda-
mental weightw;}Y, C b, i.e.,

N
x = Z Xiwi, X = (@, X).
—

As explained above € C[xy,...,xy]" are invariant polynomials and since the
period mapping is weighted-homogeneauare homogeneous polynomials of cer-
tain degreed,. Let us assume that the degrees are in an increasing orderthé
numbers 1= d; -1 <d,-1<...dy-1=: h-1 are known as the Coxeter
exponents (see Tallé 1). Giver CY~! we define the algebraic curwg c PV

t(Xe, ..., Xy) = s X8, 1<i<N-1

As we will see later on ity € B,,, thenV, is non-singular. In fact, the pointsfor
which V, has singularities are precisely the caustie B,,. | am not aware if the
family of algebraic curve¥,, s € By, has an fficial name attached, but since it will
be the spectral curve for the EO recursion, we will refer @sithespectral curve
of the singularity or just thespectral curve when the singularity is understood from
the context.

There is a natural projection

AV, =P [Xo, X1,..., Xn] - [X2 tn(Xa, ..., XN, (7)

which is a branched covering of degn@®, where|A| denotes the number of ele-
ments of the sefl. The branching points arté = us, ..., uy, oo, wherey; are the
critical values ofF (s, x). By definition, the period integral ¢ (s, 1), 1) defines
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locally near a non-branching pointe P! a section of the branched covering (7). It
follows that the set of ramification points

A Yu), 1<i<N

is precisely the intersections &f and the reflection mirrors
N
(@, X) = Zm, wdX; =0, aeR.,,
i=1

whereR, is the set of positive roots. The remaining ramification poarei—1(co).

They correspond to eigenvectors of the Coxeter transfoomatvith eigenvalue
n = et V=1/h-

[Xo, X1,...,Xy] € /1_1(00)

if and only if Xo = O andzfi1 X,w; € b is an eigenvector with eigenvalugefor a
Coxeter transformation. It is easy to see that the ramifoatidex of any point in
A7Y(w;) is 2, while the ramification index of a point itr(co) is 4.

1.6. The Eynard-Orantin recursion. \We make use of the following formal series

42 = ) 1) (-2 (49 = Y 18D ) (=2)
keZ keZ
Note thatg(r, ;z) = df*(z, ;7). Givenn cyclesay,...,a, and a semi-simple
points € By, we define the followingi-point symmetric forms
g5 A ) = (D (5 A ). B (5 i) (9), (8)

B

where the+ means truncation of the terms in the series with negativeep®wfz.
The functions[(B) will be called-point series of genusg or simplycorrelator forms.
The ancestor correlatoris] (3) are known tordeae (see [14]), which by definition
means that they vanish #f + --- + k, > 3g — 3+ n. Hence the correlatof(8) is
a polynomial expression of the components of the periodovedB). Thanks to
the translation symmetry, we may assume that 0, then [[8) is a meromorphic
function on the spectral curg x --- x V, with possible poles at the ramification
points of the coverind (7).

Let us fixs = (s1,..., sy_1) € C¥~1 and denote by € h* an arbitrary cycle, s.t.,
(vl) # O for all & € R. We define a set of symmetric meromorphitfelientials on
vV with poles along the ramification points bf

Wen(S; P1s -+ o> P) = W37 (85 Ag, 5 Ay), 9

where the RHS is defined by fixing a reference path for each)(e S’, s.t.,
pi = (I9(s, 2;), 1). Our main result can be stated as follows.
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Theorem 1.1. If s € By, then the forms w,,, 2g — 2+ n > 0, satisfy the Eynard—
Orantin recursion associated with the branched covering ({]) and the meromorphic

function f, : Vi = PL, f,(x) := (y, x).

The recursion will be recalled later on (see Sedfioh 3.3) wakld like however
to emphasize that the Eynard—Orantin recursion in our a#sgsifrom the standard
one by the initial condition:

wo2(x,y) = Y (Ywy)B(x, wy), (10)
weW

where B(x, y) is the Bergman kernel of; and forx = wy one has to regularize
the RHS by removing an appropriate singular term (see Se8i®). Let us point
out that while the Bergman kernel depends on the choice ofrallTmarking of
Vi, i.e., a symplectic basis d(V;; Z), our initial condition is independent of the
Torelli marking (see Corollariy 2.5). This fact could be pedwalso directly by using
the explicit formulal(2¥) for the holomorphic 1-forms andms®standard facts for
W-invariant polynomials. Finally, let us point out that thet ®f correlators[(9)
determines the sdtl(8), because by definition

WY (83 Agy s AN) = Wgn(s; WITPL, .. WNDN)s

wherews, ..., wy € W are arbitrary.

The branched coveringl(7) and the meromorphic funciiprietermine a bi-
rational model ofV, in C2. Following [10] we can introduce the tau-function
Z(h,s) = Zy(Vs, 4, f,) of the birational model of the spectral curve. It has the
form

Z(h, s) = exp(Z hg‘lﬂ(g)(s)),
g=0
whereF®(s) is called the genug-free energy ol,. It is very natural to compare
F©)(s) with Givental’s primary genug-potentialsF®)(s). Unfortunately we could
not solve this problem in general, but only foE= 0 andg = 1
FO) = -G FOG),  EOs) = () =0
where the first identity is valid up to quadratic terms in thiel¥enius flat coordi-
nates ofs € B, while the second one up to a constant independent ibfs known
that the genus-1 potential of the Frobenius structure isdgameous of degree 0, so
it must vanish in the case of a simple singularity. AccordmflLQ], Z(#, s) satisfies
Hirota bilinear equations. According to [15], the total astor potentialA,(#; q) of
an ADE singularity satisfies the Hirota bilinear equatiohthe corresponding gen-
eralized KdV hierarchy. It will be interesting to clarifyehelation betwee®(s)
and F®)(s) for g > 2, as well as to determine whether Giventab#nary ancestor
potentialA,(7; 0) also satisfies Hirota bi-linear equations.
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2. ANALYTIC EXTENSION OF THE KERNEL OF THE LOCAL EYNARD—ORANTIN RECURSION

It was proved in[[19] (see alsol[9]) that the correlator for@} satisfy a local
Eynard—Orantin (EO) recursion, whose kernel is defined bystimplectic pairing
of certain period series. In this section, we will prove ttiese symplectic pair-
ings are convergent and can be extended to the entire dpaatva V,. Moreover,
the corresponding extensions can be expressed in an elegantia the so called
Bergman kernel of V.

2.1. The kernel of the local recursion. Recall the symplectic pairing

Q(f(2). (2)) = Res—o(f(~2). g(2))dz,  f.g € H(z™).

The local recursion is defined in terms of the symplecticipgs
Q¢ (5, 4;2), (s, 1;2)) = d Z(—l)k”(lé"”)(s, ). 15D (s, ),
k=0

where the infinite series is interpreted formally in a neigtimod of a poinu =
u;(s), s.t.,, the cycles,, vanishes over = u,;(s). We are going to prove that this
infinite series expansion is convergent to a meromorphictian onV; x V..

To begin with, let us recall that the periods satisfy thedaihg system of dter-
ential equations

aal(n)(s’ /1) =—v, e, I(n+1)(s, /l)
A (s, 2) = 17 D(s, 1)

(A~ Ee )" (s, ) = (0—n— %)I(”)(s, ), (11)

whered, := d/0s,, E is the Euler vector field&e = Y ¥, deg¢):0,, andé is the
Hodge-grading operator

0:H—H, v, (D/2-degf,))va,

whereD = deg(Hess()) = 1 — 2/h is the conformal dimension of the Frobenius
structure. The key to proving the convergence is the soctphase 1-form (see

[14,12])
Wop(s.8) = 10(s.8) 0 [{(s,0) € TS,

where the period vectors are interpreted as elemedtsSimand the multiplication in
T:S is induced by the Frobenius multiplication via the natudaintification?”; S =
T,S. The dependence on the paramétés in the sense of a germ &t= 0, i.e.,
Taylor’s series expansion abdut 0. The phase form is a power seriegiwhose
codficients are multivalued 1-forms ai.
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Lemma 2.1. We have
(@lB) = —t6Wap(s,0) = —(I0(s,0), E I,éo)(s, 0)).
This is a well known fact due originally to K. Saito [21].
Lemma 2.2. The phase form is weighted-homogeneous of weight 0, i.e.,
(£0s + Le)Wap(s, &) =0,
where L is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector field E.
Proof. Note that
Wap(s, &) = (I9(s, £),dI§ (s, 0)).

It is easy to check thal//, 4 is a closed 1-form, so using the Cartan’s magic formula
Lg = dgug + tpdg, Whereeg is the contraction by the vector field we get

LeWap = d(19(s.€), (0 + 1/2)I5 (s, 0)) = —d,((6 — 1/2)10(5.€). 1S (s, 0)).
We used tha# is skew-symmetric with respect to the residue pairing aatl th
ted, 1§ (s,0) = EISV(s,0)) = (0+ 1/2)15 (5, 0),

where the last equality comes from théfeiential equatiorf(11) with = -1 and
A = 0. Furthermore, using the Leibnitz rule we get

~((0 = 1/2)d10(s,8), I (5,0)) = (0 - /)05, €), d, IS (s, 0)).
The first residue pairing is
(AI(s,€). (0 + 1/2)I5 V(5. 0)) = —(AIN(s,€). E ¢ 105, 0)), (12)

where we used thatis skew-symmetric and that/") = —A7I" with A = 3V ,(8/0s,)ds..
Similarly, the 2nd residue pairing becomes

((£0: + E)IO(s, ). d IS (s, 0)) = £0: Wi (s, €) + (E o I8(s.£), AIY(5,0)). (13)

On the other hand, since the Frobenius multiplication isroomative, A, Ee] = 0,
so the termd(12) anf{113) add ups@ W, 4(s, £), which completes the proof.o

Let us define the following meromorphic 1-forms &h x V.. Given (x,y) €
V, x Vg, s.t.,x, y are not ramification points, there are unique paitstj and ’, ),
st,x = ®(C,s — A1) andy = ®(C’,s — ul), whereC and C’ are paths inB’
connecting respectively— A1 ands — u1 with the reference point. Put

da _
Koasx,3) 1= 27— (120, 0. 6+ 1/2)15 (s, ),
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where the branches @f’ and§ ™ are determined respectively by the pathand
C’. This definition extends analytically across the ramifmafoints and the form
has a pole only along the divisor

{(x,y) € Vs x V1 Ax) = A0)} = Upewlx = wyl,

where the action o on} is induced from the action o, i.e.,

(a,wx) = (wla,x), acbh’, xeb.
Proposition 2.3. The symplectic pairing

Q7 (s, 4; 2), (5,113 2)) = Kag(s. X, ),
where x = ®(C, s — A1), y = ®(C, s — ul1) and C is the path that specifies the value
of the symplectic pairing.
Proof. Using the diferential equations for the periods, it is easy to verify that

d, Q¢ (5, 4; 2). 125, 13 2)) = dAID (s, 2) @, D5, 1) = dyWop(s — i, A = p1).
According to Lemma_2Z]2 we have
1

A—p

a/l(Wa,ﬁ(S’, A- /l) = _ds’ ( LE(Wa,ﬁ(s/, A- ,Ll)), (14)

which by definition is
1
N )¢ (=1)/
de (= U A= ). 0+ 1/207(s .0)).

Integrating [I#) with respect t¢ along a short path fronsy := s — u;(s)1 to s — ul
and using that§ %(s', 0) vanishes as’ — so, we get

Q$(s. 4;2), (s, 115 2)) = % IO, ). 0+ 1/2)[ s, ). O (15)

2.2. The local kernel and the Bergman kernel. Now we are in a position to prove
the key result in this paper. Let us fix a symplectic basis 8,}¢ , of Hi(V,;Z),
s.t.,A; o B = §;;. There is a unique symmetricftirentialB(x, y) € Qj, ®Q} (2A)
which is holomorphic o1V x V except for a pole of order 2 with no residue along
the diagonal\ c V, x V,, normalized by

56 B(x,y)=0, 1<i<N
YEA;

and
dA(x)dA(y)
B(x,y) = s +
T S TE)
for any local coordinatel : U — C (U c V) and for allx,y € U x U. The

differential B(x, y) is called theBergman kernel. We refer to[[10] for more details
and references.
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Proposition 2.4. The following identity holds
dKog(s,%,5) = ) (@wp)B(x,wy), Va,Bel"

weWw
Proof. Put

X = E)(C, s=A1), y= E)(C’, s —ul).

By definitionwy = ®(C’ o wL, s — u1). Therefore, ifx andwy are near by, thew
must be the monodromy along the lo6p! o C’. Using Saito’s formula[(2]1) we
get that the leading order term &f, 5(s, x, y) near thew-diagonalx = wy is

da 0w da
a-p (IO (s, ), (u = E) (s, 1)) = (alwﬁ)m,

where we used that
19 (s.p1) = 1) (5.1,
where the index in the cycle denotes the path along whichyitie tas to be trans-
ported in order to define the period.
We get that the diierence of the two sides of the identity that we want prove is

a holomorphic symmetric 2-formd(x,y) on V, x V,. To prove that such a form
vanishes it is enough to prove that

SE D(x,y)=0, Vi=12...,g.
XEA;

This is true for the Bergman kernel by definition, while #pK,, 4(s, x, y), since it is
an exact form, the corresponding integral vanishes foryales A € H,(V,, Z) not
only A,. O

Corollary 2.5. The 2-form ({@Q) is independent of the choice of Torelli marking.

3. RRoMm LOCAL TO GLOBAL
In this section we prove Theordm11.1.

3.1. The unstable range. By definition, the ancestor potential does not have non-
zero correlators in the unstable rangen) = (0,0), (0, 1), (0,2) and (10). How-
ever, in order to formulate the EO recursion, it is convettierxtend the definition

of the correlators in the unstable range as well in the falgwwo cases:

wos ?(s5 A1, A2) 1= QP1(s, A3 2), 92 (5, 23 2)-)s (16)
wgs™(s; 4, 2) := PO (s, 2), (17)

1,a2
whereP?, (s, 2) is defined as the limj — A of
dAdu

Q¢ (s, 4;2), 922(s, 1152)-) — (‘“""2)W'
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The limit exists, because the abovdfdience is analytic near = A (see [19] for
more details). Let us point out that in the definition of theretator form [17) we
assume that there is a fixed pathrom the reference point to — A1. It is more
natural however to assume that there are two such gathedC,: one for the 1st
and one for the 2nd slot of the correlator form. Since

PCZQ'Z = PC1(PC110C2)C¥2’

wherePc, : Hy(X_10;C) — Hy(X;-11,0; C) is the parallel transport with respect to
the Gauss—Manin connection, we get that if we want to allowdwferent paths in
the definition[[I¥) and still have compatibility with the namromy representation,
then we should define

wg5™(s; A, A) = PO (s,2),

a1,waz

wherew = Pc-i,c, and the branch on the RHS is determinedchy

3.2. The local EO recursion. According to [19], the ancestor correlators satisfy
the following recursion

Q(¢i°(s 20:2) £(5. 4,2))
s 1)(5 2),1)dA

1 N
@0,X1,...,Q, . _
wg,n+1 n(S, /10, /11, ceey n = _Z Z

g—1n+2 g n'+1 g"’.n"+1

Rl 1 1 1 PR ) S S (51, ) w P (s34, ) |,

(18)
for all stable pairsg,n + 1), i.e., Z — 2+ n > 0, where the notation is as follows.
All unstable correlators on the RHS are set to 0, except pties of the typé (16)
and [1T7). The summation is over all subskts {1,2,...,n} and for each subset
I' ={ip <--- <iy}we put

I"={1L2,....n}=-1 = {j1 < < jo}
In particular,” = |I’| andn” = |I”|. If x = (x4, ..., x,) IS @ Sequence of elements,
then we define

Xp = (xil,...,x,-n,), Xpr = (le,...,xjn,,).
Finally, 8, (1 < j < N) is a vanishing cycle vanishing ovér= u;.
3.3. The global EO recursion. Let us write down the recursion from Theorem
[1.1. Let us denote by

Wja  L<a<|W|/2} =2 u)), 1<j<N,

the ramification points orv, with ramification index 2. There is a unique root
Bja € Ry, S.t,{Bja:yja) = 0 and the reflectiong,, induces a deck transformation
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0,. - Vs = V, which is a generator for the Galois group of a neighborhoog of
viewed as a 2-sheeted covering of a neighborhoad.of

i'&” LY B(xo.)
Wo p 1(S;X0,X1,...,Xn) = Re _—
- 24 24552 (,0) ~ 1,(0,.00)dA0)
(wg—l,n+1(S; Yy, Hj,a(y)’ Xlyeees xn) + Z wg/,n/+1(S; Yy, xl’) wg”,n”+1(S; ej,a(y)’ xl”)),
§+g"=¢g
I'c{l,...,n}

where the summation is the same as in the local recursiorS@eteor 3.2). Let us
also point out that in the above recursion all unstable tatwes are set to 0, except
for

wo2(X1, X2) = wy3(s; A1, A2), X1, %2 €V,

where in order to define the RHS we choadse- A(x;) and path<”; in B’ from -1
to s — A1, s.t.,®(C;, s — 411) = x;. Using Propositiof 214 we can express the form
wo2(x, y) in terms of the Bergman kernel. Namelyifx) # A(y), thenwg(x, y) is
given by formulal(ID). If1(x) = A(y), thenx = wqy for somewy € W and we have

o) = Im | 3 BCs ) = 0o s T |

wherey’ is suficiently close toy. Note that the set of poles @fqx(x,y) is the
following set of points inV; x Vi:

L) a7Mwp) x ).
j=1

3.4. Proof of Theorem [ILIL We are going to prove that the global recursion re-
duces to the local one. To begin with let us simplify the kéoi¢he global recur-
sion. Put

V1
Syl,yz(x) = f B(x’y,)’ X, V1, Y2 € Vs-
y2

This is the unique form oir; with vanishing#;-periods, with poles of order 1 at
andy, with residues respectivelyl and—1. The kernel of the local recursion has
the following symmetry

Ko 5(s, x,wy) = K \-15(5, X, ).
In particular, using this symmetry when= 6, and Proposition 214 we get

1
Ka,ﬂj,a (Sa X, y) = _E Z (alwﬁj,a)s whjq(y),wy ()C) (19)

weW
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Furthermore, we have
5 0) = £0:..00) = v,y = 55,00 = Bias ) (V1Bja)-

For fixed j, let us fix the local coordinatg, := ®(C,, s — A1) near the ramification
pointy;, (C, is a path along whiclg;, vanishes oveir = u;). There is a unique
elementw, € W, s.t.,8;, = w,B8;1 andy;, = w,y;1 (recall that we chosg;, € R.).
We express the residue at a given ramification ppjptin terms of the residue at
yj1. Let us denote for brevitg; := 8,1, 6, := 6;1, andy := y1. The contribution on
the RHS of the global recursion corresponding to jtieterm in the outer sum is

W1/2 S 6,u(v2).v.(X0)

= Res -, X
2 azz;_ §a Y (YIﬁj,a)wj,a’ ya> d/l
where the omitted term flers from the corresponding term on the RHS of the

global recursion via the substitutign— y,. After changing the variables = w,y,
the residue turns into a residueyat, i.e.,

[W1/2

(wg—l,n+2(S; Yas Qj,a(ya), X1y, Xn) + .- ) s

S w6 (3)w,y(X0)
= Res.,. A %
2 ; 3 (Y1B,a)(B), y)dA
The term in the bracket is by definition

-1 -1
WobYus8 W Y Ysey 1,
w T (s;2,4,41,...,4,) + E W' T, ) w

g—1n+2 g n'+1

(@g-12(53 Ways Wal; (), X1, o 20) + -+ ).

-1
S/;j W, YYr
g’ +1

(4. 4,)  (20)

whered and 4, ..., 4, are the projections of and xy, ..., x, on the base of the
branched coverind (7). We have the following decomposition

wlty =y + W YIBNBI2 =Y + WBa)Bi/2,  s5,(w.ty) =¥ — (VBB 2,
wherey’ is a cycle invariant with respect to the local monodromy agbt = u;.

The period vector®,, (s, 4; z) are analytic near = u;, so up to terms that are
analytic aty = y;; we get that[(20) coincides with

1 Bir By . Biovr ~Bivw
Z ('}’I,Bj,a)z (ng_l’n{*_)zl y(sl /l, /ls /lls ey /ln) + Z wg{’:ll/[_'_l(/l’ /l]’) a)g//’jn?//l_'_l(/l’ /l]”))'

Note that (¥2) Res.,,, = Res.,,. To finish the proof we just need to compute the
sum

[W1/2

1
§ (V1Bia)S b way (X0) = > E (YIWB)S wo;)my(X0) = =K, (s, X0, y)-
a=1 weW

It remains only to recall Propositign 2.3
K)’ﬁj(s’ X0, y) = Q(Qﬁ(s’ Ao; Z)’ féj(S, A Z))
and to recall that by definition
By =I5, 2).1). O
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4. THE FREE ENERGIES AND THE PRIMARY POTENTIALS IN GENUS O AND 1

The main goal of this section is to compute the genus-0 andsy&riree energies.
However, let us first prove that the spectral curve is nogtdar.

4.1. Smoothness of the spectral curve. The spectral curve is a branched covering
(@) of a smooth curves, so the only singularities could baatramification points.
The ramification points of index 2 are easy to analyze, beckesilly the covering
near such a point is equivalent to a covering defined by thiegenap of anA;-
singularity. Therefore, we can reduce the proof of the garearse to the case of an
Ajz-singularity. The latter case is straightforward, so wetdhe details. It is more
interesting to prove the regularity at the ramification p®itT(co).

Let us first recall several properties of the Coxeter trams&tions. Given a
Coxeter transformation, all other Coxeter transformations have the formw—1,
w € W and the set of all Coxeter transformations consigiidf . elements. Note
that the number of ramification points above « is also|W|/A. By definition, the
ramification points are the solutions of the following edoms inPV-1:

t(X1,...,Xy) =0, l<a<N-1

We assign a ramification poigt= [&,, ..., &y] to each Coxeter transformation
by letting>', &w; € b be an eigenvector ef with eigenvalue; := ¢ V-1 Recall
the so called Coleman lemnid [}, &) # O for all @ € R, i.e., each eigenvectdr
is inside some Weyl chamber.

Proposition 4.1. The map that associates a ramification point to a Coxeter trans-
formation is a bijection.

Proof. Let us assume that,& = né = o,¢ for two Coxeter transformations; and
0. Since the Weyl group acts faithfully on the set of Weyl chansbando; o
fixes the Weyl chamber to whichbelongs, we must have; = 0. Since both sets
have the same number of elements, the map must be onto. m|
Assume now thag = [0, &4, ..., &N] € Vi is a ramification point. We may assume

thatéy = 1, so the ramification point is in thefae chartUy := {Xy # 0} c PV.
Letu; = X;/Xy, 0 < i < N -1 be the &ine coordinates of/y. The equation of
V, N Uy can be written as

to(ug, ... uy_1,1) = saug“, l1<a<N-1

Using the Jacobian criterion, we get that we have to provethigedeterminant

oy ., O
ox1 OXN-1

det

Otn-1 Otn-1
0x1 OxXN-1
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iS non-zero ak = (&4, ...,&y). Let us look at the larger determinant

o ., 9n On
0x1 Oxn-1 Oxn
L PO e ] 22
_ R,
0x1 Oxy-1 Oxy
Since the invariant polynomials are weighted homogeneses$ave
N
ot,
X,'G—Xi:data.

i=1

Therefore, when we evaluate the bigger determinant at (&4, ...,&y) we may
replace the last column by (Q.,0, dyty(£))", where we used that(¢) = O for
1 <a < N-1. Again, the Coleman’s lemma implies that the big determina
is non-zero, so bothy(£) and the determinant that we are interested in must be
non-zero.

Finally, let us point out that our argument proves that thaifigation points
17Y(c0) are smooth for alk € CVN-1.

4.2. Genus-0 free energy. The genus-0 free energy is defined through the mero-
morphic diferential

f(x)da = (151(s, 2), 1)dA = d,(152(s, ), 1),

wherex = ®(C, s — A1) andC is the path to the reference point that determines

the value of the period. The poles of thigtdrential are only at the ramification
points{x,}"/" := 171(c0) and the integrals along any closed pattViris 0, so the
definition from [10] takes the form

\Wi/h

FO = 23 Res, Va(x) h()dA().
a=1

where

Va(x) = Res-,, 10g(1 - {(x)/{O) £,() dAD),
where? : U, — {x,} — C is a local coordinate in a neighborhodd of x,, s.t.,

Ap) =L)"Yy e U,.
We havef?(s, A;z) = S,(2)f*(0, A; z), whereS; = 1+ 51zt +--- is a fundamental
solution for the Dubrovin’s connection

Zatast(z) =V, @ St(Z)’ SO(Z) =1

Let us denote by : h — [ the Coxeter transformation corresponding to the mon-
odromy along a big loop around the discriminant (in countaiovise direction),
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then using the homogeneity af we get
(I((yO)(O’ /1)’ vi) = /1_mi/h<Hi’ CY),

wherem; = d; — 1 are the Coxeter exponents aHge 1) is an eigenvector af with
eigenvaluey™. Note thatm, = 1, my = h— 1, m; + my,1;, = h. Using Saito’s
formula [Z.1) we get that the eigenba#it}? | satisfy

(HilH)) = 0ixjn+1, 1<i,j<N.

It follows that we can express the free genus-0 energy inderfrihe eigenbasis
and the matrices ;. After a direct computation we get the following formula for
(1525, ), 1)

A m;/h+2 —m,/h+1

Z Coifh+ Demh+2)" H)0', 1) - Z ey AALLUCEE

+ Z Z(mi/h)(mi/h +2) - (mif b+ k= DAy, H) (S ko', 1),

k=0 i=1

where{v'} is a basis off dual to{v;} with respect to the residue pairing.
Let us assume first that, is the ramification point corresponding to the classical
monodromy, then

2 N m;

h —1
i) = ey ,HN>—;%<%HN+1_,->(SM” 1),

wherel = Z(x) = A(x)¥" is the local coordinate neay,. From this formula we get
that

Res—,, Va(x)f,(x)dA(x) = — Res_o(I$2(s, "), 1) d; V()

N
h((% H1> (7, HN>(S31’ l) - Z(% Hl> (7, HN+1—i>(S 2vi7 l)(S 1VN+1_i7 1)) (21)

i=1

The above formula can be simplified as follows. Note that

h
h(?’, Hl> HN+1—i = Z nmlko-ky,
k=1

so [21) takes the form

Z o Yy)(S3L, 1) - Z Z "My S, DEV D). (22)

k=1 i=1
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The expression (22) is the contribution t&@ coming from the residue at the
ramification pointx,. Note that after adding the remaining contributions we get
that 2F© is the sum of[(2R) over all Coxeter transformatiens

Lemma 4.2. The following identity holds

h
Dy ok = N,
k=1 o

where the sum is over all Coxeter transformations o.
Proof. The operatoy,, o* commutes with the action d¥, so By Schur’s lemma,
it must act by some constant After taking trace we get

N = Tr(a*)Wi/h,

where we used that there d¥#|/h Coxeter transformations and that the trace-bf
is the same for all Coxeter transformations. On the othedhan

> T =3 S <

=1 k=1

Applying the above Lemma and using tisatz)S (-z)" = 1, we get
FO = 5((53 = 52811 1)IWI(yh)/N.
Using thatS,(z) is a solution for the Dubrovin’s connection, it is easy toifyethat
1
FO = 5((S251-55)1.1)

is a potential of the Frobenius structure, so up to quadtatias inr we have

FO(t) = oy F“’)(t)

4.3. Genus-1 free energy. Let us denote byj’a (1<j<N,1<ac<|W|/2)the
double ramification points and by := A(x;,) the corresponding branching points.
The genus-1 free energy is by definition
1 N |W|/2
FO(s) = =3 IogrB(s) 520 2100 (x1a).
i=1 a=1
wheref; is the derivative with respect to the local parameﬂx) —u; nearx =
x;, andrty is the Bergman tau-function of,.
Recall that the period mapping has the following Laureniesegxpansion near

A = u; (see [14118))

I[g?)(s, A=+

2 (duj+---)
V2@ =u)At ’
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where the dots represents higher order termbs-w;, A; := (du;,du;), andg; is a
cycle vanishing oven = u;. The pointsx = ®(C, s — A1) in a neighborhood of;,
correspond tal in a neighborhood af;, so we get

dy(15V(s, ), 1)
"(xi,) = lim = lim 24— u; (19(s, 2), 1
j;( 7 ) A—>u; CLl\ﬁItTa; A—u; j( ( ) )

Decomposing the cycle = ¥’ + (y|8,)8,/2 into invariant and anti-invariant parts
with respect to the local monodromy we get

$xia) = lim (018 =1 Jz(ﬂ—fi) — VI (B) A

4.3.1. The Bergman t-function. To define the Bergman tau-function we have to
think of the pair {,, 1) as a point in an appropriate moduli spakéof Hurwitz
covers ofP! whose genus and ramification profile is the same a4 of he critical
valuesu;, = A(x;,) provide local coordinates oM and the diterential ofr; at
(Vy, A) is defined via

N |W|/2
B(x,0,,
dlogry =YY" du, Res.,,, 0D
j=1 a=1

whereB is the Bergman kernel df,.
Letu = (A(x) —u;)? andv = (A(y) — u,)*? be the local coordinates of two points
x,y € Vy nearx;,. The Bergman kernel has the form

dudv
(u —v)?
wheref;, € C{u,v} is a convergent power seriesanandv. If y = 6,,(x), then
v = —u and we get that

B(x,y) = + fia(u, v)dudv,

B(x,6;4(x)) 1

Res... =-Zf .
€Sy, — zfj,a(O, 0)

4.3.2. The Bergman t-function and the R-matrix. Following the notation in[[19]
we recall the following formula for the correlator

Wy (5;4,2) = P (s, )dA - da,

whereg; is the vanishing cycle vanishing over= u;:

P(s, ) = %,(/1 — 1) + 2(ej, Vools)e ) (A — u)) ™,
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wheree; = du;/\[A; € T;B = H andVy(s) are linear operators df defined via
Givental’'sR-matrix R(s, z) = 1 + R1(s)z + Ro(s)z% + - - -

i Vie(s)w'z" = 1 - "R(s, -w)R(s, _Z)_

k=0 ztw

the thatVpy = Ry and sincee;} is an orthonormal basis &f, we getthatg;, Voo(s)e;) =
R{(s) is the jth diagonal entry oR(s).
Recalling the definition of the 2-point genus-0 correlateesget that
daA - du
(1- /1)2)

(23)

1
Res-y,, — (QAP(s, 4;2), (5. 1:2) — (¥hy)

=4

Res-.,, PO)(s, )dA = Res,, (PO(s. ) + P (5,4))dA =

Hj.a%ej.ay
1 y g
Resi-,, (2P, (5. 2) + S(/18;) Pyl (5. D)dA = (v1B,)*Ry (s).

wherex;, is the ramification point corresponding to the referencé padt defines
the residud(23) ang is the invariant part of with respect to the local monodromy
around?t = u;. Note thatP(y(??y, is holomorphic neant = u;, so it does not contribute
to the residue.

On the other hand we can compute the residué (23) in termseoBé&ngman
kernel. Recalling Propositidn 2.3 and Proposifion 2.4 wagofrm the residué (23)
into

B(x, wy) 410)
ReSc:xj,a (M;u/(y|w7) d/l(-x) a (7|Y)m]

The only terms in the above sum that contribute to the resateethe ones for
whichw = 1 orw = 6;,. Using again the local coordinates= +/A(x) — «,; and

v = 4/A(y) — u,; we get that the term with = 1 and the term outside of the sum add
up to

y=x

1 1
(7’|7)(§u_3 + Efj,a(u, u)u_l)du

and the contribution to the residue 8x) f;.(0, 0)/2. The term withw = 6,, con-
tributes to the residue

1
_E(’}/lej,a')/)fj,a(o’ 0).

Comparing the two computations of the residué (23) we get

OIB)RY(S) = 501y~ 6,41 0,0) = 5018, £3(0.0),
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i.e., %fj,a(o, 0) = R{j. Therefore the dierential of the Bergman-function is the
following

WIS i
dlogTB = —7 ZRi](S)dMJ
=1

Finally, the genus-1 free energy becomes

w1 N 1 N
Wy = = E‘ Ji . _E‘ .
FW(s) = W2 (zfj:1Rl(s)du]+48 2. logA;|.

It remains only to recall that the term in the brackets is #@ug-1 primary potential
of the Frobenius structure also known as éréunction (seel[13] for more details
and references).
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APPENDIX A. THE SPACE OF HOLOMORPHIC 1-FORMS

In this appendix we would like to give a description of theapaf holomorphic
1-forms and to prove that our initial conditidn {10) is inéepent of the choice of
a Torelli marking. Unfortunately, our argument does not kvior the exceptional
cases. Of course, we can use Corollany 2.5, but it would be tuidind a direct
algebraic proof. We also give an amusing proof that the avéldre Weyl group is
the product of the degrees of the invariant polynomials.

A.1l. The space of holomorphic 1-forms. Using the Riemann—Hurwitz formula
we can compute the genusdf as
g =1+d(V)Iwl/(2n),
where
d(V):Nl’l/z—l’l—1:d1+d2+"'+dN_1—N—1.
The genus can be computed also using thats a complete intersection, which
allows us to compute the canonical bundle via the adjundétaonula (seel[6])
g= 1+d2"'dN_1(1+d2+ "'+dN_1—N).

In particular, we get a uniform proof thg¥| = dids . . . dy.
The space of holomorphic 1-forms f) can be described as follows (séé [7]).
In the dfine chartXy # 0 and the #ine coordinates; = X;/ X, it is easy to see that
dxy N\ Ndxy
diy AN -~ Ndity_,

d(x1,. .., xN) (24)
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extends to a holomorphic form dn if and only if ¢ € C[xy, ..., xy] is a polynomial

of degree at mosi(V). Note that the form[{24) is identically O d¥ if and only

if h e (tu(x) = s1,...,tv-1(x) — sy_1). It remains only to check that the number of
elements in the ring

C[)Cl, ceey .XN]/(tl(.x) — 81, ..., IN_]_()C) - SN_]_).
of degree at most(V) is g.

Proposition A.1. If ¢ € Sym*) is a polynomial of degree at most d(V) and y € bh*
is a linear function, then

Z detr) (wy ® wi¢) = 0.
weWw
Proof. Our argument works in thé andD cases only. The identities in the excep-
tional cases, can be verified with a computer.
The LHS will be viewed as a functiofionh x

Fley) = det@)(wy, x) o(wy), (x.y) € hxD.
weWw
Since the function depends linearly gnit is enough to prove the identity for a set
of y’s that form a basis df*. Similarly, we may assume thatis a monomial iny.

Let us takey to be a fundamental weight corresponding to a node of the Dynk
diagram, s.t., if we remove that node, then we get a Dynkigrdia of the same
type but with rank one less. Note that the number of positi¢s orthogonal ter
is %(N —1)N for Ay and (Vv — 2)(N — 1) for Dy. In both cases, the number is greater
than

IN(N-1)-2 for Ay

d(v) = {(N _2)N-1)-1 forDy.

In particular, the polynomial

Ay(y) = l_l (@,y)

a€R:(aly)=0

has degree at leag(V) + 1. The zero locus oh, is contained in the zero locus of
f:if {a,yo) = 0, then in the definition of let us shift the summation by replacing
w = ws,, We getf(x,yo) = —f(x,y0). The ideal generated b¥, is a radical
ideal, so using Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, we get tlfét, y) = g(x, y)A,(y) for some
polynomialg. If we assume that # O, then we get a contradiction by comparing
the degrees of the monomialsyron both sides: on the left they all have degree
deg@) < d(V), while on the right, they all have degree at least dgyyé d(V).

To finish the proof, we just need to use that the above arguagites to the
entire orbitWy and that this orbit contains a basishof o.



THE EYNARD-ORANTIN RECURSION FOR ADE SINGULARITIES 23

The above proposition implies that our initial conditionimslependent of the
Torelli marking. Indeed, changing the Torelli marking witlodify the Bergman
kernel via a quadratic expression of holomorphiffedentials onV,. Using the
explicit description of the holomorphic fikerentials from above we see that if we
replaceB(x, y) in (I0) by a produc#; (x)8.(y) of holomorphic diferentials, then we
get precisely the identity in Propositibn A.1.
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