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THE COMBINATORIAL FORMULA FOR OPEN GRAVITATIONAL

DESCENDENTS

RAN J. TESSLER

Abstract. In [33, 37], descendent integrals on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with bound-
ary are defined. It was conjectured in [33] that the generating function of these integrals satisfies
the open KdV equations. In this paper we prove a formula for these integrals in terms of sums
of Feynman diagrams. This formula is a generalization of Kontsevich’s combinatorial formula [25]
to the open setting. In order to overcome the main challenges of the open setting, which are ori-
entation questions and the existence of boundary and boundary conditions, new techniques are
developed. These techniques, which are interesting in their own right, include a characterization
of graded spin structure in terms of open and nodal Kasteleyn orientations and a new formula for
the angular form of S2n−1−bundles.

Based on the work presented here, the conjecture of [33] was proved in [7].
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1. Introduction

The study of the intersection theory on the moduli space of open Riemann surfaces was initiated
in [33]. The authors constructed a descendent theory in genus 0 and obtained a complete descrip-
tion of it. In all genera, they conjectured that the generating series of the descendent integrals
satisfies the open KdV equations. This conjecture can be considered as an open analog of Witten’s
famous conjecture [40].

The construction of the positive genus analog will appear in [37], and is reviewed here. A
physical interpretation of these constructions can be found in [15].

In this paper, after recalling the constructions of [33],[37], we prove a formula for all the descen-
dent integrals as sums over amplitudes of special Feynman diagrams which we call odd critical
nodal ribbon graphs. With this formula one can effectively calculate all the open descendents.

Based on this formula, the conjecture of [33] is proved in [7], and a calculation of finer invariants,
is performed in [2].

1.1. Witten’s conjecture.

1.1.1. Intersection numbers. Denote by Mg,l the moduli space of compact connected Riemann
surfaces with l distinct marked points. P. Deligne and D. Mumford defined a natural compacti-
fication of it via stable curves in [13] in 1969. Given g, l, a stable curve is a compact connected
complex curve with l distinct marked points and finitely many singularities, all of which are simple
nodes. We require the automorphism group of the surface to be finite, and the marked points and
nodes are all distinct. The moduli space of stable curves of fixed g, l is denoted Mg,l. It is known
that this space is a non-singular complex orbifold of complex dimension 3g − 3 + l. For the basic
theory the reader is referred to [13, 17].

In his seminal paper [40], E. Witten, motivated by theories of 2-dimensional quantum grav-
ity, initiated new directions in the study of Mg,l. For each marking index i he considered the
tautological line bundles

Li → Mg,l

whose fiber over a point

[Σ, z1, . . . , zl] ∈ Mg,l

is the complex cotangent space T ∗
zi
Σ of Σ at zi. Let

ψi ∈ H2(Mg,l,Q)

denote the first Chern class of Li, and write

(1)
〈
τa1τa2 · · · τal

〉c
g
:=

∫

Mg,l

ψa1
1 ψ

a2
2 · · ·ψal

l .

The integral on the right-hand side of (1) is well-defined, when the stability condition

2g − 2 + l > 0

is satisfied, all the ai’s are non-negative integers, and the dimension constraint

3g − 3 + l =
∑

i

ai
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holds. In all other cases
〈∏l

i=1 τai
〉c
g
is defined to be zero. The intersection products (1) are often

called descendent integrals or intersection numbers.
Let ti (for i ≥ 0) and u be formal variables, and put

γ :=

∞∑

i=0

tiτi.

Let

F c
g (t0, t1, . . .) :=

∞∑

n=0

〈
γn
〉c
g

n!

be the generating function of the genus g descendent integrals (1). The bracket
〈
γn
〉c
g
is defined

by the monomial expansion and the multilinearity in the variables ti. The generating series

(2) F c :=

∞∑

g=0

u2g−2F c
g

is called the (closed) free energy. The exponent τ c := exp(F c) is called the (closed) partition
function.

1.1.2. KdV equations. Set
〈〈
τa1τa2 · · · τal

〉〉c
:= ∂lF c

∂ta1∂ta2 ···∂tal
. Witten’s conjecture ([40]) says that

the closed partition function τ c becomes a tau-function of the KdV hierarchy after the change of
variables tn = (2n+ 1)!!T2n+1. In particular, it implies that the closed free energy F c satisfies the
following system of partial differential equations (n ≥ 1):

(2n + 1)u−2
〈〈
τnτ

2
0

〉〉c
=

〈〈
τn−1τ0

〉〉c〈〈
τ 30
〉〉c

+ 2
〈〈
τn−1τ

2
0

〉〉c〈〈
τ 20
〉〉c

+
1

4

〈〈
τn−1τ

4
0

〉〉c
.

These equations are known in mathematical physics as the KdV equations. E. Witten ([40]) proved
that the intersection numbers (1) satisfy the string equation

〈
τ0

l∏

i=1

τai

〉c

g

=
l∑

j=1

〈
τaj−1

∏

i 6=j

τai

〉c

g

,

for 2g−2+ l > 0. E. Witten has shown that the KdV equations, together with the string equation
determine the closed free energy F c completely. R. Dijkgraaf, E. Verlinde and H. Verlinde ([14])
reformulated an alternative description to Witten’s conjecture, in terms of the Virasoro algebra,
and they have shown that the two descriptions are equivalent.

1.2. Kontsevich’s Proof. Witten’s conjecture was proved by M. Kontsevich [25]. The proof
of [25] consisted of two parts. The first part was to prove a combinatorial formula for the gravita-
tional descendents. Let Rg,n be the set of isomorphism classes of trivalent ribbon graphs of genus g
with n marked faces. Denote by V (G) the set of vertices of a graph G ∈ Rg,n. Introduce formal
variables λi, i ∈ [n]. For an edge e ∈ E(G), let λ(e) := 1

λi+λj
, where i and j are the numbers of

faces adjacent to e. The following formula holds

(3)
∑

a1,...,an≥0

〈
n∏

i=1

τai

〉c

g

n∏

i=1

(2ai − 1)!!

λ2ai+1
i

=
∑

G∈Rg,n

2|E(G)|−|V (G)|

|Aut(G)|
∏

e∈E(G)

λ(e).

The second step of Kontsevich’s proof was to translate the combinatorial formula into a matrix
integral. Then, by using non trivial analytical tools and the theory of the KdV hierarchy, he was
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able to prove that F c satisfies the KdV equations (1.1.2). Other proofs for Witten’s conjecture
were given, see for example [29, 32].

1.3. Open intersection numbers and the open KdV equations.

1.3.1. Open intersection numbers. In [33] R. Pandharipande, J. Solomon and the author con-
structed an intersection theory on the moduli space of stable marked disks. Let M0,k,l be the
moduli space of stable marked disks with k boundary marked points and l internal marked points.
This space carries a natural structure of a compact smooth oriented manifold with corners. One
can easily define the tautological line bundles Li, for an internal marking i, as in the closed case.

In order to define gravitational descendents, we must specify boundary conditions. The main
construction in [33] is a construction of boundary conditions for Li → M0,k,l. In [33], vector
spaces Si = Si,0,k,l of multisections of Li → ∂M0,k,l, which satisfy the following requirements, were

defined. Suppose a1, . . . , al are non-negative integers with 2
∑

i ai = dimR M0,k,l = k+2l−3, then

(a) For any generic choice of multisections sij ∈ Si, for 1 ≤ j ≤ ai, the multisection

s =
⊕

i∈[l]
1≤j≤ai

sij

vanishes nowhere on ∂M0,k,l.
(b) For any two such choices s and s′ we have

∫

M0,k,l

e(E, s) =

∫

M0,k,l

e(E, s′),

where E =
⊕

i L
ai
i and e(E, s) is the relative Euler class.

The multisections sij, as above, are called canonical. With this construction the open gravitational
descendents in genus 0 are defined by

(4)
〈
τa1τa2 · · · τalσk

〉o
0
:= 2−

k−1
2

∫

M0,k,l

e(E, s),

where E is as above and s is canonical.
In a forthcoming paper [37], J. Solomon and R.T. define a generalization for all genera. Suppose

g, k, l are such that

(5) 2g − 2 + k + 2l > 0, 2|g + k − 1.

In [37] a moduli space Mg,k,l, which classifies stable surfaces with boundaries and some extra
structure, is constructed (see Subsection 2.3 for a precise definition). The moduli space Mg,k,l is
a smooth oriented compact orbifold with corners, of real dimension

3g − 3 + k + 2l.(6)

Note that naively, without adding an extra structure, the moduli of real stable curves of positive
genus is non orientable.

Again, on Mg,k,l one defines vector spaces Si = Si,g,k,l, for i ∈ [l], for which the genus g analogs
of requirements (a),(b) from above hold. Write

(7)
〈
τa1τa2 · · · τalσk

〉o
g
:= 2−

g+k−1
2

∫

Mg,k,l

e(E, s),

4



for the corresponding higher genus descendents. Introduce one more formal variable s. The open
free energy is the generating function

(8) F o(s, t0, t1, . . . ; u) :=

∞∑

g=0

ug−1

∞∑

l=0

〈
γlδk

〉o
g

n!k!
,

where γ :=
∑

i≥0 tiτi, δ := sσ, and again we use the monomial expansion and the multilinearity in
the variables ti, s.

The descriptions of Mg,k,l and its construction, and of the boundary conditions and their con-
struction are given in Section 2. Throughout this article we shall write

〈
· · ·
〉
for
〈
· · ·
〉o
g
, as closed

descendents will not be considered, and the genus can be read from the numbers k, l, a1, . . . , al.

1.3.2. Open KdV. The following initial condition follows easily from the definitions ([33]):

F o|t≥1=0 = u−1s
3

6
+ u−1t0s.(9)

In [33] the authors conjectured the following equations:

∂F o

∂t0
=

∞∑

i=0

ti+1
∂F o

∂ti
+ u−1s,(10)

∂F o

∂t1
=

∞∑

i=0

2i+ 1

3
ti
∂F o

∂ti
+

2

3
s
∂F o

∂s
+

1

2
.(11)

They were called the open string and the open dilaton equation correspondingly. These equation
were geometrically proved in [33] for g = 0, and for all genera in [37].

Put
〈〈
τa1τa2 · · · τalσk

〉〉o
:= ∂l+kF o

∂ta1∂ta2 ···∂tal∂s
k . The main conjecture in [33] was

Conjecture 1 (Open KdV conjecture). The following system of equations is satisfied:

(12) (2n+ 1)u−1
〈〈
τn
〉〉o

= u
〈〈
τn−1τ0

〉〉c〈〈
τ0
〉〉o − u

2

〈〈
τn−1τ

2
0

〉〉c

+ 2
〈〈
τn−1

〉〉o〈〈
σ
〉〉o

+ 2
〈〈
τn−1σ

〉〉o
, n ≥ 1.

In [33] equations (12) were called the open KdV equations. It is easy to see that F o is fully de-
termined by the open KdV equations (12), the initial condition (9) and the closed free energy F c.
They have also conjectured a Virasoro-type conjecture which also fully describes the open descen-
dents. Both conjectures were proved in [33] for g = 0. In [9] Buryak has proved the equivalence of
the two conjectures. Based on the work presented here, the conjecture was proven for all genus in
[7], see Subsection 1.5 below for more details.

1.4. The open combinatorial formula. Here and below the genus of a Riemann surface with
boundary Σ, smooth or nodal, is defined as the usual genus of the doubled surface obtained from
gluing two copies of Σ along the common boundary ∂Σ.

Definition 1.1. Let g, k, l be non-negative integers which satisfy conditions 5, and let B, I be
sets with |B| = k, |I| = l, and let (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I), be a genus g surface with boundary, whose
genus is g, B is its set of boundary markings, and I its set of internal markings. A (g,B, I)-smooth
trivalent ribbon graph is an embedding ι : G→ Σ of a connected graph G into (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I),
such that

(a) {xi}i∈B ⊆ ι(V (G)), where V (G) is the set of vertices of G. We henceforth consider {xi} as
vertices.

(b) The degree of every xi is 2.
5



(c) The degree of any vertex v ∈ V (G) \ {xi}i∈B is 3.
(d) ∂Σ ⊆ ι(G).
(e) If l ≥ 1, then

Σ \ ι(G) =
∐

i∈I

Di,

where each Di is a topological open disk, with zi ∈ Di. We call the disk Di the face marked
i.

(f) If l = 0, then ι(G) = ∂Σ, and k = 3. Such a component is called trivalent ghost.

The genus g(G) of the graph G is the genus of Σ. The number of the boundary components of G
or Σ is denoted by b(G) and V I(G) stands for the set of internal vertices. Denote by B(G) the set
of boundary marked points {xi}i∈B, I(G) ≃ I is the set of faces.

Definition 1.2. An odd critical nodal ribbon graph is G = (
∐

iGi) /N , where

(a) ιi : Gi → Σi are smooth trivalent ribbon graphs.
(b) N ⊂ (∪iV (Gi)) × (∪iV (Gi)) is a set of ordered pairs of boundary marked points (v1, v2)

of the Gi’s which we identify. After the identification of the vertices v1 and v2 the corre-
sponding point in the graph is called a node. The vertex v1 is called the legal side of the
node and the vertex v2 is called the illegal side of the node.

(c) Ghost components do not contain the illegal sides of nodes.
(d) For any component Gi, any boundary component of it contains an odd number of points

which are either marked points or legal sides of nodes.

We require that elements of N are disjoint as sets (without ordering).
The set of edges E(G) is composed of the internal edges of the Gi’s and of the boundary edges.

The boundary edges are the boundary segments between successive vertices which are not the
illegal sides of nodes. For any boundary edge e we denote by m(e) the number of the illegal sides
of nodes lying on it. The boundary marked points of G are the boundary marked points of Gi’s,
which are not nodes. The set of boundary marked points of G will be denoted by B(G), the set of
faces by I(G).

An odd critical nodal ribbon graph is naturally embedded into the nodal surface Σ = (
∐

iΣi) /N .
The genus of the graph is defined as the genus of Σ. A (g, k, l)−odd critical nodal ribbon graph
is a connected odd critical nodal ribbon graph, together with a pair of bijections, mB : B(G) →
[k], mI : I(G) → [l], called markings.

Two marked odd critical nodal ribbon graphs ι : G→ Σ, ι′ : G′ → Σ′ are isomorphic, if there is
an orientation preserving homeomorphism Φ: (Σ, {zi}, {xi}) → (Σ′, {z′i}, {x′i}), of marked surfaces,
and an isomorphism of graphs φ : G→ G′, such that

(a) ι′ ◦ φ = Φ ◦ ι.
(b) The maps preserve the markings.

In Figure 1 there is a nodal graph of genus 0, with 5 boundary marked points, 6 internal marked
points, three components, one of them is a ghost, two nodes, where a plus sign is drawn next to
the legal side of a node and a minus sign is drawn next to the illegal side.

Notation 1.3. Denote by ORm
g,k,l the set of isomorphism classes of odd (g, k, l)−critical nodal

ribbon graphs with m legal nodes.

Remark 1.4. In Section 4 we have to consider more general ribbon graphs, and the notions of this
subsection are defined in a different but equivalent way.

The goal of this paper is to prove the following theorem
6
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Figure 1. A nodal ribbon graph.

Theorem 1.5. Fix g, k, l ≥ 0 which satisfy conditions 5. Let λ1, . . . , λl be formal variables. Then
we have

(13) 2
g+k−1

2

∑

a1,...,al≥0

〈
τa1τa2 · · · τalσk

〉o
g

l∏

i=1

2ai(2ai − 1)!!

λ2ai+1
i

=
∑

m≥0

∑

G=(
∐

i Gi)/N∈ORm
g,k,l

∏
i 2

|V I (Gi)|+g(Gi)+b(Gi)−1

|Aut(G)|
∏

e∈E(G)

λ(e),

where

λ(e) :=





1
λi+λj

, e is an internal edge between faces i and j;
1

m+1

(
2m
m

)
λ−2m−1
i , e is a boundary edge of face i and m(e) = m;

1, e is a boundary edge of a ghost.

Remark 1.6. The invariants of [33, 37] are defined as integrals of relative Euler classes, relative to
canonical boundary conditions, over the moduli of graded surfaces, which are oriented orbifolds
with corners. Theorem 1.5 is proven based on these definitions; more precisely, it assumes that the
moduli spaces of graded surfaces are oriented orbifolds with corners, that the orientations satisfy
some compatibility properties along nodal strata, and that (special) canonical multisections can
be found. Since [37], which proves these assumptions in the positive genus case, has not appeared
yet, in addition to defining everything we use, we also review the arguments.

First, the fact that the moduli of graded surfaces are smooth orbifolds with corners is a technical
result, whose proof imitates of the proof of Theorem 2 of [31], and is provided in Subsection 2.3.6.
Second, the construction of special canonical boundary conditions is similar to the proof of Lemma
3.53 (a) in [33], and appears in Subsection 2.5.

On the other hand, proving that the high genus moduli is orientable, constructing the orienta-
tions and showing their properties is more involved, and is based on the discovery of the open Arf
invariant in [36]. However, in Section 5 and Subsection 6.2, we provide completely different proofs
for the orientability and the orientation properties we need, using the stratification of the moduli
and properties of Kasteleyn orientations.

It is also worth mentioning that one of the main results of [33, 37] is the independence of the
open intersection numbers on choices. This fact is also a byproduct of the proof of Theorem
1.5, which uses just the defining properties of canonical boundary conditions and not a specific
canonical multisection.

1.4.1. Examples. 〈τ1τ0σ〉0 = 1. Thus, for g = 0, k = 1, l = 2 the left hand side of Equation 13 with
λ1 = λ, λ2 = µ, is 2

λµ3 + 2
µλ3 . The right hand side receives contributions from several graphs, see

Figure 2, (a). The two non nodal contributions in the first line are 1
λ(λ+µ)µ2 + 1

µ(λ+µ)λ2 . The two

non nodal contributions in the second line are 2
2λ3(λ+µ)

+ 2
2µ3(λ+µ)

. The nodal ones sum to 1
λµ3 +

1
µλ3 .

And the two sides agree.
7
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1
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b) 
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1
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1
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1

c)
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+

1
1
2

2

Figure 2. Examples of contributing graphs.

The second example is of 〈τ1〉1 = 1
2
. Consider case (b) in Figure 2. The left hand side is 1

λ3 . Non
nodal terms do not contribute, as the single relevant graph (leftmost graph of Example b) is not
odd. The nodal contribution is exactly 1

λ3 .

The last example (c), is of 〈τ2σ5〉 = 8. The left hand side gives 384
λ5 . 24 non nodal diagrams,

one for each cyclic order of the boundary points, contribute 24
λ5 . There are 120 diagrams with a

single node, one for each order, each contributes 1
λ5 . There are 120 diagrams with two nodes, each

contribute 2
λ5 , where 2 comes from the Catalan term.

1.5. Proof of the conjecture and related works. Some recent developments, related works
and open question are summarized below.

(a) Proof of the open KdV conjecture. Based on the combinatorial formula presented here, the
conjecture of [33] has been proven in [7]: First, the combinatorial formula was transformed
to a formula of matrix integrals, and then, by analytical tools and ideas from the theory
of integrable hierarchies, the integral was shown to satisfy the open Virasoro constraints
(which are equivalent to the open KdV equations by [9]).

(b) Boundary descendents. [8] showed that the string solution of the open KdV equation is
closely related to the wave function of the KdV hierarchy. In [9] a more general generating
function, which is a tau-function of the Burgers-KdV system, was introduced. It was con-
jectured that this function should correspond to an open intersection theory which includes
descendents of boundary marked points. Such a theory can be constructed, extending the
construction of [37], and, based on the combinatorial construction in this paper and on [7],
this theory can be shown to satisfy the Burgers-KdV hierarchy. The definition of the ex-
tended theory, its calculation and the proof of its relation with the Burgers-KdV hierarchy
will appear soon.

8



(c) Kontsevich-Penner matrix model, Refined open intersection numbers. An alternative de-
scription of the solution of the Burgers-KdV equations in terms of matrix integrals was
found algebraically by A. Alexandrov in [1] in terms of the N = 1 specification of the
Kontsevich-Penner tau function.

Open problem 1. Is there a direct geometric way to derive Alexandrov’s solution of the
open KdV equations from the geometric construction of [33],[37]?

The combinatorial construction presented here was used in [2] to write a formula for more
refined open intersection numbers. The main conjecture of [2], which is a strengthening of
a conjecture of [35], is that the generating series of the refined open numbers equals the
Kontsevich-Penner tau function.

(d) Open r−spin. In the recent work [11, 10], a far reaching generalization of [33] to an
intersection theory over the moduli of r−spin disks has appeared. The potential of the
genus 0 open r−spin integrals was shown to be closely related to the wave function of the
rKdV hierarchy, and an all-genus generalization was conjectured. In a work in progress
with Gross and Kelly this construction is being generalized to open FJRW theory, and the
genus 0 intersection numbers are explained using mirror symmetry.

Open problem 2. Generalize the formula presented in this work to the case of open r−spin
intersection numbers.

(e) Other interpretations of the theory. There were several related works in the physics litera-
ture; we mention two. In [15] Dijkgraaf and Witten provide a physical interpretation to the
open intersection theory of [33, 37]. In [3], Bawane, Muraki and Rim describe a solution
for the open KdV equations in terms of minimal gravity on the disk.

In [34], Safnuk gives an interpretation of the N = 1 specification of the Kontsevich-
Penner tau function (which is, as explained above, a solution of the Burgers-KdV hierarchy)
in terms of combinatorially defined volumes of moduli spaces.

(f) Similar formulas for other OGW invariants. There are two newer works which present
formulas for open GW invariants in terms of summation over graphs with boundary nodes
and are of the same flavour as the formula given here, and the refined formula of [2].
[30] presents an equivariant localization calculation of OGW disk invariants for the pair
(CP2n,RP2n). [6] constructs the stationary OGW theory of (CP1,RP1), derives a local-
ization formula for all intersection numbers, including descendents, and in [5] it is used
it to prove a correspondence with open Hurwitz theory. Both formulas contain corners
contributions, in addition to the naive contributions, in resemblance to (13). To the best
knowledge of the author, such formulas have not appeared in literature before. Formulas
for open GW invariants have appeared in the past, usually in the context of equivariant lo-
calization (see the calculations of [24] as a prototypic example). In the older formulas which
involved graph summation, the graphs were dual to topological stable marked surfaces with
boundaries (which parameterized fixed point loci). These surfaces included disk compo-
nents which were connected by internal nodes to the closed part. There were no boundary
nodes. The amplitudes of such graphs were usually similar to the analogous amplitudes in
the closed case (and the disk contribution was usually more or less the square root of the
sphere contribution). In the formulas of this work and of [2, 6, 30] the boundary nodes
contribute an additional factor to the amplitudes. It would be interesting to gain a general
understanding of this new type of expressions, to understand when are they expected to
appear, and to analyze them.

1.6. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 the constructions of [33],[37] are reviewed. In particular,
graded spin surfaces are defined, as well as their moduli space Mg,k,l, tautological line bundles

9



and special canonical boundary conditions. With these in hand, the open intersection numbers
are then defined.

In section 3 the notions of sphere bundles and angular forms are recalled. It is explained how to
calculate the integral of the relative Euler class, relative to nowhere vanishing boundary conditions.
The main result of this section is an explicit formula for a representative of the angular form of a
sphere bundle. This formula is the starting point of the paper.

Section 4 is devoted to constructing an open analog of Strebel’s stratification. Symmetric stable
Jenkins-Strebel differentials are defined, and used to stratify the moduli space of open surfaces, and
then the moduli of graded surfaces. In addition combinatorial sphere bundles are constructed. It
is then shown that special canonical multisections are pulled back from the combinatorial moduli.
The main result of this section is that the open descendent integrals can be calculated as integrals
over the combinatorial moduli.

Section 5 describes in more details the cells in the stratification which will eventually contribute
to the open descendents. Extended Kasteleyn orientation are defined, and equivalence classes of
them are shown to be equivalent to the data of a graded spin structure. The Kasteleyn orientations
are used to provide a more explicit description of the contributing cells, of the boundary conditions
and of the orientation of the moduli. As a byproduct, an alternative proof that the moduli Mg,k,l

is canonically oriented is given. The analysis of orientations is an important ingredient in the
proof.

The last section, Section 6, proves the combinatorial formula, Theorem 1.5. With the aid of the
explicit angular form constructed in Section 3 an integral representation of the open gravitations
descendent is given. The integral depends explicitly on the boundary conditions. The properties of
special canonical multisections are then used to iteratively integrate by parts, until an integrated
form of the combinatorial formula, Theorem 6.10, is obtained. Finally, by performing a detailed
study of the Kasteleyn orientations and multiplicative constants they contribute1, we are able to
apply Laplace transform to the integrated formula and obtain the main theorem, Theorem 1.5.
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2. The moduli, bundles and intersection numbers

This section briefly summarizes the required definitions and results from [33, 37].

1This study also applies to the closed case, and gives a conceptual calculation in terms of discrete spin structures
of a constant appearing in Kontsevich’s work [25, Appendix C], which was the subject of several other works.
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2.1. General conventions and notations. For l ∈ N we write [l] = {1, 2, . . . , l}. The set [0] will
denote the empty set.

Throughout this article a map m : A→ Z, from an arbitrary set A which is injective away from
m
−1(0) will be called a marking or a marking of A. Given a marking, we shall identify elements of

m
−1(Z \ {0}) with their images.
In what follows, the markings will be used to mark points in surfaces, half edges in dual graphs

and vertices in ribbon graphs. The reason we allow non injective marking functions is that we will
have to perform many graph or surface operations that will create new marked points. There will
be no natural way to mark these new points, and therefore we will mark them all by 0.

We will encounter many types of graphs in the next sections. Dual graphs, to be defined in
Section 2, will be denoted by capital Greek letters. Ribbon graphs, to be defined in Sections 4,5,
will be denoted by capital English letters.

Many of the objects in this paper, such as surfaces or graphs, will have natural notions of
genus, boundary labels and internal labels. A (g,B,I)-object is an object whose genus is g, the
set of boundary labels is B, and the set of internal labels is I. Similarly, in the closed setting, a
(g,I)-object is an object whose genus is g and the set of internal labels is I.

Given a permutation π on a set S, we write s/π the π−cycle of s ∈ S. For a ∈ S/π, write π−1(a)
for the elements which belong to the cycle a.

We shall sometimes use the shorthand notation y to denote a sequence {yi}i∈[r], if the sequence
we are referring to is understood from context.

2.2. Open surfaces and their moduli space.

2.2.1. Stable open surfaces. We recall the notion of a stable marked open surface.

Definition 2.1. We define a smooth pointed surface to be a triple

(Σ,x, z) = (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I)
where

(a) Σ is a Riemann surface, possibly with boundary.
(b) An injection B → ∂Σ, i 7→ xi, where B is a finite set.
(c) An injection I → int Σ, i 7→ zi, where I is a finite set.

In case ∂Σ 6= ∅, we say that Σ is an open surface. Otherwise it is closed. We sometimes omit the
marked points from our notations. Given a smooth pointed surface Σ, we write B (Σ) for the set
B, and sometimes also for the set {zi}i∈B. We similarly define I (Σ) .

A smooth closed pointed surface Σ is called stable if

2g(Σ) + |I (Σ) | > 2.

A smooth open pointed surface Σ is called stable if

2g(Σ) + |B (Σ) |+ 2|I (Σ) | > 2.

Remark 2.2. Σ is canonically oriented, as a Riemann surface. In case ∂Σ 6= ∅, it is endowed with
a canonical induced orientation.

Definition 2.3. For a pointed Riemann surface (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I) , where in case Σ is closed
B = ∅, we denote by

(
Σ, {xi}i∈B, {z̄i}i∈I

)
the same surface with opposite complex structure. The

doubling of an open Σ is

ΣC = Σ
∐

∂Σ

Σ,

the surface obtained by Schwarz reflection principle along the boundary ∂Σ. For an open connected
Σ we define the genus g(Σ) to be the genus of ΣC. For Σ closed and connected the genus is just
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the usual genus. In case Σ is disconnected its genus is defined as the sum of the genera of its
connected components.

Remark 2.4. Note that for open surfaces the topological type is determined by two numbers, the
doubled genus g and the number of boundary components h, and not only by the genus. h is
constrained by

h = g + 1 (mod 2), 0 ≤ h ≤ g + 1,

and for any (g, h) satisfying these constraints there is a topological type of open surfaces.

Definition 2.5. A pre-stable surface is a tuple

Σ =
(
{Σα}α∈O∪C ,∼=∼B ∪ ∼I ,CB

)

where

(a) O and C are finite sets. For α ∈ O, Σα is an open smooth pointed surface; for α ∈ S, Σα

is a closed smooth pointed surface.
(b) ∼=∼B ∪ ∼I , where ∼B is an equivalence relation on

⋃
αB(Σα), with equivalence classes

of size at most 2, and ∼I is an equivalence relation equivalence relation on
⋃

α I(Σα), with
equivalence classes of size at most 2. We write B(Σ), I(Σ) for the equivalence classes of
size 1 of ∼B,∼I respectively.

(c) CB(Σ) is a subset of I(Σ).

Elements of B(Σ) are called boundary marked points. Elements of I(Σ)\CB(Σ) are called internal
marked points. The ∼B (resp. ∼I) equivalence classes of size 2 are called boundary (resp. interior)
nodes, elements which belong to these equivalence classes are called half nodes. Element of CB are
called contracted boundaries. The equivalence classes of ∼, (∼B ,∼I) are collectively called special
(special boundary, special internal) points of Σ.

We also write Σ =
∐

α∈O∪C Σα/∼ . If O is empty and CB is empty, Σ is called a pre-stable
closed surface. Otherwise it is called a pre-stable open surface.

A pre-stable surface is marked, if in addition it is endowed with markings mB : B(Σ) → Z, mI :
I(Σ) \CB → Z. Write m = m

I ∪ m
B. Recall that a marking is injective outside of the preimage of 0.

A pre-stable marked surface is called a stable marked surface if each of its constituent smooth
surfaces Σα is stable.

The doubled surface ΣC of a stable open surface is defined as

ΣC = (
∐

α∈O

(Σα)C
∐

α∈C

Σα

∐
Σα)/ ∼C,

where

∼C= (∼B ∪ ∼I ∪ ∼Ī ∪ ∼CB)

is defined as follows. ∼Ī identifies internal marked points of {Σα}α∈C if and only if ∼I identifies
the corresponding marked points in {Σα}α∈C. ∼CB identifies zi ∈ Σα, z̄i ∈ Σα whenever i ∈ CB(Σ).
ΣC is endowed with an involution ̺, with z̄i = ̺(zi), whose fixed point set is ∂Σ∪CB(Σ), and such
that Σ ≃ ΣC/̺. Write D(Σ) = (ΣC, ̺).

Σ is connected if the underlying space,
∐

α∈D∪S Σα/∼ is. Σ is smooth if CB(Σ) = ∅, and ∼ has
only equivalence classes of size 1.

The normalization Norm(Σ) of the stable marked surface Σ is the surface
(
{Σα}α∈O∪C ,∼′,CB′, m′

)

where ∼′ has only size 1 equivalence classes, CB′ is empty, and the marking m′ agrees with m when-
ever is defined, and otherwise m

′I = 0, m
′B = 0. For a marked point marked i 6= 0, write Σi for the

component of Norm(Σ) which contains marked point zi.
A topological stable marked surface, open or closed, is defined in the same way, only with Σα

being topological surfaces rather than Riemann surfaces.
12
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Figure 3. In this diagram in every row the leftmost picture is a pre-stable surface,
and on the right side of the same row is the normalization. In the top row there
is a pre-stable marked surface with boundary, and its normalization into two stable
marked disks and a prestable marked sphere. In the second row there is a stable
sphere with an (unmarked) contracted boundary. Its normalization is a stable sphere
with three markings. In the third row there is a stable surface with boundary which
is normalized into a disk and a torus. The last row contains a stable surface whose
normalization is the union of a cylinder and a genus 3 surface with boundary.

In what follows, our defaultive choice of marking function m is a bijection m
I : I(Σ) → [n] in case

Σ is closed, and if Σ is open we usually take bijections mI : I(Σ) \ CB(Σ) → [l], mB : B(Σ) → [k].
Therefore whenever a surface is written as (Σ, z1, . . . , zn) or (Σ, x1, . . . , xk, z1, . . . , zl) we implicitly
mean it is marked, and that the indices of the marked points represent the markings.

See figure 3 for examples of pre-stable surfaces and their normalizations.
We sometimes identify D(Σ), and ΣC.

Definition 2.6. An isomorphism between two pre-stable marked surfaces, Σ =
(
{Σα}α∈O∪C ,∼,CB, m

)

and Σ′ =
(
{Σ′

α}α∈O′∪C′ ,∼′,CB′, m′
)
is a tuple f =

(
fO, fC, {fα}α∈O∪C

)
such that

(a) fO : O → O′, fC : C → C′ are bijections between the sets which index the components of
the surfaces.

(b) For α ∈ O, fα : Σα → Σ′
fO(α) is a biholomorphism which induces a bijection on the sets of

special points. For α ∈ C, fα : Σα → Σ′
fC(α) is a biholomorphism which induces a bijection

on the sets of special points.
(c) x ∼ y for x ∈ Σα, y ∈ Σβ if and only if fα(x) ∼′ fβ(y).
(d) For any special point x ∈ Σα, m

′(fα(x)) = m(x).
13



(e)
⋃

α f
α(CB) = CB′.

We denote by Aut(Σ) the group of the automorphisms of Σ.
An isomorphism between stable topological surfaces is similarly defined, only that the maps fα

are required to be homeomorphisms rather than biholomorphisms.

2.2.2. Stable graphs. It is useful to encode some of the combinatorial data of stable marked surfaces
in graphs.

Definition 2.7. A (not necessarily connected) pre-stable dual graph Γ is a tuple
(
V = V O ∪ V C , H = HB ∪HI , σ0,∼=∼B ∪ ∼I , g, H

CB, m = m
B ∪ m

I
)
,

where

(a) V O, V C are finite sets called open and closed vertices, respectively.
(b) HB, HI are finite sets of boundary and internal half edges.
(c) σ0 : H → V associates any half edge to its vertex.
(d) ∼B is an equivalence relation on HB with equivalence classes of sizes 1 or 2. Denote by TB

the equivalence classes of size 1 of ∼B . ∼I is an equivalence relation on HI with equivalence
classes of sizes 1 or 2. Denote by T I the equivalence classes of size 1 of ∼I .

(e) HCB ⊆ T I .
(f) g : V → Z≥0 is a genus assignment.
(g) m

B : TB → Z, mI : T I \HCB → Z are markings.

We call TB boundary tails,HCB contracted boundaries, and T I\HCB internal tails. Set T = T I∪TB.
∼B induces a fixed point free involution on HB \ TB. Similarly, ∼I induces a fixed point free
involution on HI \ T I . We denote this involution on H \ T by σ1. We set EB = (HB \ TB)/∼B,
the set of boundary edges. We define EI = (HI \ T I)/∼I ∪HCB. We put E = EI ∪EB, the set of
edges. We denote by σB

0 the restriction of σ0 to HB, in a similar fashion we define σI
0 .

We require that for all h ∈ HB, σ0(h) ∈ V O.
We say that Γ is connected if its underlying graph, (V,E) is connected.
For a vertex v we set k(v) = |(σB

0 )
−1(v)|. It is defined to be 0 if v is closed. We set l(v) =

|(σI
0)

−1(v)|. Write CB(v) for the number of contracted boundaries of v. A dual graph is closed if
V O = HCB = ∅, and otherwise it is open.

The genus of a stable connected closed dual graph Γ is defined by

g(Γ) =
∑

v∈V C

g(v) + |EI | − |V C |+ 1.

The genus of a stable connected open dual graph Γ is defined by

g(Γ) =
∑

v∈V O

g(v) + 2
∑

v∈V C

g(v) + |EB|+ 2|EI | − |HCB| − |V O| − 2|V C |+ 1.

A closed vertex v ∈ V C is stable if

2g(v) + l(v) > 2.

An open vertex v ∈ V O is stable if

2g(v) + k(v) + 2l(v) > 2.

A dual graph Γ is stable if all its vertices are.
Norm(Γ), the normalization of the graph Γ is the unique stable graph

(
V ′, H ′, σ′

0,∼′, g′, H
′CB, m′

)

with V ′ = V,H ′ = H, σ′
0 = σ0, g

′ = g,H
′CB = ∅, and ∼′ has only classes of size 1. m′ agrees with m,

whenever m is defined. Otherwise m
′ = 0.
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For i ∈ Image(mI)\{0}, we denote by vi(Γ) the connected component of Norm(Γ) which contains
the tail marked i.

It is easy to see that the genus is always non negative. Figure 4 illustrates several dual graphs
and their normalizations. Note that open vertices without boundary half edges are allowed.

Definition 2.8. An isomorphism between graphs

Γ = (V,H, σ0,∼, g, HCB, m), Γ′ = (V ′, H ′, σ′
0,∼′, g′, H

′CB, m′)

is a pair f =
(
fV , fH

)
such that

(a) fV : V → V ′ is a bijection; fH : H → H ′ is a bijection.
(b) g′ ◦ f = g.
(c) h1 ∼ h2 ⇔ f(h1) ∼′ f(h2).
(d) σ′

0 = f ◦ σ0.
(e) m

′ ◦ f = m.
(f) f(HCB) = H

′CB.

We denote by Aut(Γ) the group of the automorphisms of Γ.

To each stable marked surface Σ we associate an isomorphism class of connected stable graphs
as follows. We set V O = O and V C = C. HB =

⋃
αB (Σα) , H

I =
⋃

α I (Σα) . H
CB = CB(Σ). The

definitions of g,∼, σ0, m are straightforward. In particular, a tail marked a is associated to a marked
point labeled a. An edge between two vertices corresponds to a node between their corresponding
components. See Figure 4 for the dual graphs which correspond to the surfaces of Figure 3. Note
that this correspondence is at the level of isomorphism classes of topological stable surfaces, and
that a surface is closed precisely if its corresponding graph is closed.

Definition 2.9. The graph associated to a stable surface Σ is denoted by Γ (Σ). The genus of a
stable surface Σ is defined as the genus of Γ(Σ).

Observe that the genus of a stable closed surface agrees with the standard definition, while
the genus of a stable open surface equals the standard genus of its doubled surface. The genus
of a stable surface equals the genus of the surface obtained by smoothing its nodes, including
the contracted boundaries which are smoothed to boundary components. Observe also that
Norm(Γ(Σ)) = Γ(Norm(Σ)), and that for any internal marked point which is marked i 6= 0,
vi(Γ(Σ)) = Γ(Σi), where Σi is the component of Σ which contains marked point zi.

Throughout this paper we will sometimes write ’graph’ instead of ’dual graph’ when the mean-
ing is clear from the context. Dual graphs will be denoted by capital Greek letters, to help us
distinguish them from another kind of graphs we shall meet below, ribbon graphs, which will be
denoted by capital English letters.

We denote by GR
g,k,l the set of isomorphism classes of all stable graphs of genus g, with k boundary

tails, l internal tails and
Image(mB) = [k]; Image(mI) = [l].

We write GR for the set of isomorphism classes of all stable graphs. Note that the cases k = 0 or
l = 0 are not excluded, as surfaces without boundary or internal marked points will be considered
in what follows.

Notation 2.10. Given nonnegative integers k, l with 2g + k + 2l > 2, denote by ΓR
g,k,l the stable

graph with V O = {∗} , V C = ∅, with
g(∗) = g, TB = HB ≃ [k], T I = HI ≃ [l],

where the equivalences with [k], [l] are obtained using m
B, mI , respectively. We similarly define Γg,n

as the closed graph with a single vertex of genus g, and T I = HI ≃ [n].
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Figure 4. This diagram presents the dual graphs which correspond to the surfaces
from Figure 3, under the correspondence of Definition 2.9. Again the right hand side
of each row is the normalization of the left hand side. Black vertices correspond to
closed components, and empty vertices to open. The genus of the vertex is written
next to it. Boundary edges or half edges are drawn as dashed lines, and the other
edges or half edges are internal (the case of contracted boundary is included). The
label of a tail is written next to it. The genus of the dual graphs in the left hand
side are, going from top to bottom, 0, 0, 2, 5.

Definition 2.11. A stable dual graph is effective if

(a) Any internal half edge is a tail or a contracted boundary.
(b) Any vertex without internal tails has exactly three boundary half edges and genus 0.
(c) Different vertices without internal half edges are not adjacent.

A surface is called effective if it is associated to an effective graph.

The notion of effectiveness will be important later on, when we construct the combinatorial
moduli space using Jenkins-Strebel differentials. On moduli strata which correspond to effective
dual graphs, the map to the combinatorial moduli is a homeomorphism. This fact will turn
out to be useful when we come to translate the geometric intersection numbers to combinatorial
expressions.

In the leftmost column of Figure 3, only the sphere from the second row is effective: The surface
from the first row has an internal node, and in addition it is not stable, the surface from the third
row also has an internal node as well, the surface from the lowest row has a component without
internal markings, which is not a disk with three boundary markings. Equivalently, in the leftmost
column of Figure 4 only the second graph is effective. Additional examples of effective and non
effective surfaces and graphs are illustrated in Figure 5.

2.2.3. Some graph operations. For the purpose of the next definition, write, for a vertex v in a
dual graph Γ, ε(v) = 1 if v is open, and otherwise ε(v) = 2. For an edge e set ε(e) = 0 unless e is
an internal edge connecting two open vertices, and then put ε(e) = 1.

Definition 2.12. Consider a stable graph Γ. The smoothing of Γ at f ∈ E is the stable graph

dfΓ = Γ′ = (V ′, H ′,∼′, s′0, g
′, m′)
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Figure 5. Every row in this diagram illustrates a dual graph and the corresponding
surface. Only the first row represent an effective graph/surface. Note that the cyclic
order of boundary markings on boundaries cannot be read from the dual graph data.

defined as follows. Suppose f /∈ HCB(Γ) is the ∼ −equivalence class {h1, h2}, write σ0(h1) =
v1, σ0(h2) = v2. The vertex set is given by

V ′ = (V \ {v1, v2}) ∪ {v} .
The new vertex v is closed if and only if both v1 and v2 are closed.

H ′ = H \ {h1, h2}.
and ∼′ is the restriction of ∼ to H ′. For h ∈ σ−1

0 ({v1, v2}) we define σ′
0(h) = v. Otherwise

σ′
0(h) = σ0(h). For any tail t, m′(t) = m(t).

g′(v) =





g(v1) + 1 + ε(f), if v1 = v2,

g(v1) + g(v2) + ε(f), if v1 6= v2, ε(v1) = ε(v2),

ε(v1)g(v1) + ε(v2)g(v2), otherwise.

When f ∈ HCB, a contracted boundary of vertex v, then V ′ = V, H ′ = H \{f}, H ′CB = HCB\{f}.
We update ∼′, σ′

0, m
′ as above. We put g′(w) = g(w), for w 6= v, and g′(v) = g(v) + 1 if v is open,

otherwise we set g′(v) = 2g(v) and declare v to be open.
Observe that there is a natural proper injection H ′ →֒ H , so we may identify H ′ with a subset

of H. This identification induces identifications of tails and of edges. Using the identifications, we
extend the definition of smoothing in the following manner. Given a set S = {f1, . . . , fn} ⊆ E (Γ),
define the smoothing at S as

dSΓ = dfn (. . . df2 (df1Γ) . . .) .

Observe that dSΓ does not depend on the order of smoothings performed.

Definition 2.13. A stable topological surface Σ′ is a smoothing of a topological stable marked
surface Σ at an internal node zν ∼ zµ, if there exists a simple closed path γ →֒ Σ′, and a map
ϕ : Σ′ → Σ which takes γ to the node, and restricts to an orientation preserving homeomorphism
ϕ : Σ′ \ γ ≃ Σ \ {zµ, zν}. In this case we say that γ is contracted to the node. We say that γ
degenerates to zν when this time γ is an oriented simple closed path in Σ′, if γ is contracted to the
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node, and the ϕ−preimage of a small enough neighborhood of zν lays in the left of γ. The definitions
of smoothing in a boundary node, or degeneration to a boundary half node are analogous, only
with a simple arc that connects two boundary points.

A topological stable surface Σ′ is the smoothing of a topological stable surface Σ at a contracted
boundary zν , if there exists a boundary component ∂Σ′

ν , and ϕ : Σ′ → Σ, such that ϕ(∂Σ′
ν) = zν ,

and ϕ : Σ′ \ ∂Σ′
ν ≃ Σ \ zν .

Note that if e is the edge of Γ(Σ) which corresponds to the node zν ∼ zµ in Σ, then Γ(Σ′) =
deΓ(Σ), where Σ′ is the smoothing of Σ in that node. Similarly for smoothing in contracted
boundaries.

Note that in case Γ = dSΓ
′, then H ′ is canonically a subset of H, and we have a natural

identification between E (Γ) and E (Γ′) \ S.
We can now define boundary maps

∂! : GR → 2G
R

, ∂ : GR → 2G
R

,

by putting
∂!Γ = {Γ′| ∃S ⊆ E (Γ′) , Γ = dSΓ

′} , ∂Γ = ∂!Γ \ {Γ}.
These maps naturally extend to maps 2G

R → 2G
R

.

2.2.4. Moduli of open surfaces. In this paper we consider orbifolds with corners; we follow the
definitions of [31, Section 3] (which build on the works [21, 22]).

Notation 2.14. For Γ ∈ GR, denote by MR
Γ the set of isomorphism classes of stable marked genus

g surfaces with associated graph Γ.
Define

MR
Γ =

∐

Γ′∈∂!Γ

MR
Γ′ .

We abbreviate MR
g,k,l = MR

ΓR

g,k,l
,MR

g,k,l = MR
ΓR

g,k,l

. We similarly define Mg,n, Mg,n, which are

just the usual Deligne-Mumford moduli spaces of stable and smooth curves respectively.
For i ∈ Image(mI) \ {0}, write Mvi(Γ) for the moduli of the graph vi(Γ), and denote by vi :

MΓ → Mvi(Γ) the natural map, which on the level of objects sends Σ → Σi.

The space MR
g,k,l is a compact smooth orbifold with corners of real dimension

dimR M
R
g,k,l = k + 2l + 3g − 3.

We attribute this result to Amitai Netser Zernik [31, Section 2]. His setting is slightly different. He
considers open stable genus 0 maps to homogeneous varieties, and he proves that the moduli space
of these maps is an orbifold with corners. In our case the target space is a point, but the genus is
arbitrary. This change does not affect his results or techniques, since they only rely on convexity
of the corresponding closed moduli problem, that is, on the fact the moduli space of (complex)
stable maps is a smooth orbifold, which clearly holds for Mg,n.We review the argument. Consider
the following sequence:

(14) MR
g,k,l

(4)→֒ M̃R
g,k,2l

(3)→ R̃Mg,k,2l
(2)→ RMg,k,2l

(1)→ Mg,k+2l.

We define the moduli spaces and maps appearing in (14) as follows.
Step 1: First, RMg,k,2l is the fixed locus of the involution on Mg,k+2l defined by

(C; z1, . . . , zk+2l) 7→ (C; z1, . . . , zk, zk+l+1, . . . , zk+2l, zk+1, . . . , zk+l).

where C is the same smooth curve C, but with the conjugate complex structure. This is a compact
smooth real orbifold, as it is the fixed locus of an anti-holomorphic involution over a smooth
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complex orbifold. More details on the fixed point functor on stacks can be found in [31, Section
2.5]. This orbifold parameterizes isomorphism types of stable marked curves with a conjugation.

Step 2: The next step is to cut RMg,k,2l along strata which parameterize surfaces with at
least one real node. These strata form a real normal crossing divisor, as they are the fixed point
loci of the previous involution, applied to the normal crossing divisor of nodal strata in Mg,k+2l.
The cutting procedure is via the real hyperplane blow-up of [31, Section 3.3], and it is proven there

that the result of this blow up is an orbifold with corners which we denote by R̃Mg,k,2l.

Step 3: R̃Mg,k,2l is made of several connected component. Consider those components whose

generic point is a real curve C with a conjugation ̺ such that C \C̺ is disconnected. Then M̃R
g,k,2l

is the disconnected 2-to-1 cover of the union of those connected components, given, at the level of
objects (C, ̺), by the choice of a distinguished half, a connected component of C \ C̺. Thanks to
the real blow up procedure, this choice extends naturally to the boundary strata. The resulting
space is still a compact orbifold with corners, as a degree 2 cover of such a space.

Step 4: MR
g,k,l is the submoduli of M̃R

g,k,2l made of connected components such that the
marked points wk+1, . . . , wk+l lie in the distinguished half. This final space is a compact orbifold
with corners, as it is the union of connected components of a compact orbifold with corners.

Set theoretically MR
g,k,l is naturally identified with the moduli space of stable marked open

(g, k, l)−surfaces, and therefore we identify this moduli with MR
g,k,l. The construction endows the

moduli space MR
g,k,l with topology and an orbifold with corners structures. For the dimension see,

for example, [27, Theorem 1.2].

In general the space MR
g,k,l is non orientable and disconnected. A stable marked surface with

b boundary nodes or contracted boundaries belongs to a corner of the moduli space MR
g,k,l of

codimension b. For further reading about the nodal strata of the real and open moduli spaces we
refer the reader to [27, Section 3].

Notation 2.15. Denote by D : MR
g,k,l → Mg,k+2l the moduli-level doubling map Σ → ΣC, which

is the composition of the maps of (14).

2.3. Graded surfaces and their moduli space. We present here the extra structure needed
for the definition of intersection theory for open Riemann surfaces, following [37, 36].

2.3.1. Smooth graded surfaces. Let Σ be a smooth closed genus g surface. A spin structure twisted
in {zi}i∈I1, I1 ⊆ I, is a complex line bundle L → Σ together with an isomorphism

b : L⊗2 ≃ ωΣ

(
−
∑

i∈I1

zi

)
,

where ωΣ(−
∑

i∈I1
zi) is the canonical bundle twisted in {zi}i∈I1.

Let Σ be a smooth genus g open surface. A real spin structure twisted in {xi}i∈B1 , {zi}i∈I1,
where B1 ⊆ B, and I1 ⊆ I, is a triple (L, b, ˜̺), where (L, b) is a spin structure on the doubled
surface D(Σ) = (ΣC, ̺) twisted in {xi}i∈B1, {zi, z̄i}i∈I1, i.e., L → ΣC is a line bundle, and

b : L⊗2 ≃ ωΣC

(
−
∑

i∈B1

xi −
∑

i∈I1

(zi + z̄i)

)

is an isomorphism, where ωΣC
(−∑i∈B1

xi −
∑

i∈I1
(zi + z̄i)) is the canonical bundle twisted in

{xi}i∈B1 , {zi, z̄i}i∈I1.
The map ˜̺ : L → L, is an involution which lifts d̺, the induced involution on ωΣC

.
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˜̺, d̺ restrict to conjugations on the fibers of

L → Σ̺
C ≃ ∂Σ, ωΣC

(−
∑

i∈B1

xi) → Σ̺
C ≃ ∂Σ.

These conjugations give rise to a ̺−invariant real subbundle. The real line bundle

ωΣC
(−
∑

i∈B1

xi)
̺ → Σ̺

C

is oriented: Take any nowhere vanishing section ξ ∈ Γ(TΣ̺
C → Σ̺

C), which points in the direction
of the orientation on Σ̺

C, induced from its identification with ∂Σ. The orientation of ω̺
ΣC
|Σ̺

C
\i∈B1

,

is defined by a section ξ̂ which satisfies ξ̂(ξ) > 0. Such a section is said to be positive. Thus, using

b, it is seen that for any connected component of Σ̺
C \ {xi}i∈B1 , either ξ̂ or −ξ̂ has a root in L˜̺.

In the case that for each connected component of Σ̺
C \ A, where A ⊇ {xi}i∈B1 is a finite set of

points, the positive sections have roots in L˜̺, we say that (L, ˜̺) is compatible away from A. In
case A = {xi}i∈B1 we say that the structure is compatible.

Proposition 2.16. If B1 6= ∅ then there are no compatible real twisted spin structures.

Proof. Suppose i ∈ B1. Let U be a contractible ̺−invariant neighborhood of xi, which contains no
other marked points. One can find a ̺−invariant section s ∈ Γ(L → U), which vanishes nowhere
in U, possibly after replacing U by a smaller neighborhood. In ̺−anti-invariant local coordinates
around xi, the real section zdz generates ωΣC

(U). Write f(z) = zdz/b(s⊗2), this is a nowhere
vanishing holomorphic function in U. Moreover, f is conjugation invariant, and hence real on U̺.
In particular, it does not change sign there. But this is impossible for a compatible structure since
zdz is positive on exactly one component of U̺ \ {xi}. �

Given a compatible real spin structure, a lifting of the spin structure is a choice of a section in

Γ(S0(L˜̺) → Σ̺
C \ {xi}i∈B),

where S0 stands for the rank zero sphere bundle. We say that the lifting alternates in xj , and that
xj is a legal point, if this choice cannot be extended to Γ(S0(L˜̺) → Σ̺

C \ {xi}i∈B\{j}). Otherwise
the lifting does not alternate in xj and xj is an illegal point.

Definition 2.17. A twisted closed smooth spin surface is a closed smooth surface (Σ, {zi}i∈I),
together with a twisted spin structure twisted in {zi}i∈I1. In case I1 = ∅, we call it a closed smooth
spin surface.

A twisted open smooth spin surface is a smooth open surface (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I), together with
a compatible twisted real spin structure twisted in {zi}i∈I1 . In case I1 = ∅, we call it an open
smooth spin surface. A (twisted) smooth spin surface with a lifting is a (twisted) open spin surface,
together with a lifting. A lifting with all boundary points being legal is called a grading. A surface
with a non twisted spin structure, that is, I1 = B1 = ∅, and a grading is called a graded surface.
An isomorphism of twisted spin surfaces is an isomorphism of the underlying surfaces and of the
line bundles which respects the twists, commutes with the maps between the canonical lines in the
expected sense and, in the open case, also the with the involutions. An isomorphism of twisted
spin surfaces with a lifting is an isomorphism of the twisted spin surfaces, which takes the lifting
to the lifting in the target, and respects the alternations.

We will see below in Proposition 2.32 that the only obstruction to the existence of a graded spin
structure is the parity of g + k : In a graded spin structure, g + k must be odd.
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2.3.2. Stable graded surfaces. We follow the terminology of [18]. Let Σ = {Σα}α∈C be a stable
closed surface. A spin structure twisted in {zi}i∈I1 , I1 ⊆ I, is a rank 1 torsion free sheaf L over
Σ together with a map

b : L⊗2 → ωΣ

(
−
∑

i∈I1

zi

)
,

where ωΣ

(
−∑i∈I1

zi
)
is the dualizing sheaf, twisted in {zi}i∈I1.

We require

(a)

deg(L) = deg(ωΣ)− |I1|
2

.

(b) b is an isomorphism on the locus where L is locally free.
(c) For any point p where L is not free the length of coker(bp) is 1.

In particular, b is an isomorphism away from nodes. Nodes where b is not an isomorphism are
called Neveu-Schwarz (NS), at these nodes the last requirement says exactly that b vanishes in
order 2. The other nodes are called Ramond.

Let Σ = {Σα}α∈C∪O be a stable open (g, k, l)−surface. A real spin structure twisted in {xi}i∈B1 , {zi}i∈I1,
with I1 ⊆ I, and B1 ⊆ B, is a triple (L, b, ˜̺), where (L, b) is a spin structure over the doubled
surface D(Σ) = (ΣC, ̺), and ˜̺ : L → L, is an involution which lifts d̺, the induced involution on
ωΣC

. Note that this means, in particular, that b is a map

b : L⊗2 → ωΣC

(
−
∑

i∈B1

xi −
∑

i∈I1

(zi + z̄i)

)
,

where ωΣC

(
−∑i∈B1

xi −
∑

i∈I1
(zi + z̄i)

)
is the dualizing sheaf, twisted in {xi}i∈B1, {zi, z̄i}i∈I1, and

that

deg(L) = deg(ωΣC
)− 2|I1| − |B1|

2
.

Remark 2.18. Suppose Σ is a nodal curve, open or closed, z a node with preimages zν , zµ ∈
Norm(Σ). Then there are natural residue maps resη : (Norm∗ωΣ)zη ≃ C. These induce an isomor-
phism a : (Norm∗ωΣ)zµ ≃ (Norm∗ωΣ)zν , by res(v) + res(a(v)) = 0. In the Ramond case, we also
have an isomorphism ã : (Norm∗L)zµ → (Norm∗L)zν , and res(b(v⊗2)) + res(b(ã(v)⊗2)) = 0. For
more details see [18].

When z ∈ Σ ⊂ ΣC is a contracted boundary which is Ramond, d̺, ˜̺ lift to complex anti-linear
isomorphisms between the fibers of Norm∗ωΣC

, Norm∗L in z±, where z+ is the preimage of z in
Norm(Σ), and z− is the preimage of z in Norm(Σ̄). By composing with a, ã we get anti-linear
involutions on the fibers at z+. This defines real lines which we denote by (ω̺

Σ)z+, (L˜̺)z+, together

with maps res : (ω̺
Σ)z+ ≃

√
−1R, where

√
−1 is the root of −1 in the upper half plane, and

b2 : (L˜̺)z+ → (ω̺
Σ)z+ , defined by b2(v) = b(v⊗2).

We say that the real spin structure is compatible in a contracted boundary z if z is a Ramond
node of ΣC and the image of b2 is in the positive imaginary half line res−1(

√
−1R≥0).

The real spin structure is compatible if it is compatible in contracted boundaries and away of
special boundary points. Compatibility away from special points is defined as in the smooth case.

A lifting of a compatible real spin structure is a choice of a section

s ∈ Γ(S0(L˜̺) → Σ̺
C \ (∪α∈OB(Σα))),

where S0 stands for the rank zero sphere bundle. The notions of alternations and of legal marked
point or a legal half node are as in the smooth case.
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Note that the definition of the lifting includes, for any contracted boundary node z, a choice of
a lifting for the contracted boundary, i.e., with the above notations and identifications, a choice of
direction in (L˜̺)z+ which is mapped by res ◦ b2 to the ray

√
−1R≥0.

Proposition 2.19. (a) A real spin structure on a stable surface, twisted or not, induces a real
spin structure, possibly twisted, on any open component of the normalization and a possibly
twisted spin structure on any closed component of it. For any node of Σ, the induced struc-
ture is either twisted in both of its preimages in the normalization, or not twisted in both.
The former case is the Ramond case, the latter is Neveu-Schwarz. If there are no Ramond
nodes then the spin structures on the closed components of the normalization, together with
the real spin structures on its open components, determine the real spin structure on Σ.

(b) If the real spin structure is compatible, then so is the induced structure on any open com-
ponent of the normalization. In this case, in particular, there are no twists in boundary
marked points, and no boundary Ramond nodes. In case there are no Ramond internal
nodes but there may be contracted boundaries, compatible spin structures on the normaliza-
tion determine the compatible spin structure on Σ.

(c) A lifting on Σ induces a lifting on the normalization. A lifting on the normalization,
together with a choice of a direction in (res ◦ b2)−1(

√
−1R≥0) for the preimage z+ of any

contracted boundary, induces a lifting on Σ.

Proof. The fact that the twisted spin structure induces one on the normalization by pull back,
and is induced by one, when there are no Ramond nodes is already true in the closed case, see for
example [18]. Moreover, it is shown there that given the structures on the normalization and the
identifications of the stalks in preimages of nodes, see Remark 2.18, the twisted spin structure on
the surface is determined. The involution extends uniquely by continuity.

The second claim follows from the fact that one can examine compatibility away from special
points. Ramond boundary nodes can not appear by Proposition 2.16. If z is a contracted boundary,
there is a single, up to sign, possible identification map ã, as in Remark 2.18. Now, if ã makes the
contracted boundary compatible, with respect to the involution, −ã will make it not compatible,
and vice versa. The last statement is evident. �

Definition 2.20. A twisted closed stable spin surface is a closed stable surface (Σ, {zi}i∈I), together
with a spin structure twisted in {zi}i∈I1 . In case I1 = ∅, we call it a stable closed spin surface.
A twisted open stable spin surface is a stable open surface (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I), together with a
compatible real spin structure twisted in {zi}i∈I1 . In case I1 = ∅, we call it a stable open spin
surface. A (twisted) stable spin surface with a lifting is a (twisted) open spin surface, together
with a lifting such that for any boundary node, exactly one half node is legal. If all the boundary
marked points are legal, the lifting is called a grading. A (twisted) stable spin surface with a
grading is effective if the underlying surface is, and, for any component of the normalization, with
genus 0, 3 special boundary points and no special internal points, its special points are legal.
A stable graded surface is a (non-twisted) stable spin surface with a grading. The isomorphism
notions are as in the smooth case.

The legality condition on the nodes may seem peculiar at first glance. However this is the
condition which allows smoothing the stable graded surface at a boundary node. The closed
analog of it is that the twists at the two half nodes of the same node must agree. In a nutshell,
as we will see in the next subsection, in a twisted spin surface any closed path which does not
pass through special points has a well defined notion of parity. By pinching the surface in that
path, a node is formed, and this node is NS or Ramond according to the parity of the pinched
path. Similarly, any oriented arc between boundary points, which avoids special points, also has
a well defined notion of parity. We will see in Proposition 2.31 that this parity changes if the
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Figure 6. In this figure we consider three stable graded spin surfaces. In these cases
the underlying surfaces are effective. ’+’ near a boundary marking or a boundary
half node indicates a legal point, while ’-’ indicates an illegal point. We omit the
labels. The graded surface on the left is non effective, since in the normalization the
middle components has one legal boundary marking, two illegal boundary markings
and no internal markings. On the other hand, the remaining two graded surface are
effective.

orientation of the arc changes. By pinching the arc one obtains a surface with a new boundary
node. The boundary node is NS, but the legality of its half nodes is determined by the parity of
the corresponding oriented arcs. See Lemma 2.39 for an exact statement. Interestingly, when the
node is separating the legality can be determined from the parity considerations of Proposition
2.32. Since in g = 0 all nodes are separating, the genus 0 theory could have been defined without
referring to the graded spin structure. These points will be discussed more in [36].

Notation 2.21. Denote by Spin(Σ) the set of isomorphism classes of graded spin structures on a
stable open surface Σ.

The definition of graded surfaces, together with Proposition 2.19, yield the corollary

Corollary 2.22. If Σ has no internal nodes there is a bijection between Spin(Σ) and

(a) isomorphism types of spin structures with a lifting on Norm(Σ), twisted precisely at preim-
ages of contracted boundaries, such that any boundary marked point of Σ is legal as a point
of Norm(Σ), and for any node of Σ exactly one half node in Norm(Σ) is legal.

(b) A choice of a direction in (res ◦ b2)−1(
√
−1R≥0) for the preimage z+ of any contracted

boundary.

2.3.3. An alternative definition for the smooth case. In this subsection we provide an alternative
definition for smooth spin surfaces with a lifting. This definition will be easier to work with.
Let (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zj}j∈I) be a smooth, open or closed, pointed Riemann surface. Choose any
Riemannian metric on it.

Notation 2.23. Denote by T 1Σ the S1−bundle of TΣ. For a simple smooth arc or a simple smooth
closed path γ ⊂ Σ we denote the S0−bundle of Tγ by T 1γ.

When the arc or path γ is oriented, T 1γ will stand for length 1 oriented tangent vector field to
γ. In particular we shall use the notation T 1∂Σ for the branch of T 1∂Σ which covers the direction
of the induced orientation on the boundary.

We consider T 1Σ as the S1−subbundle of length 1 vectors of TΣ. Similarly for T 1γ. We also
consider T 1γ as a S0−subbundle of T 1Σ|γ. In what follows we use these identifications without
mentioning a choice of metric. Different metrics will give rise to equivalent structures, and in fact,
one can make these definitions metric-independent by considering the S0 and S1 bundles as sub
quotients of the corresponding vector bundles.

For a point p ∈ Σ, a vector w ∈ TpΣ, and an angle θ ∈ R/2πR, let rθw = rθ(p)w, be the operator
of rotation by θ in the counterclockwise direction. We shall omit p from the notation when it is
clear from context. The operator rθ(p) is induced on T 1

pΣ, and we shall use the same notation.
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If u, w are two tangent vectors at p denote the counter clockwise angle from u to w by ∡(u, w).
For a smooth arc γ : [0, 1] → Σ, there exists a canonical trivialization

ς : [0, 1]× S1 → T 1Σ|γ,
defined by

ς(t, θ) = (γ(t), eiθvt), vt = (T 1)γ(t)γ.

This trivialization defines a continuous family of maps

{p(γ)ts : T 1
γ(s)Σ → T 1

γ(t)Σ}0≤s,t≤1,

uniquely determined by the condition

p2(ς
−1(γ(s), v)) = p2(ς

−1(γ(t), p(γ)tsv)),

where p2 is the projection on the second coordinate. One can extend the trivialization to the
piecewise smooth context by approximation. In case s = 0, t = 1 we omit them from the notation
and write p(γ). One can easily verify, in the piecewise smooth case, that if γ is composed of smooth
sub arcs, γi : [ai, ai+1] → Σ, where a0 = 0 < a1 < . . . < an = 1, and θi+1 is ∡(γ̇i|γi+1(ai+1), γ̇i|γi(ai+1)),
then

p(γ) = p(γn−1)rθn−1p(γn−2) . . . rθ1p(γ0).

We shall denote such γ by γ1 → γ2 → . . . γn. For a closed piecewise smooth path γ, we slightly
change the definition of p to be

p(γ) = rθ0p(γn−1)rθn−1p(γn−2) . . . rθ1p(γ0),

and note that this is in fact the identity map. We shall denote such γ by γ1 → γ2 → . . . γn → γ1.

Definition 2.24. A twisted spin structure S → Σ\ {zj}j∈I on a smooth marked Σ is a S1−bundle
on Σ \ {zj}j∈I together with a degree 2 cover bundle map

π = πS : S → T 1Σ|Σ\{zj}j∈I
.

For a point p ∈ Σ, a vector w ∈ Sp, and an angle θ ∈ R/4πZ, let Rθw = Rθ(p)w, be the operator
of rotation by θ in the counterclockwise direction. We shall omit p from the notation when it is
clear from context.

The parallel transport along γ : [0, 1] → Σ is the unique continuous family of maps

{P (γ)ts : Sγ(s) → Sγ(t)}0≤s,t≤1,

which covers {p(γ)ts}.We shall sometimes call P (γ)10v the parallel transport of v along γ, and write
it as P (γ)v.

Remark 2.25. Note that R covers r in the sense that if π(s) = v, for s ∈ Sp, v ∈ T 1
pΣ then

π(Rθ(p)s) = rθ(p)v = rθ(mod 2π)(p)v.

Observe that RαRβ = Rα+β . In addition, P,R commute:

Rθ(γ(t))P (γ)
t
sv = P (γ)tsRθ(γs)v.

Definition 2.26. A (twisted) spin structure S is associated with a function

q = qS : H1(Σ \ {zj}j∈I ,Z2) → Z2,

defined as follows. For x ∈ H1(Σ \ {zj}j∈I ,Z2), take a piecewise smooth connected representative
γ. Then p(γ) is the identity. Hence P (γ) is either the identity or minus the identity. We define
q(x) = q(γ) to be 1 in the former case, otherwise it is 0.

For any internal marked point zj, take a small disk Dj which surrounds it and contains no other
marked points in its closure. We define the twist in zj to be q(∂Dj).
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The following well known theorem was proven by Johnson [20], and states that q is a quadratic
enhancement of the Poincaré pairing 〈α, β〉.
Theorem 2.27. q is a well defined function on H1(Σ\{zj}j∈I ,Z2). For α, β ∈ H1(Σ\{zj}j∈I ,Z2),

q(α + β) = q(α) + q(β) + 〈α, β〉,
Proposition 2.28. If γ : [0, 1] → Σ \ {zj}j∈I is a piecewise smooth closed curve which bounds
a contractible domain, then P (γ)10 = R2π. Moreover, suppose Σ is a disk with a piecewise smooth
boundary γ. Let S → T 1Σ|γ be a double cover by a S1 bundle S. Then S can be extended to a
non-twisted spin structure on Σ if and only if P (γ)10 = R2π. In this case the extension is unique.
In particular, the spin structure can be extended to a marked point zi if and only if its twist is 0,
in that case the extension is unique.

The first part follows from Theorem 2.27, by taking α = β = [γ]. The other parts are also simple
and will be omitted.

Definition 2.29. Let (Σ, S) be an open marked Riemann surface, together with a (twisted) spin
structure. Suppose ∂Σ 6= ∅. A lifting is a choice of a section

s : ∂Σ \ {xi}i∈B → S|∂Σ\{xi}i∈B

which covers the oriented T 1(∂Σ \ {xi}i∈B).
For j ∈ B, suppose i : (−1

2
, 1
2
) → ∂Σ is a smooth orientation preserving embedding with

i(0) = xj , and xb /∈ i(−1
2
, 1
2
), b 6= j. In case

lim
x→0−

s(x) 6= lim
x→0+

s(x),

we say that the structure alternates in xj , and that xj is a legal point. Otherwise xj is illegal and
the structure does not alternate. We extend the definition of s to the boundary marked points by
s(x) = limx→0+ s(x).

A smooth spin surface with a lifting (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I , S, s) is a smooth open Riemann surface
together with a spin structure and a lifting. A smooth graded surface is a smooth spin surface with
a lifting, such that all boundary marked points are legal.

The notion of alternation can be generalized in the following manner.

Definition 2.30. A bridge is a piecewise smooth simple arc which meets the boundary only in its
two distinct endpoints x, y ∈ ∂Σ \ {xi}i∈B. Suppose we orient the bridge and parameterize it as

γ : [0, 1] → Σ, γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y.

Define Q(γ) ∈ Z2 by the equation

(15) R2π−αy(y)P (γ)Rαx(x)s(x) = R2πQ(γ)(y)s(y).

where

αx = ∡((T 1)x∂Σ, (T
1)xγ) ∈ [0, π], αy = ∡((T 1)y∂Σ, (T

1)yγ) ∈ [π, 2π].

Q(γ) depends on the orientation but not on the parametrization. An oriented bridge with Q = 1
is called a legal side of the bridge, otherwise it is called an illegal side.

Proposition 2.31. Let Σ be a smooth open spin surface with a lifting. Let γ be and denote by γ̄
the same bridge with opposite orientation. Then Q(γ) + Q(γ̄) = 1. Thus, any bridge has exactly
one legal side and exactly one illegal side.
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Proof. Work with the notations of Definition 2.30. For w ∈ {x, y}, α′
w is defined by α′

w =
∡((T 1)w∂Σ, (T

1)wγ̄). Observe that α′
x = αx + π, α′

y = αy − π. Apply R2πQ(γ̄)(y) to the left
hand side of (15). By Remark 2.25 the left hand side becomes

R2πQ(γ̄)(y)R2π−αy(y)P (γ)Rαx(x)s(x) = R2π−αy(y)P (γ)Rαx(x)R2πQ(γ̄)(x)s(x).

Using Equation (15) for γ̄, Remark 2.25 again, and the relations between αx, α
′
x and αy, α

′
y, the last

expression simplifies to RπP (γ̄)RπP (γ)s(y). By Proposition 2.28, applied to the piecewise smooth
closed curve γ → γ̄ → γ, this is just R2π(y)s(y).

Apply R2πQ(γ̄)(y) to the right hand side of (15), we obtain R2π(Q(γ)+Q(γ̄))(y)s(y). Thus,

R2π(y)s(y) = R2π(Q(γ)+Q(γ̄))(y)s(y),

and the claim follows. �

Proposition 2.32. (a) Suppose (Σ, {zi}i∈I , S) is a genus g closed spin surface. Suppose that
exactly l1 marked points have twist 1. Then l1 is even. For any closed Riemann surface
(Σ, {zi}i∈I), there exist 22g distinct non-twisted spin structures on Σ.

(b) Suppose (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I , S, s) is a genus g open spin surface with a lifting. Suppose that
exactly k+ of the boundary marked points are legal, and l1 internal marked points have twist
1. Then

l1 = g + 1 + k+(mod 2).

For any (Σ, {xi}i∈B, {zi}i∈I) ∈ MR
g,k,l with 2|g+k+1, there exist exactly 2g graded structures

on Σ.

Proof. For the first claim, let {Ci} be a family of non intersecting circles around each marked
point. Then

∑
Ci is homologous to 0. By Theorem 2.27, q(

∑
Ci) =

∑
q(Ci) = 0. For the number

of spin structures see, for example, [18].
Regarding the second claim, let Ci be as above, and for any boundary component ∂Σb, let Cb be

a curve surrounding this boundary, disjoint from it, but isotopic to it in Σ \ z. By the definitions
of q, Q one easily sees that q(Cb) is 1 plus the number of legal marked points of ∂Σb. Again∑

q(Ci) +
∑

q(Cb) = 0 (mod 2),

but this sum equals l1 + k+ + b (mod 2), where b is the number of boundaries. It is easy to see
that b = g + 1 (mod 2). For the number of graded structures see [36]. We will also obtain it as a
byproduct in Subsection 5.1, see the end of Example 5.18. �

Lemma 2.33. The definitions of smooth spin surfaces with a lifting, twisted or not, graded or not,
given in this subsection are equivalent to the analogous ones given in Subsection 2.3.1.

Starting with a real spin structure L in the sense of Subsection 2.3.1, S is just the S1− bundle
of L∗, and the lifting is the reduction of the lifting to that bundle. See [36] for more details, and
for the rather straightforward proof of equivalence.

2.3.4. A comment about the alternative definition in the stable case. In the stable case, by Propo-
sition 2.19, the sheaf L and the graded data determine the spin structures and liftings on the
normalization, hence by Lemma 2.33, determines the data of S, s for each component. However,
it is determined by it, again, using the same lemma and proposition, only when there are no Ra-
mond nodes. Even when there are such nodes, the data of S, s for each component determines L
and the graded data up to a finite choice of identification maps between stalks of half nodes and
liftings at the preimages of the contracted boundaries, as explained in the proof of Proposition
2.19. Therefore, since working with the S1−bundle and its lifting is more convenient, throughout
this paper we shall usually write (Σ, S, s) to indicate a spin structure with a lifting, and leave L
implicit. We shall sometimes even leave S, s implicit.
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Figure 7. Three examples of graded dual graphs. The numbers stands for the
markings, all twists are 0 unless ’tw = 1’ is written next to an element of HI . In
order to avoid confusion, legal half edges, the elements h ∈ HB with alt(h) = 1 are
decorated by + signs.

2.3.5. Spin graphs. It is useful to encode some of the combinatorial data of spin surfaces with a
lifting in graphs.

Definition 2.34. A (pre-)stable spin graph Γ with a lifting is a (pre-) stable graph

Γ = (V,H,∼=∼B ∪ ∼I) ,

together with a twist map tw : HI → Z2, and an alternation map alt : HB → Z2. we require

(a) tw(h) = tw(σ1(h)), for any h ∈ HI \ T I .
(b) alt(h) + alt(σ1(h)) = 1, for any h ∈ HB \ TB.
(c) ∀h ∈ HCB, tw(h) = 1.
(d) For v ∈ V O, then

∑

h∈(σB
0 )−1(v)

alt(h) +
∑

h∈(σI
0)

−1(v)

tw(h) = g(v) + 1(mod 2).

(e) For v ∈ V C

∑

h∈σ−1
0 (v)

tw(h) = 0.

A boundary half edge h, and in particular a tail with alt(h) = 0 is said to be illegal, otherwise it
is legal.

We say that the graph is stable if Γ is stable. We call Γ a graded graph if alt(t) = 1 for all
t ∈ TB, tw(t) = 0 for all t ∈ T I \HCB.

Γ is effective if its underlying graph is effective, alt(t) = 1 for all t ∈ TB, and for any v ∈ V O

without internal half edges its three boundary half edges have alt = 1.

The normalization Norm(Γ) is just the normalization of the underlying graph Γ, with the maps
tw, alt defined on the tails of Norm(Γ) by their values on the corresponding half edges of Γ. As in
the spinless case, whenever an internal tail of Γ is marked i 6= 0, the graph vi(Γ) is the component
of Norm(Γ) which contains tails i, but with the additional data of tw, alt.

When it is clear from the context that the dual graph under consideration is a spin graph with
a lifting, we sometimes omit the maps tw, alt from the notations.

Definition 2.35. An isomorphism between spin graphs with a lifting (Γ, tw, alt) and (Γ′, tw′, alt′)
is a tuple

f =
(
fV , fH

)

such that

(a) f : Γ → Γ′ is an isomorphism of stable graphs.
(b) tw′ = tw ◦ fH ; alt′ = alt ◦ fH |HB .

We denote by Aut(Γ) the group of the automorphisms of Γ = (Γ, tw, alt).
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We denote by G the set of isomorphism classes of all spin graphs with a lifting. We have a
natural map

f̃orspin : G → GR, f̃orspin(Γ, tw, alt) = Γ.

Write forspin for its restriction to graded graphs. We denote by Gg,k,l the set of isomorphism classes
of graded graphs with Image(mB) = [k], Image(mI) = [l]. Define Γg,k,l as the unique connected
graded dual graph with a single open vertex of genus g, exactly k boundary tails marked by [k],
exactly l internal tails marked by [l], HCB = ∅, and no further half edges.

To each graded stable marked surface Σ we associate a graded stable graph (Γ, tw, alt) as follows.
First, Γ = Γ (Σ) . Let w ∈ Σα be any special point of this component. It corresponds to some half
edge h. If h ∈ HI , then tw(h) is defined to be the twist in w. If h ∈ HB, then alt(h) = 1 if and
only if h is legal. For shortness we denote the graded stable graph corresponding to Σ by Γ (Σ) ,
omitting tw, alt from the notation. Note that Norm(Γ(Σ)) = Γ(Norm(Σ)), and whenever a i 6= 0
marks an internal marked point, then vi(Γ(Σ)) = Γ(Σi).

We can also extend the graph operations to the graded case. The smoothing of a stable spin
graph with a lifting (Γ, alt, tw), at f ∈ E is the stable graph

dfΓ = (Γ′, alt′, tw′)

such that df(Γ) = Γ′. Recall we may identify H ′ as a subset of H. We define tw′, alt′ as the
restrictions of tw, alt with respect to this identification. Given a set S = {f1, . . . , fn} ⊆ E (Γ),
define the smoothing at S as

dSΓ = dfn (. . . df2 (df1Γ) . . .) .

Note that again in case Γ = dSΓ
′, then H ′ is canonically identified as a subset of H, and alt, tw

respect this identification.
Again we define ∂! : G → 2G , and ∂ : G → 2G, by

∂!Γ = {Γ′| ∃S ⊆ E (Γ′) , Γ = dSΓ
′} , ∂Γ = ∂!Γ \ {Γ}.

And again these maps naturally extend to maps 2G → 2G .

2.3.6. Mg,k,l.

Notation 2.36. For Γ ∈ G, denote by MΓ the set of isomorphism classes of marked stable spin
surfaces with a lifting, associated to graph Γ.

Define
MΓ =

∐

Γ′∈∂!Γ

MΓ′ .

Define Mg,k,l = MΓg,k,l
. Similarly define Mg,k,l as the subspace parameterizing smooth surfaces.

For a marking i, denote by vi : MΓ → Mvi(Γ) the canonical map [Σ] → [Σi]. Observe that in
order to define this map we have used Proposition 2.19. If Σ has a contracted boundary, then Σi

has a marked Ramond point which corresponds to it. The passage from Σ to Σi forgets the lifting
at contracted boundaries.

Theorem 2.37 ([37]). The spaceMg,k,l is a compact smooth orbifold with corners of real dimension
3g − 3 + k + 2l. It is endowed with a canonical orientation.

We note that Mg,k,l is in general disconnected. Different connected components correspond to
different topologies with the same doubled genus, to different partitions of the boundary points
between boundary components, and sometimes also to different connected components of graded
spin structures.

The main difficulty in this theorem is the proof of orientability. The properties of the canonical
orientation will be detailed in Theorem 2.53 below. In Theorem 5.32, Proposition 5.48 and Corol-
lary 5.49 below we will provide a different proof for the orientability and for the properties of the
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canonical orientations. We now briefly review the proof that Mg,k,l is a compact smooth orbifold
with corners. As in the spinless case, we rely on [31]. We also refer the reader to [11, Lemma 3.5],
where a similar procedure, also based on [31], is applied to the moduli of r−spin disks.

Our starting point is the fact that in the closed setting the moduli space M1/2

g,n of twisted spin
curves is a smooth orbifold, see, for example [19]. Consider the following sequence:

(16) Mg,k,l
(5)→ M̂g,k,l

(4)→֒ M̃g,k,l
(3)→ R̃Mg,k,l

(2)→ RM1/2

g,k+2l

(1)→ M
′1/2

g,k+2l.

As in the spinless case we explain the notations throughout the steps below.

Step 1: First, M
′1/2

g,k+2l is the suborbifold of M1/2

g,k+2l, the moduli of stable marked 2−spin

curves, given by the condition that all the markings have twist 0. Inside this space, RM1/2

g,k+2l is
the fixed locus of the involution defined by

(C;w1, . . . , wk+2l, S) 7→ (C;w1, . . . , wk, wk+l+1, . . . , wk+2l, wk+1, . . . , wk+l, S),

where C and S are the same as C and S but with the conjugate complex structure. k is required

to satisfy 2 ∤ g + k. As the fixed locus of an anti-holomorphic involution RM1/2

g,k+2l is a smooth
compact real orbifold. It parameterizes isomorphism types of marked spin curves with an involution
˜̺ covering the conjugation ̺ on C, and 0 twists.

Step 2: The next step is to cut RM1/2

g,k+2l along the real simple normal crossings divisor
consisting of curves with at least one real node, via the real hyperplane blow-up of [31]. As in the

spinless case, this yields an orbifold with corners R̃Mg,k,l.

Step 3: Consider the subset of R̃M1/2

g,k+2l whose generic point is a smooth marked real spin

curves with nonempty real locus. Then M̃g,k,l is the disconnected 2-to-1 cover of this subset given,
as in the spinless case, by the choice of a distinguished half Σ, a connected component of C \ C̺.
Note that C = D(Σ).

Step 4: Inside M̃g,k,l, we denote by M̂g,k,l the union of connected components such that the
marked points wk+1, . . . , wk+l lie in the distinguished half, and that the spin structure is compatible.
The generic point in this orbifold has isotropy Z2, coming, in the level of objects, from scaling the
fibers of S by −1.

Step 5: Finally, Mg,k,l is the degree 2 cover of M̂g,k,l given by a choice of grading. The choice
of the grading cancels the global Z2 isotropy, since the −1 map is no longer an automorphism, as
it does not preserve the grading. As a cover, Mg,k,l is also endowed by an orbifold with corners
structure.

MΓ is a suborbifold with corners, which is the closure of MΓ, for any Γ ∈ Gg,k,l. The map Forspin
is an orbifold branched cover. A graded surface with b boundary nodes and contracted boundaries
belongs to a corner of the moduli space Mg,k,l of codimension b. Thus ∂Mg,k,l consists of graded
stable surfaces with at least one boundary node or contracted boundary. For details see [37]. We
should note that the same argument applies for the more general setting of the moduli space of
twisted spin surfaces with a lifting. These more general moduli spaces are also smooth orbifolds
with corners, but in general they are not orientable.

Remark 2.38. By Proposition 2.32, the degree of the map Forspin is 2
g. The automorphism group of

the underlying surface acts on the set of spin structures. When the surface is smooth this group is
generically trivial, but when it is not, it may happen that the fiber of Forspin is of cardinality smaller
than 2g. Still, even in this case its weighted cardinality, which takes into account the isotropies, is
2g, so that the orbifold degree in the smooth case is constant. When the topology becomes nodal
the number of graded spin structures on a given underlying surface may change. But still, for
any graded dual graph Γ the degree of Forspin restricted to MΓ is generically constant, and, when
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isotropy groups are taken into account, it is always constant. This constant is a power of 2 which
can be calculated from the graph structure of Γ using, for example, Proposition 2.19 and the first
paragraph in its proof, which relate spin structures on a stable surface and twisted spin structures
on its normalization.

The universal curve Cg,k,l → Mg,k,l is the space whose fiber over [Σ] ∈ Mg,k,l is Σ. Its topology
can be defined as in the closed case.

The following simple lemma is useful for understanding the geometry of Mg,k,l, see [36, 37] for
details.

Lemma 2.39. (a) q, Q are isotopy invariants, in the sense that if (Σs)0≤s≤1 is a path in Mg,k,l,
and (γt,s)0≤s,t≤1 is a continuous family of simple paths γ·,s ⊆ Σs →֒ Cg,k,l, which miss the
special points, and which are either all bridges or all closed. Then in case they are all
bridges then Q(γ·,s) is fixed, for any continuous choice of orientations on γ·,s, if they are
all closed, then q(γ·,s) is fixed.

(b) Suppose now that (Σs)0≤s≤1 is a path in Mg,k,l, and (γt,s)0≤s,t≤1 is a continuous family
of paths γ·,s ⊆ Σs →֒ Cg,k,l, which for s < 1 are simple and miss the special points, and
are either all bridges or all closed. Assume γ·,1 is a constant path mapped to a node or a
contracted boundary. Then if γ·,s are all closed, then the node is internal or a contracted
boundary and its twist is q(γ·,s), for any s < 1. If γ·,s are all open, then the node is a
boundary node. In this case, the illegal side of the bridges degenerate to the illegal half
node, in the sense of Definition 2.13.

In particular, by Proposition 2.31, exactly one of the half nodes of each boundary node
is legal.

(c) Two graded spin structures on Σ, without a Ramond node which give rise to the same pair
(q, Q) are isomorphic.

Remark 2.40. A classification of all pairs (q, Q) is given in [36].

Notation 2.41. We denote by F̃orspin the canonical map

F̃orspin : MΓ → MR
forspin(Γ)

defined by forgetting the twisted spin structure and the lifting. Write Forspin for the restriction to

graded moduli. The definitions of F̃orspin, Forspin make sense also when Γ is closed (and then the
lifting is trivial).

We end this subsection with a brief illustration of the phenomenon underlying the branched cover
property of the map Forspin. The branching phenomenon occurs along strata which parameterize
surfaces with internal nodes, and therefore happens, and from the same geometric reasoning,
also in the setting of the closed 2−spin intersection theory. We shall explain it in this setting
for the simplicity of notations. Let Σ0 be a curve with a single non separating node, and let
Σ1 be its smoothing, so that Σ0 is obtained from Σ1 by pinching at some simple smooth closed
path γ. Let (Σt)t∈[0,1] be a path in the moduli of curves, interpolating between Σ1,Σ0. This path
induces an identification of H1(Σt,Z2) for t > 0, which in the limit t → 0 corresponds to the
surjection obtained by taking the quotient [γt] = 0, where [γt] is the generator of H1(Σt,Z2) which
corresponds to [γ] ∈ H1(Σ1,Z2) under this isomorphism. Let α be any element of H1(Σ1,Z2)
satisfying 〈α, γ〉 = 1. Denote by α′ the element in H1(Σ0,Z2) which corresponds to α after the
pinching, via the aforementioned surjection. Let B1 be an ordered basis of H1(Σ1,Z2) whose first
two elements are [γ] and [α], and the remaining basis elements do not intersect [γ]. Define, for t > 0
Bt as the image of B1 under the isomorphism, and extend to t = 0 via the mentioned surjection.
Now choose any spin structure of Σ0 which gives all markings twist 0 and makes the node NS.
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Recall that spin structures on smooth curves are determined by the map q of Definition 2.26, using
the rule of Theorem 2.27, and any map which satisfies this rule gives rise to such a spin structure.
Recall also that spin structures on Σ0 which give all markings twist 0 and make the node NS are
in bijection with spin structures on the normalization of Σ0, giving all of its special points twist
0. Assign a number q(β) to any element β ∈ B1 \ {γ}, and put q(γ) = 0. Recall Lemma 2.39. The
identifications between the different Bt, t > 0 define a spin structure St on Σt for any t > 0. It
extends to a spin structure on Σ0 with a NS node. We can also define spin structure S′

t, t > 0
whose restrictions to Bt are the same, except for the elements which correspond to α, on which
they are opposite. Both (Σt, St)t∈[0,1] and (Σt, S′

t)t∈[0,1] are paths in the moduli of 2−spin curves
which have the same limit point (Σ0, S0) = (Σ0, S′

0), and which cover the same path (Σt)t∈[0,1] in
the moduli of curves. The existence of the paths is due to the fact that q(α′) is undefined, and
this data loss is the reason for the appearance of the branched cover phenomenon.

In case of a separating NS node, this argument no longer works, however in this case the
automorphism group of the spin structure becomes larger: Scaling the fibers of the spin bundle
by −1 on each one of the two components is an automorphism. This growth of the automorphism
group implies that the orbifold degree of the restriction of Forspin to such strata decreases.

2.4. The line bundles Li.

Definition 2.42. Let Γ be a stable graph with an internal tail marked i 6= 0. The line bundle

Li → MR
Γ is the line bundle whose fiber at (Σ, {xj}j∈B, {zj}j∈I) ∈ MR

Γ is T ∗
zi
Σ. This bundle can

also be defined by pulling back the corresponding relative cotangent line over the closed moduli
space, via the doubling map.

Let Γ be a spin graph with a lifting and an internal tail marked i 6= 0. The line bundle Li → MΓ

is the line bundle whose fiber at (Σ, {xj}j∈B, {zj}j∈I) ∈ MΓ is T ∗
zi
Σ. Equivalently, this bundle can

be defined as the pullback of Li → MR
f̃orspin(Γ)

by the map F̃orspin.

2.5. Boundary conditions and intersection numbers. We begin with a simple observation

Observation 2.43. Let (Σ, S, s) be a smooth marked surface with a spin structure and a lifting, Σ′

the marked surface obtained by forgetting points {xb}b∈B′ where B′ is a subset of illegal boundary
marked points. Then S is canonically a (twisted) spin structure for Σ′, and s canonically extends
to a lifting on Σ′. In particular, a marked point is legal for (Σ′, S, s) if and only if it is legal for
(Σ, S, s).

Definition 2.44. Consider Γ ∈ Gg,k,l and i ∈ [l], and let v = i/σ0 be the vertex of Γ which contains
the tail marked i. Denote by v∗i (Γ) the following graph, which will be called the abstract vertex of
i in Γ, or just the abstract vertex for shortness.

(a) V (v∗i (Γ)) = {∗}, a singleton. It is open if and only if v is.
(b) T I(v∗i (Γ)) = (σI

0)
−1(v). Any internal tail of v∗i (Γ) which corresponds to a tail marked by

j ∈ [l] is be marked j, otherwise it is marked 0. The twist of any tail of v∗i (Γ) is the same
as the twist of the corresponding half edge of v. HCB = ∅.

(c) TB(v∗i (Γ)) = {h ∈ (σB
0 )

−1(v)| alt(h) = 1}, and all of these boundary tails are marked 0.
(d) g(v∗i (Γ)) = g(v), E(v∗i (Γ)) = ∅.

Define the map forillegal : G → G, which forgets all tails t ∈ TB with alt(t) = 0. As a consequence
of Observation 2.43, it induces a map at the level of moduli spaces, which will be denoted by
Forillegal.

Write ΦΓ,i = Forillegal ◦ vi : MΓ → Mv∗i (Γ)
. This map extend to a map MΓ → Mv∗i (Γ)

, and we
also denote the extension by ΦΓ,i.
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Figure 8. In this figure to the right side of each dual graded spin graph its cor-
responding abstract vertices are shown. Again, half edges h with alt(h) = 1 are
decorated with ’+’.
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Figure 9. In this figure the graded surface on the right of each row is the image
(as a moduli point) of ΦΓ,1(Σ) where Σ is the corresponding surface to the left of
the same row, and Γ is the dual graph which corresponds to Σ.

At the level of surfaces, ΦΓ,i(Σ), for Σ ∈ MΓ, is the graded smooth surface obtained from Σ by
normalizing the nodes which correspond to the edges of Γ, taking the component of zi, forgetting
all illegal half nodes which were formed, renaming all remaining special points by 0, and forgetting
the lifting at preimages of contracted boundaries, see Figure 9

Observation 2.45. For Γ as above, the two orbifold line bundles, Li → MΓ, and Φ∗
Γ,i(Li → Mv∗i (Γ)

)
are canonically isomorphic.

For a proof, see [33] (it is proven there for the g = 0 case, but the same argument works in
general).

In order to define the open intersection numbers we need to define, following [33, 37] special
canonical multisections. We first recall what multisections are, and refer the reader to [10, Appen-
dix A] for more details and references.

Definition 2.46. Let E → M be a orbibundle over an orbifold with corners, and we identify
E with its total space. A multisection is a function κ : E → Q≥0 which satisfies the following
properties. For any p ∈ M, let (F → U)/G be a local model for E → M in a neighborhood of p,
where U ≃ Rm × Rn−m

≥0 , p is identified with 0, F ≃ U × Rh, the map π : F → U is the projection
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and G is a finite group acting linearly on the pair, commuting with π. Denote by κ̂ the pullback
of κ to a G−invariant function on F. Then,

(a) for all y ∈ U,
∑

v∈π−1(y)

κ̂(v) = 1.

(b) We can find sections s1, . . . , sN : U → F, perhaps after replacing U with a smaller neighbor-
hood of 0, and non negative rational numbers µ1, . . . , µN , such that for all y ∈ U, v ∈ π−1(y)

κ̂(v) =
∑

i|si(y)=v

µi.

The sections s1, . . . , sN are called local branches and the numbers µ1, . . . , µN are their weights.
The locus where κ 6= 0, which is locally the union of its local branches, is called the support of the
multisection. The elements in the support of κ which lie in the fiber Ep of E over p form set of
values of the multisection at p.

Although the support does not, in general, capture all the information of the multisection, we
usually refer to the multisection κ by its support s, and write s(x) for the values of the multisection
at x. IfN = 1 for all p ∈M then the multisection is just a usual section. The multisection is smooth
(piecewise smooth) if all its local branches are smooth (piecewise smooth). Many of the natural
operations and properties of sections of vector bundles generalize to multisections of orbibundles
in a natural way. These include addition of multisections, multiplications by functions f :M → R
and most transversality statements. We say that the multisection is nowhere vanishing if none of
its branches vanishes, or equivalently κ(x, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ M. The multisection is transverse to
zero if all its branches are transverse to the zero section, and it has isolated zeroes, if all its local
branches have isolated zeroes. x is a zero of the multisection if κ(x, 0) 6= 0, that is, at least one of
the local branches at x vanishes at x. The zero locus of a multisection is the set of its zeroes.

Definition 2.47. Suppose A ⊆ Gg,k,l is a collection of graphs with at least one boundary edge. A
piecewise smooth multisection s of Li → ∪Γ∈AMΓ is called special canonical on ∪Γ∈AMΓ if for all
Λ ∈ ∂!Γ

s|MΛ
= Φ∗

Λ,is
v∗i (Λ),

for some piecewise smooth multisection sv
∗
i (Λ) of Li → Mv∗i (Λ)

.
In case A ⊆ Gg,k,l is the collection of all graphs with at least one boundary edge, we say that s

as above is special canonical.
A multisection s =

⊕
i∈[l],j∈[ai]

sij , of
⊕

i L
⊕aj
i is special canonical if each component sij is special

canonical.

Intuitively, being special canonical means that the multisection depends only on the irreducible
component of zi in the normalization, after forgetting the locations of the illegal boundary half
nodes and the liftings at contracted boundaries.

Still following [10, Appendix A], let p ∈ M be an internal point, and let s be a multisection
with isolated zeroes. We assume that E,M are oriented and than rk(E) = dim(M). Take a local
model (F → U)/G for the neighborhood of p as in Definition 2.46. Choose a metric on U, a metric
on the fibers Rh, and let π′ : F → Rh be the projection on the Rh component. Let B be a small
ball around 0 (which is identified with p), which contains no zero of s except, possibly, 0. Denote
by S the unit sphere in Rh. We use the orientations of M, E to endow S, ∂B with the induced
orientations as the boundaries of oriented balls. We define degp(si), the local degree of si at p as
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the degree of the map t : ∂B → S, where

t(x) =
π′(si(x))

|π′(si(x))|
.

This definition is independent of choices. The weight of p in the zero locus of s is defined as

(17) ǫp =
1

|G|

N∑

i=1

µidegp(si).

If s has a finite zero locus {p1, . . . , pt}, then the weighted signed zero count of s is
∑t

i=1 ǫpi(s) ∈ Q.
Let s be a piecewise smooth multisection of E → ∂M, where E →M is an oriented orbibundle

over a compact oriented orbifold with corners. Suppose s vanishes nowhere. For any piecewise
smooth multisection s̃ extending s to the interior of M with isolated zeroes, the weighted signed
zero count of s̃ is the same. This follows from standard cobordism arguments (see, for example
[16, Section 3], for the case ∂M = ∅ the addition of boundary does not complicate the argument2),
and it is also a consequence of Proposition 3.3, whose proof is sketched below. We denote this
number by

∫
M
e(E, s) and call it the integral of the relative Euler class of E relative to s.

Remark 2.48. The relative Euler class e(E, s) ∈ Hn(M, ∂M,Q), where E → M is an oriented
orbibundle over a compact oriented orbifold with corners with rk(E) = dim(M) = n, is defined
whenever s is a nowhere vanishing boundary condition for E → M. Integrating, or capping with
the fundamental class, gives by Poincaré-Lefschetz duality, an element of H0(M,Q) ≃ Q. This
element is precisely what we defined as the integral of the relative Euler class. For our needs the
definition of the relative Euler class itself is not needed. See the appendix in [10] for more details
and references.

The integral relative Euler class can be defined for orbifold sphere bundles rather than orbifold
vector bundles, for example by using an embedding of the sphere bundle into the vector bundle
using a choice of a metric for the vector bundle, and inducing the boundary conditions by this
embedding. The resulting integrals are the same when working with a vector bundle E or with its
associated sphere bundle. We shall use these two notions interchangeably throughout the paper.

Observation 2.49. Suppose E → M is an oriented orbibundle over a compact oriented piecewise
smooth orbifold with corners with rk(E) = dim(M) = n and s a nowhere vanishing multisection
of E → ∂M. Let f : N → M be a surjection between compact oriented piecewise smooth orbifolds
with corners of dimension n which maps ∂N onto ∂M. Suppose that f is generically of degree 1,
meaning that outside of a subspace K ⊂M which is a union of finitely many compact suborbifolds
of M of real codimension 1 f is injective. Then∫

N

e(f ∗E, f ∗s) =

∫

N

e(E, s).

Indeed, standard transversality arguments show that a generic piecewise extension of s to M
will have no zeroes in K. Using the pull back to N of such a generic extension proves the claim.

The following theorem has appeared in [33] in the genus 0 case, and will appear in [37] for all
genera.

Theorem 2.50. Suppose a1, . . . , al ≥ 0 are integers which sum to k+2l+3g−3
2

. Then one can choose
multisections {sij}i∈[l],j∈[ai] such that

(a) For all i, j sij is a special canonical multisection of Li → ∂Mg,k,l.

2In [16] the definition of multisections is slightly different, as a section to the symmetric product of the orbifold
vector bundle. However a multisection in our terminology induces in a natural way a multisection in the terminology
of that paper, and the definitions of the zero counts agree.
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(b) The multisection s =
⊕

i,j sij vanishes nowhere.

Moreover, for any two choices {sij}, {s′ij} which satisfy the above requirements we have
∫

Mg,k,l

e(
⊕

i

L
⊕aj
i , s) =

∫

Mg,k,l

e(
⊕

i

L
⊕aj
i , s′)

where s′ =
⊕

i,j s
′
ij.

For completeness, and since [37] is yet to appear, we will shortly review the proof of first
claim in the theorem. We will not review the ’Moreover’ part, since it will be a consequence
of our main theorem, Theorem 1.5, which calculates the integral of the relative Euler class, and
obtains an answer which does not involve the special canonical multisection, without relying on
the assumption that the integral is independent of the multisection.

The proof that nowhere vanishing special canonical boundary conditions exist has two steps.
The first step shows that for any boundary point p ∈ ∂Mg,k,l there exists a special canonical
multisection such that none of its branches vanishes at p. This step is the heart of the argument, it
is similar but not identical to [33, Proposition 3.49(a)] and we will review it in the next paragraph.
The second step uses the multisections constructed in the first step to construct nowhere vanishing
boundary conditions: Using the first step, and compactness one can find finitely many canonical
multisections s1, . . . , sN of E =

⊕
i∈[l],j∈[ai]

L⊕ai
i , such that for any boundary point p ∈ ∂Mg,k,l,

and any choice of local branches s′i of si at p, the vectors (s
′
i)p, i ∈ [N ] span the fiber EN . Then, by

a standard transversality argument, a generic linear combination of s1, . . . , sN will be a nowhere
vanishing canonical multisection. By generic we mean that the subset of linear combinations of
s1, . . . , sN with this property is residual in set of all possible linear combinations. The proof of
this step is identical to [33, Lemma 3.53(a)], and we refer the interested reader there.

We turn to explain the first step. Fix p ∈ ∂Mg,k,l and i ∈ [l]. Suppose p belongs to the stratum
MΓ, for some graded spin dual graph Γ. corresponds to the graded surface Σ. Let u ∈ (Li)p be
an arbitrary non zero vector. Finally, let [Σ′] be the image of p = [Σ] under the map ΦΓ,i, and
write G = Aut(Σ). The action of G lifts to an action on the cotangent of the ith marking, that is,
on (Li)[Σ′], the fiber of Li at [Σ

′]. By Observation 2.45, the fibers of Li at [Σ
′], [Σ] are isomorphic,

canonically up to the action of G on (Li)[Σ′]. Thus, the G−action lifts also to (Li)[Σ]. Write

u = {u1, . . . , um} = {g · u|g ∈ G}.
We will construct a special canonical multisection of Li whose branches at p have values u, with

equal weights. Set

Vg,k,l = {v∗i (Λ)|Λ ∈ ∂!Γg,k,l},
i.e. Vg,k,l is the collection of abstract vertices v∗i (Λ) for any graded spin graph Λ that corresponds
to a stratum of Mg,k,l. We will construct for any v ∈ Vg,k,l a special canonical multisection sv for
Li → Mv. These multisections are required to be compatible in the following sense. Let v ∈ Vg,k,l,
let Λ ∈ ∂v be a graph which corresponds to a boundary stratum of Mv, and let v′ = v∗i (Λ). It is
easy to see that v′ ∈ Vg,k,l. We require, for all such v,Λ that

(18) sv|MΛ
= Φ∗

Λ,is
v′ .

These constraints, for different Λ are compatible. See the explanation in the beginning of the
proof of [33, Proposition 3.49], which extends to our setting. This construction will provide, in
particular, a construction of a special canonical multisection for v∗i (Γg,k,l), which is the same graded
dual graph as Γg,k,l except that the boundary tails which are marked 0. The pull-back of this section
by the canonical map

MΓg,k,l
→ Mv∗i (Γg,k,l),
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which changes the boundary markings to 0 will be the required multisection.
Write v∗ = v∗i (Γ) and a = dim(Mv∗), where Γ is the dual graph which corresponds to Σ. The

construction of multisections sv, v ∈ Vg,k,l, will be by induction on d = dimMv. The basis is
d = −1, which holds trivially since there are no such vertices. Suppose we have constructed
multisections with the required properties for all v′ with dimMv′ < d. Consider v ∈ Vg,k,l with
d = dimMv. Note that v needs not to be an open vertex, and may even have internal tails with
tw = 1. Write Υ =

∐
Λ∈∂v MΛ. Define first sv|Υ according to (18), where the right hand side

of the compatibility equations is already defined by induction. We now extend sv to the whole
moduli space Mv. Here we separate into cases. If v 6= v∗, we extend arbitrarily. If v = v∗ we
extend arbitrarily, but under the requirement that sv

∗

[Σ′] = u, meaning that each ui appears in some

branches of sv
∗

, and with the same total weight. This can be done for example in the following
way. Let ρ : Mv∗ → [0, 1] be a smooth function which is 1 near [Σ′] and 0 near Υ. Let s′ be
an arbitrary extension of the already defined sv

∗ |Υ to Mv∗ , and s′′ an arbitrary multisection of
Li → Mv∗ which has the required values [Σ′]. Then one can take

sv
∗

= ρs′′ + (1− ρ)s′.

The induction follows3, and thus also the proof.
For the benefit of the reader we now explain the difference between this proof and the proof of

[33, Proposition 3.49(a)], and the intuitive reason for why canonical boundary conditions should
give rise to well defined intersection numbers. In [33] there were no contracted boundaries and
all boundary nodes where separating. In this case the definition of canonical boundary conditions
can be given without spin structure, only by using parity considerations: For each node precisely
one half node is forgotten, and the forgotten half nodes are chosen in the unique way which leaves
on each connected component of genus s of the normalized surface a total number of unforgotten
special boundary points whose parity is s+1 (mod 2). This numerical reasoning cannot work when
there are non separating nodes. However, as it turns out, this parity notion neatly generalizes to
the notion of a graded spin structure, and the forgotten half nodes are precisely the illegal ones.
The importance of this scheme is that it forces the boundary conditions to be pulled back from a
real codimension 2 space rather than from a codimension 1 space (the codimension is with respect
to the dimension of the whole moduli space).

This idea cannot work in case of moduli strata which parameterize surfaces with a contracted
boundary component. However, for such surfaces, for any contracted boundary component, there
are two possible choices of liftings. Moreover, by the ’Moreover’ part of Theorem 2.53 below,
the boundary strata of the moduli which correspond to the different choices of liftings come with
opposite orientations. Since, in the definition of the base, the lifting in such points is forgotten,
the boundary conditions should be the same, for these two boundary strata4.

These two properties are strong enough to guarantee that the integrals are well defined: The
dimension reduction, together with a standard transversality argument, enables one to construct
a homotopy between any two choices of canonical boundary conditions s, s′, which does not van-
ish on boundary strata which correspond to surfaces with a boundary node. It may vanish on
boundary strata which correspond to surfaces with contracted boundaries, but these vanishings

3In the proof of the corresponding claim in [33] the multisection were also required to satisfy some invariance
under symmetry groups. In our case, since we work with orbifolds and orbibundles, this invariance is part of the
definition of being a multisection, see the appendix of [10]. In [33] the orbifoldness was implicit, and was a result
of forgetting the boundary markings. In higher genus even the moduli with injective markings is an orbifold.

4Essentially this discussion says that such codimension 1 boundaries can be glued, and that the integrals can
be calculated with respect to the glued moduli space. In an earlier version of this manuscript we have chosen this
path, but we believe that this gluing is less elegant than the equivalent choice of unglued boundaries we make here.
The cost of this choice is that there are now additional boundary conditions to impose and to analyze.
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cancel in pairs, which differ in the liftings of these contracted boundaries. This homotopy argu-
ment thus shows that s, s′ determine the same integral. In the course of proof of Theorem 1.5 this
independence will become manifest.

Based on Theorem 2.50 can now define open intersection numbers.

Definition 2.51. With the notations of Theorem 2.50, define the open intersection number

〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉g := 2−
g+k−1

2

∫

Mg,k,l

e(
⊕

i

L
⊕aj
i , s),

where s is a nowhere vanishing special canonical multisection.

The power of 2 is a normalization factor chosen in [33] which makes some initial conditions nicer,
but has no geometric or algebraic importance.

Since we define the intersection numbers to be 0 unless the numerical condition of Theorem 2.50
holds, the genus is determined from knowing k, l, a1, . . . , al and for this reason we will usually omit
it from the notation and simple write 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉 for 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉g.

2.6. The orientation of Mg,k,l. As mentioned above, the spaces Mg,k,l were proved to be ori-
entable, and moreover were given canonical orientations. In order to state properties of these
orientations that will be required for later, we need the following definition.

Definition 2.52. Let M be an oriented orbifold with corners. Then ∂M is also orientable. The
induced orientation on ∂M, is defined by the exact sequence

0 → N → TM |∂M → T∂M → 0,

where N, the dimension 1 normal bundle of ∂M in M, is oriented by taking the outward normal
as a positive direction and the orientation on TM is the given one.

For the benefit of the reader, we recall the construction of the induced orientation also in terms
of local coordinates. Let p be a boundary point which is not a corner, a local neighborhood of
p is diffeomorphic to (R≥0 × Rn−1)/G, for some finite group G which acts on Rn, and under the
diffeomeorphism p is mapped to the origin. By the orientability assumption G acts in an orientation
preserving manner, and we may assume that the orientation induced on Rn by the diffeomorphism
is the standard one. Since p is a boundary point, {0} × Rn−1 is preserved by G, and since G acts
on R≥0 × Rn−1, by definition R≥0 × Rn−1 is preserved. Take an oriented frame (v1, v2, . . . , vn) for
Rn, which is in the class of the standard orientation, such that v1 has negative first coordinate
and the remaining vectors of the frame have the first coordinate 0. Then (v2, . . . , vn) is a frame
for {0} × Rn−1. For g ∈ G, (gv1, . . . , gvn) is in the same orientation class as the original frame.
Since R≥0 × Rn−1, is preserved under G, gv1 has a negative first coordinate. Since {0} × Rn−1 is
preserved under G, the first coordinate of each gvi, i ≥ 2 is 0, we obtain that

(gv2, . . . , gvn), (v2, . . . , vn)

are in the same orientation class. This class is defined as the orientation frame, which defines the
local orientation at p. We extend the orientation to the whole boundary by continuity.

The next theorem, proven in [37], describes some useful properties of the canonical orientations
of Mg,k,l, properties that characterize these orientations uniquely.

Theorem 2.53. There is a unique choice of orientations oΓ, for any graded graph Γ all of whose
connected components contain a single vertex, which satisfy the following requirements:

(a) The 0− dimensional spaces MΓ, for Γ ∈ {Γ0,1,1,Γ0,3,0}, are oriented positively.
(b) If Γ = {Γ1, . . . ,Γr}, the connected components, then oΓ = ⊠

r
i=1oΓi

.
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(c) Let Γ be a graded stable graph with a single boundary edge, e, and put Λ = deΓ. Denote by
Γ′ the graph obtained by detaching that edge into two tails t, t′ with alt(t) = 1, alt(t′) = 1,
and forgetting the tail t. Note that we have a fibration MΓ → MΓ′ , whose fiber over the
graded surface Σ ∈ MΓ′, is naturally identified with ∂Σ \ {xi}i∈B(Γ′). Then the induced

orientation on MΓ as a codimension 1 boundary of MΛ, agrees with the orientation on
MΓ induced by the fibration MΓ → MΓ′, where the base is given the orientation oΓ′ , and
the fiber over Σ gets the orientation of ∂Σ.

Moreover, these orientations have the following additional property. For Γ as above, let C be a
connected component of MΓ which parameterizes surfaces with at least one boundary component
which contains no boundary markings. Let C ′ be another connected component which parameterizes
surfaces which differ from those of C only at the grading in that boundary component, which is
opposite. There is a natural map Ψ : C → C ′ which maps a stable graded marked surface to
the same surface only with the opposite grading at this boundary component. Let C×, C

′
× be the

boundary strata of C, C ′ respectively which parameterize surfaces in which this boundary component
is contracted, and let oC×

, oC′
×
be the orientations induced on these subspaces by C, C ′ respectively.

Then Ψ maps C× bijectively on C ′
×,

oC′
×
= −Ψ∗oC×

.

The difficulty in this theorem lies in the existence and the ’Moreover’ parts, which will be
proven by other means below. Given the existence, the uniqueness follows easily using induction
on dimension. In [37] also the behavior of the orientations with respect to strata with internal
nodes is explained, but it is not required for our needs.

3. Sphere bundles and relative Euler class

Given a rank n complex vector bundle π : E →M, and a metric on it, one can define the sphere
bundle π : S = S(E) = S2n−1(E) → M whose fiber Sp at p ∈M is the set of length 1 vectors in Ep,
the fiber of E at p, with the induced orientation. Given a sphere bundle S →M, its linearization
is the space

S × R≥0/ ∼,
where (v, r) ∼ (v′, r′) if either r = r′ = 0, or v = v′, r = r′. This space can be endowed with a
natural linear structure, a metric and a projection to M. When S = S(E) the linearization of S
recovers E. The sphere bundle of E can be defined also without referring to a metric, by removing
the 0−section and taking the quotient by the R+ action. Different metrics give rise to isomorphic
sphere bundles

Definition 3.1. An angular form for E (or for S) is a (2n− 1)−form Φ on S which satisfies the
following two requirements:

(a)
∫
Sp

Φ = 1, for all p ∈M.

(b) dΦ = −π∗Ω where Ω is some 2n−form on M.

Then, the form Ω is a local representative of the top Chern form of E → M, and will be called
the Euler form which corresponds to Φ. Denote by Φ also the form on E \M, where we identify
E and its total space, defined by P ∗Φ, where P : E \M → S(E), is the map

(p, v) → (p, v/|v|), p ∈ M, v ∈ E \M.

It is straightforward that

Observation 3.2. The form |v|Φ extends to a form on all the total space of E.

We will use the following claim.
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Proposition 3.3. Let E → M be a real oriented rank 2n vector bundle on a smooth oriented
manifold with boundaryM of real dimension 2n. Let Φ be an angular form, and Ω its corresponding
Euler form. Given a nowhere vanishing section s ∈ Γ(E → ∂M), one can define the integral of
the relative Euler class, and it holds that

∫

M

e(E, s) =

∫

M

Ω +

∫

∂M

s∗Φ.

Moreover, the statement also holds if E → M is an orbifold vector bundle over an orbifold with
corners, and s is a nowhere vanishing multisection over the boundary.

This claim is well known, in the case of manifolds, and the extension to orbifolds is straight
forward. We briefly recall the proof of the claim for manifolds, referring the reader to [4, Ch. 11]
for further details, we then explain the changes required for handling the orbifold case. As usual
we are interested in the integral of the relative Euler class, rather than the class itself.

We wish to calculate
∫
M
e(E, s), the weighted number of zeroes of an extension of s to M to

a section with isolated zeroes. Let s̄ be such an extension, and let p1, . . . , pm be its zeroes. By
choosing diffeomorphisms from neighborhood of p1, . . . , pm to open sets in Rn, we can define, for
small enough r, Mr = M \ ⋃m

i=1Br(pi), where Br(p) is the ball around p, and sections sr which
are the restrictions of s̄ to ∂Mr . By taking r to be even smaller we may assume that the balls are
disjoint. By Stokes’s theorem, s̄ being a global section over Mr, and the definition of the angular
form,

∫

M

Ω = lim
r→0

∫

Mr

Ω = lim
r→0

∫

Mr

s̄∗π∗Ω

= − lim
r→0

∫

Mr

s̄∗dΦ = − lim
r→0

∫

∂Mr

s∗rΦ = −
∫

∂M

s∗Φ+
m∑

i=1

lim
r→0

∫

∂Br(pi)

s∗rΦ.

For each i = 1, . . . , m, and small enough r,
∫
∂Br(pi)

s∗rΦ is the order of vanishing of s̄ at pi (see [4,

Theorem 11.16]). Thus, the RHS of the previous equation equals
∫
M
e(E, s)−

∫
∂M

s∗Φ, as needed.
The argument works also in the orbifold case. One first shows that Stokes’s theorem generalizes

to the case of orbifolds with corners and multisections of the vector bundle Λ•(T ∗M) instead of
sections of this bundle (differential forms). For differential forms over orbifolds with corners this is
shown for example in [38]. The extension to multisections is proven similarly. Then, the integral
around pi becomes, in the local model and notations of Definition 2.46,

N∑

i=1

µi

∫

∂B(0)

s̄∗iΦ,

B ⊂ U a small ball around 0, and s̄i, µi the local branches and weights. But this is precisely the
weight (17) in the definition of

∫
M
e(E, s), so again the result follows.

Suppose now that E =
⊕n

i=1Li, is the sum of n complex line bundles Li. Choose a metric for E
for which the line bundles Li are pairwise orthogonal. Write αi for an angular form for Si = S(Li),
and ωi for the corresponding Euler form, i.e. the curvature of Li. Define the functions

ri : E → R,

to be the length of the projection of (p, v) ∈ E to Li. The sphere bundle can be described as the
set of vectors which satisfy

∑
r2i = 1. For convenience, denote by ωi, riαi the pull-backs of ωi, riαi

to the total space of E and of S(E), where for the latter form we use Observation 3.2
As far as we know, the following theorem has not appeared in the literature before.
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Theorem 3.4. The following form,

(19) Φ =

n−1∑

k=0

2kk!
∑

i∈[n]

r2iαi ∧
∑

I⊆[n]\{i}
|I|=k

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh.

is an angular form for E whose corresponding Euler form is
∧n

i=1 ωi.

Proof. We first need to show that the integration on a fiber gives 1. Since ωi are pulled back from
the base, for all i, the only term in Φ that may have a non zero integral over a fiber is the term

Φtop = 2n−1(n− 1)!
∑

i∈[n]

r2iαi

∧

j 6=i

(rjdrj ∧ αj).

We wish to show that
∫
S(Ep)

Φtop = 1, for an arbitrary p ∈ M. We first integrate all the αi terms.

By using that αi is an angular form for Li the integral of αi is 1, and we are left with calculating∫
∑

r2i =1

2n−1(n− 1)!
∑

i∈[n]

r2i
∧

j 6=i

rjdrj.

By changing the variables to ti = r2i , dti = 2ridri the integral becomes

(n− 1)!

∫
∑

ti=1,
t1,...,tn≥0

n∑

i=1

ti
∧

j 6=i

dtj = n!

∫
∑n−1

i=1 ti≤1,
t1,...,tn−1≥0

(1−
n−1∑

i=1

ti)
∧

1≤j≤n−1

dtj = n!

∫
∑n

i=1 ti≤1,
t1,...,tn≥0

∧

1≤j≤n

dtj,

where in the first equality we have used the symmetric role of the variables ti and then eliminated
tn, and in the second equality we have used that

1−
∑

i≤n−1

ti =

∫

0≤s≤1−
∑

i≤n−1 ti

ds.

The left hand side is just n! times the Euclidean volume of the n−simplex

{t1 + . . .+ tn ≤ 1|t1, . . . , tn ≥ 0}.
It is well known that this volume is 1

n!
, and the first property of the angular form follows.

For the second property, we will now show that when calculating dΦ, one gets a telescopic sum
which turns out to be equal

∧
ωi. Write,

SI,i := 2kk!r2iαi

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh,

the contribution for given I, i /∈ I, where k = |I|. Taking the derivative, as ωi and ridri are closed,
only r2i or αj may contribute. We obtain

dSI,i = d1SI,i + d2SI,i +
∑

l∈I

d3,lSI,i,

where
d1SI,i := 2k+1k!ridri ∧ αi

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh,

d2SI,i := −2kk!r2iωi

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh,

d3,lSI,i := −2kk!r2i αi ∧ rldrl ∧ ωl

∧

j∈I\{l}

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh,

for l ∈ I. The third contribution appears only when I 6= ∅.
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Now, fixing I, one has

(20)
∑

i∈I

d1SI\{i},i = k2k(k − 1)!
∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I

ωh,

∑

i/∈I

d2SI,i = −
∑

i/∈I

2kk!r2i
∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I

ωh

= −(1−
∑

i∈I

r2i )2
kk!
∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I

ωh(21)

= −2kk!

(∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I

ωh

−
∑

i∈I

r3i dri ∧ αi

∧

j∈I\{i}

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I

ωh


 ,

where we have used
∑
r2i = 1 in the second equality. And, fixing I, i /∈ I,

∑

l /∈I∪{i}

d3,lSI∪{l},i = −
∑

l /∈I∪{i}

2k+1(k + 1)!r2iαi ∧ rldrl ∧ ωl

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i,l}

ωh

= −2k+1(k + 1)!
∑

l∈I∪{i}

rldrl ∧ r2i αi

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh

= −2k+1(k + 1)!r3i dri ∧ αi

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ αj)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ωh,(22)

where the identity
∑
ridri = 0 was used for the second equality. The last passage follows from

noting that except for the l = i term, for all other l ∈ I we will get a monomial with two drl terms.
Summing equations (20),(21),(22), over all possibilities for I, and in (22) also for i /∈ I, we see

that:

• (20) vanishes if I = ∅. For I 6= ∅ the contribution of (20) cancels with the first term in the
right hand side of (21) for the same I.

• For a given J 6= ∅, the sum of (22) over all pairs (I, i) with i ∈ J, I = I \ {i} cancels with
the second term of (21) with I = J.

• For I = ∅, the second term of (21) vanishes.

Thus, the only term which is left uncancelled is
∧
ωi, coming from the first term of (21) with

I = ∅. Hence,
dΦ =

∑

I,i

dSI,i = −
∧

ωi.

As needed. �

Remark 3.5. In what follows we will sometimes use forms on S(E) which are defined similarly to
Φ, but depend a subset of its arguments. For this reason it will be useful to extend Φ and similar
expressions to multilinear functions in the variables ri, dri, αi, ωi, i = 1, . . . , n, without imposing∑
r2i = 1,

∑
ridri = 0.

Without putting these constraints the right hand side of (21) gets a correction of

2kk!


1−

∑

h∈[n]

r2h



(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ αj

)
∧
∧

h/∈I

ωj ,
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while the right hand side of (22) gets a correction of

2k+1(k + 1)!


∑

l∈[n]

rldrl


 ∧ r2iαi ∧

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ αj

)
∧

∧

h∈[n]\(I∪{i})

ωh

Summing the first correction over all I, and adding the sum of the second correction over all
I, i /∈ I, we obtain

Z =


1−

∑

h∈[n]

r2h




∧
∑

m≥0

2mm!
∑

|I|=m,I⊆[n]

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ αj

)
∧
∧

j∈[n]\I

ωj

+


∑

h∈[n]

rhdrh


 ∧

∑

i∈[n]\{h}

r2iαi ∧
∑

m≥0

2(m+1)(m+ 1)!

·
∑

|I|=m,I⊆[n]\{i,h}

∧
(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ αj

)
∧

∧

j∈[n]\(I∪{i})

ωj

Therefore, without imposing
∑
r2i = 1,

∑
ridri = 0 we have

dΦ = Z −
n∧

i=1

ωi.

Clearly Z vanishes if we do make these assumptions.

Construction\Notation 1. Suppose S1, . . . , Sl → M are piecewise smooth S1 bundles over a
piecewise smooth orbifold with corners. Denote by S(S1, . . . , Sl) → M the 2l − 1−sphere bundle
on M, whose fibers are

S(S1, . . . , Sl)x = {(r1, P1, r2, P2, . . . , rl, Pl)|Pi ∈ (Si)x, ri ≥ 0,
∑

r2i = 1}/ ∼,

where ∼ is the equivalence relation generated by

(r1, P1, . . . , 0, Pi, . . . , rl, Pl) ∼ (r1, P1, . . . , 0, P
′
i , . . . , rl, Pl),

and with the natural topology.

4. Symmetric Jenkins-Strebel stratification

In the remainder of the article all open spin surfaces we will encounter, twisted or not, will have
a lifting. Similarly, we will encounter several types of graphs, the dual graphs we have defined
above, ribbon graphs and nodal graphs. These graphs will also be classified as open or closed and
will sometimes carry spin structures, twisted or not. All the open spin graphs we shall meet will
have a lifting. For this reason we will sometimes slightly abuse notations and omit the suffix ’with
a lifting’ from the terminology. We will also usually omit the addition ’twisted’. It will be clear
from the context if we mean a closed or open object, twisted or not etc.

4.1. JS stratification for the closed moduli.
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4.1.1. JS differential and the induced graph. In this subsection we briefly describe the stratification
of moduli of closed stable curves following [25, 42, 28].

Let Σ be a nodal Riemann surface with 2g − 2 + n ≥ 0. A meromorphic section γ of the tensor
square of the cotangent bundle defined on each component of the normalization of Σ can be written
in a local coordinate z as f(z)dz2. If γ has a double pole at w ∈ Σ, the residue of γ at w is the

coefficient of dz2

(z−w)2
, in the expansion of γ around w. The residue is independent of the choice of

the local coordinate. A quadratic differential γ is such a section which has at most double poles,
all the poles are located either at the marked points or at the nodes, and for any node, the residues
of γ at its two branches are the same.

Let γ be a quadratic differential, and w ∈ Σ a point which is neither a zero nor a pole. In a
neighborhood U we can take its unique, up to sign, square root

√
γ. This is a 1−form, hence can

be integrated along a path. This defines a map

g : U → C, g(z) =

∫ z

w

√
γ,

where the integral is taken along any path in U.
A horizontal trajectory is the preimage of R ⊂ C, and it is a smooth path containing w in its

interior. It turns out that the notion of horizontal trajectories can be defined also in the case
where w is a zero of order d ≥ −1, where as usual a zero of order −m is a pole of order m. In this
case there are exactly d+2 horizontal rays leaving w. When w is a pole of order 2, if its residue is

−
(

p
2π

)2
, for some p ∈ R+, there is a family of nonintersecting horizontal trajectories surrounding

it, whose union is a topological open disk, punctured at w. Moreover, with respect to the metric
defined by |√γ|, the perimeter of each of these trajectories is p.

Example 4.1. Let Σ be the Riemann sphere. For all p > 0,

γp = −
( p

2π

)2(dz
z

)2

,

is a quadratic differential, whose only poles are in 0,∞ and whose horizontal lines are the sets
|z| = r, for r > 0, whose lengths are indeed p. Their union is an open punctured disk. It should
be noted that actually this is the only quadratic differential on the sphere, up to scaling, which
invariant under the reflection in the equator whose only poles are at 0 and ∞.

Definition 4.2. Let (Σ, z1, . . . , zn, zn+1, . . . , zn+n0) be a marked genus g nodal Riemann surface
with 2g − 2 + n ≥ 0, where the subscript of zi indicates its marking. Let p1, . . . , pn be positive
reals, and pi = 0, for i > n. A marked component is a smooth component of the curve with at
least one marked point zi, i ∈ [n]. The other components are called unmarked. A Jenkins-Strebel
differential, or a JS-differential for shortness, is a quadratic differential γ such that

(a) γ is holomorphic outside of special points. In nodes it has at most simple poles and in the
ith marked point it has a double pole with residue −(pi/2π)

2. In particular, if pi = 0 there
is at most a simple pole at that point.

(b) γ vanishes identically on unmarked components.
(c) Let Σ′ be any marked component of Σ. When pi 6= 0, if Di is the punctured disk which is

the union of horizontal trajectories surrounding zi ∈ Σ′, then
⋃

i∈[n]

Di = Σ′.

The following theorem was proved in [39] for the smooth case, the nodal case was treated in
[28, 42].
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Theorem 4.3. Given a stable marked surface (Σ, z1, . . . , zn+n0), with n > 0 and p = (p1, . . . , pn+n0) ∈
Rn

+ × (0, . . . , 0) as above, JS differential exists and is unique.

Given (Σ, z),p as above, define the decorated surface Σ̃, and the map Kn0 : Σ → Σ̃ as follows.

Σ̃ is obtained from Σ by contracting any unmarked component to a point, and decorating any
such point by its genus defect and marking defect. The genus defect is the genus of the preimage
of the point in Σ, and if that preimage is a single point it is defined to be 0. The marking defect is
the set of marked points in this preimage, which is labeled by a subset of [n+ n0] \ [n]. We should
stress that γ needs not to vanish on a preimage of a node in the normalization, but it can have
at most a simple pole there. Thus, from the discussion about horizontal trajectories, each node or
unmarked component and in particular any point zi for i > n must be mapped to a point which
touches at least one horizontal trajectory. Note also that an unmarked component always touches
a node (unless n = 0 and then the whole surface is unmarked).

The JS differential γ induces a metric graph on Σ̃ whose vertices are zeroes of order d ≥ −15 of
γ, including the images of unmarked components, and whose edges are the horizontal trajectories,
with their intrinsic length. These embedded graphs can be fully described.

Definition 4.4. A (g, (n, n0))−stable closed ribbon graph is a graph G = (V,H, s0, s1, g, f), where

(a) V is the set of vertices, H is the set of half edges.
(b) s0 is a permutation of the half edges emanating from each vertex.
(c) s1 is a fixed point free involution of H.
(d) A map g : V → Z≥0, called the genus defect.
(e) A map f : [n+ n0] \ [n] → V.

The faces of the graph are s2−equivalence class of half edges, where s2 = s−1
0 s1.We write F = H/s2.

The edges are E = H/s1. The genus of G can be defined as follows. Glue disks along the faces to

obtain a surface Σ̃. The genus of G is the (arithmetic) genus of Σ̃ plus the sum of genus defects in
vertices. The marking defect of a vertex v is defined as f−1(v). We require

(a) For a vertex v of degree 1 or of degree 2, but such that the assigned permutation is a
transposition,

g(v) + |f−1(v)| ≥ 1.

(b) The genus of the graph is g.
(c) The number of faces is n.

A stable metric ribbon graph is a stable ribbon graph together with a metric

ℓ : E → R+.

We usually write ℓe instead of ℓ(e).
A graph is smooth if all the vertices’ permutations s0 are cyclic, all genus defects are 0 and all

marking defects are of size at most 1. The ribbon graph is connected if the underlying graph is. We
define isomorphisms and automorphisms in the expected way. Write Aut(G) for the automorphism
group of G.

Note that case (a) above occurs when v is either the image of a contracted unmarked component,
or the image of one of the points pi, i > n.

Remark 4.5. To a stable metric ribbon graph one can associate in a natural way a decorated metric
space made of a disjoint union of closed intervals, one for each e ∈ E, modulo the identification
of endpoints dictated by the graph structure. The vertices, which are the equivalence classes

5We consider a simple pole as a zero of order −1, and a point which is neither a zero nor a pole to be a zero of
order 0.
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of endpoints of intervals are endowed with genus and marking defects, and the closed interval
which corresponds to the edge e is associated a metric structure which makes it isometric to the
interval [0, ℓe] ⊂ R. The associated decorated metric space is unique up to the expected notion of
isomorphism. Stable metric ribbon graph which arise from a JS differential (we will see in Theorem
4.8 below that all stable metric ribbon graphs arise this way) are endowed with this additional
structure of isometries between the embedded edges and intervals of R. This will be used below,
when we give coordinates to the combinatorial S1-bundles. For more details we refer the reader
to [42].

Notation 4.6. Throughout this article, given a ribbon graph, possibly with extra structure such
as a graded ribbon graph, or a nodal graph, which will be defined later, we shall write [h] for the
class of the half edge or the edge h under the action of the automorphism group. We similarly
define [A] for a subset of edges or half edges.

Remark 4.7. If Norm : Norm(Σ) → Σ is the normalization of Σ, and γ is the JS differential on Σ
with prescribed perimeters, then Norm∗γ is a JS differential, hence the unique JS differential, on
Norm(Σ), with the same perimeters, and such that marked points which are preimages of nodes
have 0− perimeter.

4.1.2. Combinatorial moduli. For a closed stable ribbon graph G, write MG for the set of all
metrics on G, write MG(p) for the set of all such metrics where the ith face has perimeter pi.

MG ≃ RE(G)
+ /Aut(G) canonically, and this identification endows it with a smooth structure.

For e ∈ E(G), the edge between vertices v1, v2, define the graph ∂eG, the edge contraction, as
follows. Write h1, h2 for the two half edges of e. V (∂eG) = V (G) \ {v1, v2} ∪ {v1v2}, H(∂eG) =
H(G) \ {h1, h2}. s′1, g′, f ′ are just s1, g, f when restricted to vertices and half edges of G. For the
new vertex v = v1v2, f

′(v) = f(v1) ∪ f(v2), g
′(v) = g(v1) + g(v2) whenever v1 6= v2, otherwise

it is g(v1) + δ, where δ = 1 if h1, h2 belong to different s0−cycles, or else 0. For any half edge
h, h/s1 6= e, define s′2(h) to be the first half edge among s2(h), s

2
2(h), . . . , which is not a half edge

of e. We then put s′0 = s′1(s
′
2)

−1.
Edge contractions commute with each other, and allow us to define a cell complex MG =∐
G′ MG′, where the union is over all graphs obtained from G by edge contractions, and we glue

the cell MG′ of G′ = ∂e1,...,erG to the cell MG along ℓe1 = . . . = ℓer = 0. We similarly define
MG(p).

WriteMcomb
g,(n,n0)

=
∐MG, where the union is taken over smooth closed (g, (n, n0)) ribbon graphs.

Write Mcomb

g,(n,n0) =
∐MG/ ∼=

∐MG, where the union is taken over all closed stable (g, (n, n0))

ribbon graphs, and ∼ is induced by edge contractions. Define Mcomb

g,(n,n0)
(p),Mcomb

g,(n,n0)
(p) by con-

straining the perimeters to be pi. In all cases we define the cell attachment using edge contractions,
and the resulting spaces are piecewise smooth Hausdorff orbifolds, see [28, 42] for details.

Set comb = combn0 as the canonical maps

comb : Mg,n+n0 × Rn
+ → Mcomb

g,(n,n0)
, combp : Mg,n+n0 → Mcomb

g,(n,n0)
(p),

which sends a stable curve and a set of perimeters to the corresponding graph.
We have, [25, 28, 42],

Theorem 4.8. Suppose n > 0. The maps comb, combp are continuous surjections of topological
orbifolds. combp takes the fundamental class to a fundamental class. Moreover, the cell complex
topology described above is the finest topology with respect to which comb is continuous. The maps
are isomorphisms onto their images when restricted to Mg,n+n0 × Rn

+,Mg,n+n0.
More generally, suppose Γ is a closed dual graph with the property that any vertex without a

tail marked by [n] is of genus 0, and has exactly 3 half edges, and any two such vertices are not
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adjacent. Then, with the same proofs, comb, combp restricted to MΓ × Rn
+,MΓ are isomorphisms

onto their image.

4.1.3. Tautological line bundles and associated forms.

Definition 4.9. Suppose pi > 0. Define the space

Fi(p) → Mcomb

g,n (p)

as the collection of pairs (G, ℓ, q), where (G, ℓ) ∈ Mcomb

g,n (p) and q is a boundary point of the ith

face. These spaces, glue together to the bundle Fi → Mcomb

g,n . Define φj to be the distance from q

to the jth vertex, taken along the arc from q in the counterclockwise direction, so that 0 < φ1 <
φ2 < . . . < φN < pi, where N is the number of edges in the ith face, counted with multiplicities,
and the distances are measured using the identifications of the edges with subintervals of R, see
Remark 4.5. Write ℓj = φj+1 − φj . Orient the fibers with the clockwise orientation.

Define the following 1−form and 2−form on each cell of Mcomb

g,(n,n0)(p)

(23) αi =
N∑

j=1

ℓj
pi
d

(
φj

pi

)
, ωi = −dαi =

∑

1≤a<b≤N

d

(
ℓa
pi

)
∧ d
(
ℓb
pi

)
.

Later we will integrate forms which are made out of αi, ωi, and we will perform Laplace transform
over p. For this reason it will be convenient to define the scaled versions of αi, ωi which do not
contain pi in their denominators. We thus put

ᾱi = p2iαi, ω̄i = p2iωi, ω̄ =
∑

i

ω̄i.

The bundles Fi carry natural piecewise smooth structures. Moreover, [25] says (see also Theorem
5 in [42])

Theorem 4.10. (a) For i ∈ [n], comb∗Fi ≃ S1(Li) canonically.
(b) αi, ωi are piecewise smooth angular 1−form and Euler 2−form for Fi.

Remark 4.11. In [25] Fi was given the opposite orientation and the equivalence was hence to the
bundle S1(L∗

i ), which is canonically S1(Li) with the opposite orientation.

Thus, combined with Theorem 4.8 we see that all descendents may be calculated combinatorially

on Mcomb

g,n . In fact, all descendents can be calculated as integrals over the highest dimensional cells

of Mcomb

g,n . These are parameterized by trivalent ribbon graphs.

4.2. JS Stratification for the open moduli.

4.2.1. Symmetric JS differentials. Motivated by Definition 4.2 and Example 4.1 we define

Definition 4.12. Let (Σ, {zi}i∈I∪P0, {xi}i∈B) be a stable open marked Riemann surface, p =
(pi)i∈I∪P0 ∈ RI

+× (0, . . . , 0). A symmetric JS differential on Σ is the restriction to Σ of the unique
JS differential of D(Σ) whose residues at zi, z̄i are −(pi/2π)

2, which are 0 for i ∈ P0. We extend
the definition to the case g = 0, I = [1],P0 = B = ∅, where the differential is defined to be the
restriction of the section γp1 of Example 4.1.

The existence and uniqueness follow from Theorem 4.3 and the discussion in Example 4.1.
As before, the symmetric JS differential defines a cell decomposition ofD(Σ), in the smooth case,

and in general a metric graph embedded in D̃(Σ), the surface obtained from D(Σ) by contracting
components with no zi, z̄i, i ∈ I ,whose complement is a disjoint union of disks. Note that
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D̃(Σ) inherits the conjugation from D(Σ), which we also denote by ̺. The uniqueness forces the
decomposition to be ̺−invariant.

Lemma 4.13. The ̺−fixed locus of D̃(Σ) is a union of (possibly closed) horizontal trajectories
and isolated vertices. Any ̺−fixed point is a zero the differential of an even order, possibly 0.

Proof. The case g = 0, I = [1],P0 = B = ∅ follows from the discussion in Example 4.1. In other

cases, take an arbitrary point in D̃(Σ)
̺

. It cannot belong to the disk cell of any zj , since otherwise

it would have belonged to the cell of z̄j as well. Thus, D̃(Σ)
̺

is contained in the one-skeleton of

the decomposition. Consider p ∈ D̃(Σ)
̺

. If p is an isolated vertex in the ̺−fixed locus, then by
connectivity it must be incidenet to some non ̺−fixed horizontal trajectory which, without loss

of generality, lies in the image of Σo in D̃(Σ). Suppose it touches r such trajectories. Then it also

touches their ̺−conjugate trajectories, which lie in the image of Σ
o
in D̃(Σ). Thus, 2r horizontal

trajectories emanate from p, for r ≥ 1, hence p is a a zero of order 2r − 2 ≥ 0. The second case is

that p is not isolated, so it lies on the image of ∂Σ in D̃(Σ), which, as explained, is contained in
the 1−skeleton. In this case, at least two horizontal trajectories which are contained in the image
of ∂Σ emanate out of p, one to its left and one to its right. In addition, there are also r ≥ 0 such
trajectories in the image of Σo, and because of symmetry there are also r such trajectories in the
image of Σ

o
. In total, there are 2r+2 horizontal trajectories emanating from p, which means that

it is a zero of order 2r ≥ 0. �

Lemma 4.13 has the following corollary

Corollary 4.14. Suppose Σ,p are as above, and γ is the associated symmetric JS differential.
Assume that for some i ∈ B, forgetting xi makes no component of Σ unstable. Denote by Σ′ the
resulting surface, and let ι : Σ′ → Σ be the natural map between the surfaces. Then if γ, γ′ are the
unique JS differentials for Σ,Σ′ respectively, with the prescribed perimeters, then

γ′ = ι∗γ.

Indeed, both γ, γ′ are JS differentials on Σ′, since there is no pole in xi. Hence they must be
equal.

Remark 4.7 has the following consequence

Corollary 4.15. If Norm : Norm(Σ) → Σ is the normalization of Σ, and γ is the JS differential
on Σ with prescribed perimeters, then Norm∗γ is the unique JS differential, on Norm(Σ), with the
same perimeters, and such that marked points which are preimages of nodes have 0− perimeter.

Remark 4.16. Although throughout the article we will be mainly interested in internal markings
with positive perimeters, markings of perimeter zero occur naturally when one considers normal-
izations, see Proposition 4.34. In the open intersection theory the normalizations are crucial for
the definition of intersection numbers, Definition 2.47, and therefore considering markings with
zero perimeters is unavoidable. In addition, since boundary markings carry no descendents, we to
not lose from fixing their perimeters to be zero, and it simplifies calculations. For these reasons
throughout this section we shall allow marked points to have perimeter 0, at the cost of making
the notations somehow more cumbersome.

4.2.2. Open Ribbon graphs.

Notation 4.17. Let I, B be finite sets. Denote the set of isotopy types of open connected genus
g smooth oriented marked surfaces, with I being the set of internal marked points and B being
the set of boundary marked points by IT (g, I, B). Write IT (g, I) for the set of isotopy types of
closed connected genus g smooth oriented marked surfaces, which is just a singleton.
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Definition 4.18. An open ribbon graph is a tuple

G = (V = V I ∪ V B, H = HI ∪HB, s0, s1, f = f I ∪ fB ∪ fP0 , g, d)

where

(a) V I is the set of internal vertices, V B the set of boundary vertices.
(b) HB is the set of boundary half edges, HI is the set of internal half edges; s1 is a fixed point

free involution on H whose equivalence classes are the edges, E. EB is the set of edges
which contain a boundary half edge.

(c) A permutation s0 assigned to each vertex, should be thought of as a cyclic order of the half
edges issuing each vertex. We write s0 also for the product of all these permutations.

We denote by Ṽ the set of cycles of s0.Write Ṽ I for cycles which do not contain boundary

half edges. Set Ṽ B = Ṽ \ Ṽ I . Put by N : Ṽ → V the map which takes a cycle to the vertex

which contains its half edges, and let NP0 , NB be the restrictions to Ṽ I , Ṽ B, respectively.
(d) A map fB : B → V B, where B is a finite set.
(e) A map fP0 : P0 → V, where P0 is a finite set.
(f) An injection f I : I →֒ H/s2, where s2 := s−1

0 s1.
(g) A map g : V → Z≥0, called the genus defect.
(h) For any v ∈ V B, an element

d(v) ∈ IT (g(v), (fP0)−1(v) ∪ (NP0)−1(v), (fB)−1(v) ∪ (NB)−1(v)).

For any v ∈ V I , the unique element d(v) ∈ IT (g(v), (fP0)−1(v) ∪ (NP0)−1(v)). d is called
the topological defect of v.

Write deg(v) for the degree of the vertex v. A closed contracted component is a vertex v ∈ V I with

2g(v) + |(fP0)−1(v)|+ |N−1(v)| > 2.

Denote their collection by ContC(G). An open contracted component is a vertex v ∈ V B with

2
(
g(v) + |(fP0)−1(v)|+ |(NP0)−1(v)|

)
+ |(fB)−1(v)|+ |(NB)−1(v)| > 2.

Denote their collection by ContO(G).
We have the following requirements.

(a) Any half edge appears in the permutation s0 of exactly one vertex.
We define a graph whose vertices are the elements of V and whose half edges are the

elements of H. A half edge is connected to a vertex if and only if it appears in the vertex’s
permutation s0.

(b) N(Ṽ B) ⊆ V B.
(c) If h ∈ HB, then s1h /∈ HB.
(d) s2 preserves the partition H = HI ∪HB. The image of f I is exactly HI/s2.
(e) For v ∈ V I , if the degree of deg(v) = 1, or deg(v) = 2 but |N−1(v)| = 1, then |(fP0)−1(v)|+

g(v) ≥ 1.
(f) For v ∈ V B, if v has at least one boundary edge and deg(v) = 2 then |(fP0)−1(v)| +

|(fB)−1(v)|+ g(v) ≥ 1.
(g) Any vertex of degree 0 is a contracted component.

We call the elements of HB/s2 boundary components, and the elements of F = HI/s2 are called
faces. b(G) = |HB/s2| is the number of boundary components. The marking defect of v ∈ V
is defined as (fP0)−1(v) ∪ (fB)−1(v). The sets I,P0,B are called the sets of internal markings,
internal markings of perimeter 0, and boundary markings respectively. B is also denoted by B(G),
define I(G), P0(G) similarly. An internal node is either a contracted component with at least one
edge and no boundary edges, or an internal vertex whose assigned permutation is not transitive.
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A boundary vertex v without boundary half edges, with an empty marking defect and such that
g(v) = 0, |N−1(v)| = 1 is called a contracted boundary. We denote their collection by CB(G). A
boundary vertex v which is either a contracted component with at least one boundary edge, or
that whose assigned permutation is not transitive is called a boundary node. A boundary marked
point is an image of fB which is not a node. An internal marked point of perimeter 0 is an image
of fP0 which is not a node. A boundary half node is a (NB)−1−preimage of a node. Denote their
collection by HN(G). A vertex which is either a node or a contracted component, or the f−image
of a unique element in P0 ∪ B is called a special point.

We write i(h) = h/s2, and Hi = {h ∈ H|i(h) = i}.
An open metric ribbon graph is an open ribbon graph together with a positive metric ℓ : E → R+.

We sometimes write ℓh, h ∈ H instead of ℓh/s1 .
Markings of an open ribbon graph are markings,

m
I : I ∪ P0 → Z, mB : B → Z,

such that mI(P0) = 0, mI(I) ⊂ Z6=0. A graph together with a marking is called a marked graph.
An isomorphism of marked graphs, and an automorphism of a marked graph are the expected

notions. Aut(G) denotes the group of automorphisms of G. A metric is generic if (G, ℓ) has no
automorphisms.

A ribbon graph is said to be closed if V B = 0, it is said to be connected if the underlying graph
is connected.

The maps fB, fP0 should be thought of as the associations of the boundary marked points and
the internal marked points of perimeter 0 respectively, to the vertices of the graph formed by the
symmetric JS differential. Requirements (e), (f) in this definition are the open counterparts of
Requirement (a) of Definition 4.4. Note that a half edge h is canonically oriented away from its
base point h/s0. Throughout the paper we identify boundary marked points, which are vertices,
with their (unique) preimages in B(G) = B.
Remark 4.19. Here, unlike the closed case, the genus defect is not enough to classify surfaces with
contracted components. In particular, there are several topologies for a given genus, as mentioned
in Remark 2.4, and the set of topologies grows as we add boundary marked points, which may be
divided between different boundary components.

Figure 10 shows some examples of ribbon graphs.

Notation 4.20. By gluing disks along the faces, any open ribbon graph gives rise to a topological
open oriented surface ΣG. This surface is a union of smooth surfaces, identified in a finite number
of points. One can easily define its double, D(ΣG) = (ΣG)C, as in the non topological case.

Definition 4.21. The genus of the open graph G is defined by

g(G) := g((ΣG)C) +
∑

v∈V B

g(v) + 2
∑

v∈V I

g(v).

The graph is stable if 2g − 2 + |B|+ 2(|I|+ |P0|) > 0.

For a stable open surface (Σ, {zi}i∈I∪P0, {xi}i∈B), define the marked components to be compo-
nents with at least one zi, i ∈ I. The other components are unmarked. Define the decorated

surface Σ̃ = KB,P0(Σ), and the map KB,P0 : Σ → Σ̃ to be the surface obtained by contracting
unmarked components to points, and KB,P0 is the quotient map. We decorate any point p in

Σ̃ by its genus defect, marking defect, and the topological defect which can be defined by the
genus, boundary markings and topological type of the surface obtained by smoothing the nodes in
K−1

B,P0
(p).
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Figure 10. Examples of ribbon graphs. Internal edges are drawn as strips. The top
left corner shows a ribbon graph with one boundary markings and four internal mark-
ings (the name of a half edge appears next to the vertex from which it emanates). Its
underlying surface is a disk, and the boundary edges are s1f, s1g, s1h, s1i, s1j. The
cyclic orders in the internal vertices are s1a, s1b, e and s1b, s1d, c. Face 1, for example,
is the s2−cyclic order a, b, c, f. In the low right corner a ribbon graph on a cylinder
is drawn. It has one face, the s2−cycle a, c, s1a, b and two boundary components,
each made of a single boundary edge s1b, and s1c. The ribbon graph in the top right
corner has one boundary node u, which is also an open contracted component and an
internal node v which is also a contracted component. The permutation of half edges
at u is (ab)(cd). The contracted component is open, of genus defect 3, has an internal
marking of perimeter 0, and four special boundary points, the markings 1, 2 and the
half nodes (ab), (cd). The topological defect can be any topology which corresponds
to doubled genus 3, one internal marking and four boundary markings. v has genus
defect 2 and two perimeter 0 internal markings. The middle low picture has an open
contracted component at v, it is a contracted disk with two boundary markings 2, 3
and a boundary half node and no special internal points. Contracted component
which are disks with three boundary markings and no internal markings will play an
important role in what follows. We shall therefore draw such components as disks
cut by parallel lines, as in the bottom right picture.

Remark 4.22. This definition agrees with the one given for closed surfaces, in the sense that one

can also define the doubling D of Σ̃ in a natural way, and then D(Σ̃) ≃ D̃(Σ).
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Definition 4.23. A ghost is a ribbon graph without half edges. A smooth open ribbon graph
is a stable open ribbon graph such that none of its connected components contains a node or a
contracted boundary.

A stable ribbon graph, open or closed, is effective if

(a) Any genus defect is 0.
(b) There are no internal nodes
(c) Contracted components or ghost components v must have

(NP0)−1(v) = ∅, |(NB)−1(v)|+ |(fB)−1(v)| = 3.

The graph is trivalent if

(a) it is effective,
(b) P0 = ∅,
(c) it has no contracted boundaries,
(d) all vertices which are not special boundary points are trivalent,
(e) and for every special boundary point all the s0−cycles are of length 2.

A boundary marked point or a boundary half node in a trivalent graph G which is not a ghost
is said to belong to a face i if its unique internal half edge belongs to that face.

In Figure 10 the diagrams on the left represent smooth graphs, and all but the top right are
effective.

Remark 4.24. The only non zero open intersection number which does not involve internal mark-
ings is the genus 0 intersection number with three boundary markings 〈σ3〉o0. The graph which
corresponds to this picture is precisely the trivalent ghost.

The following proposition is a consequence of Lemma 4.13, and the closed theory, the proof is
in the appendix.

Proposition 4.25. Let Σ be a stable open marked Riemann surface. The unique symmetric
JS differential of Σ defines a unique metric graph (G, ℓ) embedded in KB,P0(Σ). This graph is
an open ribbon graph, whose vertices are KB,P0−images of zeroes of the differential, its edges are
KB,P0−images of horizontal trajectories. The boundary edges, if there are any, are embedded in the
boundary and cover it, and the defects of vertices agree with the defects of their image in KB,P0(Σ),
in particular boundary nodes go to boundary nodes. Under this embedding the orientation of any
half edge h ∈ s1H

B agrees with the orientation induced on ∂KB,P0(Σ). Topologically KB,P0(Σ) ≃
ΣG.

Moreover, for any stable (g,B, I ∪P0)−metric graph is the graph associated to some stable open
(g,B, I ∪ P0)−surface and a set of perimeters p. This surface is unique if the graph is smooth or
effective.

We sometimes identify the graph with its image under the embedding. In particular, throughout
this article we shall consider an edge as a trajectory in the surface, and a half edge h as trajectory
oriented outward from h/s0.

Notation 4.26. With the notations of the above observation, denote by combR
p
the map be-

tween surfaces and open metric ribbon graphs, defined by (G, ℓ) = combR
p
(Σ). Write also (G, ℓ) =

combR(Σ,p).

Definition 4.27. The normalization Norm(G) of a stable connected open ribbon graph G is the
unique smooth, not necessarily connected, open ribbon graph, defined in the following way. If G is

smooth, Norm(G) = G. Otherwise the vertex set is Ṽ I ∪ Ṽ B ∪ ContC(G) ∪ ContO(G), contracted
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Figure 11. The normalizations of the graphs in the right column of Figure 10. The
upper normalization has four components, two are contracted components. The one
which corresponds to v has three internal points of perimeter 0, the original two and
the node. The one which corresponds to u has 4 boundary markings, the original
two and two that corresponds to half nodes. The lower normalization is made of two
components. New special points in both normalizations are labeled 0.

components are isolated vertices in the graph, and the half edges are HI ∪ HB. The genus and

topological defects of vertices in Ṽ I ∪ Ṽ B are 0.
For a contracted component v, the genus and topological defects are given by gNorm(G)(v) =

g(v), dNorm(G)(v) = d(v). The marking defect and the maps fP0,v, fB,v are derived from dNorm(G)(v).
In particular B(v) = (NB)−1(v)∪ (fB)−1(v). The permutations sv0, s

v
1 are the trivial permutations,

and the set I(v) = ∅.
For any connected component C of Norm(G), not in ContC(G)∪ContO(G), define s0 = sC0 , s1 =

sC1 , f
I = f I,C as those induced from G. Let P0(C) be the union of the set of elements of P0 which

map to vertices whose unique N−preimage is in C, and the set of preimages of internal nodes
of C, i.e., internal vertices v of C such that |N−1(N(v))| > 1. In other words, we can write
P0(C) = (P0(C) ∩ P0) ∪ (P0(C) \ P0). We define fP0 = fP0,C : P0(C) → V I(C) as follows. On
P0(C)∩P0 we put f

P0,C(pi) = N−1(fP0(pi)), where f
P0 of the right hand side is the function from

the definition of G, while on P0(C) \ P0, the preimages of a nodes, we set fP0,C(v) = v. Define
B(C), fB = fB,C : B(C) → V B(C) similarly.

The normalization Norm(G) of a marked graph is the marked graph whose underlying graph is
the normalization of the underlying graph of G, new marked points are marked 0.

Write Norm : Norm(G) → G to be the evident normalization map.

Observe that the normalization of a trivalent graph is trivalent, and that if v is a contracted
component which touches at least one edge in G, then |Norm−1(v)| = |N−1(v)|+ 1.

Figure 11 shows the normalizations of the graphs in the right column of Figure 10.
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Notation 4.28. There is a canonical injection B(G) →֒ B(Norm(G)). On B(Norm(G)) \ B(G)
there is a fixed point free involution which we also denote by s1, which on preimages of a node which
is not a contracted component just interchanges its two preimages. If v is a contracted component,
its new boundary markings correspond to elements u ∈ (NB)−1(v). Any such u corresponds also
to a unique marking w in another non contracted component. Write s1u = w, s1w = u.

4.2.3. Moduli of open metric graphs. For a stable open ribbon graph G, denote by MR
G the set of

all metrics on G, write MR
G(p) for the set of all such metrics were the ith face has perimeter pi.

Note that MR
G = RE(G)

+ /Aut(G) canonically.

Construction\Notation 2. For e ∈ E(G), the edge between vertices v1, v2, one can define the
graph ∂eG, as the graph obtained by contracting e to a point, identifying its vertices to give a
new vertex v1v2 and updating the permutations and marking defects as in the closed case. When
v1, v2 are internal, then so is v1v2. The genus defect is updated as in the closed case, and this
determines the whole defect. Suppose v1 is a boundary vertex. Then so is v1v2. If v2 6= v1, then
g(v1v2) = g(v1) + g(v2), if v2 ∈ V B, and otherwise g(v1v2) = g(v1) + 2g(v2). When v1 = v2, let

h1, h2 be the half edges of e. Let h̃i ∈ N−1(v1) be the s0−cycle of hi. Then g(v1v2) = g(v1) + δ,
where

δ =





0, if h̃1 = h̃2,

1, if h̃1 6= h̃2, h̃1, h̃2 ∈ Ṽ B,

2, otherwise.

d(v1v2) ∈ IT = IT (g(v1v2), Iv1v2 , Bv1v2), or d(v1v2) ∈ IT = IT (g(v1v2), Iv1v2), where Bv1v2 =
(fB)−1(v1v2) ∪ (NB)−1(v1v2), Iv1v2 = (fP0)−1(v1v2) ∪ (NP0)−1(v1v2). These two sets are already
known from what we have constructed so far. In particular, whenever IT is trivial, which is
always the case for internal vertices, and for boundary vertices it happens when 2g(v1v2)+2|Iv1v2 |+
|Bv1v2 | ≤ 2, we know d(v1v2). For shortness we will not describe the general update of the topological
defect. We do describe a special case of particular importance. Suppose e ∈ EB, and v1 6= v2 are
boundary vertices with d(vi) ∈ IT (0, ∅, Bi) where |Bi| = 2. This is the case when each vi is a

marked point or a boundary node which is not a contracted component. Write Bi = {h̃i, ai}, where
h̃i is as above. Suppose h2 ∈ HB, that is, its orientation disagrees with the orientation of the
boundary. Then d(v1v2) ∈ IT (0, ∅, {a, a1, a2}), where a is the new cycle of s0h2, obtained from

concatenating h̃1, h̃2 after erasing h1, h2, d(v1v2) is the element which corresponds to cyclic order
a→ a1 → a2.

Suppose E ′ = {e1, . . . , er} ⊆ E, then there is an identification between E(G)\E ′ and E(∂e1,...,erG).
Throughout this paper we shall use this identification without further comment.

Figure 12 illustrates several examples of edge contractions.

For a stable open ribbon graph G, we define the orbifold cell complex MR
G as the cell complex

whose cells are MR
G′, for all graphs G′ obtained from G by edge contractions. The cell MR

G which
corresponds to contracting the empty subset of E(G) is included. If G′, G′′ are two such cells, and
G′′ is obtained from G′ by contracting the edges {e1, . . . , er}, then the corresponding cell MR

G′′

is the boundary of the cell MR
G′ glued to it along ℓe1 = . . . = ℓer = 0. In this case we say that

MR
G′′ is a face of MR

G′. Write MRcomb

g,k,l =
∐MR

G/ ∼=
∐MR

G, where the union is over all open

(g, k, l)−ribbon graphs, and ∼ is induced by the canonical injections MR
G′ →֒ MR

G, over pairs

(G,G′) where G′ is obtained from G by edge contractions. Write MRcomb
g,k,l for the locus which is

the union over smooth graphs. Define MR
G(p), M

Rcomb

g,k,l (p), MRcomb
g,k,l (p) by restricting perimeters

to be pi. In these cases we also define the cell attachments using edge contractions.
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Figure 12. Examples of edge contractions. Contracting the internal edges b, f of
the smooth graph on the top left corners gives rise to the nodal graph on the top
right corner. The vertex v1v2 corresponds to the permutation (ae)(cd). By further
contracting the boundary edge g between the boundary node and the marked point
2 we obtain the graph in the left hand of the middle row. The boundary node there
corresponds to a contracted component which contains two nodes and the marking
2. The graph in the right hand side of the same row is equivalent to the left hand
one, only that the ghost is illustrated and there the cyclic order of half nodes is seen.
In the bottom left corner a genus 1 ribbon graph is drawn. After contracting the
edge a we obtain a nodal graph. Further contracting c we obtain the graph on the
right corner, which contains an open contracted component. The genus defect of the
contracted component is 1 and its topological defect is that of a cylinder with one
special boundary point - the node.

The pointwise maps combR induce moduli maps

combR : MR
g,k,l × Rl

+ → MRcomb

g,k,l , combR
p
: MR

g,k,l → MRcomb

g,k,l (p),

which send a stable open surface and a set of perimeters to the corresponding graph.

Lemma 4.29. MRcomb

g,k,l with the cell structure defined above is a piecewise smooth Hausdorff orb-
ifold with corners. This is the finest topology on the moduli of (g, k, l)−graphs such that the map

combR is continuous. MRcomb

g,k,l (p) is compact for any p. combR : MR
g,k,l×Rl

+ ≃ MRcomb
. Moreover,

the analogous claims remain true if we declare some, but not all, of the internal marked points to
have perimeters 0. In fact, for any effective dual graph Γ the map combR restricted to MR

Γ ×Rl
+ is

an isomorphism onto its image.

The proof is similar to the closed case, see [42, 28] for a proof of the analogous theorem.
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4.3. JS Stratification for the graded moduli.

4.3.1. Graded ribbon graphs. For a metric, open or closed ribbon graph, (G, ℓ), write

Z̃G,ℓ = π0(F̃or
−1

spin((combR)−1(G, ℓ)), ZG,ℓ = π0(For
−1
spin((combR)−1(G, ℓ)),

where the maps F̃orspin, Forspin are defined in Notation 2.41. For any two generic metrics ℓ, ℓ′ the
sets ZG,ℓ, ZG,ℓ′ are isomorphic, see Remark 2.38. When G has non trivial automorphisms the sets

are non canonically isomorphic. For any G, let ZG be the set ZG,ℓ for a fixed generic ℓ. Define Z̃G

similarly.

Definition 4.30. A metric spin ribbon graph with a lifting (G, z, ℓ) is a metric ribbon graph

together with an element z ∈ Z̃G,ℓ. The graph is called graded when z ∈ ZG,ℓ. A graded graph is a
pair (G, z), z ∈ ZG. Similarly, in the closed setting, a metric spin ribbon graph (G, z, ℓ) is a metric

ribbon graph together with z ∈ Z̃G,ℓ.
The normalization Norm(G, z, ℓ) of (G, z, ℓ) is the smooth, not necessarily connected graph∐
(Gi, ℓi, zi), where (Gi, ℓi) are the components of Norm(G, ℓ), and zi ∈ Z̃Gi,ℓi are induced from z

by Proposition 2.19. A half node is legal if it is legal as a marked point in the graded structure of
Norm(G, z).

It follows from Proposition 4.25 that a graded surface, together with perimeters {pi}i∈I , de-
fines a unique graded metric graph (G, z, ℓ), where (G, ℓ) is embedded in KB,P0(Forspin(Σ)), as in
Proposition 4.25 and z is the class of graded spin structures which contains the graded structure
of Σ. When (G, ℓ) generic and effective, all possible automorphisms of (G, ℓ) leave all half edges in
place, and may only act non trivially only on isolated contracted components, which are of genus
0. Thus, the action of this automorphism group on ZG = ZG,ℓ is trivial, and hence, in this case,
ZG isomorphic to Spin(Σ), and any element z of it corresponds to a unique graded structure.

Moreover, by Corollary 2.22, if in addition G has no contracted boundaries, then ZG is in one to
one correspondence with isomorphism classes of tuples (S1, . . . , Sr) where each Si is a spin structure
with a lifting on the ith component of Norm(Σ) such that all original boundary marked points are
legal and for any boundary node of Σ exactly one half is legal.

Definition 4.31. A spin ribbon graph with a lifting (G, z), with or without a metric ℓ, is called
effective if G is effective, and z is a spin structure with a lifting in which for every contracted
component v ∈ V (G), all boundary marked points of the isolated component in Norm−1(v) are
legal. In case v is not isolated, it is equivalent to all half nodes in (NB)−1(v) being illegal. An
effective graded graph (G, z) is trivalent if G is trivalent. The graph is smooth if its underlying
graph is. These definitions extend to the closed case, without the assumptions on boundary nodes.

Denote by SR0 the set of isomorphism classes of graded smooth trivalent ribbon graphs, write
R0 for the set of their underlying open ribbon graphs. Denote by SR0

g,k,l ⊆ SR0 the subset whose
faces are marked [l] and the boundary points are marked by [k]. Define R0

g,k,l similarly.

Let OSR0
g,k,l be the collection of all graphs in SR0

g,k,l with an odd number of boundary marked

points on each boundary component. Define OR0
g,k,l similarly.

Note that in a trivalent graph, by definition if v is a contracted component, the unique ghost
component in Norm−1(v) has all its marked points legal.

Recall that smooth graded surfaces have no internal markings of twist 1 or illegal boundary
markings. Therefore an immediate corollary of Proposition 2.32, which can be taken as an alter-
native definition of R0

g,k,l, is

Corollary 4.32. R0
g,k,l 6= ∅ precisely when 2|g+k−1. Every trivalent smooth graph satisfying this

constraint belongs to R0
g,k,l.
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Notation 4.33. We define the map comb between graded surfaces and graded metric ribbon
graphs by comb(Σ, S, s,p) = (G, z, ℓ) where (G, ℓ) = combR(Σ,p) and z ∈ ZG,ℓ is the corresponding
class. Write combp = comb(−,−,−,p). Write Forcomb

spin (G, z, ℓ) = (G, ℓ).

Proposition 4.34. Suppose comb(Σ,p) = (G, z, ℓ).

(a) Then comb(Norm(Σ),p) = Norm(G, z, ℓ), where preimages of nodes in Σ will be internal
markings of perimeter 0.

(b) Suppose Σ′ is obtained from Σ by forgetting an illegal marked point xν whose removal makes
no component unstable. Suppose that xν is mapped to vertex v of G. Write (G′, z′, ℓ′) =
comb(Σ′,p). Then (G′, ℓ′) is obtained from (G, z, ℓ) by the following procedure. If deg(v) = 2,
and v has a zero genus defect and marking defect {ν}, remove v from the graph, unite its
two edges e1, e2 to one edge e, define ℓ′(e) = ℓ(e1)+ ℓ(e2) and for the other edges put ℓ′ = ℓ.
Otherwise the graph and metric do not change, but the marking ν is removed from the
marking defect of v. z′ is the image of z under the natural map ZG,ℓ → ZG′,ℓ′ obtained from
Observation 2.43 with B′ = {ν}.

Proof. The first item is a consequence of Corollary 4.15. The second follows from Corollary 4.14
and Observation 2.43. �

4.3.2. Combinatorial moduli for graded surfaces, bundles and forms. Denote by Mcomb

g,k,l the set

of metric graded (g, k, l)−ribbon graphs. Write Mcomb

g,k,l (p) for the subspace of graphs with fixed

perimeters p. Define Mcomb
g,k,l as the subspace of smooth graphs. Define similarly Mcomb

g,k,l (p). The
pointwise maps comb induce moduli maps

comb : Mg,k,l × Rl
+ → Mcomb

g,k,l , comb = combp : Mg,k,l → Mcomb

g,k,l (p),

which send a stable graded surface and a set of perimeters to the corresponding graph. Endow
these spaces with the finest topology so that comb is continuous.

We now study the cell structure of Mcomb

g,k,l . Recall that a metric ℓ is generic if the metric graph
has no automorphisms. In particular, in the open and connected setting, metrics which give all
edges different lengths are generic. For a generic ℓ ∈ MR

G, choose z ∈ ZG = ZG,ℓ, define M(G,z) to

be the connected component of (Forcomb
spin )−1(MR

G) which contains (G, z, ℓ).

The map Forcomb
spin is continuous. Moreover, by the same reasoning as in the non combinatorial

case, see the discussion in the end of Subsection 2.3.6, it is an orbifold branched cover, and over
any MR

G it is an orbifold cover.
Thus, (Forcomb

spin )−1(MR
G) is an orbibundle over MR

G, with a generic fiber ZG. Since MR
G =

RE(G)
+ /Aut(G), such a bundle must be of the form

(Forcomb
spin )−1(MR

G) ≃ (RE(G)
+ × ZG)/Aut(G),

for some action of Aut(G) we now explain.
Let C ⊆ MR

G be the locus of generic metrics, and C ⊆ RE(G) its preimage under the quotient by
Aut(G). Except from some borderline cases which can be treated separately its complement is of
real codimension at least 3. Over C the fiber of the bundle is always of size |ZG|. Denote this fiber
bundle by E, and let E → C be its pullback to C. π1(C) is trivial, as RE(G) \C is of codimension
at least 3. Thus E must be trivial, and is hence isomorphic to C × ZG.

Let ℓ ∈ C be any point, let ℓ be its image in C. Recall that as an orbispace, Aut(G) ≃
π1(C/Aut(G), ℓ), and this isomorphism can be made explicit as follows: For g ∈ Aut(G), choose

any path γ̄g : [0, 1] → C, with γ̄g0 = ℓ ∈ RE(G)
+ , γ̄g1 = g · ℓ, and set γg to be its γ̄g to C.

Parallel transport z = z0 along γg to get z1. This can be done as the fiber is 0−dimensional.
Define g · (ℓ, z) = (g · ℓ, z1). This action is independent of choices, and can be defined continuously
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over all E. This gives us the orbibundle structure over C. Again by continuity, it can be uniquely

extended to an action on RE(G)
+ × ZG.

Note that in particular, we have defined an action of Aut(G) on ZG. Define the group Aut(G, z)

as the subgroup of Aut(G) which leaves z invariant. Then M(G,z) ≃ RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, z). Define

M(G,z)(p) as the subspace where the perimeters are p.
For e ∈ E(G), define the edge contraction to be ∂e(G, z) = (∂eG, ∂ez), where ∂ez ∈ Z∂eG using the

cell structure of MR
G and the topology of Mcomb

g,k,l . Explicitly, fix p and take an arbitrary continuous

path ([Σt])t∈[0,1] ⊂ Mg,k,l, such that comb([Σt]) ∈ M(G,z) for t > 0 and Forspin(comb([Σ0])) ∈
MR

∂eG
. Suppose that comb([Σ0]) ∈ M(∂eG,z′). Then z′ = ∂ez, and this definition is easily seen to

be independent of choices.
An explicit combinatorial description for the special case of trivalent graphs appears in Subsec-

tion 5.1.2.
As in the spinless case M(G,z), the closure of M(G,z) in Mcomb

g,k,l , is the union of cells M(G′,z′),
where (G′, z′) is obtained from (G, z) by edge contractions, and the attachment of the cells is also
defined via the edge contractions, i.e. M(G′,z′) is glued to M(G,z) along ℓe1 = . . . = ℓer = 0, if
e1, . . . , er are the edges of G which are contracted to obtain G′. In this case we say that M(G′,z′)

is a face of M(G,z). We similarly define M(G,z)(p). Again as in the spinless case we can now define

the orbifold cell complex structure on Mcomb

g,k,l .

Mcomb

g,k,l =
∐

M(G,z)/ ∼=
∐

M(G,z),

where the union is over all connected components which correspond to graded (g, k, l)−ribbon
graphs, and ∼ is induced by edge contractions. We similarly define the orbifold cell complex

structure on Mcomb

g,k,l (p). In both cases the cell structure agrees with the topology. Denote the
quotient-by-∼-map by Ξ.

A graph (G, z) corresponds to a boundary stratum of Mcomb

g,k,l , that is M(G,z) ⊆ comb(∂Mg,k,l ×
Rl

+) if and only if it has at least one boundary node or contracted boundary. In this case we call it
a boundary graph. All of the above constructions extend to the setting of spin ribbon graphs with
a lifting, and to (closed) spin ribbon graphs.

Lemma 4.35. Suppose 2|g + k − 1. Then Mcomb

g,k,l , Mcomb

g,k,l (p) are piecewise smooth Hausdorff
orbifolds with corners, the latter is compact.

The maps comb, combp are isomorphisms onto their images when restricted to the open dense
subsets Mg,k,l × Rl

+,Mg,k,l.

combp induces an orientation on Mcomb

g,k,l , with this orientation deg(combp) = 1.
Analogous claims are true if we declare some, but not all, of the internal marked points to have

perimeters 0. Analogous claims are also true if we allow some internal markings to be Ramond
or if we consider the case of closed (twisted) spin surfaces. In addition, for an effective dual spin
graph with a lifting Γ, the maps comb, combp restricted to MΓ × Rl

+,MΓ are isomorphisms onto
their images.

The proof is similar to the closed case and will be omitted. The orientation on Mcomb

g,k,l will be
constructed explicitly later.

The combinatorial S1−bundles Fi, i ∈ [l], are defined as in Definition 4.9. Again these carry a
natural piecewise smooth structure, compatible with the natural piecewise smooth structures on

Mcomb

g,k,l . The forms αi, ωi, ᾱi, ω̄i, ω̄ defined as in Definition 4.9 and Equation (23).
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Definition 4.36. Let S ⊆ N be a finite set. A (S, l)−set L is a function L : S → [l]. We write
S = Dom(L). In case S = [d], we simply write a (d, l)−set. We say that L is a l−set if the set S
is understood from the context.

Given two l−sets, L, L′, we write

L′ ⊆ L,

and say that L′ is a subset of L, and write L′ ⊆ L, if

Dom(L′) ⊆ Dom(L) and L|Dom(S′) = L′.

In this case we define the l−set L \ L′ by

L \ L′ : Dom(L) \Dom(L′) → [l], (L \ L′)(s) = L(s).

In case j ∈ Dom(L) we write j ∈ L. For i ∈ [l] we put

Li = L−1(i).

The (S, l)−sets will be used to encode direct sums of tautological lines in the following way.

Notation 4.37. Recall Construction 1. To any (S, l)−set L we associate a vector bundle EL and
a sphere bundle SL given by

EL =
∑

i∈S

LL(i) → Mg,k,l, SL = S((FL(i))i∈S).

We will also consider the sphere bundle S(EL) associated to EL.
Define an angular form ΦL for SL by Formula (19), and using Kontsevich’s forms for the copy

FL(i), of the L(i)
th S1−bundle. Explicitly,

ΦL({ri}i∈S,{α̂i}i∈S, {ω̂i}i∈S) =
|S|−1∑

k=0

2kk!
∑

i∈S

r2i α̂i

∑

I⊆S\{i},|I|=k

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ α̂j)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ω̂h,

where ω̂i is Kontsevich’s 2-form ωL(i), and α̂i is a copy of Kontsevich’s 1-form αL(i). We refer to it
as a copy, since for i1, i2 ∈ Lj , α̂i1 , α̂i2 are given by the same formula of the angular 1−form of Fj,
but with different φ variables. Write

ωL = −dΦL =
∧

i∈S

ωL(i), p
2L =

∏

i∈S

p2L(i), ω̄L = p2LωL, Φ̄L = p2LΦL.

When S 6= [d] we will sometimes omit the assumption that
∑

i∈S r
2
i = 1, and then −dΦL gets a

correction, see Remark 3.5.
When it is not clear from context, we write αG

j to indicate the specific graph G. The same
remark goes to the other forms.

Exactly as in the closed case, we have

Lemma 4.38. (a) For i ∈ [l], comb∗Fi ≃ S1(Li) canonically. As a result, comb∗SL ≃ S(EL)
canonically.

(b) αi, ωi are piecewise smooth angular 1−form and Euler 2−form for S1(Li). ΦL is an angular
form of SL, ωL its Euler form.

(c) For (G, z) ∈ SR0
g,k,l, there is a canonical identification

(Fi → M(G,z)) ≃ Ξ∗(Fi → Mcomb

g,k,l ).

Similarly for the bundles SL.
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Notation 4.39. Recall Proposition 4.34. Let (G, z, ℓ) be a metric spin ribbon graph with a

lifting. Define the graph B̃(G, z, ℓ) = (B̃G, B̃z, B̃ℓ) by first taking the normalization of (G, z, ℓ),
and then forgetting isolated components, the lifting data in contracted boundaries, and the new

illegal marked points. Let B̃ : M(G,z) → M(B̃G,B̃z) the induced map on the moduli.

Observe that

Observation 4.40. For any spin ribbon graph with a lifting (G, z), and a face marked i, Fi →
M(G,z) ≃ B̃∗

(
Fi → MB̃(G,z)

)
canonically. A similar claim holds for SL.

The observation follows from the natural identification of the boundary of the ith faces in G, B̃G.
Proposition 4.41. A special canonical multisection s of S(EL) is a pull back of a multisection s′

of SL.

Proof. Take MΓ ⊆ ∂Mg,k,l, let i1, . . . , ir be labels of internal tails, one for each vertex of Γ.
comb(MΓ × Rl

+) =
∐

(G,z)M(G,z), where the union is taken over some graded graphs (G, z).

Consider one of them, denote it by (G, z). Write

ΦΓ =
r∏

j=1

ΦΓ,i.

Consider the diagram

(24) comb−1M(G,z)
ΦΓ

//

comb

��

comb−1M(B̃G,B̃z)

comb

��

M(G,z)
B̃

// M(B̃G,B̃z).

This diagram commutes, by Proposition 4.34. Now (B̃G, B̃z) is smooth, hence the right vertical
arrow is an isomorphism, by Lemma 4.35. A special canonical multisection over MΓ×Rl

+ is pulled
back via ΦΓ, from S(EL) →

∏r
j=1Mv∗i (Γ)

×Rl
+. Let s be special canonical, we now construct s′ with

s = comb∗s′. Write s|comb−1M(G,z)
= Φ∗

Γ(comb∗(s′′)) where s′′ is a multisection of SL → M(B̃G,B̃z).

Define s′|M(G,z)
= B̃∗s′′. These multisections for different strata evidently glue. �

Definition 4.42. A special canonical multisection of SL → Mcomb

g,k,l is a multisection s with comb∗s

being special canonical. A special canonical multisection of SL → M(G,z) is a Ξ−pull back of a

special canonical multisection on Mcomb

g,k,l . Write s(G,z) for the restriction of s to M(G,z).

The proof of proposition yields the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 4.43. Suppose (G, z) is a boundary (g, k, l)−graded ribbon graph, s is a special canonical

multisection of SL, where L is a (d, l)−set, restricted to the boundary cell M(G,z) then s = B̃∗s′

where s′ is a multisection of SL → MB̃(G,z).

The main result of this section is that the descendents can be calculated over the combinatorial
moduli.

Lemma 4.44. Let s be a special canonical multisection for S(EL). Denote by s′ the multisection
on SL with s = comb∗s′. Then∫

Mg,k,l

e(S(EL), s) =

∫

M
comb

g,k,l (p)

e(SL, s
′).(25)

The orientations are the ones induced on the combinatorial moduli by comb∗.
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Figure 13. Bridges and their contractions. On the left hand side three compatible
bridges are drawn, a, b, c. In the middle picture b, c are contracted, and on the right
hand the normalization is presented. If hb is the boundary half edge which corre-
sponds to b, then ∂bh corresponds to the half node in the ghost component of the
normalization. If h1, h2 are the half edges of c then ∂ch1, ∂ch2 are the two half nodes
in the normalization of the node which corresponds to c.

The proof is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 4.35, 4.38 and Observation 2.49.

4.3.3. Intersection numbers as integrals over the combinatorial moduli. We can now use the natural

piecewise linear structure onMcomb

g,k,l and the associated bundles to write an explicit integral formula
for them.

Definition 4.45. A boundary loop in a graded graph (G, z) is a boundary edge which is a loop.
We denote the collection of these elements by Loop(G). A bridge in a graded graph (G, z) is either
a boundary edge between two distinct special legal boundary points or an internal edge between
two boundary vertices, see Figure 13 and the left hand sides of Figure 14, rows (d),(e). Denote by
Br(G, z) the set of bridges of (G, z). Usually we shall omit z from the notation and write Br(G)
instead. A compatible sequence of bridges {e1, . . . , er} is a sequence of bridges such that ei+1 is a
bridge in ∂e1,...,eiG for all i.

Suppose e is a bridge and h ∈ HI satisfies h/s1 = e. Set h′ = s2h.We define ∂eh ∈ HN(∂eG) (HN
is defined in Definition 4.18) to be the unique vertex v ∈ V (Norm(∂eG)) with h′/s0 = v, where
we consider h′ as an edge of Norm(∂eG), using the canonical identification, see Figure 13 and the
right hand sides of rows (d),(e) of Figure 14. When there is h ∈ HB with h/s1 = e, contracting
e creates a contracted component v, which is identified with a ghost component of Norm(G), see
Figures 13 and 14 (d) again. We denote by ∂eh ∈ B(v) the marking which is the s0−cycle of
s2(s1h) in (NB)−1(v). This is equivalent to writing ∂eh = s1∂e(s1h), recalling Notation 4.28.

The following observation is immediate

Observation 4.46. (a) dimM(G,z)(p) = dimMg,k,l if and only if (G, z) ∈ SR0
g,k,l.

(b) In addition, (G, z) is a boundary graph if and only if it can be represented as ∂e1,...,er(G
′, z′),

where (G′, z′) ∈ SR0
g,k,l, and at least one ei is a bridge or a loop. The only boundary graphs

whose (G, z) whose moduli is of full dimension dimMg,k,l−1, are those which can be written
as ∂e(G

′, z′), for (G′, z′) ∈ SR0
g,k,l, e ∈ Br(G′) ∪ Loop(G′).

(c) If {e1, . . . , er} is a compatible sequence of bridges in a trivalent graph (G, z) then ∂e1,...,er(G, z)
is trivalent. Any trivalent graph can be written as ∂e1,...,er(G, z), where (G, z) is smooth
trivalent and {e1, . . . , er} is a compatible sequence of bridges. This representation is unique
up to reordering the bridges in the sequence.

See Figure 14 (d),(e) for examples.
Recall Definition 2.51. Using Observation 4.46, Lemma 4.44 and Proposition 3.3, we immediately

get
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Figure 14. Edge contractions and Feynman moves. In rows d, e bridge contractions
are presented. In row f, a boundary contraction is shown. In the remaining rows it
is shown how the other types of contracted edges can be obtained as the results of
two different contractions.

Lemma 4.47. Let L be a (d, l)-set where d = 3g−3+k+2l
2

, and let s be a special canonical multisection
for SL. Then

2
g+k−1

2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉 =
∑

(G,z)∈SR0
g,k,l

∫

M(G,z)(p)

ωL +
∑

(G,z)∈SR0
g,k,l,

[e]∈[Br(G)∪Loop(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,z)(p)

s∗ΦL.

equivalently,

p2L2
g+k−1

2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉 =
∑

(G,z)∈SR0
g,k,l

∫

M(G,z)(p)

ω̄L +
∑

(G,z)∈SR0
g,k,l,

[e]∈[Br(G)∪Loop(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,z)(p)

s∗Φ̄L.

The orientations are the ones induced on the combinatorial moduli by comb∗.

Remark 4.48. The formalism of piecewise linear forms and their integration is treated, for instance,
in [42].

Construction\Notation 3. For later purposes we now define Feynman moves in edges. Suppose
that G is a trivalent graph, e ∈ E \Br(G). If e is a boundary edge, we require that least one of its
vertices is not a special point. Define the graph Ge = G, in case e is a boundary loop. Otherwise,
define Ge as the graph obtained from G by first contracting e and then reopening it in the unique
different possible way, see Figure 14 (a),(b),(c).

Let (G, z) be a graded trivalent graph. For a boundary loop e define the graded structure ze ∈ ZG

as the graded structure which is identical to z except that the lifting on the boundary component
e is opposite. For an edge e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G) write ze ∈ ZGe for the graded structure on Ge,
defined by the following proposition.
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Proposition 4.49. For (G, z) and e as above there is a unique graded structure ze such that if G

is smooth, M(Ge,ze) is the unique codimension 0 cell of Mcomb

g,k,l adjacent to M(G,z) along M∂e(G,z).
For non smooth G, write (G, z) = ∂e1,...,er(H,w), e1, . . . , er ∈ E(H), with (H,w) trivalent and
smooth. Then

(Ge, ze) = ∂e1,...,er(He, we).

Proof. For a smooth trivalent G, and an edge e, ∂eM(G,z) is a codimension 1 face, hence, since

Mcomb

g,k,l is an orbifold with corners, this face must be adjacent to at most one additional codimension
0 cell. Since e is neither a boundary loop nor a bridge, this face is not contained in the boundary of
the moduli, hence has it is adjacent to two codimension 0 cells. Since Forcomb

spin is continuous, this cell
must be of the form M(G,ze) for some graded structure ze ∈ ZG \z or M(Ge,ze), for ze ∈ Z(Ge). The

map Mcomb
g,k,l ≃ Mg,k,l → MR

g,k,l ≃ MR
g,k,l

comb
, when restricted to the open dense set of generic

metrics is a (non branched) covering map, as there are no automorphisms to the objects, and since

the neighboring cell in MR
g,k,l

comb
to MR

G along ∂eMR
G is MR

Ge
, the neighboring cell of M(G,z) along

the boundary ∂eM(G,z) must be M(Ge,ze). The rest of the claim follows from the cell structure and
Observation 4.46, part (c). �

The operations G→ Ge, (G, z) → (Ge, ze) are called Feynman moves.

5. Trivalent and critical nodal graphs

It follows from Lemma 4.47 that all intersection numbers can be calculated as integrals over the

highest dimensional cells ofMcomb

g,k,l , and of ∂Mcomb

g,k,l . In the next section we will describe an iterative
integration formula for the integrals. We will see that the cells that contribute to this iterative
process are those which correspond to trivalent graded ribbon graphs. Analyzing their contribution
is done by using a new type of graphs which we define below and name critical nodal graphs. It
turns out that both for trivalent graded graphs, and for critical nodal graphs, the extra data of
the graded spin structure can be described in an explicit combinatorial manner. In this section we
shall provide this combinatorial interpretation, use it to describe the boundary conditions and to
write an explicit expression for the canonical orientations.

5.1. Kasteleyn orientations. From here until the end of this subsection fix a graph G ∈ R0
g,k,l,

where R0
g,k,l was defined in Definition 4.31.

Definition 5.1. Consider the set A of all assignments HI → Z2. A vertex flip is the involution
fv : A → A defined as follows. For A ∈ A, fvA is the assignment which satisfies the following
condition. fvA(h) 6= A(h) if and only if exactly one of the vertices of h, h/s0, s1(h)/s0 is v.

A Kasteleyn orientation on G is an assignment K ∈ A which satisfies the following conditions.

(a) If h belongs to a boundary edge, that is s1h ∈ HB, then

K(h) = 1.

(b) For other half edge h
K(h) +K(s1(h)) = 1.

(c) For every face i, ∑

h∈Hi

K(h) = 1.

For convenience extend K to HB by 0, so that Property (b) holds for any half edge. K(G) will
stand for the set of all Kasteleyn orientations of G. Vertex flips act on the set K(G). Two Kasteleyn
orientations are equivalent if they differ by vertex flips. Write [K(G)] for the set of equivalence
classes of Kasteleyn orientations, and [K] for the equivalence class of K.

62



Observation 5.2. Equivalent assignments give the same value to any half edge of a bridge.

Definition 5.3. The legal side of a bridge e is the half edge h ∈ s−1
1 (e) with K(h) = 0. The other

side is illegal.

The main goal of this subsection is to show that there is a natural bijection between SR0
g,k,l and

{(G, [K])|G ∈ R0
g,k,l, [K] ∈ [K(G)]/Aut(G)}.

We first show how a graded structure induces an element in [K(G)]. Take a graded surface
(Σ, S, s) whose corresponding embedded ribbon graph, defined by the JS differential, is G.

Definition 5.4. Let v ∈ V I , and {hi}i=1,2,3, are its three half edges, ordered so that s0hi = hi+1.
A choice of lifting for v is a choice of lifts, lhi

∈ Sv for the oriented T 1
v hi (see Notation 2.23), for

which

(26) lhi+1
= Rθi+2πlhi

, i = 1, 2,

where θi = ∡(Tvhi, Tvhi+1).
Let ∂Σb be a boundary component. Write Hb = {hi}mi=1, where hi ∈ HI , are the half edges

which are embedded in ∂Σb, ordered so that hi+1 = s1(s
−1
2 (s1(hi))). Put vi = hi/s0. A lifting for

∂Σb is the unique choice of lifts lh ∈ Svi of T 1
vi
h, for any i and any h ∈ Hvi , which satisfies the

following requirements.

(a) For h = hi ∈ s1Hb, lh = s(vi).
(b) If vi is not a marked point, let f = s0hi, and put θ = ∡(hi, f). Then lf = Rθ+2πlhi

, and
ls−1

0 hi
= Rπlhi

.

(c) If vi is a marked point ls−1
0 hi

= R3πlhi
.

A choice of a lifting is a choice of lifting for any vertex, and a lifting for any boundary component
of the graph.

Note that given a choice of a lifting in a vertex v, (26) holds also for i = 3, since composing (26)
for i = 1, 2, 3, yields

R6π+
∑3

i=1 θi
lh1 = R8πlh1 = lh1 ,

where the second passage follows from
∑
θi = 2π, and the last passage uses that R4π is the identity

map. This also shows that a choice of a lifting for an internal vertex does not depend on the choice
of which half edge is taken to be h1. In addition, note that a lifting of a boundary does not depend
on choices.

Figure 15 illustrates the three types of liftings described above.
The next observation is a consequence of the definition of the graded boundary conditions.

Observation 5.5. Consider a lifting for the boundary ∂Σb. With the above notations, if vi is a
marked point, then lhi

= R2πP (hi−1)lhi−1
. If vi is a boundary vertex which is not a marked point,

then lhi
= P (hi−1)lhi−1

. In both cases RπP (hi−1)lhi−1
= ls1(hi−1) = ls−1

0 hi
.

Remark 5.6. Iterating Observation 5.5 over all boundary vertices, we are led to the single constraint
lhi

= R2kbπlhi
, where kb is the number of boundary marked points of the boundary component ∂Σb.

By unwinding the alternations in boundary marked points, we see that q(γ) = kb+1, for γ a simple
closed path isotopic to ∂Σb.

A choice of a lifting induces an assignment K ∈ A as follows. K(h) = 1, if s1h ∈ HB. For
an internal half edge h, considered as an arc from u to v, we have lifts lh, ls1(h) of T 1

uh, T
1
v s1h

respectively. Now, RπP (h)lh also covers T 1
v s1h, hence it equals either ls1(h) or R2πls1(h). In the first

case we define K(h) = 1, otherwise K(h) = 0. Write K(Σ, S, s) for the set of all assignments of G
induced by choices of liftings.
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-1h

h lh(s0)
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f

v
lf

l(s0)-1h

Figure 15. In this figure the three types of liftings from Definition 5.4 are illus-
trated. The left column represent the local picture at the surface, while the right
column represents the corresponding picture at the level of the spin fiber. Each
vector on the left side has two preimages on the right side (where the angles between
consecutive vectors on the right are half of those from the left). On the top row an
internal trivalent vertex v is drawn. For v there are two possible lifts, {lh1 , lh2, lh3}
and {l′h1

, l′h2
, l′h3

}. In the middle row v is a trivalent boundary vertex and in the lowest
row v is a boundary marked point. In both of these cases the horizontal line in the
left column represents the boundary, and in both cases lh is determined from the
data of the grading, so there is no choice in the liftings, and they are as in the figure.

Definition 5.7. A vertex lift flip in a vertex v ∈ V I is the involution of the set of choices of lifts,
which takes one choice to the choice which differs exactly in the lift at v.

We have the following lemma

Lemma 5.8. If C,C ′ are two choices of lifts which differ by a vertex lift flip in v, the corresponding
assignments K,K ′ differ by a vertex flip fv. The vertex flips act commutatively freely transitively
on K(Σ, S, s). The correspondence between choices of lifts and K(Σ, S, s) is a bijection. As a

conclusion |K(Σ, S, s)| = 2|V
I(G)|.

Proof. The first assertion, the commutativity and transitivity of the action are straightforward.
The rest will from proving that the action is free. In order to show this, note that we can think
of K(Σ, S, s) as subset of ZHI

2 . This is a vector space and a vertex flip fv is just an addition of

an element f̃v ∈ ZHI

2 , which is s1−invariant, and zero everywhere except for edges with exactly

one of their ends is v. Thus, we can also think of f̃v as a function from E to Z2, which vanishes

identically on boundary edges. In other words, f̃v is canonically a 1−cochain with coefficients in
Z2 relative to boundary. In fact, if δ is the coboundary operator on the relative cochain complex

defined on Σ by the 1−skeleton G, then f̃v = δev, where ev is the 0−cochain which is 1 only at v.
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If the action of vertex flips were not free, there would have been a subset A ⊆ V I such that
∑

v∈A

f̃v = 0,

or equivalently

δ
∑

v∈A

ev = 0,

so
∑

v∈A ev is δ−closed in H0(Σ, ∂Σ) ≃ H2(Σ)
∗, by Poincaré-Lefschetz duality. But H2(Σ) = 0,

which means A = ∅. �

We now study K(Σ, S, s) more carefully.

Proposition 5.9. Fix K ∈ K(Σ, S, s).
For h ∈ HI . Put v = h/s0, u = (s1h)/s0, f = s−1

0 s1h, and, in case u is not a marked point,
f ′ = s0s1h. Write θ = ∡(P (h)T 1

v h, T
1
uf) ∈ (−π, π) and α = ∡(f ′, f) ∈ (0, 2π), if u is not a

marked point. Let lh, lf denote the lifts of T 1
v h, T

1
uf, respectively, induced by K, and when u is

not a marked point, let lf ′ , be the lift of T 1
uf

′. Finally, let ε = K(h). Then we have the following
equalities,

(a) lf = R2πε+θP (h)lh.
(b) If u is not a marked point, lf ′ = R2π(1+ε)+θ−αP (h)lh, and θ − α ∈ (−π, π).
For h ∈ HB, from v to u, write f = s2h. If u is a marked point then R2πP (h)lh = lf . If u

is not a marked point, write f ′ = s0s1h and θ = ∡(P (h)T 1
v h, T

1
uf

′) ∈ (−π, 0). Then P (h)lh =
lf , Rθ+2πlh = lf ′ .

Proof. We prove for h ∈ HI . The proof for boundary half edges is similar and follows from Obser-
vation 5.5.

K(h) = ε⇔ RπP (h)lh = R(1+ε)2πls1(h)

⇔ RπP (h)lh = R(1+ε)2π(R2π+π−θlf )

⇔ RθP (h)lh = Rε2πlf ,

where the equivalence in the second line follows from the definition of a choice of lift in a vertex,
while the equivalence with the last line is a consequence of Remark 2.25. The second claim follows
from lf ′ = R−2π−αlf and the cyclic order of the half-edges. �

We now prove

Lemma 5.10. If K ∈ K(Σ, S, s), then K is a Kasteleyn orientation.

Proof. Property (a) of Kasteleyn orientations is just Observation 5.5. Property (b) is reduced,
thanks to Remark 2.25 and the construction of K, to

RπP (s1(h))RπP (h) = R2π,

but this follows from Proposition 2.28 applied to the piecewise smooth curve closed h → h̄ → h,
where h̄ is h with the opposite orientation.

For property (c), let h1, . . . hm be an ordering of Hi such that s2(hj) = hj+1. Set vj = hj/s0.
Let lhj

be the lift of T 1
vj
hj determined by K, using Lemma 5.8. Proposition 2.28 applied to the

piecewise smooth curve γi = h1 → h2 → . . . hm → h1, is equivalent to P (γi)lh1 = R2πlh1 . Put
θj+1 = ∡(P (hj)T

1
vj
hj , T

1
vj+1

hj+1) ∈ (−π, π). Now, by Proposition 5.9,

Rθj+1
P (hj)lhj

= Rεj2πlhj+1
, ε ∈ Z2,
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where εj = K(hj). Iterating this equation, for j = 1, . . . , m, we get

lh1 = R2πεm+θ1P (hm)R2πεm−1+θmP (hm−1) . . . R2πε1+θ2P (h1)lh1 =

= R2π
∑m

i=1 εi
Rθ1P (hm)RθmP (hm−1) . . . Rθ2P (h1)lh1 .

On the other hand, Rθ1P (hm)RθmP (hm−1) . . .Rθ2P (h1) = R2π(1+q(γi)), by the definition of q. But
q(γi) = 0, since γi is trivial in the homology of Σ, so

∑m
i=1 εi =

∑m
i=1K(hi) must be odd.

�

Theorem 5.11. Let G,Σ be as above. There is a bijection between Spin(Σ), the set of isomorphism
classes of graded spin structures on Σ, and [K(G)].

Proof. Given a graded spin structure (S, s) on Σ, we have constructed an equivalence class of
Kasteleyn orientations, and this equivalence class depends only on the isomorphism type of (S, s),
so that we get a map

[K] : Spin(Σ) → [K(G)].

We shall construct a map Spin in the other direction.
Fix K ∈ K(G). We first construct the restriction of the spin bundle to G, the 1−skeleton of Σ.

For any vertex v, write
Nv = ∪i{h′i},

where h′i are the open half edges emanating from v, after removing their second endpoint. We
define Spin(K)|Nv as the trivial spin cover of T 1Σ|Nv . On any fiber of Spin(K) there is an action
of R/4πZ, denote it by Rθ.

For a vertex v, choose sections lhi
: h′i → Spin(K)|h′

i
, which cover T 1

v hi, such that for any

hi /∈ HB,
R2π+θi(v)lhi

(v) = ls0(hi)(v),

where θi = ∡(T 1
v hi, T

1
v s0(hi)).

The transition map ge′,s1(e)′ : Spin(K)|e′ → Spin(K)|s1(e)′ is given by identifying R2K(e)π−πlh and
ls1h, and extending using the R/4πZ action.

It follows from construction, and from Property (c) of Kasteleyn orientations that for each i ∈ [l],
the spin structure on the boundary of face i of G, which is a topological disk, satisfies Proposition
2.28, and hence can be extended uniquely to the face. Thus, we have constructed a spin structure
on Σ. The section {lh}h∈s1HB , is evidently a grading. Call this graded spin structure Spin(K). It
can be verified easily that equivalent Kasteleyn orientations give rise to isomorphic graded spin
structure, and that the maps [K], Spin are inverse to each other. �

Now that we know that the data of an equivalence class of Kasteleyn orientations is equivalent
to the data of a graded spin structure, we may try to calculate q, Q using K.

Definition 5.12. Let γ = (h1 → . . .→ hm(→ h1)) be an open (closed) directed path in G ∈ R0
g,k,l

without backtracking, that is, the directed edge s1h cannot follow h in the path. Put vi = hi/s0.
We say that γ makes a bad turn at vi if either

(a) hi−1 ∈ HI and hi 6= s2hi−1, or
(b) hi−1 ∈ HB and hi = s0s1hi−1,

where i − 1 is taken modulo m in the closed case. Otherwise it makes a good turn. BT (γ) is the
number of bad turns.

See figure 16 for illustrations of good and bad turns.

Proposition 5.13. Fix [K]. With the conventions of the previous definition,

(a) For γ closed, q(γ) = qK(γ) := 1 +
∑

iK(hi) +BT (γ), for any K ∈ [K].
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Figure 16. Good and bad turns. In this figure a line with an arrow represents a
half edge in a directed path, and the orientation is always counterclockwise. In the
upper row an internal vertex is drawn. In the left image a good turn is drawn, while
the right is a bad turn. In the middle row the horizontal line is the boundary, and
the surface lies above it. The oriented half edges in the boundary belong to s1H

B.
Only the leftmost image represents a bad turn. In the lower row the oriented half
edges in the boundary component are boundary half edges. The image on the left
is a good turn, while the other two are bad.

(b) For γ open, with h1, hm ∈ s1H
B, let γ̃ be the sub arc obtained from γ after removing small

neighborhoods of its endpoints, then Q(γ̃) = QK(γ) := 1 +
∑

iK(hi) + BT (γ), for any
K ∈ [K].

We defined γ̃ in order to avoid marked points as endpoints.

Proof. Fix K ∈ [K]. Recall the correspondence between Kasteleyn orientations and lifts, 5.8,
and take the corresponding lift l. Put θj+1 = ∡(P (hj)T

1hj , T
1hj+1) ∈ (−π, π), εj = K(hj), and

btj+1 ∈ Z2 is 1 if and only if γ makes a bad turn in vj+1. Proposition 5.9 is equivalent, in these
notations, to

(27) Rθj+1
P (hj)lhj

= R(εj+btj+1)2πlhj+1
.

When γ is closed, iterating (27), for j = 1, . . . , m, we get that

lh1 = R2π(εm+bt1)+θ1P (hm)R2π(εm−1+btm)+θmP (hm−1) · · ·
· · ·R2π(ε1+bt2)+θ2P (h1)lh1

= R2π
∑m

i=1 εi+btiRθ1P (hm)RθmP (hm−1) . . . Rθ2P (h1)lh1

= R2π(BT (γ)+
∑m

i=1 εi)
R(1+q(γ))2π lh1 = R2π(q(γ)+1+BT (γ)+

∑m
i=1 εi)

lh1,

where the one before last passage uses the definition of q, Definition 2.26.
Similarly, when γ is open, iterating (27) over j = 1, . . . , m−1, and applying the same reasoning,

this time using Definition 2.30, we obtain

lhm = R2π(BT (γ)+
∑m−1

i=1 εi+Q(γ))lh1 = R2π(1+BT (γ)+
∑m

i=1 εi+Q(γ))lh1,

where we used εm = K(hm) = 1. As needed. �

Remark 5.14. The first case of the proposition appeared before in [12]. Note that although the
formula depends on the orientation of γ, the result is orientation independent in the closed case.
Indeed, flipping the orientation changes each K(h) to K(s1h) = K(h) + 1, and interchanges the
sets of good turns and of bad turns. Thus, the total change is the number of edges plus the number
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of vertices of γ, that is, a change by 2m = 0. A similar argument shows that in the open case the
result changes by 1 when the orientation is flipped.

Definition 5.15. An automorphism φ : G→ G defines an action, φ∗ on K(G), [K(G)] by

(φ∗K)(h) = K(φ−1(h)).

An automorphism φ of (G, [K]) is an automorphism φ of G for which φ∗[K] = [K]. We write
Aut(G, [K]) for the group of these automorphisms.

Proposition 5.16. For any G ∈ SR0
g,k,l, the map

∐

z∈ZG/Aut(G)

M(G,z) →
∐

[K]∈[K(G)]/Aut(G)

RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, [K]),

which takes a metric graded graph (G, z, ℓ) to ([K], ℓ), where [K] is the Kasteleyn orientation
associated to the graded spin structure of comb−1(G, z, ℓ) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. It is enough to show that along a path (Σt)0≤t≤1 in comb−1(M(G,z)), the equivalence classes
[Kt] = [Kt(Σt, St, st)] ∈ [K(G)] are the same. Take K0 ∈ [K(Σ0, S0, s0)]. This determines the maps
Q0, q0 by Proposition 5.13, and the fact that any piecewise smooth path may be isotoped to a non
backtracking one on the 1−skeleton G →֒ Σ0. Now, varying (Σt, St, st) is equivalent to varying the
metric ℓt on G, in the component M(G,z) continuously. But then it is evident that the maps Qt, qt
determined by K0 on the paths in resulting embedded graph do not change. By Lemma 2.39 we
see that [Kt] = [K0]. �

In light of Proposition 5.16, we can redefine SR0 and the related combinatorial moduli spaces.

Notation 5.17. From now on we write

SR0
g,k,l = {(G, [K])|G ∈ R0

g,k,l, [K] ∈ [K(G)]/Aut(G)}.

DefineM(G,[K]) = RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, [K]), the moduli of metrics onG, together with a fixed equivalence

class of Kasteleyn orientations. M(G,[K]) →֒ M(G,z), for a unique z ∈ ZG, as in Proposition 5.16.

We therefore set M(G,[K]) = M(G,z). Define analogously M(G,[K])(p), and M(G,[K])(p).

Example 5.18. Fix a connected component C of MR
g,k,l. Suppose that smooth surfaces in C have

b boundary components and write gs = g−b+1
2

. Let kj, j = 1, . . . , b, be the number of boundary
marked points on boundary component j, for some locally defined numbering of the boundary
components. One ribbon graph which corresponds to surfaces in C is the following graphG ∈ R0

g,k,l,
see also Figure 17

V ={v−j,j+1}j=2,...,b ∪ {v+j,j+1}j∈[b−1] ∪ {pj,i}j∈[b],i∈[kj]
∪ {v±i }i=2,...,l ∪ {u±i , w±

i }i∈[gs].
Only v−i are internal vertices, the vertices pj,i, v

+
j,j+1, v

−
j−1,j belong to the jth boundary component.

The other boundary vertices belong to the first boundary.

HI =
⋃

i∈[b]

Hbdry,i ∪Hbridges ∪Hgenus ∪Hinternal marked,

where

(a) For j 6= 1, Hbdry,j = {ej,i}0≤i≤kj+(1−δjb) are the boundary edges of boundary component j

and of face 1. ej,i/s0 = pj,i for 1 ≤ i ≤ kj . In addition, ej,0/s0 = v+j,j+1, (s1ej,0)/s0 = pj,1.

For j 6= b, 1 ej,kj connects pj,kj to v
−
j−1,j, and ej,kj+1/s0 = v−j−1,j,
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s1(ej,kj+1)/s0 = v+j,j+1. For j = b, ej,kj/s0 = v−b−1,b. They are ordered so that ej,i+1 = s′2ej,i,

where s′2(e) := s1(s
−1
2 (s1(e))), for e ∈ s1H

B.
(b)

Hbdry,1 = a1, b1, c1, d1, a2, . . . , dgs, h2, . . . , hl, e10, e1,1, . . . , e1,k1

are the boundary edges of the first boundary, which all belong to face 1, ordered by s′2
order. The boundary vertices, in counterclockwise order starting from v+1,2, the vertex of
the bridge, are

v+1,2, u
+
1 , w

+
1 , u

−
1 , w

−
1 , u

+
2 , . . . , w

−
gs, v

+
2 , . . . , v

+
l , p1,1, . . . , p1,k1.

The adjacency relation is therefore a1/s0 = v+1,2. ai/s0 = w−
i−1, for i > 1, while bi/s0 =

u+i , c1/s0 = w+
i , d1/s0 = u−i . Next, h2/s0 = w−

gs, hi/s0 = v+i−1, for i > 1. Finally e1,0/s0 = v+l ,
and for i > 0, e1,i/s0 = p1,i.

(c) Hbridges = {bj,j+1, b̄j,j+1}j∈[b−1] is the set of bridges between consecutive boundaries.

bj,j+1/s0 = v+j,j+1, b̄j,j+1 = s1bj,j+1, b̄j,j+1/s0 = v−j,j+1.

(d) Hgenus = {fi, f̄i, gi, ḡi}i∈gs is a set of internal half edges of face 1, such that fi goes from u+i
to u−i , f̄i = s1fi, and gi goes from w+

i to w−
i , ḡi = s1gi.

(e) Hinternal marked = {xi, x̄i, yi, ȳi}i=2,...,l, is the following set. yi is the unique edge of face
i, yi/s0 = v−i , and ȳi = s1yi. The third half edge of v−i is xi, and x̄i = s1xi, x̄i/s0 = v+i .

We now describe K(G). First of all, K(h) = 1 if s1h ∈ HB or h = yi. There is no constraint on
K(xi), but different values are equivalent by flips in v−i . Since there are no more internal vertices,
for all other edges there are no constraints and no relations. Thus there is a total number of
22gs+b−1 = 2g different graded spin structures in this case. Since this is a topological invariant, for
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any generic open genus g surface in C there are 2g graded structures. Thus, for any generic open
genus g surface which satisfies (5) there are 2g graded structures.

Remark 5.19. In [36] a notion of parity is defined for smooth graded surfaces with an odd number
of boundary point for each component. It is defined as follows. Given such a graded surface
(Σ, S, s), choose a symplectic basis {αi, βi}i∈[gs] to H1(Σ,Z2)/H0(∂Σ,Z2). The quadratic form q
factors through this quotient. Define Arf(Σ) =

∑
q(αi)q(βi)(mod 2). This is an isotopy invariant.

A spin structure is said to be even if the Arf is 0, otherwise it is odd. This notion is generalized,
also in [36], to give the open Arf invariant, which is defined for any graded surface, and specializes
to the parity if there is an odd number of marking on each boundary.

For example, with the notation of Example 5.18, suppose that each kj is odd. A possible choice
for the symplectic basis is

αi = bi → ci → f̄i → bi, βi = ci → di → ḡi → ci.

Now, by Proposition 5.13,

q(αi) = 1 +K(bi) +K(ci) +K(f̄i) +BT (αi) = K(f̄i),

since there is one bad turn. Similarly, q(βi) = K(ḡi). Therefore,

Arf(Σ) =
∑

i∈[gs]

K(f̄i)K(ḡi).

A simple calculation now shows that the difference between even and odd spin gradings in this

case is 2gs+b−1 = 2
g+b−1

2 .

Remark 5.20. Kasteleyn orientation are named after W. Kasteleyn, who used them to analyze
dimer statistics, see for example [23]. The connection between Kasteleyn orientations and spin
structures on closed surfaces is obtained in [26, 12].

5.1.1. Adjacent Kasteleyn orientations. Recall Construction 3. By Proposition 4.49, in the cell

structure of Mcomb

g,k,l , the cell (G, [K]) is adjacent to cells of the form (Ge, [Ke]), for some edge
e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G), [Ke] ∈ [K(Ge)]. We now describe [Ke] explicitly in terms of [K].

Fix a Kasteleyn orientation K ∈ [K]. Write h for the unique half edge with K(h) = 1, h/s1 = e.
Write a = s0(h), b = s20(h), c = s1(s0(s1(h))), d = s1(s

2
0(s1(h))), see Figure 18. For shortness write

x̄ for s1(x). Apart from some borderline cases which may be treated separately, we may assume
all these vertices and half edges are distinct, and then, using vertex flips if needed, we may also
restrict ourself to the case where K(d̄) = 1. Note that E(G) \ e = E(Ge) \ e′ canonically, for some
e′ ∈ E(Ge).We therefore identify these sets, and also identify H(G)\{h, s1h} and H(Ge)\s−1

1 e′. In
Ge, let v

′
1 be the vertex from which a, d̄ issue, and v′2 be the vertex from which b, c̄ issue. We may

take the half edge h′ to be the third half edge from v′1. Define the assignment K ′ : HI(G) → Z2 by

K ′(h′) = 1, K ′(h̄′) = 0, K ′(d) = K(d) + 1 = 1, K ′(d̄) = K(d̄) + 1 = 0,

and K ′(f) = K(f) for any other half edge f.
For later purposes, define, for a boundary loop e, and a Kasteleyn orientation K ∈ [K], an

assignment K ′, by K ′(h) = K(h) for any h with h/s1 6= f, where f is the unique edge which shares
a vertex with e, and otherwise K ′(h) = K(h) + 1.

Lemma 5.21. In both cases, K ′ ∈ [K(Ge)], and moreover K ′ ∈ [Ke].

Proof. The claim is straight forward when e is a boundary loop. Suppose e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G).
The first assertion is simple, we focus the second one. Write C(G), C(G′) for the set of closed
paths without backtracking in G,G′ respectively. Write O(G), O(G′) for the set of open directed
paths without backtracking in G,G′ respectively, which connect boundary vertices which are not
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Figure 18. G, ∂eG, and Ge. The middle graph is ∂eG. We draw an half edge inside
the face which contains it.

marked points. We have bijections fC : C(G) → C(G′), fO : O(G) → O(G′) defined as follows.
For a path (e1 → e2 → . . . em) ∈ C(G), the path fC(e1 → e2 → . . . em) ∈ C(G′) is defined by
erasing any appearance of e in the sequence and adding e′ any time we have a move f → f ′ where
the third edge of the vertex between f and f ′ is e. The inverse map is defined similarly, but with
changing the roles of e, e′. The map fO is defined in the same way.

Using Proposition 5.13 it is straightforward to verify that for any γ ∈ C(G), qK(γ) = qK ′(fC(γ)),
and for any γ ∈ O(G), QK(γ) = QK ′(fC(γ)).

Now, let (Σt, St, st)t∈[0,1] be a continuous path in Mcomb

g,k,l , with (Σt, St, st) ∈ comb−1(M(Gt,zt)),
where

Gt =





G, if t < 1
2
,

∂eG, if t = 1
2
,

G′, if t > 1
2
,

and the graded structure z0 ∈ ZG corresponds to the Kasteleyn orientation [K]. In light of
Lemma 2.39, Proposition 5.16 and isotopy arguments, the Kasteleyn orientation on G′ defined
by (Σt, St, st)t∈( 1

2
,1) is the unique class of Kasteleyn orientation for which for any continuous family

(γt ⊆ Σt) of closed paths or bridges, q(γt), or Q(γt) is constant. By performing an isotopy, we
may assume that γt is in fact a path in the graph Gt. It is easy to see that for ε small enough,
fC(γ 1

2
−ε) = γ 1

2
+ε, in case γt are closed, or fO(γ 1

2
−ε) = γ 1

2
+ε, in case they are open. In the first case,

q[K](γ 1
2
−ε) = q[K ′](γ 1

2
+ε), while in the second the same equation holds for Q. By Lemma 2.39, part

(c), and Theorem 5.11, the graded structure zt, t >
1
2
must correspond to [K ′]. �

5.1.2. Trivalent graphs.

Definition 5.22. Recall Definition 4.23. Let G be a trivalent graph. Recall that a half node is a
(NB)−1−preimage of a node, and that their collection is denoted HN(G). An extended Kasteleyn
orientation on G is a map K : H(G) ∪ HN(G) → Z2, which satisfies

(a) For any h ∈ HB, K(h) = 0.
(b) For any h ∈ H, K(h) +K(s1h) = 1.
(c) For any node v, if |N−1(v)| = 3, then K|N−1(v) = 1. Otherwise K(vi,1)+K(vi,2) = 1, where

N−1(v) = {vi,1, vi,2}.
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(d) For any face f,
∑
K(x) = 1, where the variable x is taken from the set of half edges with

x/s2 = f, together with the set of half nodes which belong to f.

Two extended Kasteleyn orientations are equivalent if they differ by the action of internal vertex
flips. Write [K] for the equivalence class of K. Define K(G), [K(G)] as the sets of extended
Kasteleyn orientations and the set of equivalence classes of extended Kasteleyn orientations. Write
Aut(G, [K]) as the automorphism subgroup of G which preserves [K].

Item (c) above deals with the case v is a contracted component, whose normalization contains
at least three half nodes. In the trivalent case this can only happen if the unique contracted
component in Norm−1(v) is a ghost, and its three marked points are legal. Therefore there are
exactly three corresponding half nodes in the non contracted parts, and they are illegal.

With the exact same techniques of Subsection 5.1, together with Corollary 2.22, we obtain

Lemma 5.23. For a trivalent G and a metric ℓ, there is a natural bijection between [K(G)] and
Spin((combR)−1(G, ℓ)). The induced map

∐

z∈ZG/Aut(G)

M(G,z) →
∐

[K]∈[K(G)]/Aut(G)

RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, [K]),

is a homeomorphism. In particular, ZG ≃ [K(G)] canonically. A half node v in (G, z) is illegal if
and only if K(v) = 1 for any K ∈ [K] which corresponds to z.

From now on we denote trivalent graphs (G, z) by (G, [K]), for the corresponding [K] ∈ [K(G)].

Definition 5.24. Define M(G,[K]) = RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, [K]), the moduli of metrics on MG, together

with a fixed equivalence class of Kasteleyn orientations. Define M(G,[K]) = M(G,z), for the unique

z which corresponds to [K] by the above lemma. For f1, . . . , fs ∈ E(G), set ∂f1,...,fsM(G,[K]) as

the face of M(G,[K]) defined by setting the coordinates ℓf1 , . . . , ℓfs to 0. For p1, . . . , pl > 0 define

M(G,[K])(p), M(G,[K])(p) by setting the perimeters to these values.

Suppose G is a trivalent graph K ∈ K(G), and e ∈ Br(G). In case e is a boundary edge, let h1
be its internal half edge, h1/s1 = e, h1 ∈ HI . In case e is an internal edge, write s−1

1 (e) = {h1, h2},
where K(hi) = i(mod 2). Define ∂eK to be the unique map ∂eK : H(∂eG)∪HN(∂eG) → Z2, which
agrees with K on any half edge h′ /∈ s−1

1 e, and ∂eK(∂ehi) = i(mod 2). In a similar way, one can
define ∂e1,...,erK for a compatible sequence of bridges.

It is straightforward that

Observation 5.25. For any trivalent (G, [K]), and a bridge e, the graph (∂eG, [∂eK]) is a well defined
trivalent graph, in particular ∂eK ∈ [K(∂eG)]. Moreover, ∂e : [K(G)] → [K(∂eG)] is a bijection.

In addition, for any trivalent connected graph (G, [K]), there is a unique smooth trivalent
(G′, [K ′]), and a unique, up to order, compatible sequence of bridges e1, . . . , er with (G, [K]) =
∂e1,...,er(G

′, [K ′]).

With the same techniques of the proof of Lemma 5.21 one obtains

Lemma 5.26. Let G be a trivalent graph, e1, . . . , er a compatible sequence of bridges. Under the
identification of Lemma 5.23 between ZH , [K(H)], for H = G, ∂erG, . . . , ∂e1,...,erG,

M∂e1,...,er (G,[K]) ≃ ∂e1,...,esM∂es+1,...,er (G,[K]),

canonically.

In what follows we shall identify M(G,z) and the corresponding M(G,[K]) without further notice.
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5.2. Orientation. In this subsection we construct an orientation to Mcomb

g,k,l . We do it by writing

an explicit formula for the orientation of each highest dimensional cell of Mcomb

g,k,l (p), that is, for

cells M(G,[K])(p) where G ∈ R0, [K] ∈ [K(G)], and then showing that on codimension 1 faces
between two such cells, the induced orientations disagree. We also discuss the induced orientation
on the boundary, and prove that these orientations are the ones induced from Mg,k,l by comb∗.

For G ∈ R0
g,k,l, we have a map

(28) AG : RE(G)
+ → RF (G) = R[l],

which takes as input a collection of edge length and outputs the face perimeters.

M(G,[K])(p) = A−1
G (p)/Aut(G, [K]).

In particular, orienting M(G,[K]) is equivalent to orienting ker(AG)/Aut(G, [K]). Using the exact
sequence

(29) 0 → ker(AG) → RE(G) → RF (G) = R[l] → 0,

we see that orienting RE(G),R[l], or equivalently, ordering E(G), [l], up to even permutations, gives
an orientation to M(G,[K])(p), as long as the action of Aut(G, [K]) preserves the orientation.

Fix any order for [l], for example 1, 2, . . . , l. Choose any Kasteleyn orientation K ∈ [K]. Define
oi = o(G,K,i) by ∧

K(h)=1,h/s2=i

dℓh,

that is, we take the wedge of dℓh over half edges h of face i, with K(h) = 1. The wedge is taken
counterclockwise. Because there is an odd number of half edges of the ith face with K = 1, the
element oi is well defined, and independent on which half edge appears first. In addition, oi is an
odd degree form.

Definition 5.27. Choose any Kasteleyn orientation K. Put

o(G,K) =
l∧

i=1

oi.

Define ō(G,K) as the orientation on ker(AG) induced from exact sequence (29), when RE(G) is

oriented by o(G,K), and R[l] by
∧l

i=1 dpi.

Remark 5.28. Because both dpi and oi are odd variables, choosing another order on [l] does not
change ōG.

Lemma 5.29. ō(G,K) depends only on [K].

Before we get to the proof, we add a few auxiliary definitions.

Definition 5.30. Let G be any open ribbon graph. A good ordering is a bijection n : HI → |HI |,
which satisfies the following properties. First, if i(h) < i(h′), that is h belongs to face marked i,
and h′ to face marked i′ > i, then n(h) < n(h′). Thus, half edges of the same face are clustered
together. Second, the ordering n, when restricted to half edges of a single face, agrees with the
counterclockwise ordering.

Let n be a good ordering, as in Definition 5.30, and K ∈ K(G) a Kasteleyn orientation. Define
HK = {h ∈ HI |K(h) = 1}. We also define nK : |HI | → Z by

nK(i) = |{h ∈ HK |n(h) < i}|.
Figure 19 illustrates a good ordering. Note that the restriction of a good ordering to a subset

of HI induces an order on its elements.
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Figure 19. A good ordering of internal half edges: the large numbers in the middles
of the faces are the labels of the faces, the smaller ones next to the half edges are the
half edges numbers in the ordering. The numbers of half edges in face i are smaller
than those of face j if i < j. In each face the numbers of half edges agree with the
cyclic order induced by the face’s orientation.

Proof of Lemma 5.29. Take any K ∈ [K]. We recall from Lemma 5.8 that any other element of
[K] can be obtained from K by successive flips in vertices. It will thus be suffices to prove that
the orientations induced by K,K ′ are the same when K,K ′ differ by a single flip in vertex v. It
will be enough to prove that o(G,K) = o(G,K ′)

Fix a good ordering n. By definition

o(G,K) =
∧

e∈HK

dℓe,

where the order of the wedging is the order n restricted to HK . The sign difference between
o(G,K), o(G,K ′) can be found geometrically by the following procedure, also illustrated in Figure 20.
Define

LK = {(n(h), 0)|h ∈ HK}, LK ′ = {(n(h), 1)|h ∈ HK ′} ⊆ R2.

For any e ∈ E draw the chord c(e) between (n(h0), 0) ∈ LK , (n(h1), 1) ∈ LK ′ where h0/s1 = h1/s1.
By definition the change of signs between oG,K , oG,K ′ is just the parity of the number of intersections
of these chords (slightly perturbed, if necessary). We shall prove that this number is always even.
Note that for all edges except for those issuing from v, the chords are parallel and vertical.

Let h1 be a half edge of v. Put h2 = s0(h1), h3 = s20(h1), and h̄j = s1(hj). Apart from some
borderline cases which can be treated separately, we may assume that we are in the following
scenario,

n(h̄2) = i1, n(h1) = i1 + 1, n(h̄3) = i2,

n(h2) = i2 + 1, n(h̄1) = i3, n(h3) = i3 + 1.

Thus, the chord chj
is either the chord between (ij + 1, 0) and (ij−1, 1), or the chord between

(ij + 1, 1) and (ij−1, 0). It is easy to see that the number of vertical chords it intersects is the size
of

Ij = {h ∈ HK \ {hi, h̄i}i=1,2,3|n(h) ∈ (aj, bj)},
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Figure 20. In this diagramHK , HK ′ are listed, for two Kasteleyn orientationsK,K ′

for the graph G in the picture, whose half edges are identified with their n−value
for some good order n. The Kasteleyn orientations K,K ′ can be read from HK , HK ′,
and they differ by a flip in the left internal vertex. Below the chord diagram of
LK , LK ′ is drawn, and the number of intersections is indeed even.

where aj = min(nK(ij+1), nK(ij−1)), bj = max(nK(ij+1), nK(ij−1)). For exactly one j ∈ {1, 2, 3}
we have Ij = Ij+1 ∪ Ij+2, where addition is modulo 3, and the union is disjoint. Thus, any
vertical chord either misses the chords chj

or meets exactly two of them. In addition, it can be
checked directly that the chords chj

intersect each other an even number of times. And the lemma
follows. �

Corollary 5.31. For any G ∈ R0
g,k,l, [K] ∈ [K(G)], the group Aut(G, [K]) acts in an orientation

preserving manner. In particular, the orientation ō(G,K) induces, for any p an orientation on
M(G,[K]).

Denote this orientation by ō(G,[K]). The main theorem of this subsection is

Theorem 5.32. The orientations ō(G,[K]) induce a canonical orientation on the space Mcomb

g,k,l (p).

Proof. We shall show that the orientations oG for G ∈ SR0
g,k,l are compatible on codimension 1

faces. This will show that a suborbifold of Mcomb
g,k,l , which differs from Mcomb

g,k,l in codimension 2 cells

is oriented, hence also Mcomb
g,k,l is. Since Mcomb

g,k,l itself differs from Mcomb

g,k,l by codimension 2 strata in

the interior, and in codimension 1 boundary, this argument will show that Mcomb

g,k,l is also endowed
with a canonical orientation.

We therefore have to show that for any (G, [K]) ∈ SR0
g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G), (G′, [K ′]) =

(Ge, [Ke]) the orientation induced on ∂eM(G,[K]) by M(G,[K]) and by M(G′,[K ′]) disagree.

Put HI = HI(G), H
′I = HI(G′). Note that we have a natural identification of E(G) \ e and

E(G′)\e′, for some edge e′, so from now on we treat them as the same set. Choose an good ordering
n for HI . There exists a good ordering n′ of H

′I , which, when restricted to H
′I \ s−1

1 (e′), defines
the same order as the restriction of n to H

′I \ s−1
1 (e′) ≃ HI \ s−1

1 (e). Fix a Kasteleyn orientation
K ∈ K(G), set h ∈ s−1

1 (e) with K(h) = 1. Write a = s0(h), b = s20(h), c = s1(s0(s1(h))), d =
s1(s

2
0(s1(h))), see Figure 21. For shortness write x̄ for s1(x). Apart from some borderline cases

which may be treated separately, we may assume all these vertices and half edges are distinct, and
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Figure 21. The restrictions of the good orderings n, n′ to the half edges of G,Ge.

then, using vertex flips if needed, we may also restrict ourself to the case where K(d̄) = 1. In this
case we can assume n was chosen in such a way that

n(ā) = i, n(h) = i+ 1, n(d̄) = i+ 2,

n(d) = m, n(c̄) = m+ 1,

n(c) = p, n(h̄) = p+ 1, n(b) = p+ 2,

n(b̄) = j, n(a) = j + 1,

for some i,m, p, j, as in Figure 21.
A canonical outward normal for M∂eG →֒ MG is just −dℓe.We see that the induced orientation

on M∂eG is just

(30) (−1)nK(n(h))+1
∧

f∈HK\{h}

dℓf = (−1)nK(i+1)+1
∧

f∈HK\{h}

dℓf ,

where as usual the wedge is taken in the order nK induced by n.
In G′, let v′1 be the vertex from which a, d̄ issue, and v′2 be the vertex from which b, c̄ issue. We

may take the half edge h′ to be the third half edge from v′1. Then, for some i′, m′, p′, j′ we have

n′(ā) = i′, n′(d̄) = i′ + 1,

n′(d) = m′, n′(h′) = m′ + 1, n′(c̄) = m′ + 2,

n′(c) = p′, n′(b) = p′ + 1,

n′(b̄) = j′, n′(h̄′) = j′ + 1, n′(a) = j′ + 2.

By Lemma 5.21 we have a representative K ′ of [Ke], described by

K ′(h′) = 1, K ′(h̄′) = 0, K ′(d) = K(d) + 1 = 1, K ′(d̄) = K(d̄) + 1 = 0,
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and K ′(f) = K(f) for any other half edge f. As above, a canonical outward normal for M∂e′G
′ →֒

MG′ is just −dℓe′ . We see that the induced orientation on M∂e′G
′ is just

(31) (−1)nK′ (n′(h′))+1
∧

f∈HK′\{h′}

dℓf = (−1)n
′
K′ (m

′+1)+1
∧

f∈HK′\{h′}

dℓf .

The choice of n, n′, K ′, makes the terms
∧

f∈HK\{h} dℓf ,
∧

f∈HK′\{h′} dℓf differ only in the relative

location of dℓd. By our assumptions on K(d̄), K ′(d̄) the difference is just the difference between
nK(d̄) − 1 = nK(i + 2) − 1 and n′

K ′(d) = n′
K ′(m′). We subtracted 1 from nK(d̄) because we did

not want to count h which occurs before d̄ in the order n. Now, nK(i + 2) − 1 = nK(i + 1), as
n(h) = i, K(h) = 1. Similarly, n′

K ′(m′) = n′
K ′(m′ + 1)− 1, since n′(d) = m′, K ′(d) = 1.

The total difference between the two orientations is thus

(−1)n
′
K′ (m

′+1)+1+n′
K′ (m

′+1)−1+nK(i+1)+1+nK (i+1) = −1,

as claimed. �

Remark 5.33. The spaces Mg,k,l,Mcomb
g,k,l (p) are homeomorphic, therefore the last theorem gives,

in fact, another proof that Mg,k,l is oriented. Later we shall see that the orientation constructed
here agrees with the orientation of [37].

Corollary 5.34. For G ∈ SR0
g,k,l and an internal edge e which is not a bridge, the orientations on

∂eM(G,[K])(p) ≃ ∂eM(Ge,[Ke])(p), induced as boundaries of M(G,[K])(p),M(Ge,[Ke])(p) are opposite.

5.3. Critical nodal graphs and their moduli.

5.3.1. Critical nodal ribbon graphs. In this subsection we describe effective and critical nodal
graphs. They will parameterize strata which will participate in the analysis of the intersection
numbers and that will contribute to the combinatorial formula. For completeness we first describe
slightly more general graphs.

Definition 5.35. A nodal spin ribbon graph with a lifting (graded nodal ribbon graph), or a nodal
graph for shortness, is a spin ribbon graph with a lifting (graded ribbon graph) (G, z), together
with a subset V of legal points in B(Norm(G)) \ B(G). We call V the set of legal nodes of the
nodal graph and s1V the illegal nodes, where s1 was defined in Notation 4.28. The vertices and
edges of the nodal graph are the vertices and edges of Norm(G, z) after forgetting the illegal nodes
s1V. A metric is a metric on these edges. If e is an edge in the nodal graph (G, z,V), contracting
the edge e yields the nodal graph ∂e(G, z,V), whose underlying graph is ∂e(G, z), and its legal
nodes are those legal nodes in ∂e(G, z) which remain special points in Norm(∂e(G, z)) after the
contraction, where we use the natural correspondence between special points in Norm(G, z) and
in Norm(∂e(G, z)).

The components of the nodal graph are the connected components created after removing s1V.
More precisely, define an equivalence relation ∼N on the components of Norm(G, z) as follows.
Components C1, C2 ∈ π0(Norm(G, z)) are neighbours if one of them contains a legal point u /∈ V
such that s1u belong to the other component. We write C1 ∼N C2, for C1, C2 ∈ π0(Norm(G, z)), if
they can be connected in a path of neighboring components. The components of the nodal graph
are defined to be the Norm−image of ∼N −equivalence classes.

In case the underlying graph is effective we have a more convenient definition.

Definition 5.36. An effective nodal spin ribbon graph with a lifting (effective graded nodal ribbon
graph), or an effective nodal graph for shortness, is a tuple (Gi, zi, m,V = {Ve}), or (G, z) for
shortness, where

(a) (Gi, zi) is an effective spin ribbon graph with a lifting (effective graded ribbon graph).
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(b) m :
⋃

i s1H
B(Gi) → Z≥0.

(c) Ve : [m(e)] → ⋃
iB(Gi), e ∈

⋃
i s1H

B(Gi) are injections.

We require the sets Ve = Ve([m(e)]) to be disjoint. Denote by C(Gi, zi, m, {Ve}) the different
graded components of the graph, that is the collection of (Gi, zi).

Let G be the graph obtained by choosing m(e) points pe,1, . . . , pe,m(e) on e, ordered according to
the orientation of the boundary and identifying pe,i with Ve(i). The effective nodal graph is said
to be connected if G is connected.

Write E(G) = ∪iE(Gi), similarly define HI(G), HB(G), V (G), F (G). For a boundary edge e =
h/s1, where h ∈ s1H

B we sometimes write m(e) = m(h). Vertices in the image of Ve are called
legal nodes and their set is denoted by V(G). The boundary marked points of G are boundary
marked points of Gi’s which are not legal nodes. Denote them by B(G). Define I(G) = ∪I(Gi).

An effective nodal ribbon graph is naturally embedded into the (topological) nodal surface
Σ = (

∐
i Σi) / ∼, defined as follows. Σi is the topological open marked surface to which Gi

embeds, and in case Gi is a ghost it is a point. We identify Gi with its image in Σi. We add
m(e) points on the edge e, pe,1, . . . , pe,m(e), and quotient by pe,i ∼ Ve(i). The genus of the graph is
defined to be the (doubled) genus of Σ.

A marked effective nodal graph is an effective nodal graph together with markings
m
B : B(G) → Z, mI : I(G) → Z.
A graded critical nodal ribbon graph is an effective nodal graph such that each (Gi, zi) ∈ SR0.

In this case we use the Kasteleyn notation for components, (Gi, [Ki]) rather than (Gi, zi), and we
denote the whole graph by (G, [K]) for shortness.

A graded critical nodal graph G is odd, if each Gi ∈ OSR0.
The notion of an isomorphism is the expected one. Write SRm

g,k,l for the collection of isomorphism
classes of marked critical nodal graded ribbon graphs G with m nodes, genus g, such that
m
B : B(G) ≃ [k], mI : I(G) ≃ [l]. Let OSRm

g,k,l be the subset of such graphs which are odd. Write
Aut(G, [K]) for the group of automorphisms of (G, [K]) ∈ SRm

g,k,l.
Define non graded critical nodal ribbon graphs G = (Gi, m,V), in the same way, only without

the data of Kasteleyn orientations, so that each Gi belongs to R0, rather than to SR0. Denote
by Rm

g,k,l the collection of isomorphism classes non graded critical nodal ribbon graphs G with m

nodes, genus g, such that m
B : B(G) ≃ [k], m

I : I(G) ≃ [l]. Let ORm
g,k,l be the subset of such

graphs which are odd. Write Aut(G) for the group of automorphisms of G ∈ Rm
g,k,l.

A metric on a nodal ribbon graph is an assignment of positive length to its edges.
A bridge e ∈ E(G) is an edge which is a bridge in one component Gi of G. An effective bridge

is a bridge with m(e) = 0, if m is defined. Let Br(G, [K]) to be the collection of bridges, and
Breff(G, [K]) the collection of effective bridges. As in the non nodal case, for shortness we shall
usually omit [K] from the notations of Br,Breff. We similarly define boundary loops as boundary
loops in one component Gi of G, and effective loops are boundary loops e with m(e) = 0. Write
Loop(G), Loopeff(G) for the collection of boundary loops and effective loops respectively.

When it is understood from context whether or not the critical nodal graph is graded or non
graded, we omit the words graded\non graded, and just say critical nodal.

Remark 5.37. It is simple to verify that when (G, z,m,V) is effective the two definitions 5.35, 5.36
are equivalent. We shall therefore use Definition 5.36 which is more explicit whenever possible. It
is also straightforward to verify that the definition of ORm

g,k,l agrees with the one given in 1.3.
Note that in a metric effective nodal ribbon graph the data of distances between illegal nodes to

other vertices is absent. On the other hand, the discrete data of which illegal node lays on which
edge, and the relative order of illegal nodes on a given edge, are included. See the example in the
bottom of Figure 22.
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Observation 5.38. Under forspin : SRm
g,k,l → Rm

g,k,l, which forgets the Kasteleyn orientation, odd
graphs go to odd graphs, and the preimage of G is canonically [K(G)]/Aut(G).

5.3.2. Trivalent graphs versus graded critical nodal graphs. In the analysis required for proving
Theorem 1.5 we will mainly need to analyze critical graded nodal graphs, and effective graphs
which are obtained from them by contracting a single edge and possibly forgetting some data.
We will now describe operations between nodal and non nodal ribbon graphs. Although these
operations can be defined in full generality, we are interested only in cases where their output is
trivalent or effective. We will therefore restrict our definitions to this setting, leaving the relatively
straight forward details of the more general setting to the interested reader.

Given a connected effective spin ribbon graph with a lifting (G, z), we define an effective nodal
graph X (G, z). Its components are the components of Norm(G, z), after erasing every illegal bound-
ary point and concatenating its two edges to one edge. Note that under this map a contracted
boundary becomes a Ramond marking of perimeter 0. Suppose e is an edge obtained by concate-
nating e1, . . . , em+1 in the described process, and in this order. Define m(e) = m. Suppose vi is the
vertex between ei, ei+1, then Ve(i) = s1vi, where we use Notation 4.28. When (G, z) = (G, [K])
critical trivalent, we denote X (G, z) by X (G, [K]). It is easy to verify that

Observation 5.39. The map X is a surjection from the collection of connected effective spin ribbon
graphs to the collection of nodal connected effective spin ribbon graphs all of whose components
are smooth. It restricts to a bijection between connected trivalent graphs and connected graded
critical nodal ribbon graphs. For any connected effective spin ribbon graph (G, z), there is a
bijection between bridges (boundary loops) in (G, z) and effective bridges (effective loops) in
X (G, z).

We now extend the definition of X to metric effective spin ribbon graphs. For such a graph
(G, z, ℓ) define the effective nodal metric graph X (G, z, ℓ) = (X (G, z),X ℓ), by X ℓe = ℓe, if the edge
e is an edge of Norm(G, z). Otherwise, if e is the union of e1, . . . , em+1, define X ℓe =

∑m+1
i=1 ℓei.

Note that the perimeters are left unchanged.
We also define a map from effective nodal graphs to effective spin ribbon graphs: given an

effective nodal graph (G, z,m,V), define the spin ribbon graph B̃(G, z) as the graph obtained by

forgetting the data of m, V, and applying B̃ to each component (Gi, zi). The analogous definition
holds for metric effective nodal graphs.

If (G, z,m,V) is an effective nodal graph and e is either en internal edge or a boundary edge with
m(e) = 0, ∂e(G, z,m,V) is the nodal graph whose underlying ribbon graph is the graph obtained
by contracting e, and the data of m, V is induced from G by the usual identification of edges of
∂eG as a subset of edges of G. Similarly, when (G, [K], m,V) is critical trivalent and e either an
internal edge or an effective loop, we define (Ge, [Ke], m

′,V ′) as the critical trivalent graph whose
underlying graph is (Ge, [Ke]) and m

′ = m, V ′ = V, where we again use the identification between
edges of G and Ge.

Notation 5.40. Suppose (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l(p), e = {h1, h2 = s1h1} ∈ Breff(G) ∪ Loopeff(G),

with K(h1) = 0. Define the nodal ribbon graph Be(G, [K]) as follows. Suppose G is made of the
components G1, . . . , Gn. Without loss of generality assume e is an edge of component Gn. Write
vi = ∂e(hi), the vertex obtained by contracting hi in ∂eGn. Write x = s2h1, y = s1(s

−1
2 h1) ∈

HI(∂eGn).
The first n− 1 components of the graph Be(G, [K]), are G′

i = Gi, i ≤ n− 1, and K ′
i = Ki, m

′ =
m, {V ′

f} = {Vf} for these components.

When e is a boundary loop, (G′
n, zn) = B̃∂e(Gn, [Kn]), and also in this component m′ =

m, {V ′
f} = {Vf}, where we use the natural identifications between edges of Gn other than e

and edges of Gn.
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If e is an effective bridge, then in case the normalization Norm(∂eGn) is disconnected, let G′
n

be the component which does not contain v2, K
′, m′,V ′ will be the induced maps. Note that G′

n

may be a ghost. Define the component G′
n+1 as the graph obtained by the component of v2 in

Norm(∂eGn), after gluing the half edges x/s1, y/s1 to a new edge xy, and removing the vertex v2.
The updated Kasteleyn orientation is the unique Kasteleyn orientation which gives any internal
half edge its value under Kn. For any half edge e′ 6= xy, m′(e′) = m(e′), m(xy) = m(x)+m(y)+1.
Similarly V ′(e′) = V(e′) for e′ 6= xy, while

(32) V ′
xy(a) =





Vy(a), a ≤ m(y)

v1, a = m(y) + 1

Vx(a−m(y)− 1), a > m(y) + 1.

If ∂eGn \ {ve} is connected, set G′
n to be the component of v1 in the normalization, where again

edges x, y are glued and v2 is removed, and K ′, m′,V ′ are defined in the same way as above.
There is a canonical surjection, which we shall also denote by Be,

E(G) ∪ V(G) → E(BeG) ∪ V(BeG).

It takes e to v1, and all other edges to the corresponding edges, so that it is one to one, except on
the edges x, y which go to xy.

Given a metric ℓ on the graph, with ℓe = 0, the graph Be(G, [K], ℓ) is the graded nodal ribbon
graph with underlying graph Be(G, [K]), and the metric is induced from ℓ if e is a boundary loop,
while if e is a bridge, then with the same notations as above, (Beℓ)e′ = ℓe′ for e′ 6= x, y, and
Beℓxy = ℓx + ℓy. For convenience we usually denote Beℓ by ℓ as well.

A compatible sequence of effective bridges, e1, . . . , er is a sequence of bridges such that ei+1

is an effective bridge in Bei . . .Be1G for all i. For such a sequence define Be1,...,er(G, [K], ℓ) =
Ber . . .Be1(G, [K], ℓ), and the map Be1,...,er = Ber ◦ · · · ◦ Be1.

The next observation follows easily from Observations 5.39 and 5.25.

Observation 5.41. If (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l and e ∈ Loopeff(G), then BeG is an effective nodal ribbon

graph.
If (G, [K]) ∈ SRm

g,k,l and e ∈ Breff(G), then BeG ∈ SRm+1
g,k,l .Moreover, for any (G, [K]) ∈ SRm+1

g,k,l ,

and any legal node v, there exists a unique graph (H, [K ′]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l and an edge e ∈ Breff(H) with

Be(H, [K
′]) = (G, [K]), and Bee = v. In addition, if (G, [K]) is connected trivalent, e ∈ Br(G, [K])

X (∂e(G, [K])) = Be(X (G, [K])),

where we use the identification of bridges of Observation 5.39.

Notation 5.42. Recall notation 4.6. For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm+1
g,k,l , denote by B−1

h,a(G, [K]) = B−1
[h],a(G, [K])

the isomorphism class of triples (H, [K ′], e), where H ∈ SRm
g,k,l, Be(H, [K

′]) = (G, [K]),Bee =

Vh(a), for h ∈ s1(H
B(G)), and a ∈ [m(h)]. Let

B−1G = {B−1
[h],a(G, [K])|[h] ∈ [s1(H

B(G))], a ∈ [m(h)]}.

In other words, (H, [K ′], e) = B−1
h,a(G, [K]) should be thought as the graph (H, [K ′]) obtained by

cancelling the B operation, i.e., by returning the ath forgotten illegal node of h, gluing it with its
legal side, and then un-contracting the resulting node to obtain the bridge e.

5.3.3. The moduli space of critical nodal graphs, the line bundles and the boundary conditions.

Definition 5.43. For an effective nodal ribbon graph (G, z,m,V) defineM(G,z,m,V) ≃ RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, z,m,V)

to be the moduli of positive metrics on G, and M(G,z,m,V) as the subspace in which the ith

perimeter equals pi > 0, i ∈ [l]. In particular, given (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, we have M(G,[K]) ≃
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Figure 22. This diagram presents trivalent graphs, their effective bridge contrac-
tions and the operation B. + represents a legal side of node, and, after performing
B, the wigly lines contain the data of V, namely, which edges contain which legal
nodes, and at what order. In the upper left corner a an effective trivalent smooth
graph (G, [K]) on a disk is shown, to the right of it its bridge e is contracted, and
then in the rightmost corner Be(G, [K]) is drawn. The second row descibes a similar
scenario, but for a graph on a cylinder. The third row presents a graph on a disk.
First the bridge between boundary markings 2, 3 is contracted, and then the bridge
between 4, 5 is contracted. These bridges are compatible. The bridges between 2, 3
and 3, 4, on the other hand, are not compatible with each other.

RE(G)
+ /Aut(G, [K]). Define M(G,z,m,V) and M(G,z,m,V)(p) as the cell complexes whose cells corre-

spond to nodal ribbon graphs obtained from (G, z,m,V) by edge contractions, and the gluing maps
are induced by these edge contractions.

For e ∈ E(G), write ∂eM(G,z,m,V) to be the face of M(G,z,m,V) where e is contracted, i.e., the

length of the edge e is set to be 0. The boundary of M(G,z,m,V) can be written as

∂M(G,z,m,V) =
⋃

[e]∈[E(G)]

∂eM(G,z,m,V),

where as in Notation 4.6, [E(G)] = E(G)/Aut(G, z,m,V). We similarly define ∂e1,...,erM(G,z,m,V).

The maps B̃, X and Be1,...,er on metric graphs induce moduli level maps. We denote these maps
by the same letters. When e1, . . . , er are understood from the context we denote the former map
by B.

Note that M∂e(G,z,m,V) ≃ ∂eM(G,z,m,V), and that Be1,...,er factors B̃. The maps B, B̃,X are easily
seen to be piecewise linear submersions.
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Definition 5.44. For an effective nodal (G, z,m,V), i ∈ [l] define the S1−orbibundle Fi →
M(G,z,m,V) to be the set of pairs (ℓ, x) where ℓ ∈ M(G,z,m,V), x is a point on the ith face, with the

natural topology. For a (d, l)−set L, write SL → M(G,z,m,V) to be the sphere bundle associated
to {SL(i)|i ∈ [d]}, as in Notation 1. We define the forms αi, ωi, ᾱi, ω̄i as the pull-backs of the
corresponding forms defined on the component which contains face i.

If (G′, z′, m′,V ′) is obtained from (G, z,m,V) by edge contractions, we have the usual natural
identification between Fi → M(G′,z′,m′,V ′) and the restriction of Fi → M(G,z,m,V) to the correspond-
ing cell.

By the constructions we immediately get

Observation 5.45. For any effective spin ribbon graph (G′, z′) and i ∈ [l] we have a natural identi-
fication

(Fi → M(G′,z′)) ≃ X ∗(Fi → MX (G′,z′)).

while for an effective nodal spin ribbon graph (G, z) and i ∈ [l] we have a natural identification

(Fi → M(G,z)) ≃ B̃∗(Fi → MB̃(G′,z′)).

As a consequence,

(a) for (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G), there is a canonical identification

(Fi → M∂e(G,[K])) ≃ (Fi → ∂eM(G,[K])) ≃ (Fi → ∂eM(Ge,[Ke])),

and similarly for the bundles SL.
(b) For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm

g,k,l, e ∈ Breff(G), then there is a canonical identification

(Fi → M∂e(G,[K])) ≃ (Fi → ∂eM(G,[K])) ≃ B∗
e(Fi → MBe(G,[K])),

and similarly for the bundles SL.
(c) For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm

g,k,l, e ∈ Loop(G), then there is a canonical identification

(Fi → M∂e(G,[K])) ≃ (Fi → ∂eM(G,[K])) ≃ (Ψcomb)∗(Fi → ∂eM(Ge,[Ke])),

and similarly for the bundles SL.

Proposition 5.46. Let s be a special canonical multisection of SL → Mcomb

g,k,l . Let A be the col-
lection of effective graded (g, k, l)−boundary ribbon graphs, so that s restricts, in particular, to
multisections s(G,z) for all (G, z) ∈ A. Then s induces multisections s(G,z,m,V) of SL → M(G,z,m,V)

for all effective nodal ribbon graphs (G, z,m,V) ∈ X (A), which satisfy the following relations:
For any effective graded (G′, z′),

s(G
′,z′) = X ∗sX (G′,z′),

and for any effective nodal (G, z,m,V)
s(G,z,m,V) = B̃∗s′,

where s′ is a multisection of SL → MB̃(G,z). In particular,

(a) For any (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G),

s(G,[K])|∂eM(G,[K])
= s(G,[K])|∂eM(Ge,[Ke])

.

(b) For any (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e ∈ Breff(G),

s(G,[K])|∂eM(G,[K])
= B∗

es
Be(G,[K]).
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(c) For any (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e ∈ Loopeff(G),

s(G,[K])|∂eM(G,[K])
= (Ψcomb)∗s(Ge,[Ke]).

where we compare multisections using the identifications of Observation 5.45.

Proof. Let s be a special canonical multisection as above. Consider an effective nodal (G, z,m,V) ∈
X (A). (G, z,m,V) can be written as X (G′, z′), for some effective boundary graph. Now sX (G′,z′) =

B̃∗sB̃X (G′,z′). We have a factorization

M(G′,z′)
X

//

B̃

&&▼
▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

▼

M(G,z,m,V)

B̃
��

MB̃(G′,z′),

The identifications of bundles SL, see Observations 4.40, 5.45, is also compatible with this
diagram. Since s is canonical, by Corollary 4.43,

s(G
′,z′) = B̃∗sB̃(G

′,z′) = X ∗B̃∗sB̃(G
′,z′).

Define s(G,z,m,V) as the pull back of sB̃(G
′,z′), along the vertical map B̃. Clearly sX (G′,z′) = X ∗s(G,z).

By Observation 5.39, SRm
g,k,l ⊆ X (A). The ’In particular’ cases are now immediate from the

definition and Observation 5.45. In the first and third item we use that B̃(G, [K]) = B̃(Ge, [Ke]),

while in the second that Be = B̃ in that case. �

The cells M(G,[K]), for graded nodal graphs, also carry canonical orientations.

Definition 5.47. We define orientations for M(G,[K])(p), (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l by

ō(G,[K]) =
∏

C∈C(G,[K])

ōC , o(G,[K]) =
∧

i∈[l]

dpi ∧ ō(G,[K]) =
∧

i∈[l]

∧

K(h)=1,h/s2=i

dℓh,

the wedge over half edges of face i is taken counterclockwise.

Proposition 5.48. Let (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e ∈ Breff(G), (G′, [K ′]) = Be(G, [K]) ∈ SRm+1

g,k,l , and
let e′ be the unique edge in G′ with two Be−preimages. There is a canonical identification

∂eM(G,[K]) ≃ M∂e(G,[K]) ≃ Fe′, ∂eM(G,[K])(p) ≃ M∂e(G,[K])(p) ≃ Fe′(p),

where the space Fe′ → M(G′,[K ′]) is the set of pairs (ℓ, x) where ℓ ∈ M(G′,[K ′]), x is a point on e′,

with the natural topology. Moreover, the orientation on ∂eM(G,[K])(p) induced from M(G,[K])(p) as
in Definition 2.52, coincides with the orientation dx∧ o(G′,[K ′]), on Fe′, where dx is the orientation
on the segment e′, considered as a segment in the boundary.

Proof. The only part which requires an explanation is the statement regarding orientations. Recall
that K ′ satisfies K(h) = K ′(Bh) for any h/s1 6= e. It is enough to compare orientations of
∂eM(G,[K]) ≃ Fe′G

′. Suppose h is the legal side of e, that is, the half edge which satisfies h/s1 =
e,K(h) = 1.Write e−1 = (s−1

2 h)/s1, e1 = (s2h)/s1. Then, by recalling the definition of the canonical
orientation, Section 5.2, we see that the orientation for M(G,[K]) can be written as dℓe−1 ∧ dℓe ∧
dℓe1∧O, and the orientation onMG′ is dℓe′∧O, where O is the wedge of other edge lengths, in some
order. Note that dℓe′ = dℓe−1 + dℓe1 . Now, the induced orientation on the boundary ∂eM(G,[K]) is
given by dℓe−1 ∧ dℓe1 ∧ O. By considering Fe′G

′ as the moduli of metrics on the graph obtained
from G′ by adding a new marked point on e′, and with the definition of its orientation, we see that
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this orientation can be written as dℓe−1 ∧ dℓe′ ∧O, where dℓe−1 comes from the location of the new
point on f. And indeed,

dℓe−1 ∧ dℓe1 ∧ O = dℓe−1 ∧ dℓe′ ∧ O.
�

Corollary 5.49. The map comb : Mg,k,l → Mcomb

g,k,l preserves orientation.

Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 5.48, we see that the orientations on Mcomb

g,k,l satisfy the same re-
quirements of Theorem 2.53. The dimension 0 case can be checked by hand. �

We also have the following corollary of Corollary 5.34

Corollary 5.50. For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l and an internal edge e which is not a bridge, the orienta-

tions on ∂eM(G,[K])(p) ≃ ∂eM(Ge,[Ke])(p), induced as boundaries of M(G,[K])(p),M(Ge,[Ke])(p) are
opposite.

Corollary 5.50 has an analog for the case e is a boundary loop. For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e ∈

Loop(G), write Ψcomb
(G,[K]),e as the map ∂eM(G,[K]) → ∂eM(Ge,[Ke]) defined in the level of objects by

leaving all the metric graph structure, and in particular the edge lengths, invariant, and flipping
the lifting in the contracted boundary which corresponds to e. When we write Ψcomb we mean the
union of the maps Ψcomb

(G,[K]),e over all possible pairs (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, m ≥ 0, e ∈ Loop(G). The

following is an immediate corollary of the ’Moreover’ part of Theorem 2.53 and Corollary 5.49. We
will also provide a direct self contained proof of this corollary in Subsection 6.2 below.

Corollary 5.51. For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l and e ∈ Loop(G), the orientation on ∂eM(Ge,[Ke])(p)

induced as a boundary of M(Ge,[Ke])(p), is opposite to the orientation on it obtained by taking the

Ψcomb−push forward of the orientation on ∂eM(G,[K])(p), induced as a boundary of M(G,[K])(p).

6. The combinatorial formula

Throughout this section we fix g, k, l and set

d =
dimR(Mg,k,l)

2
=

3g − 3 + k + 2l

2
.

We also write, for G ∈ SRm
g,k,l,

dim(G) =
dimR(MG)

2
=

3g − 3 + k + 2l − 2m

2
.

In what follows we shall work with the orientations constructed in Subsection 5.2. These are
the same orientations as the ones constructed in [37], by Corollary 5.49.

Definition 6.1. For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l define

WG, W̃G : M(G,[K]) → R,

by

WG(ℓ) =
∏

e∈s1HB(G)

ℓ
2m(e)
e

(m(e) + 1)!
, W̃G(ℓ) =

∏

e∈s1HB(G)

ℓ
2m(e)
e

m(e)!(m(e) + 1)!
.
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6.1. Iterative integration and the integral form of the combinatorial formula. Our ap-
proach for producing the explicit formula for intersection numbers will be by an iterative process
of integration by parts. Recall Definition 4.36 and Notation 4.37. Given a (S, l)−set, L : S → [l],
for S ⊆ [d], the tth component of EL is LL(t). Each step of the iterative integration process below,
will involve integrating out (the form which corresponds to) one component LL(t), for some t ∈ S,
using integration by parts. The integration by parts will produce new boundary terms for the
moduli on which we integrate. Only boundary terms that correspond to contracting an effective
bridge e may have a non zero contribution which does not cancel. Moreover, in order for such an
edge to contribute a non zero contribution, when we integrate out the tth component, the illegal
side of the half node obtained by contracting e will have to lie in the face L(t). This is the con-
tent of first key lemma, Lemma 6.6. In order to be able to state it, we need to add notations,
specifically, a notation that will allow us to keep track on which illegal half node corresponds to
the tth component of the vector bundle which we integrate out. For this we present the auxiliary
notion of decorations. After performing an iteration of integration by parts, the second key lemma,
Lemma 6.7 transforms integrals over the boundaries of the moduli to integrals over the moduli
spaces obtained by further forgetting the illegal half node. Theorem 6.10 essentially iterates these
lemmas, and uses some other cancellations to obtain a formula for the open intersection numbers
as sums of integrals. It is remarkable that this iterative integration process is performed without
appealing to a specific canonical multisection, and in some sense this is the key point of the proof.
In addition, it gives an alternative proof of the claim that canonical boundary condition give rise
to well defined intersection numbers, proven in [33] for genus 0 and in [37] for g > 0.

Definition 6.2. A decoration D of a graph (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, is a choice of sets Dh ⊆ [d], for any

h ∈ s1H
B, which are pairwise disjoint and such that

|Dh| = m(h).

When e = h/s1 we also write De = Dh. For a (S, l)−set L, a L−decoration is a decoration for
which

Dh ⊆ Li(h).

In the next series of claims we shall omit [K] from the notation of graded graphs, to make
notations lighter.

Denote the collection of all decorations of G by Dec(G), and the collection of all L−decorations
of G by Dec(G,L).

Let L(D) be the l−subset of L given by L|⋃
h∈s1H

B Dh
, so that L(D)i = ∪i(h)=iDh.

For (G, [K]) ∈ SRm>0
g,k,l and a (G,L)−decoration D, define the set

B−1(G,D) ⊆ {(G′, e′, D′)|(G′, e′) ∈ B−1G,D′ ∈ Dec(G′, L)},
as follows. (G′, e′, D′) ∈ B−1(G,D) exactly when (G′, e′) ∈ B−1G,D′ ∈ Dec(G′, L), and for any
e ∈ E(G′) \ {e′}, D′

e ⊆ DBe. Note that in this case L(D′) ⊆ L(D), and the difference is exactly
one element.

In the language of the paragraph which precedes this definition, L(D) \ L(D′) is precisely the
element t ∈ [d] which corresponds to the effective bridge e′ in the iterative process.

In order to be able to calculate intersection numbers, we must understand the restriction of the
forms αi, ωi to the boundary.

Suppose (G, [K]) ∈ SRm
g,k,l, e ∈ Breff(G), h is its illegal side, K(h) = 1, and i ∈ [l]. On

M∂eG(p) we have two natural representatives for the angular 1−form, α∂eG
i = αG

i |∂eMG
, and

B∗αBeG
i . Similarly, we have two natural choices for the induced 2−forms, ω∂eG

i = ωG
i |∂eMG

, and
B∗ωBeG

i .
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Notation 6.3. Write βi = β∂eG
i = α∂eG

i − B∗αBeG
i , and Bi = B∂eG

i = ω∂eG
i − B∗ωBeG

i .

Observation 6.4. With the above notations, if i 6= i(e), then Bi = βi = 0. Otherwise we have

p2iβi = ℓs2hdℓs−1
2 h, p

2
iBi = dℓs−1

2 h ∧ dℓs2h.

Unlike the forms αi, the form βi is pulled back from the combinatorial moduli, since it has no
angular variables.

Proof. For i 6= i(h), the forms restricted fromMG and those pulled back fromMBeG are canonically
identified. Suppose i = i(h), we handle Bi. The proof for βi is similar. ℓe = 0, hence also dℓe = 0
on ∂eMG. Hence the only difference between ω∂eG, and B∗ωBeG

i is that the former may contains
terms with dℓs2h or dℓs−1

2 h, while the latter depends only on their sum, by the definition of Be.

Choose a good ordering n in the sense of Definition 5.30, such that half edges of the ith face appear
first, and some half edge h′ 6= h, s2h is the first edge in the ordering. One can always find such a
half edge. Otherwise, the ith face is bounded by exactly two edges, h, s2h, which therefore must
be a boundary half edge, and in particular K(s2h) = 1. But then the sum of K on the ith face is
even, which is impossible for a Kasteleyn orientation.

In BeG we choose a good ordering n′ for which h′, identified as an edge of BeG, is the first half
edge. Suppose s−1

2 h is the jth half edge in n, so that h, s2h are the j + 1th, j + 2th edges. Write ℓa
for ℓn−1(a). Then,

p2iω
G
i |∂eMG

=
∑

a<b

dℓa ∧ dℓb

=
∑

a<b, a,b6=j,j+1,j+2

dℓa ∧ dℓb +
∑

a<j

dℓa ∧ (dℓj + dℓj+2)

+
∑

j+2<a

(dℓj + dℓj+2) ∧ dℓa + dℓj ∧ dℓj+2

= p2iB∗ωBeG
i + dℓj ∧ dℓj+2.

In the last equality we used the fact that ℓBeG

n
′−1(j)

= ℓn−1(j) + ℓn−1(j+2), and for a 6= j, ℓBeG

n
′−1(a)

=

ℓea+w(a)
, where w(a) = 0, for a < j, and otherwise it is 2. �

Notation 6.5. Recall Notation 4.37 and Remark 3.5. For G, e as above, given a (S, l)−set L, and
i ∈ S, we define the form Φi

L on the sphere bundle SL → ∂eMG

Φi
L = Φ({rj}j∈S, {α′

j}j∈S, {ω′
j}j∈S) = Φ∂eG({rj}j∈S, {α′

j}j∈S, {ω′
j}j∈S),

where α′
j is a copy of B∗αBeG

L(j) for j 6= i, and α′
i = βL(i). Similarly, ω′

j = B∗ωBeG
L(j), unless j = i, and

then ω′
i = BL(i). As usual Φ̄i

L = p2LΦi
L. As in Remark 3.5, when S ⊂ [d] we will also extend the

domain of Φi
L by allowing

∑
i∈S r

2
i to vary.

From now until the end of this subsection, we fix a (d, l)−set L, and let EL be the corresponding
bundle.

Lemma 6.6. Let s be a special canonical multisection of EL. Take G ∈ SRm
g,k,l arbitrary, e an

effective bridge of G, h its illegal side. Let D′ be a L−decoration of G, and write L′ = L(D′).
Then ∫

∂eMG(p)

s∗(WGΦ̄L\L′) =
∑

j∈(L\L′)i(h)

∫

∂eMG(p)

WGs
∗(Φ̄j

L\L′).
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It should be noted that different decorationsD′, D′′ which determine the same set L(D′) = L(D′′)
will give rise to the same integral. The decorations, as mentioned above, are introduced only in
order to keep track on the combinatorics of integrals that will appear in the iterative integration
process below.

Proof. Write S =
⋃

h∈s1HB D′
h, so that L′ : S → [l] is a restriction of L : [d] → [l]. We first use (19)

and Notation 4.37 to write ΦL\L′ explicitly.

ΦL\L′({ri}i∈Sc ,{α̂i}i∈Sc , {ω̂i}i∈Sc)(33)

=

|Sc|−1∑

k=0

2kk!
∑

i∈Sc

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

I⊆Sc\{i},|I|=k

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ α̂j)
∧

h/∈I∪{i}

ω̂h,

where ω̂j is Kontsevich’s 2-form ωL(j), and α̂j is a copy of Kontsevich’s 1-form αL(j). This is a form
of degree dimR M∂eG = dimRMBeG + 1. We obtain Φi

L\L′ by the same formula, after replacing
α̂i, ω̂i by βL(i), BL(i) respectively.

Now, the function WG does not depend on variables of the fiber of the sphere bundle, hence it
can be taken out of the pull-back. By the definitions of the forms we can write,

α̂j = B∗α̂BeG
j + βL(j), ω̂j = B∗ωBeG

L(j) +BL(j),

where α̂BeG
j is a copy of αBeG

L(j). We now substitute this in Φ̄L\L′ , and expand (33) multilinearly.

Write i = i(h) ∈ [l]. Any term containing βa or Ba for a 6= i, will vanish, by Lemma 6.4.
Similarly, any term in the expansion that will contain either βa twice, or Ba twice, or βi and Bi

once, will vanish, as a consequence of a multiple appearance of dℓs−1
2 h.

s|∂eMG
is pulled back from MBeG, by Proposition 5.46. Now, a term in s∗ΦL\L′ with no Bi

or βi is pulled back from MBeG. But its degree is dimR MBeG + 1. Thus, it vanishes because of
dimensional reasons.

We are left with terms containing a single βi or Bi. These βi or Bi are in fact βL(j) or BL(j) for
some j ∈ Sc which is mapped by L to i, meaning j ∈ (L \ L′)i. And the lemma follows. �

The second main lemma we need is the following.

Lemma 6.7. Fix m > 0, G ∈ SRm
g,k,l, D ∈ Dec(G,L), with L′ = L(D). Then

∑

(G′,e′,D′)∈B−1(G,D)

∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗(Φ̄∂e′G
′

)
L′\L(D′)
L\L(D′)

=

∫

MG(p)

WGω̄L\L′ +

∫

∂MG(p)

WGs
∗(Φ̄G)L\L′ .

Importantly,
∫
MG(p)

WGω̄L\L′ does not depend on the multisection s, so this lemma pushes the

dependence on s to lower dimensional moduli. After iterating, it will allow us to completely remove
the dependence of the integrals on s. This phenomenon is expected, from the geometric point of
view, since it was proven by [37, 33] that the intersection numbers should be independent of the
specific canonical multisection. And indeed, the lemma is enabled by the properties of canonical
multisections, and will not be true for arbitrary, non canonical, boundary conditions.

Proof. For convenience we treat the case |Aut(G)| = 1, the general case is handled similarly, but
notations become more complicated. Put

E ′ = {e ∈ E(G)| m(e) > 0}.
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Recall Notation 5.42. Suppose (G′, e′) ∈ B−1G is B−1
e,a+1G for e ∈ E ′, a + 1 ∈ [m(e)]. Fix h ∈ De,

and let

D(G′, h) := {D′|(G′, D′) ∈ B−1(G,D), h /∈ L(D′)}.
In words, D(G′, h) is the set of decorations of G′ in B−1(G,D) such that the only element of L′ that
they miss is h. Such decorations are determined by how we split the elements in De \ {h} to sets
of sizes a,m(e)−1−a that will decorate the two edges in B−1

e′ e, the edges which, after contracting

e′ and forgetting its illegal side, form e. Thus, |D(G′, h)| =
(
m(e)−1

a

)
. Let e1 = s−1

2 e′, e2 = s2e
′, be

the two half edges of G′ mapped under Be′ to e. As explained, m(e1) = a, m(e2) = m(e)− a− 1.
Put ℓ′e = ℓe1 . For fixed G

′, h we have equality
∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗Φ̄
L′\L(D′)
L\L(D′) =

∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗Φ̄h
L\L(D′),

hence the left hand side of this equation is independent of D′. We will now show
∑

D′∈D(G′,h)

∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗Φ̄h
L\L(D′)(34)

=

∫

MG(p)

(
m(e)− 1

a

)
 ∏

f∈E′\{e}

ℓ
2m(f)
f

(m(f) + 1)!




·
∫ ℓe

0

(ℓ′e)
2a(ℓe − ℓ′e)

2(m(e)−a−1)

(a+ 1)!(m(e)− a)!
(Ae,h +Be,h + Ce),

where

Ae,h = r2h(ℓe − ℓ′e)dℓ
′
e ∧
∑

n≥0

2nn!
∑

|I|=n,I⊆L\L′

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(I∪L′)

ω̄L(j),

Be,h = rhdrh ∧ (ℓe − ℓ′e)dℓ
′
e ∧

∑

i∈L\L′

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

n≥0

2(n+1)(n+ 1)!

·
∑

|I|=n,I⊆L\(L′∪{i})

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(L′∪I∪{i})

ω̄L(j),

Ce = dℓ′e ∧ dℓe ∧
∑

i∈L\L′

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

n≥0

2nn!
∑

|I|=n,I⊆L\(L′∪{i})

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)

∧
∧

j∈L\(L′∪I∪{i})

ω̄L(j).

where α̂i is a copy of ᾱL(i). Before proving this equation, observe that Ae,h, Be,h, Ce depend on the
multisection s through the sphere bundle fiber variables ri = ri(s), and ᾱi = ᾱi(s), but we omit
s from the notations. However, because s is special canonical, it follows from the second item of
Proposition 5.46, that s(x, ℓ′e), x ∈ MG, ℓ

′
e ∈ [0, ℓe] depends only on x and not on ℓ′e, where we

have used the identification of Proposition 5.48. Thus, the same is true for the variable ri and the
form α̂i. Therefore, importantly, Ae,h, Be,h, Ce are independent of a, and their only dependence of
ℓ′e, dℓ

′
e is through the terms which explicitly involve them.

The last equation follows from the following facts. First, the multiplicity
(
m(e)−1

a

)
comes from

summing over the different decorations D′, which all give the same contribution. Second, the term

inWG′ for the edge f ∈ E ′\{e} is ℓ
2m(f)
f

(m(f)+1)!
. The corresponding terms for e1, e2 are

(ℓ′e)
2a

(a+1)!
, (ℓe−ℓ′e)

2(m(e)−a−1)

(m(e)−a)!
88



respectively. Third, Proposition 5.48 reduces the integration over M∂e′G
′(p) to the repeated inte-

gral obtained by first integrating over MG(p), and then over the location of the node on the edge

e, which is encoded by ℓ′e. This inner integration is precisely the integration
∫ ℓe
0

(with respect to
dℓ′e). Next, recall that, with S =

⋃
h∈s1HB Dh,

Φ̄h
L\L′({ri}i∈Sc ,{α̂i}i∈Sc, {ω̂i}i∈Sc)

=

|Sc|−1∑

k=0

2kk!
∑

i∈Sc

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

I⊆Sc\{i},|I|=k

∧

j∈I

(rjdrj ∧ α̂j)
∧

f /∈I∪{i}

ω̂f ,

where for j 6= h, ω̂j = ω̄L(j), and α̂j is a copy of ᾱL(j), while ω̂h = p2hBL(h), α̂h = p2hβh. Using
Lemma 6.4, the sum of terms which have i = h in the second summation is precisely Ae,h. The
sum of terms with i 6= h in which I contains h is Be,h, while the remaining terms sum to Ce.

We shall use the following proposition.

Proposition 6.8. (a)
∑m−1

a=0

(
m−1
a

) ∫ y

0
x2a(y−x)2(m−a)−1

(a+1)!(m−a)!
dx = y2m

(m+1)!

(b)
∑m−1

a=0

(
m−1
a

) ∫ y

0
x2a(y−x)2(m−a−1)

(a+1)!(m−a)!
dx = 2y2m−1

(m+1)!

Still fixing e, h ∈ De, we now apply Proposition 6.8, the fact that Ae,h, Be,h, Ce are independent
of a, and that ri, α̂i are independent of ℓ′e, to sum Equation (34) over (G′

a, e
′
a) := B−1

e,a+1G, where
a = 0, . . . , m(e)− 1. We obtain

m(e)−1∑

a=0

∑

D′∈D(G′
a,h)

∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗Φh
L\L(D′)(35)

=

∫

MG(p)

∏

f∈E′\{e}

ℓ
2m(f)
f

(m(f) + 1)!

{
ℓ
2m(e)
e

(m(e) + 1)!
(Ãe,h + B̃e,h) +

2ℓ
2m(e)−1
e dℓe

(m(e) + 1)!
∧ Y

}

where

Ãe,h = r2h
∑

m≥0

2mm!
∑

|I|=m,I⊆L\L′

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(I∪L′)

ω̄L(j)

B̃e,h = −rhdrh ∧
∑

i∈L\L′

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

m≥0

2(m+1)(m+ 1)!
∑

|I|=m,I⊆L\(L′∪{i})

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(L′∪I∪{i})

ω̄L(j)

Y =
∑

i∈L\L′

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

m≥0

2mm!
∑

|I|=m,I⊆L\(L′∪{i})

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(L′∪I∪{i})

ω̄L(j)
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The next step is to eliminate rh terms, for h ∈ L′. For this put

X =


1−

∑

h∈L\L′

r2h




·
∑

m≥0

2mm!
∑

|I|=m,I⊆L\L′

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(I∪L′)

ω̄L(j)

+


 ∑

h∈L\L′

rhdrh


 ∧

∑

i∈L\(L′∪{h})

r2i α̂i ∧
∑

m≥0

2(m+1)(m+ 1)!

·
∑

|I|=m,I⊆L\(L′∪{i,h})

(∧

j∈I

rjdrj ∧ α̂j

)
∧

∧

j∈L\(L′∪I∪{i})

ω̄L(j),

Then since ∑

h∈L′

r2h = 1−
∑

h∈L\L′

r2h,
∑

h∈L′

rhdrh = −
∑

h∈L\L′

rhdrh,

we obtain ∑

e∈E′,h∈De

(Ãe,h + B̃e,h) = X.

Therefore summing Equation (35) over e ∈ E ′, h ∈ De, gives

∑

(G′,e′,D′)∈B−1(G,D)

∫

M∂
e′

G′ (p)

WG′s∗Φ̄
L(D)\L(D′)
L\L(D′)

(36)

=

∫

MG(p)

(∏

f∈E′

ℓ
2m(f)
f

(m(f) + 1)!

)
X

+

∫

MG(p)


∑

e∈E′


 ∏

f∈E′\{e}

ℓ
2m(f)
f

(m(f) + 1)!


 2m(e)ℓ

2m(e)−1
e dℓe

(m(e) + 1)!


 ∧ Y,

where the factor m(e) in the last term comes from the cardinality of De and the summation over
h. Observe that Y = ΦL\L′ , where we stress that we do not require

∑
h∈L\L′ r2h = 1, as in Remark

3.5. X here is the same as Z there, after substituting L \ L′ for [n], α̂i for αi, and ω̄L(i) for ωi.
Thus, Remark 3.5 immediately gives that the right hand side of (36) is

∫

MG(p)




∏

e∈E′

ℓ
2m(e)
e

(m(e) + 1)!

∧

i∈L\L′

ω̄L(i) + d

(∏

e∈E′

ℓ
2m(e)
e

(m(e) + 1)!
Φ̄L\L′

)
 .

The claim now follows from Stokes’ theorem. �

Proof of Proposition 6.8. We first prove part (b). Write

f(x) =
∞∑

m=0

x2m

m!(m+ 1)!
.

The identity we need to prove is equivalent to

(f ∗ f)(x) = f ′(x),
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where ∗ is the convolution

(f ∗ g)(x) =
∫ x

0

f(y)g(x− y)dy.

Using Laplace transform, the last equation is equivalent to

F 2(λ) = λF (λ)− 1,

where

F (λ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−λxf(x)dx

is the Laplace transform of f. Expanding F we obtain

F =
∞∑

m=0

1

m!(m+ 1)!

∫ ∞

0

e−λxx2mdx =
∞∑

m=0

(2m)!

m!(m+ 1)!
λ−2m−1(37)

= λ−11−
√
1− 4λ−2

2λ−2
= λ

1−
√
1− 4λ−2

2
,

the third equation is a consequence the general binomial formula. Thus, we are left with verifying
that

F 2(λ) =
λ2

2
(1−

√
1− 4λ−2)− 1 = λF (λ)− 1,

which is straightforward.
The first identity is a consequence of the second. Indeed, Write

Im =

m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

x2a(y − x)2(m−a)−1

(a+ 1)!(m− a)!
dx,

Jm =

m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

x2a(y − x)2(m−a−1)

(a+ 1)!(m− a)!
dx.

It suffices to show that

Im =
y

2
Jm.

Indeed,

Im =

m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

x2a(y − x)2(m−a)−1

(a + 1)!(m− a)!
dx(38)

= y
m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

x2a(y − x)2(m−a−1)

(a+ 1)!(m− a)!
dx

−
m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

x2a+1(y − x)2(m−a−1)

(a+ 1)!(m− a)!
dx

= yJm −
m−1∑

a=0

(
m− 1

a

)∫ y

0

(y − t)2a+1t2(m−a−1)

(a+ 1)!(m− a)!
dx

= yJm − Im,

where the second equality follows from opening one (y − x) term, and the third follows from the
substitution t = y − x. �

In order to be able to write an expression for the open intersection numbers we need the following
observation.
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Observation 6.9. Suppose G ∈ SRm
g,k,l, and e an edge with m(e) > 0. Then for any decoration D,
∫

∂eMG(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D) = 0

Proof. It follows from the definition of WG that WG|M∂eG(p) = 0 identically. �

We can now state and prove the integral form of the combinatorial formula. We recall that
d = 3g−3+k+2l

2
.

Theorem 6.10. Let L : [d] → [l] be a (d, l)−set, with ai = |Li|, for i ∈ [l]. Then

p2L2
g+k−1

2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉(39)

=
∑

G∈OSR∗
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

MG(p)

WGω̄L\L(D),

where the collection OSRm
g,k,l, m ≥ 0 is defined in Definition 5.36.

Proof. Define

Am =
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

WGω̄L\L(D)

Sm =
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

∂M(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D),

where s is a nowhere vanishing special canonical multisection. We will begin by showing that

(40) Sm = Am+1 + Sm+1,

and that

(41) p2L2
g+k−1

2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉 = A0 + S0.

For the first claim, consider Sm. Recall that for any G,

∂M(G,[K]) =
⋃

[e]∈[E(G)]

∂eM(G,[K]) =
⋃

[e]∈[E(G)]

M∂e(G,[K]).

Since for different edges the boundary cells intersect in positive codimension, the integral over the
union is just the sum over the edges e of the integrals over ∂eM(G,[K]).

For an edge e which is not a bridge or a boundary loop, by Corollary 5.50, we know that
∂eM(G,[K])(p) = −∂eM(Ge,[Ke])(p) considered as oriented orbifolds, with the orientation induced
as a boundary.

Now, Dec(G,L),Dec(Ge, L) are the same sets, and it is easy to see that

WG|∂eM(G,[K])
= WGe|∂eM(Ge,[Ke])

.

Thus, given a decoration D, and using the first item of Proposition 5.46,∫

∂eM(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D) = −

∫

∂eM(Ge,[K])(p)

WGes
∗Φ̄L\L(D).

For an effective loop e, the same argument, only with using Corollary 5.51 instead of Corollary
5.50, and the third item of Proposition 5.46 instead of the first item, shows that given a decoration
D, ∫

∂eM(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D) = −

∫

∂eM(Ge,[K])e(p)

WGes
∗Φ̄L\L(D).
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We should note that this is the second place that we use s being special canonical.
If e is a bridge or a boundary loop which is not effective. From Observation 6.9, for any

decoration D ∫

∂eM(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D) = 0.

Thus, we can write,

Sm =
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∑

[e]∈[Breff(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D).

Applying Lemma 6.6, we obtain

Sm =
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∑

[e]∈[Breff(G)]

∑

j∈(L\L(D))i(e)

∫

M∂e(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄j

L\L(D).

Note that when e is an effective bridge, then G′ = Be(G, [K]) ∈ SRm+1
g,k,l . We should note

that this operation is also responsible for the appearance of ghosts components, which result from
contracting a boundary edge between two legal boundary tails. In addition, j ∈ (L \ L(D))i(e)
induces a single decoration D′ of G′, which is defined by (G,D) ∈ B−1(G′, D′) and j ∈ L(D′).
Moreover, any (G′, [K ′]) ∈ SRm+1

g,k,l , D
′ ∈ Dec(G′, L) is obtained in this way, see Observation 5.41.

Hence, we can apply Lemma 6.7 and get

Sm =
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm+1
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

WGω̄L\L(D)

+
∑

(G,[K])∈SRm+1
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

∂M(G,[K])(p)

WGs
∗Φ̄L\L(D)

= Am+1 + Sm+1,

as claimed.
For the second claim, using Lemma 4.47, we can write

p2L2
g+k−1

2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉

=
∑

(G,[K])∈SR0
g,k,l

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

ω̄L

+
∑

(G,[K])∈SR0
g,k,l

∑

[e]∈[Br(G)∪Loop(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,[K])(p)

s∗Φ̄L.

Note that this is the non nodal case, so all bridges and boundary loops are effective and the
decorations are empty. The cancellation-in-pairs argument used above for the contribution of the
integrals over edges which are neither boundary loops nor bridges shows, in particular, that

∑

(G,[K])∈SR0
g,k,l

∑

[e]∈[Br(G)∪Loop(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,[K])(p)

s∗Φ̄L =
∑

(G,[K])∈SR0
g,k,l

∑

[e]∈[E(G)]

∫

M∂e(G,[K])(p)

s∗Φ̄L = S0,

which, combined with the previous equation, gives (41).
Iterating (40) for m ≥ 0 and using (41), we see that the left hand side of Equation (39) is∑
m≥0Am.
We now claim
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Proposition 6.11. If G is a nodal graph such that on at least one boundary component there is
an even total number of boundary marked points and legal nodes on, then

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

WGω̄L\L(D) = 0.

The proof is given in Subsection 6.2, see Lemma 6.19. Thus,

∑

m≥0

Am =
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l

∑

D∈Dec(G,L)

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

WGω̄L\L(D),

as claimed. �

Observation 6.12.

|Dec(G,L)| =
(

Li

{m(e)|e ∈ E, i(e) = i}

)

=
∏

i∈[l]

Li!(∏
{e∈E|i(e)=i}m(e)!

)
(Li −

∑
{e∈E|i(e)=i}m(e))!

.

Thus, with the above notations we have,

2
g+k−1

2

∏

i∈[l]

p2aii 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉

=
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l


∏

i∈[l]

(
ai

{m(e)|e ∈ E, i(e) = i}

)

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

WGω̄L\L(D)

=
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l


∏

i∈[l]

ai!

(ai −
∑

{e∈E|i(e)=i}m(e))!



∫

M(G,[K])(p)

W̃Gω̄L\L(D),

where W̃G is defined in Definition 6.1, and D ∈ D(G,L) are arbitrary decorations. Summing over
all possible L, and dividing by d!, we get

2
g+k−1

2

∑
∑

ai=d

∏

i∈[l]

p2aii

ai!
〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉(42)

=
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

W̃G
ω̄d−m

(d−m)!

Dimensional reasons give,

Observation 6.13. Let L′ be a l−set, (G, [K]) ∈ OSR∗
g,k,l. Suppose that for some component

C ∈ C(G, [K]),

dim(C) <
∑

i∈I(C)

L′
i.

then
∫
MG

fωL′ = 0, for any function f.

Now, ω̄ =
∑

C∈C(G) ω̄
C, where ω̄C =

∑
i∈I(C) ω̄i. Thus, together with the observation we get,
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Corollary 6.14. W̃G
ω̄d−m

(d−m)!
=
∏

C∈C(G) W̃C
(ω̄C)

dim(C)

dim(C)!
. Thus,

∑
∑

ai=d

∏

i∈[l]

p2aii

ai!
2

k−1
2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉(43)

=
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l

∫

M(G,[K])(p)

W̃G

∏

C∈C(G,[K])

(ω̄C)dim(C)

dim(C)!

=
∑

m≥0

∑

(G,[K])∈OSRm
g,k,l

∏

C∈C(G,[K])

∫

MC

W̃C
(ω̄C)dim(C)

dim(C)!

Note that in the above forumla there may appear component C with dim(C) = 0. These are
precisely the ghost components and the genus 0 components with one internal tail and one legal
boundary tail.

6.2. Power of 2. The aim of this subsection is to gain a better understanding of the forms∧
dpi ∧ ω̄d

d!
, o(G,[K]) and their ratio.

Definition 6.15. For (G, [K]) ∈ SR∗
g,k,l define s(G, [K]), to be the sign of

∧
dpi ∧

ω̄d

d!
: o(G,[K]).

For G ∈ R∗
g,k,l define

cspin(G) =
∑

[K]∈[K(G)]

s(G, [K]).

Lemma 6.16. For G ∈ SR∗
g,k,l,

∧
dpi ∧

ω̄d

d!
: o(G,[K]) = s(G, [K])cspin(G)2

|V I(G)|.

In particular, cspin(G) ≥ 0.

Proof. Both the left hand side and the right hand side are multiplicative with respect to taking
non-nodal components, by the first statement in 6.14 and the construction of o(G,[K]), thus, it is

enough to prove the lemma for graphs in SR0
g,k,l.

Recall that any class [K] of Kasteleyn orientations is of size 2|V
I(G)|, by Lemma 5.8. In addition,

by Lemma 5.29, o(G,K) for different K ∈ [K] are equal. Thus, the lemma is equivalent to the
following equation

(44)
∧

dpi ∧
ω̄d

d!
=

∑

K∈K(G)

o(G,[K]).
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Recall ω̄ =
∑l

i=1 ω̄i. Fix a good ordering n. In order to prove Equation (44), it will be more
comfortable to work with new variables ℓh, h ∈ HI , instead of ℓe, e ∈ E. Set

HK,i = {h ∈ HK |h/s2 = i},

dK,i =
|HK,i| − 1

2
,

pK,i =
∑

h∈HK,i

ℓh,

ω̄K,i =
∑

h1,h2∈HK,i, n(h1)<n(h2)

dℓh1 ∧ dℓh2 .

Remark 6.17. Note that only ω̄K,i depends on the ordering n. For different orders the change in
ω̄K,i is of the form dpK,i ∧ dx, where x is a linear combination of {dℓh}h ∈ HK,i. Thus, for any a
the form dpK,i ∧ ω̄a

K,i is independent of n.

Express each dpi by
∑

h∈Hi
dℓh, and express also each ω̄i in the {dℓh}h∈HI basis as above. Our

next aim is to show that

(45)
∧

dpi ∧
ω̄d

d!
=

∑

K∈K(G)

∧

i∈[l]

dpK,i ∧
ω̄
dK,i

K,i

dK,i!
( mod I),

where I is the ideal (dℓh−dℓs1h)h∈HI . In order to show Equation (45) expand
∧
dpi∧ ω̄d

d!
multilinearly,

in terms of {dℓh}h∈HI , without cancellations. Any monomial which appears in this expression, and
contains exactly one of dℓh, dℓs1h for any h ∈ HI , defines a unique Kasteleyn orientation K, defined
by K(h) = 1 if and only if dℓh appears in the monomial. This is indeed a Kasteleyn orientation
since any h ∈ s1H

B has K(h) = 1, and for any i ∈ [l], an odd number of variables of half edges
appear, one comes from dpi, and the others come in pairs via powers of ω̄i.

It is transparent that any Kasteleyn orientation K ∈ K(G), is generated this way. Moreover,
regrouping all terms which correspond to the same Kasteleyn orientation, and using the identity

(
2m+1∑

i=1

xi

)
∧
(
∑

i<j xi ∧ xj)m
m!

= x1 ∧ x2 ∧ . . . ∧ x2m+1,

we get Equation (45).

The ’In particular’ follows from the fact that
∧
dpi∧ ω̄d

d!
, s(G, [K])o(G,[K]) have the same sign. �

Proposition 6.18. For G ∈ SR0
g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G),

cspin(G) = cspin(Ge)

Proof. It follows from Lemma 6.16 that

cspin(G) = ±
∑

[K ′]∈[K(G)]

o(G,[K ′]) : o(G,[K]),

for any fixed [K] ∈ [K(G)]. If K,K ′ ∈ K(G), then by the orientability of the moduli, Theorem
5.32, we see that

o(G,[K]) : o(G,[K ′]) = o(Ge,[Ke]) : o(Ge,[K ′
e]),

as (G, [K]), (Ge, [Ke]) and (G, [K ′]), (Ge, [K
′
e]) parameterize adjacent cells. Thus, cspin(G) = ±cspin(Ge).

But cspin ≥ 0, hence the equality. �

Lemma 6.19. If G ∈ Rm
g,k,l \ ORm

g,k,l, cspin = 0.
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Proof. Again, as cspin is multiplicative in non-nodal components, it is enough to consider the case
of non nodal graphs. Let ∂Σb be a boundary with an even number of boundary marked point.
Note that given a surface Σ, and a boundary component ∂Σb, graded spin structures on Σ can
be partitioned into pairs which differ exactly in the lifting of ∂Σb. Thus, we can partition [K(G)]
into pairs which differ exactly in the boundary conditions at ∂Σb. In combinatorial terms, for
any pair {(G, [K1]), (G, [K2])} in the partition we can find K1 ∈ [K1], K2 ∈ [K2] which agree
everywhere, except on edges with exactly one vertex in ∂Σb, where they disagree. We shall show
that s(G, [K1]) = −s(G, [K2]).

As a consequence of the Proposition 6.18 cspin(G, [K]) = cspin(Ge, [Ke]),
G ∈ R0

g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G) ∪ Loop(G). By performing enough such Feynman moves at boundary edges
of G, see Figure 14, moves (b),(c), we may assume only one non-boundary edge emanates from
∂Σb. Let 2a denote the number of the boundary marked points on ∂Σb. Note that ∂Σb is part of the
boundary of a single face, say face 1. Let h, s1(h) be the internal half edges which touch ∂Σb. Choose
a good ordering n on G, so that n(h) = 1, n(h1) = 2, . . . , n(h2a+1) = 2a+2, n(s1h) = 2a+3 where
hi ∈ HI are the other half edges on ∂Σb. This can always be done, possibly after interchanging h
and s1h. Choose any K1 ∈ [K1], and K2 ∈ [K2], which differ only in their values at h, s1h. Thus,
the sign difference between o(G,[K1]) and o(G,[K2]) is just (−1)2a+1 = −1, since we change only the
location of the variable dℓh/s1, by 2a+ 1 spots. As claimed. �

We can now prove Proposition 6.11

Proof. By Lemma 6.16 the proposition is equivalent to cspin(G) = 0. But cspin(G) =
∏

C∈C(G) cspin(C),
which is 0 by Lemma 6.19. �

We can now also prove Corollary 5.51.

Proof. As above, it is enough to prove for smooth G. The case where e is a boundary loop is
a special case of the graph considered in the proof of Lemma 6.19, and in particular we see
that the orientation expressions for (G, [K]) and (Ge, [Ke]) are opposite. Recall that the map
Ψcomb preserves the edge lengths of all edges, but changes the Kasteleyn orientation to [Ke]. By
contracting these orientation expressions with the vector − ∂

∂ℓe
, we see that the induced orientation

on ∂eM(Ge,[Ke]), and the (Ψcomb)∗−push forward of the induced orientation on ∂eM(G,[K]) are
opposite. �

Lemma 6.20. For G ∈ OR0
g,k,l, we have

cspin(G) = 2
g+b−1

2 ,

where g is the genus of G, and b, is the number of boundaries. For G ∈ ORm
g,k,l, cspin(G) =∏

cspin(Gi), where Gi are the smooth components of G.

Proof. Again it is enough to consider non-nodal graphs. By Lemma 6.16, cspin(G) ≥ 0. By Propo-
sition 6.18 cspin(G, [K]) = cspin(Ge, [Ke]), whenever G ∈ OSR0

g,k,l, e /∈ Br(G)∪Loop(G). Thus, it is

enough to calculate cspin for the graph Ḡ, where G is the graph constructed in Example 5.18, see
Figure 17. We shall work with the notation of that example. We shall order the faces according
to their labels, and we choose an ordering n of the edges of face 1 such that a1 is the first edge.
Choose a Kasteleyn orientation and write

oG =W1 ∧W2 ∧ . . .Wgs ∧ dℓh2 ∧ dℓx2 . . . dℓhl
∧ dℓxl

∧
∧ dℓe1,0 . . . ∧ dℓe1,k1 ∧R ∧ dℓy2 . . . dℓyl,

where Wi is the wedge of dℓai , dℓbi, dℓci, dℓdi, dℓfi, dℓgi, according to the order induced by K, R is
the wedge of the remaining variables, according to the ordering. The ordering n, restricted to the
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half edges which are involved in Wi, is

ai, fi, di, ḡi, ci, f̄i, bi, gi.

There are four possibilities forK(f̄i), K(ḡi). LetK
0
i denote the set of possibilities withK(f̄i)K(ḡi) =

0. Let K1
i be the singleton made of the remaining possibility. One can check by hand that the

form Wi is constant in K
0
i , and minus that constant in the forth possibility.

The ordering restricted to the remaining edges is

b1,2,e2,k2+1, b2,3, e3,k3+1 . . . , bb−1,b, eb,0, eb,1, . . . , eb,kb,

b̄b−1,b, eb−1,0, eb−1,1, . . . , eb−1,kb−1
, b̄b−2,b−1, eb−2,0 . . . , e2,k2 b̄1,2.

The only freedom in K is in the values of K(bj,j+1). The relative order of these edges is

b1,2, b2,3, . . . , bb−1,b, b̄b−1,b, . . . , b̄1,2.

Observe that between bj,j+1 and b̄j,j+1 in the ordering, there is an even number of half edges.
Thus, different assignments of K(bj,j+1) do not change the orientation oG. There are 2b−1 such
assignments, where b is the number of boundary components.

To summarize, s(G, [K]) depends only on
∑

iK(f̄i)K(ḡi), which is just the parity of the graded
spin structure, see Remark 5.19, and different parities give rise to different signs. By the calculation

in Remark 5.19 we see that cspin(G) = ±2
g−b+1

2
+b−1, but since it cannot be negative we end with

cspin(G) = 2
g+b−1

2 . �

Remark 6.21. An analogous power of 2 appears in [25] when one wants to calculate the Laplace
transform of the integral combinatorial formula. The method developed in this paper is also
applicable to that calculation. It shows exactly where this power of 2 comes from, and how is it
connected to spin structures. In fact, our cspin can be thought as an open analog of the push down
of the r = 2−spin Witten’s class to the spinless moduli, see [41].

Corollary 6.22. For G ∈ SR0
g,k,l,

∧
dpi ∧

ω̄d

d!
: o(G,[K]) = s(G, [K])2|V

I(G)|+
g(G)+b(G)−1

2 .

6.3. Laplace transform and the combinatorial formula. As in the closed case, a more com-
pact formula may be obtained after performing a Laplace transform to 6.14.

Let λi be the variable dual to pi and write, for e = {h1, h2 = s1h1},

λ(e) =

{
1

λi+λj
i(h1) = i, i(h2) = j

1
m(e)+1

(
2m(e)
m(e)

)
λ
−2m(e)−1
i i(h1) = i, h2 ∈ HB.

We also define λ̃(e) = 1
λ(e)

for an internal edge and λ̃(e) = λi(e) for a boundary edge of face i.

Applying the transform to the left hand side of 6.14 gives
∫

p1,...,pl>0

∧
dpie

−
∑

λipi
∑

∑
ai=d

∏

i∈[l]

p2aii

ai!
2

g+k−1
2 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉

= 2d+
g+k−1

2

∑
∑

ai=d

∏

i∈[l]

(2ai − 1)!!

λ2ai+1
i

〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉,

where d = k+2l+3g−3
2

.
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Transforming the right hand side leaves us with

∑

m≥0

∑

G∈OSRm
g,k,l

∫

p1,...,pl>0

∧
dpie

−
∑

λipi
∏

C∈C(G,[K])

∫

MC

W̃C
(ω̄C)

dim(C)

dim(C)!

=
∑

m≥0

∑

G∈OSRm
g,k,l

∫

p1,...,pl>0

∧
dpie

−
∑

λ̃(e)ℓe
∏

C∈C(G,[K])

∫

MC

W̃C
(ω̄C)

dim(C)

dim(C)!

where we have used the fact that the perimeter of a face is the sum of its edges’ lengths.
Recall that

∏

C∈C(G,[K])

W̃C =
∏

e∈EB(G)

ℓ
2m(e)
e

(m(e))!(m(e) + 1)!
.

By Corollary 6.22, applied to (G, [K]) ∈ OSR0
g,k,l, we have

(∧
i∈[l] dpi

)
ω̄d/d!

∧
e∈E(G) dℓe

= s(G, [K])2|V
I(G)|+

g(G)+b(G)−1
2 ,

the variables in the denominator are ordered by o(G,[K]), and |V I |, g, b are the number of inter-
nal vertices of G, its genus and the number of boundary components, respectively. In addition,∑

[K]∈[K(G)] s(G, [K]) = cspin = 2
g+b−1

2 , by Lemma 6.20. Moreover, since Aut(G) acts on [K(G)],
and is sign preserving, we see that

∑

[K]∈[K(G)]

s(G, [K])/|Aut(G)| =
∑

[K]∈[K(G)]/Aut(G)

s(G, [K])/|Aut(G, [K])|.

Thus, for a fixed G ∈ ORm
g,k,l, summing over for−1

spin(G) using Observation 5.38, and recalling

that M(G,[K]) ≃ RE(G)/|Aut(G, [K])|, we get

∑

[K]

1

|Aut(G, [K])|

∫

p1,...,pl>0

∧
dpie

−
∑

λ̃(e)ℓe
∏

C∈C(G,[K])

∫

RE(C)

W̃C
(ω̄C)dim(C)

dim(C)!

=

∏
C∈C(G) c(C)

|Aut(G)|
∏

e∈E\EB

∫ ∞

0

e−λ̃(e)ℓedℓe
∏

e∈EB

∫ ∞

0

e−λ̃(e)ℓe
ℓ
2m(e)
e

m(e)!(m(e) + 1)!
dℓe

=

∏
C∈C(G) c(C)

|Aut(G)|
∏

e∈E

λ(e),

where c(C) = 2|V
I (C)|+g(C)+b(C)−1. Summing over all G ∈ OR∗

g,k,l,

2d+
g+k−1

2

∑
∑

ai=d

l∏

i=1

(2ai − 1)!!

λ2ai+1
i

〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉 =
∑

G∈OR∗
g,k,l

∏
C∈C(G) c(C)

|Aut(G)|
∏

e∈E

λ(e).

And theorem 1.5 is proven.

Open problem 3. The moduli space Mg,k,l is disconnected, and is composed of components which
parameterize different topologies, partitions of boundary markings along boundary components and
graded structures. The boundary conditions of [37, 33] define in fact an intersection number on
each such component, and their sum is what we denote in this work by 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉g. Using
the techniques presented in this section one can actually calculate all these refined intersection
numbers (see [2]). The intersection numbers 〈τa1 . . . τalσk〉g are related to the KdV wave function,
and therefore satisfy many recursion relations. A natural question is whether the refined numbers
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also satisfy interesting recursion relations, and whether they are related to an integrable hierarchy.
[2] proposes a conjecture in this direction.

Appendix A. Properties of the stratification

A.0.1. Proposition 4.25. Fix sets I,B,P0. For a stable open ribbon graphG, writeMG = RE(G)
+ /Aut(G).

Let Gg,B,(I,P0) be the set of all such graphs with boundary markings, internal markings and

internal markings of perimeter 0 being B, I,P0 respectively. We will show that combR maps

MR
g,B,I∪P0

→ ∐
Gg,B,(I,P0)

MG(p), surjectively, and that it is 1 : 1 on smooth or effective loci.

Step 1.

An anti holomorphic involution ̺ of a connected stable curveX is separating ifX/̺ is a connected
orientable stable surface with boundary. X̺ is called the real locus. A half of X is a stable
connected subsurface with boundary Σ ⊆ X such that the composition Σ
hookrightarrowX → X/̺ is a homeomorphism.

A doubled (g,B, I ∪ P0)-surface is a closed stable marked surface X, with markings {xi}i∈B,
{zi, z̄i}i∈I∪P0 together with a separating anti holomorphic involution ̺ and a preferred half Σ
which satisfies the following

(a) ∀i, xi ∈ X̺.
(b) ∀i, zi ∈ int(Σ).

Observation A.1. There is a natural one to one correspondence between open stable (g,B, I ∪
P0−surfaces Σ and doubled (g,B, I ∪P0)−surfaces (X, ̺,Σ), given by Σ → (D(Σ),Σ), where Σ is
taken as a subset of D(Σ).

Note that all components ofX̺ which are not isolated points are canonically oriented as boundaries
of the distinguished half.

Step 2.

Fix positive {pi}i∈I . For convenience we denote by Ī, P̄0 the markings of z̄i, for i ∈ I,P0. We
now analyze the image of doubled surfaces (X, ̺,Σ) under the (closed) map combq defined on

Mg,k+2l, where the perimeters q are defined so that the faces of zi, z̄i, i ∈ I have perimeter pi
and the other points are boundary marked points or internal marked with perimeter 0. By the
construction for closed surfaces, the image is a stable ribbon graph G in the sense of Definition 4.2,

embedded in X̃ = KB∪P0∪P̄0
(X). Moreover, ̺ induces an involution, which we also denote by ̺, on

X̃, G, and by Lemma 4.13, X̺̃ ⊆ G. Faces and vertices marked by I ∪P0 are in one distinguished

half, Σ̃, of X̃, where a half is defined analogously to above.
Write EB for ̺−invariant edges. Let HB be their halves which do not agree with the orientation

induced by Σ̃. Write V B for ̺−invariant vertices. Let V I be vertices in int(Σ̃), and HI either half

edges in s1H
B or half edges which intersect int(Σ̃), EI = (HI \ s1HB)/s1.

Observation A.2. s1 leaves HI ∪HB invariant, and that s0 takes HI to HI ∪HB.

Indeed, if there were h ∈ HI , h′ /∈ HI ∪HB, with s0h = h′, then there was a common face which

contained h, s1h
′. But then this face would intersect both int(Σ̃), ̺(int(Σ̃)), which is impossible.

Let v be a vertex, consider its half edges. The permutation s0 acts on them, and also ̺.Write Bv

for the set of s0−cycles which contain an element of HB, write Iv for those cycles in HI . It is easy
to see that no s0−cycle contains more than two boundary edges. It follows from the observation
that inside a cycle in Bv the half edges are s0−ordered as h1, . . . , h2r+2 so that

h1 ∈ s1H
B, hi ∈ HI \ s1HB, i ∈ [r + 1] \ {1}, hi = ̺(hi−r−1) i ∈ [2r + 2] \ [r + 1].
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In particular, hr+2 ∈ HB, hi /∈ (HI∪HB), i ∈ [2r+2]\ [r+2]. Define a permutation s̃0 of H
I∪HB

which is s0 on HI , and otherwise, we are in the scenario just described, s̃0hr+2 = h1.
Define new marking assignments, f I , fB, fP0 as follows. f I maps i ∈ I to the face which contains

zi, f
B maps i ∈ B to the vertex xi is mapped to. fP0 is defined similarly.

Recall Notation 4.17. Define ĨT (g, I, B) to be the set of isotopy types of smooth doubled

(g, I, B)−surfaces. Write ĨT (g, I) = IT (g, I). Clearly there exists a canonical identification α :

ĨT (g, I, B) ≃ IT (g, I, B).
We can enrich the graph (G, ̺) with a defect function d on V I ∪ V B defined as follows. Let

v ∈ V I ∪ V B be a vertex, consider its preimage Xv in X. If Xv is not a point, then it is a pointed
nodal surface, doubled in case v ∈ V B, and otherwise just a usual closed one, without zi, z̄i for
i ∈ I. Some of the special points ofXv correspond to nodes whose two halves belong to Xv. Smooth
Xv along these nodes. There is a unique topological way to perform the smoothing process on a
doubled surface, which is consistent with the choice of a half and such that the resulting surface is
doubled. Define d(v) ∈ IT (g(v), Iv ∪ (fP0)−1(v), Bv ∪ (fB)−1(v)) to be the class of the smoothed
Xv in the doubled case. Otherwise d(v) is the unique element in IT (g(v), Iv ∪ (fP0)−1(v)).

The ribbon graph G, together with the involution ̺, and the doubled data, which consists of the
sets HI , HB, V I , V B, and the maps d, f I , fB, fP0 is called a doubled ribbon graph. We see that any
doubled surface, together with perimeters as above, is associated with a doubled graph. Call this
association Dcomb It now follows from definitions that

Observation A.3. There is a canonical bijection Half between doubled (g,B, (I,P0))−metric rib-
bon graphs, and open (g,B, (I,P0))−metric ribbon graphs. Half(G) is the graph spanned by
HI , HB, V I , V B, permutations s̃0, s1, maps f I , fB, fP0, the same genus defect of G and topological
defect α(d).

Half(G) is embedded in Σ̃, which, after defining the corresponding defects, is exactly KB,P0Σ.

Thus, by Observations A.1,A.3, for any Σ ∈ MR
g,k,l and perimeters p, the symmetric JS differ-

ential indeed defines a stable open ribbon graph with perimeters p embedded in KB,P0Σ.

Step 3.

We now show that

Proposition A.4. combR : MR
g,B,I∪P0

× RI →∐
Gg,B,(I,P0)

MG, is a surjection, and in the smooth

case, or more generally when unmarked components are not adjacent and form a moduli of dimen-
sion 0, it is in fact a bijection on its image.

This proposition is true in the closed case. By the above construction, it will be enough to show
these properties for Dcomb. By the closed theory, from the doubled metric graph (G, ℓ) one can

reconstruct the unique surface with extra structure X̃, in which it embeds, including the complex
structure on its marked components. Write q for the set of perimeters of faces of G. It is evident

that the perimeters of faces i, ī are the same. The involution on (G, ℓ) lifts to an involution on X̃.

For any singular point v ∈ X̃, which corresponds the vertex v of the graph, any s0−cycle ṽ of half

edges corresponds a new marked point labelled ṽ in the normalization of Σ̃. We define a surface
X is follows. For a singular v, if v ∈ V B, replace v by a doubled surface Σv, in the isotopy class
d(v). For a singular v ∈ V I , replace v, ̺(v) by two conjugate closed surfaces Σv, Σ̄v, Σv is in the
class of d(v). Note that Σv is not necessarily stable. Let Σ1, . . . ,Σr be the marked components of

Σ̃. Define

X = Stab((
∐

Xi ∪
∐

Xv)/ ∼)
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where the ∼ identifies a marked point in some Σv which corresponds to a s0−cycle ṽ with the cor-
responding point in some Σi. Stab is the stabilization map which contracts an unstable component
to a point.

One can easily extend ̺ and the choice of a half to X, and
Dcomb(X,q) = (G, ℓ), where q is the set of perimeters.

In the smooth or the more general case described in the statement, we have no freedom in the
reconstruction of X.
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