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OPEN r-SPIN THEORY II: THE ANALOGUE OF WITTEN’S
CONJECTURE FOR r-SPIN DISKS

ALEXANDR BURYAK, EMILY CLADER & RAN J. TESSLER

Abstract

We conclude the construction of r-spin theory in genus zero for Rie-
mann surfaces with boundary. In particular, we define open r-spin inter-
section numbers, and we prove that their generating function is closely
related to the wave function of the rth Gelfand—Dickey integrable hier-
archy. This provides an analogue of Witten’s r-spin conjecture in the
open setting and a first step toward the construction of an open version
of Fan—Jarvis—Ruan—Witten theory. As an unexpected consequence, we
establish a mysterious relationship between open r-spin theory and an
extension of Witten’s closed theory.

1. Introduction

In the study of the intersection theory of the moduli space of stable curves,
one of the most important modern results is Witten’s conjecture [24], which
was proven by Kontsevich [14]. Let 1, ...,1, € H*(M,,) be the first Chern
classes of the cotangent line bundles at the n marked points, and let

f52_(]72
Fc(fo,fl,...,ff) = Z Z o /M flwgn ﬁd1"'tdn

9>0,n>1 dy,...,dy>0 g.m
2g—2+4n>0

be the generating function of their intersection numbers. Here, {¢;};>0 and €
are formal variables and the superscript “c,” which stands for “closed,” is to
contrast with the open theory discussed below. Witten’s conjecture states
that exp(F©) is a tau-function of the Korteweg—de Vries (KdV) hierarchy, or
equivalently, that exp(F°) satisfies a certain collection of linear differential
equations known as the Virasoro equations. This uniquely determines all -
integrals on M ,.

Witten also proposed a generalization of his conjecture [25], in which the
moduli space of curves is enhanced to the moduli space of r-spin structures. On
a smooth marked curve (C;z1,...,2,), an r-spin structure is a line bundle S
together with an isomorphism

SO (— Z al-[zi]> ,
i=1
where a; € {0,1,...,r — 1} and we denotes the canonical bundle. There is a
1/r

natural compactification Mq,{m .

..an} Of the moduli space of r-spin structures
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on smooth curves, and this space admits a virtual fundamental class ¢y known
as Witten’s class. In genus zero, Witten’s class is defined by

(1.1) ew = e((R'm.S)Y),

where 7 : C — mé)/{a17...7an y is the universal curve, S is the universal 7-spin
structure, and e(-) denotes the top Chern class. In higher genus, on the other
hand, R'm,S may not be a vector bundle, and the definition of Witten’s class

is much more intricate; see [22, 8, 16, 11, 7] for various constructions.
The closed r-spin intersection numbers are defined by

1
(1.2) (i eemin )y im0 [ ew e

Witten’s r-spin conjecture then states that, if t§ are formal variables indexed
by 0 <a<r—1andd>0, and if

L ek 2972 a an\ %€ 4a a
= — § E - 1., 0n\7> 1,..40n
F (tald E) L n! <Td1 Tdn >g tdl tdn

920,n>1 0<ai,...,an<r—1
29—24n>0  di,...,dn >0

is the generating function of the r-spin intersection numbers, then exp(F%’c)
becomes, after a simple change of variables, a tau-function of the rth Gelfand—
Dickey hierarchy. This result was proven by Faber—Shadrin—Zvonkine [10].

A new direction in the intersection theory of the moduli spaces of curves
was initiated by Pandharipande, Solomon, and the third author in [21], study-
ing the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with boundary. In that work, a
moduli space ﬂo,w was considered, which parameterizes tuples consisting of
a stable disk X, boundary marked points x; € 0%, and internal marked points
z; € ¥\OX. Furthermore, intersection numbers on Mo j ;, which can be viewed
as integrals of 1-classes at the internal marked points, were constructed and
hence a generating function F§(to,t1,...,s) was defined as a direct generaliza-
tion of the genus-zero part of F'¢; the new formal variable s tracks the number
of boundary marked points. This construction has been extended in [23] to
all genera, and the complete open potential F°(to,t1,...,s,e) has been con-
structed. Verifying a conjecture of [21], the first and third authors proved
that F° satisfies certain “open Virasoro equations” [6], and moreover, the first
author proved that these equations imply that exp(F'°) is explicitly related to
the wave function of the KdV hierarchy [1]. These results provide an open
analogue of Witten’s conjecture on M, ,,. An introduction to these results in
more physical language can be found in [9].

A natural question, then, is what the open analogue of Witten’s r-spin
conjecture should be. In order to make sense of the conjecture, one first must

: . . —1/r
define an appropriate open r-spin moduli space Mg,k,{a1,...,al} and an open
analogue of Witten’s bundle (R'm,S)Y. We carried out this construction in
genus zero in [3], leading to a definition of the moduli space of graded r-spin

1
disks Mg ;. 7 as well as the open Witten bundle W and cotangent line bundles
Li,...,L; at the internal marked points.
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In this work, we build on the foundations of [3] to define open r-spin in-
tersection numbers,' which is a subtle task because the moduli space has
boundary and hence the integration of top Chern classes is not well-defined
until one finds a canonical way to prescribe the boundary behavior of sections.
The resulting intersection numbers are defined by

1o
(1.3) <T§11"'T§ll0’k>67 ::/

PM
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where, on a manifold with boundary M, the notation e(F, s) denotes the Eu-
ler class of E relative to the section s of E|gp. The section Scanonical 18 any
choice of nowhere-vanishing boundary section of W & @lizl L?di that satis-
fies a “canonicity” condition defined Section 3; Theorem 3.17 shows that such
Scanonical Indeed exists and tlhat any two choices givei rise to the same intersec-
tion numbers. Finally, W& k. is a subspace of ﬂ& k.z Obtained by removing
certain boundary strata; the restriction to this subspace makes defining canon-
icity more convenient without affecting the intersection numbers that result.

Equipped with these numbers, we define an open r-spin potential by

%70 * 1 a a; _k %’0 a a; k
Foo(ts,s) = Z Z m<7'd11"'7'd;0' >0 tgr - tgst
k>0 0<ai,...,a;<r—1
k+20>2 di,...,d; >0
Before stating the main theorem regarding F' %*O, we must recall some defini-
tions from the theory of the Gelfand—Dickey hierarchy.
1.1. Main results. Consider formal variables T; for i > 1. A pseudo-differential
operator A is a Laurent series

m
A= )" 4,07, an€Clee [T, Ty, ],
n=—oo
where m is an integer and 9, is a formal variable. The space of such opera-
tors is endowed with the structure of a non-commutative associative algebra.
Moreover, for any r > 2 and any pseudo-differential operator A of the form
A=0r+50  a,d5", there exists a unique pseudo-differential operator Ar

of the form A* = 9, +>.°° 1 @,;™ such that (A%> = A.
Let r > 2, and consider the operator

r—2
L:=0;+Y fidh, fi€Cle,e L]
i=0
It is not hard to check that for any n > 1, the commutator [(L™"),, L] has
the form Z:;OQ h;0% with h; € Cle,e 1][[T]], where (-); denotes the part of a
pseudo-differential operator with non-negative powers of 9,. The rth Gelfand—
Dickey hierarchy is the following system of partial differential equations for the
functions fo, f1,..., fr—2:
oL

Y _ n-1 n/r >

IThe construction from [21] is recovered as a special case, when r = 2 and all a; are zero.
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Consider the solution L of this hierarchy specified by the initial condition
(1.5) Ly =0 = 0 +¢ "ra.

1.
The r-spin Witten conjecture states that %fr—i’l =0 for d > 0, and under the
d
change of variables
1

(1.6) Ty = (_r)ufilr%*dklrtd’ 0<a<r—2, d>0

3

where k =a+ 1+ rd and k!, := H?:o(a + 1+ ri), we have
1e
1—-n 62FT1
0T, 0T,

whenever n > 1 and r { n, where res L"/" denotes the coefficient of ;! in L™/".
With L as above, let ®(T}, <) be the solution of the system of equations

v

oT,

that satisfies the initial condition <I>|T>2:0 = 1. Denote ¢ := log® and con-

res LV = ¢

(1.7) eIV, B, n>1

)

sider the expansion ¢ = >_ _; agflgbg:gbg € C][T]]. Comparing to the func-

1 1

tion Fd"c, which depends only on the variables 9, ... ,t272, the function FOT’O

depends also on ;" and s. So we relate the variables T}, and ¢/, ", as follows:
1 r—1

(18) Tmr = 7157”71, m > 1.

m(r—2)
(—r) 2CFD mlpm
The main result of the current paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. We have

(1.9) Fo% bo

r—1 1 r—1-
ty TTtd

0 1 1

= TPl e e T \/—_—r“ﬁo
This provides the open r-spin version of Witten’s conjecture in genus zero.

The idea of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is to verify that the genus-zero open r-
spin intersection numbers satisfy certain geometric recursions (known as topo-
logical recursion relations) that allow one to determine all of the open theory
using just a handful of numbers that can be explicitly calculated. We then
verify that the right-hand side of equation (1.9) satisfies the same recursions
with the same initial conditions.

In addition, our calculations yield a simple explicit formula for all genus-
zero primary open intersection numbers (which, in particular, shows that their
structure is much simpler than that of their closed analogues):

Theorem 1.2. Suppose k,1 >0 and 0 < aq,...a; <7 —1. Then

1 o
(1.10) <HTgigk> _(er iy
i=1 (=7)

0

if k> 1 and 1((r —2)(k — 1)+ 2> a;) = 2l + k — 3, and the intersection
number is zero if these conditions are not satisfied.
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A mirror-theoretic interpretation of formula (1.10) appears in [12].
Regarding higher genus, we conjecture that, for any genus g > 1, there is a

1
. . .. . =~,0
geometric construction of open r-spin intersection numbers <T§‘11 . 'Tzl0k>;
generalizing our construction in genus zero. Given such intersection numbers,
1
. . =,0
define a generating series Fy ™ (t%, s) by
1 1 1
70 (g% — ar L pargk\mOan | gan ok
Ey o (ts,s) = E T g <Td1 Ty'O >g gl tg s

LE>0 " 0<aq,...,aq<r—1
dy,...,d;>0

Conjecture 1. For any g > 1, we have

1o g—1
Fgm=(-r)7 ¢

tgilH \/%(tsil—6d’[)’l‘s)

In the sequel to this paper [4], we provide geometric and algebraic evidence
for the correctness of this conjecture.

REMARK 1.3. In open Gromov—Witten theory, unlike the closed theory,
not much is known or even conjectured about higher-genus invariants. The
conjecture presented here is one of the few conjectures that describes the full,
all-genus open Gromov—Witten theory in particular cases, and also one of the
few that relates the potential to an integrable hierarchy (see also [21, 23, 6, 5]).
1.2. Open-closed correspondence. An interesting and unexpected conse-
quence of this work is that it reveals a connection between open r-spin theory
and what we refer to as closed extended r-spin theory. More specifically, it is
possible to enhance the closed theory by allowing exactly one of the twists a;
to be equal to —1; in this case, R'7,.S is still a bundle in genus zero, so the
closed theory can be defined exactly as usual. We define by

1 1 1
sext o uy L —1_a1 . _an\7®%b a1 an
Fyo(8) =) — (ro 't -mat ) tar e otal
n>2 ’ 0<ai,..,an<r—1
dy,....,dn >0

the generating series for closed extended r-spin intersection numbers.

In the companion paper [2] to this work, we prove topological recursion
relations for the closed extended theory, and from these one finds that the
generating function of genus-zero intersection numbers in that setting is also
closely related to the wave function of the rth Gelfand-Dickey hierarchy. Using
this, we deduce the following theorem:

1 1
Theorem 1.4. The generating series FOT’O and For’ezt are related by

FO%J = = 0%7611 e + 1FO%’EH.
r t et —1da08 r
1.3. Plan of the paper. The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2
reviews from [3] the definition and properties of the moduli space of open
graded r-spin disks and the Witten bundle W. In Section 3, we define the
canonical boundary conditions and give the definition of the open r-spin in-
tersection numbers. We prove topological recursion relations satisfied by these
intersection numbers in Section 4. Using this result, in Section 5 we prove
Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.4, and we derive open string and dilaton equations
for the open r-spin intersection numbers. In the last section, we detail the con-

struction of boundary conditions for the definition of the intersection numbers.
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2. Review of graded r-spin disks

We begin by reviewing the definition of graded r-spin disks, their moduli
space, and the relevant bundles. For details, we direct the reader to [3].

2.1. The moduli space of graded r-spin disks. The underlying objects
parameterized by the moduli space are genus-zero marked Riemann surfaces
with boundary, which we view as arising from closed genus-zero curves with
an involution. Specifically, a nodal marked disk is defined as a tuple

(C, 0,5, {zi}ier, {xj}jeBamlamB),
in which

e ('is anodal, possibly disconnected, orbifold Riemann surface with isotropy
only at special points and with each component having genus zero;

e ¢ : (C — (C is an anti-holomorphic involution that realizes the coarse un-
derlying Riemann surface |C| topologically as the union of two Riemann
surfaces, 2 and & = ¢(X), glued along the common subset Fix(|4|);

e z; € C are a collection of distinct internal marked points whose images
in |C| lie in ¥ \ Fix(|¢|), with conjugate marked points zZ; := ¢(z;);

o 1; € Fix(¢) are a collection of distinct boundary marked points whose
images in |C| lie in 0%;

e m! and m® are markings of I and B, respectively (see the definition

below), for which no internal marked point on a connected component
C' C C with "N ¢(C’) # 0 is marked 0.

We say that a nodal marked disk is stable if each irreducible component has
at least three special points. In the above, a marking of a set A is a function

m:A— {0}u2l

such that, for all a # o’ € m~1(0), the intersection m(a) N'm(a’) is empty,
where 2V denotes the set of all nonempty subsets of N. Such functions are
used in what follows to label the marked points on a curve; the possibility of
marking some points by 0 or with a set is desired to handle marked points that
arise via normalization of a nodal curve, which do not carry a natural label
but can be canonically labeled by this more general type of marking.

Nodal marked disks can have three types of nodes, illustrated in Figure 1
by shading ¥ C |C] in each case. Note that 93 C Fix(|¢|), and Fix(|¢|) \ 0Z
is exactly the union of the contracted boundaries.
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(a) Internal node (b) Boundary node  (c) Contracted boundary

Figure 1. The three types of nodes in a nodal marked disk.

The boundary 0% of ¥ is equipped with a natural orientation, dictated by
the choice of the preferred half ¥ C |C|. This, in turn, induces a notion of
positivity for ¢-invariant sections of wjc| over 9%: a section s is said to be
positive if, for any point p and any tangent vector v € T,,(9%) in the direction
of orientation, we have (s(p),v) > 0, where (—, —) denotes the natural pairing
between cotangent and tangent vectors.

A twisted r-spin structure on a nodal marked disk is a complex line bundle .S
on C whose coarse underlying bundle |S| satisfies

|S|®T§w‘c‘®o —Zai[zi]_zai[z_i]_zbj[xj] )

iel iel jeB

where a; € {-1,0,1,...,7 — 1} and b; € {0,1,...,7 — 1}, together with an
involution g : S — S lifting ¢. We insist that connected components of C' that
meet Fix(¢) contain no z; with a; = —1 and that connected components of C'
that do not meet Fix(¢) contain at most one such z;. The numbers a; and b;
are referred to as the internal and boundary twists, respectively.

OBSERVATION 2.1. There exists a twisted r-spin structure with twists a;, b;
on a connected nodal marked disk C' if and only if

(21) 22&1' + E’rbj - (7" — 2) c7.

The analogue in the closed case is more well-known [25]: a twisted r-spin
structure with twists b; exists on a (closed) connected nodal marked genus-
zero curve if and only if

(2.2) 25 -(r-2) c7.

r

To extend the definition of twists to nodes, let n : C — C be the normal-
ization morphism. Then n*S might not be a twisted r-spin structure, because
its connected components might contain too many marked points of twist —1.
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However, there is a canonical way to choose a minimal subset R of the half-
nodes of C' making

(2.3) S:=nS®0 |- Z rlq]
qgeER

a twisted r-spin structure; see [3, Section 2.3] for the details. In particular,
then, for each irreducible component C; of C' with internal marked points
{zi}ier,, boundary marked points {x;};ep, and half-nodes {pp}ren,, we have

~ ®r
(G R B SRS SO ED SO ED D

i€l) i€l) JjEB; heN;

for numbers a;,cp, € {—1,0,1,...,r =1}, b; € {0,1,...,r — 1} satisfying the
same conditions as above. The numbers ¢, are called the twists of S at its
half-nodes. If p and p’ are the two branches of a node in C, then

(2.4) ¢p+ey =r—2 mod r.

The node is said to be Ramond if one (hence both) of its branches satisfy
c¢p = —1 mod r, and it is said to be Neveu-Schwarz otherwise. The set R in
equation (2.3) is chosen in a way that guarantees that each internal Ramond
node has precisely one half-edge in R.

REMARK 2.2. In orbifold language, Neveu-Schwarz nodes are nodes at
which the isotropy group of C' acts nontrivially on the fiber of S. Because
a section of an orbifold line bundle is necessarily invariant under the action
of the isotropy group, nontriviality of the action forces sections of S to vanish
at such nodes. This causes a splitting in the normalization exact sequence
associated to S, which is the key reason why (as discussed in Proposition 2.6
below) the Witten bundle decomposes in a far more straightforward way along
Neveu—Schwarz than along Ramond nodes.

Associated to each twisted r-spin structure S, we define J := SY @ we. This
bundle admits an involution, as well, induced by the involutions on C' and 5;
abusing notation slightly, we denote the involution on J also by ¢.

Assume that C has no contracted boundary node, and let A be the com-
plement of the special points in 9%.. We say that a twisted r-spin structure on

such C' is compatible if there exists a ¢-invariant section v € T' (A, |S |‘5) (called

a lifting of S) such that the image of v®" under the map on sections induced
by the inclusion |S|®" — w)¢ is positive. Such a v always admits a companion
lifting w € T (A, |J|¢’) of J for which (w,v) € I'(A,w¢|) is positive, where
(—,—) denotes the natural pairing between |S|V and |S|. This w is uniquely
determined by v up to multiplication by a continuous R*-valued function.
Given a lifting of a twisted r-spin structure, we say that a boundary marked
point or boundary half-node z; is legal, or that the lifting alternates at x;, if
w cannot be continuously extended to z; without vanishing; note that this
definition depends only on v, not on the specific companion lifting w chosen.
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We say that w is a grading if every boundary marked point is legal and fur-
thermore, for every Neveu-Schwarz boundary node, one of the two half-nodes
is legal and the other is illegal.

If C has a contracted boundary node, then the definition of compatibility
and grading must be adapted. In this case, we say that a twisted r-spin
structure on C' is compatible if the contracted boundary node ¢ is Ramond
and there exists a ¢-invariant element v € |S Hq such that the image of v®"

under the map |S|®T‘q — w|c|‘q is positive imaginary under the canonical

identification of w)¢ }q with C given by the residue. See [3, Definition 2.8] for
more details. As in the case without a contracted boundary node, such a v
admits a ¢-invariant w € |J| |q such that (v,w) is positive imaginary. We refer
to this w as a grading.

We say that two gradings are equivalent if they differ by multiplication by
a continuous positive function A — RT (in the case without a contracted
boundary node) or multiplication by a positive real number (in the case with
a contracted boundary node). We have shown in [3, Theorem 5.2] that the
choice of grading determines a canonical relative orientation for the Witten
bundle, which is one key ingredient in defining open r-spin intersection num-
bers; furthermore, in what follows, we will see that the grading is also crucial
in defining canonical boundary conditions.

The relation between the twists and legality, and the obstructions to having
a grading, are summarized in the following proposition (which summarizes [3,
Proposition 2.5 and Observation 2.13] and the behavior of a Neveu-Schwarz
node in a graded structure):

Proposition 2.3. 1) Whenr is odd, any twisted r-spin structure is com-
patible, and there is a unique equivalence class of liftings.

2) Suppose r is odd and v is a lifting over a punctured neighborhood of a
boundary marked point x;. Then x; is legal if and only if its twist is odd.

3) When r is even, the boundary twists b; in a compatible twisted r-spin
structure must be even. In this case, there is a unique equivalence class
of compatible structures.

4) Suppose r is even. There exists a lifting over OX\{x;} ;e p that alternates
precisely at a subset D C {x;};ep if and only if

2% a; + S b; +2
(2.5) 2t bi+2 oo,
r

5) Ramond boundary nodes can appear in a graded structure only when r is
odd, and in this case, their half-nodes are illegal with twists r — 1.

6) In a graded r-spin structure, any Neveu-Schwarz boundary node has one
legal half-node and one illegal half-node.

In the case Fix(¢) = 0, our notion of grading is vacuous, but we replace it
with an additional datum (see [3, Definition 2.8] for an equivalent definition):

Definition 2.4. A smooth graded r-spin sphere is a nodal marked disk for
which Fix(¢) = ) and ¥ is a smooth sphere, together with

1) a twisted r-spin structure S,
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2) a choice of one distinguished internal marked point z;, called the anchor
and satisfying m!(z;) = 0, which is the marked point of twist —1 if one
exists.

If the twist a; of the anchor is r — 1, there is a map
®r ~
(1810 O ([])7" |, = wiei(l=)],, = C,
where the second identification is the residue map. In this case, we also fix
3) an involution ¢ on the fiber (|S| ® O ([z])) . such that

z

T (¢(0)*") = —7'(v®) forallv € (|S|® O ([z1]))..,

where w — w is the standard conjugation, and
(7o) lve(sle0 ()5} 2 Ry,

where i is the root of —1 in the upper half-plane;

4) a connected component V of (|S|® O ([zz]))f \ {0}, called the positive
direction, such that 7/(v®") € iRy for any v € V.

We can now define the primary objects of interest in this paper:

Definition 2.5. A stable graded r-spin disk is a stable nodal marked disk,
together with

1) a compatible twisted r-spin structure S in which all boundary marked
points have twist » — 2 and all contracted boundary nodes are Ramond;

2) an equivalence class of gradings;

3) a choice of one distinguished special point (called the anchor and marked
zero) in each connected component C’ of C that is either disjoint from
the set Fix(¢) or meets the set Fix(¢) in a single contracted boundary
node. We require that the anchor is the contracted boundary node, if
one exists, or the unique marked point in C’ of twist —1, if one exists;
otherwise, the anchor can be any marked point. Finally, we require that
the collection of anchors is ¢-invariant;

4) an involution ¢ on the fiber (|S| ® O([z]))., over any anchor z; of twist
r — 1, and an orientation of the ¢-fixed subspace of (|S] @ O([z]))-
any such z;, as in Definition 2.4.

for

7

In [3, Theorem 3.4], we prove the existence of a moduli space ﬂ(l)y/kryl of
such objects (with k boundary and [ internal marked points), and we show
that it is a compact smooth orientable orbifold with corners of real dimension

k + 21 — 3. More generally, ﬂé{; 1 denotes the moduli space of stable graded
r-spin disks with boundary points marked by B and internal points marked

by I, and for any vector @ = {a;}icr, we denote by ﬂé/,:a the suborbifold
consisting of those for which the ith internal marked point has twist a;.

2.2. Stable graded r-spin graphs. Analogously to the more familiar setting

of the moduli space of curves, ﬂé{; ; can be stratified according to decorated
dual graphs. The relevant dual graphs I' consist of

(i) a vertex set V, decomposed into open and closed vertices V = VO LIV,
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(ii) a half-edge set H, decomposed into boundary and internal half-edges
H=HPuH!

The half-edge set is equipped with an involution o7, which we view as reversing
the two halves of an edge. The fixed points of o, are the tails T of I', and we
decompose T into T8 := HBENT and TT := H' NT. The two-element orbits
of oq are the edges E of I', which can also be decomposed as E = EB U E'.
Furthermore, the data of I' includes a subset H CB C 7! of contracted boundary
tails, as well as a marking m? on T® and a marking m! on 77\ H®B. We
say I'is closed if VO = (), and we say I is smooth if E = H¢P = ().

In particular, each element of ﬂé/,: ; has a corresponding dual graph I', and
this ' is equipped with three additional decorations: a map

tw: H— {-1,0,1,...,r — 1}
encoding the twist of S at each marked point and half-node, a map
alt : H? — 7,/27
given by alt(h) = 0 if the half-node given by h is illegal and alt(h) = 1 other-

wise, and a subset T* C T given by the anchors.
A genus-zero graded r-spin dual graph is a graph for which each connected

component is the dual graph of an element of some moduli space ﬂé/,:l In
particular, given a connected graph I' as above, there is a closed suborbifold

with corners ﬂllﬂﬁ - ﬂéﬁ/]; 1 whose general point is a graded r-spin disk with

dual graph I'. We write M}/ " for the open substack of Mé/r consisting of
curves whose dual graph is exactly I'. If T" is disconnected, we define ﬂ;/r as

the product of the moduli spaces associated to its connected components.
There are various forgetful maps between these moduli spaces: we denote by
—1 —
Forgpin : ./\/loy/kryl — Mokl
the map that forgets the spin structure, and for B, I’ C Z, we denote by
FOl”B/J/ : ﬂllﬂ/T — ﬂ;&
the map that forgets all twist-zero internal marked points marked by I’ and all
twist-zero illegal boundary marked points marked by B’. Note that the latter
procedure may create unstable components, which must be contracted, so we
denote by I'" = forp: /(") the new graph that results.

2.3. The Witten bundle and the cotangent line bundles. The crucial
bundle for the definition of r-spin theory is the Witten bundle on the moduli
space. Roughly speaking, if 7 : C — ﬂé/,: ; is the universal curve and § — C is
the universal spin bundle with companion bundle 7 := SY ®w, then we define
(2.6) W= (R'7.J)+ = (R'7.S)Y,

where the subscripts + and — denote invariant or anti-invariant sections under
the universal involution ¢ : J — J or ¢ : § — §. To be more precise,
defining W by (2.6) would require one to deal with derived pushforward in
the orbifold-with-corners context, so to avoid this technicality, we define W
by pullback of the analogous bundle from a subset of the closed moduli space
ﬂé)/,;rzl; see [3, Section 4.1].
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The real rank of the Witten bundle, on a component of the moduli space
with internal twists {a;} and boundary twists {b;}, is

(2.7) QECLi‘FETbj—(T—Z)'

Furthermore, in [3, Theorem 5.2], we prove that in the graded case, where all
bj = r — 2, the Witten bundle is canonically relatively oriented relative to the
moduli space. More precisely, for any set @ = {a;};cr of internal twists, we

construct an orientation of M07/127 7 satisfying certain properties [3, Proposition

3.12] and a compatible orientation of Tﬂéﬁ/];ﬁ @& W. Although both orienta-

tions depend on choices, the orientation that they induce on the total space is
canonical and independent of choices.

In [3] we prove that the Witten bundle satisfies certain decomposition prop-
erties along nodes. We reiterate these properties here as they are needed in
what follows, but we direct the reader to [3, Section 4.2] for further details.

To set the stage, let I' be a genus-zero graded r-spin dual graph, and let
e € E(I"). Define detach.(I") to be the “detaching” of I at e, which is the
disconnected graph obtained by cutting the edge e. This creates new tails, so
we must extend the marking and (possibly) the anchors: if e is a boundary
edge, we mark both newly-created tails 0 and add no new anchor. If e is an
internal edge, then exactly one of the connected components of detach,(T") is
closed (that is, has no open vertices) and unanchored; let & denote the half-edge
of e in this component, and let i’ denote the other half-edge of e. In this case,
we mark h by 0 and declare it to be an anchor, and we mark h’ by the union of
the markings of the internal tails A # h in the same component as h. Define
detachy(I), for t € HYB, to be the graph that agrees with I" except that ¢ is no
longer considered an element of H°B; all other decorations (including the fact
that ¢ is the anchor) remain the same. For N C E(I') U H®B(T"), detachx(T")
denotes the graph obtained from I' by detaching at all elements of V.

Given a genus-zero graded r-spin dual graph I', let T be obtained by detach-
ing either an edge or a contracted boundary tail. Then there are morphisms

(2.8) M & Mp xg, My 25 MY 5 A,

where Mp C ﬂo,w is the moduli space of marked disks (without r-spin
structure) specified by the dual graph I'. The morphism ¢ is defined by sending
the r-spin structure S to the r-spin structure S defined by (2.3); it has degree
one but is not an isomorphism because it does not induce an isomorphism on
isotropy groups. The morphism p is the projection from the fiber product; it is
an isomorphism, but we distinguish between its domain and codomain because

they have different universal objects. Finally, the morphism i is the inclusion.

There are Witten bundles W on ﬂ(l)y/kryl and W on ﬂil:ﬁ, and the decom-
position properties are stated in terms of how these bundles are related under
pullback via the morphisms (2.8). Specifically, we have the following propo-
sition, in which the symbol B denotes a vector bundle on a fiber product
obtained by taking the direct sum of pullbacks of bundles on the two factors.
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Proposition 2.6. [3, Proposition 4.7] Let T' be a stable genus-zero graded
r-spin dual graph with a single edge e, and let I" be the detaching of I' along e.
Then the Witten bundle decomposes as follows:

(i) If e is a Neveu-Schwarz edge, then p*iyzW = q*W.

(i) If e is a Ramond boundary edge, then there is an exact sequence
(2.9) 0— @it W = ¢*W — T — 0,
where Ty is a trivial real line bundle.
(iii) If e s a Ramond internal edge connecting two closed vertices, write
*W W1 H WQ, in which W1 zs the Witten bundle on the component

containing the anchor of I' and WQ is the Witten bundle on the other
component. Then there is an exact sequence

(2.10) 0 — Wy — p it W — Wy — 0.

Furthermore, if IV is defined to agree with r except that the twist at
each Ramond tail is v — 1, and ¢ ./\/l Xt ./\/ll/r M {T is defined

analogously to q, then there is an e:mct sequence
(2.11) 0= it W — (¢)W — T =0,

where W' is the Witten bundle on ﬂ%{r and T is a line bundle whose
rth power is trivial.

() If e is a Ramond mtemal edge connectmg an open vertex to a closed
vertex, write q W W1 H WQ, i which W1 18 the Witten bundle on the
open component (defined via S|c1) and W2 s the Witten bundle on the
closed component. Then the exact sequences (2.10) and (2.11) both hold.

Analogously, if T has a single vertex, no edges, and a contracted boundary tail t,
and I' is the detaching of I' along t, then there is a decomposition property:

(v) If W and W denote the Witten bundles on ﬂé/,:l and ﬂil:ﬁ, respectively,
then the sequence (2.9) holds.

REMARK 2.7. If the edge e in Proposition 2.6 is a boundary edge, then
the map ¢ is an isomorphism, and in this case, the proposition says that the
Witten bundle pulls back under the gluing morphism ﬂA — M(lj/;: .-

In the case of an internal Neveu-Schwarz edge, although g is not an isomor-
phism, a multisection of q*W canonically and uniquely induces a multisection
of u*if W, since the orbits of the action of the automorphisms on the fibers of
the latter are contained in the corresponding orbits of the former. Indeed, on
W, the group acts by independent scalings of its two summands by roots of
unity, while on W, the action scales the two components by roots of unity that
differ by some £, where ¢ is an rth root of unity, d is a multiple of ged(m, r),
and m is the multiplicity at one of the half-nodes.

The last important line bundles for the calculations that follow are the
cotangent line bundles at internal marked points. These line bundles have al-
ready been defined on the moduli space My ; of stable marked disks (without
spin structure), as the line bundles with fiber T X, or equivalently, the pullback
of the usual cotangent line bundles under the doubling map ﬂo,k,z — m07k+2[
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that sends ¥ to C. The bundle L; on mé/]; ; is the pullback of this cotan-

gent line bundle on ﬂo, %, under the morphism that forgets the spin structure.
Because L; is a complex line bundle, it carries a canonical orientation.

3. The definition of open correlators

Our goal is to define intersection numbers by integrating the top Chern
class of direct sums of the Witten bundle W and the bundles IL;—in other
words, by counting the (weighted) number of zeroes of a section of this direct
sum. However, since the moduli space has boundary, such a count is only
well-defined after prescribing the boundary behavior of the section. Our aim,
then, is to define canonical boundary conditions for sections of W or L; at all
codimension-1 boundary strata. The nalve guess for such a condition is that
the section should decompose into a direct sum according to Proposition 2.6,
but this is insufficient to determine intersection numbers uniquely.

To define (roughly) what it means for a smooth section s of W or L; to

be canonical at a boundary stratum MIE/ ", suppose first that I' has a single
edge e and the illegal half-edge of e has twist zero. In this case, the relevant
idea has already appeared in [21]: we define s to be canonical if it is pulled
back along the forgetful map Fr : Mllﬂ/ " Mgpr , where BT is obtained by
detaching e and forgetting the illegal side. This forgetting procedure is no
longer defined, however, if the illegal side of e has positive twist. Instead, in
this case, we define canonicity by the condition that s evaluates “positively”
at the illegal half-node, meaning that it is a nonzero element of the fiber of J
in the direction of the grading. A similar definition applies in the case where
I" has a contracted boundary tail. Since these conditions are defined stratum-
wise, it is not at all clear that they can be simultaneously satisfied to yield a
global canonical section; we show that this is the case, using deep properties
of the positivity phenomenon, in Proposition 3.20.

One particular issue that arises is that there can exist a boundary point p
in the moduli space for which one cannot find a section of W on a neigborhood
U of p that satisfies the positivity constraints at all boundary strata intersect-
ing U. We solve this prloblem by f,lightly modifying the moduli space, replacing
it by a subspace W&kﬁ - mg,k,{i obtained by excluding strata ./\/l;/r with
at least one illegal half-edge of positive twist. We then define the positivity
constraint for a section s in a neighborhood U of such strata by requiring that,

for X e UN W&kﬁ, the evaluation of sy at certain intervals Ij, 5; C 90X is
positive, where, for each h € HP(T'), the sets I, > converge in the univer-
sal curve to a neighborhood of the boundary node corresponding to h. We
prove in Proposition 3.20, which is the key geometric idea of this work and the
place where the twist r — 2 at boundary marked points is required, that this
requirement is consistent for higher-codimension corners of the moduli space.

1

Although PMg ;. - is noncompact, and the boundary conditions depend on
choices, the resulting intersection numbers are independent of choices. This is
the content of the main theorem of this section, Theorem 3.17.

3.1. Canonical multisections. First, some notation for graph operations.
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Definition 3.1. Let I' be a graded r-spin dual graph I' and e an edge
connecting vertices v; and ve. The smoothing of I' along e is the graph d.I'
obtained by contracting e and replacing v; and ve with a single vertex v15 that
is declared to be closed if and only if both v; and v are closed. The smoothing
of I' along h € HYB is the graph d,I" obtained by erasing h and moving the
vertex v from which h emanates from V¢ to VO. If A is a smoothing of T,
then each (half-)edge h of A corresponds to a unique (half-)edge ¢p r(h) of T

For a set S of edges and contracted boundary tails, one can perform a
sequence of smoothings, and the graph obtained is independent of the order in
which those smoothings are performed; denote the result by dgI'. Let

O'T = {A | T = dgA for some S},
or = o'T\ {T'},
BT = {A e ar | EB(A)UHB(A) # 0}.

We refer to a boundary half-edge h, or the corresponding half-node, as positive
if alt(h) = 0 and tw(h) > 0. We write HT(A) for the set of half-edges h of a
graph A such that either h or oy (h) is positive. We denote by 91T C 9'T the
graphs with at least one positive half-edge, and we write 9°T = §PT" \ 91T

Let ’PM;/T and 8+ﬂ11~/r be the orbifolds with corners defined by

W;/T :ﬂlj;/T ( H M}\/T>; 8+ﬂ;/r — H M}\/T

A€o+ Agalf

Note that the boundary of W;/T, which we will denote by 9 Mr in keeping
with the notation 0°T" of the previous paragraph, contains only strata corre-
sponding to graphs without positive half-edges.

We now define what it means for vectors in the fiber of the Witten bundle to
“evaluate positively,” and to specify where such positive evaluation is required.

Definition 3.2. Let C be a graded r-spin disk, ¢ € C' a special point, and
v € We. The evaluation of v at ¢ is evy(v) := v(q) € Jy.

Definition 3.3. A marked orbifold Riemann surface with boundary is par-
tially stable if it has exactly one internal marking and no boundary markings.
Given a graded r-spin disk, let n : C — C be the normalization map. A con-
nected component of Cis strongly positive if it contains either (a) a partially
stable component, (b) a contracted boundary node, or (c) a component that
becomes partially stable after forgetting all illegal half-nodes of twist zero. We
analogously define a strongly positive dual graph.

A vector v € We evaluates positively at a component D of C if evy(n*v)
at each ¢ € 0D is positive, with respect to the grading of the boundary or the
contracted boundary of D. A vector that evaluates positively at any strongly
positive component of C' is said to be positive on strongly positive components.

Positive evaluation will also be required on certain “intervals” in 9%, which
we now define; they should be viewed as a smoothly-varying family of intervals
that approximates a family of neighborhoods of the nodes in a nodal surface.
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np
Iy Iy Iy Ip,
Np

Figure 2. The intervals I;, and I/, corresponding to half-
nodes ny and nys, are drawn as thicker lines over the thinner
lines that denote the boundary. The picture on the right rep-
resents a nearby point in the moduli space to the picture on
the left, but where the node has been smoothed.

Definition 3.4. Let T" be a graded graph and let A € O7T. A A-set
with respect to ' is an open set U C ﬂ;/r whose closure intersects precisely
those ./\/llg/r with A € 9'E. A A-neighborhood with respect to T of u € ﬂ}/r is

a neighborhood U C ﬂllﬂ/T of u that is a A-set with respect to I'. Since there
is a unique smooth graph I with A € 9'T, we refer to a A-neighborhood with
respect to a smooth I' simply as a A-neighborhood.

Let C be a graded marked disk. An interval is a connected open set I C 0%
such that, if we write 9% = S/ ~ for a space S homeomorphic to S*, the
preimage of I under the quotient map ¢ : S — 0% is the union of an open set
with a finite number of isolated points.

Suppose C € ./\/l}\/ ", and let n, be a boundary half-node corresponding
to a half-edge h € HB(A). We say that nj, belongs to the interval I if the
corresponding node ny,/,, lies in I. In this case, again denoting by n : C—C
the normalization map and denoting & = n~(X), we write n=}(I) = UL, in
which [ is a half-open interval with endpoint nj and I, is a half-open interval
with endpoint n,, (), under the canonical orientation of o3

Suppose U is contained in some A-set. Then a A-family of intervals for U
is a family {7, (u)}her+(a),uev such that:

1) Each Iy(u) is an interval in 8%, where ¥, C 7~ !(u) is the preferred
half in the fiber of the universal curve 7 : C — U, and the endpoints of
each Ip(u) vary smoothly with respect to the smooth structure of the
universal curve restricted to U.

2) For h ¢ {W',01(h')}, we have I}, (v )N I (u') = (. If h = o1(R'), we have
In(w)N Iy (u') # 0 if and only if u' € ./\/llg/T, for some = with A € 9'Z,
and h € H*(Z) under the locally-defined injection ¢ : H(Z) — H(A). In
this case, Ip,(u) N I,, (n)(u’) consists exactly of the node ny, ., .

3) There are no markings in I, ('), and the only half-node that belongs to
I, (u') is ny, which is defined precisely when ' € Mla/r and h € H*(2).

If the moduli point u represents the stable graded disk C' we write I, (C) for

I, (u). Figure 2 shows the local picture of intervals in smooth and nodal disks.

Definition 3.5. Let C be a graded r-spin disk, and let A C 09X be a subset
without legal special points. Then an element w € Wy evaluates positively
at A if ev,(w) is positive with respect to the grading for every x € A.
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Let T be a graded graph, U a A-set with respect to I, and {I;} a A-family
of intervals for U. Given a multisection s of W defined in a subset of ’PM;/T

containing U ﬁPM;/T, we say s is (U, I)-positive (with respect to I') if for any
weln PM;/T, any local branch s;(u’) evaluates positively at each Ip,(u).
A multisection s defined in W N ’PMllﬂ/T, where W is a neighborhood of u €

ﬂ}\/r, is positive near u (with respect to I') if there exists a A-neighborhood
U C W of u and a A-family of intervals I,.(—) for U such that s is (U, I)-
positive.

If W is a neighborhood of 3+ﬂ;/r, then a multisection s defined in a set
(3.1) Uy = (WnPM ") U U Py

A strongly positive

is positive (with respect to I') if it is positive near each point of 8+MF/T and
at strongly positive components. As above, we omit the phrase “with respect
to I' if " is smooth.

REMARK 3.6. Since there are different notions of positivity in this paper,
for the benefit of the reader we briefly summarize them and their relationships.

1) For a non-special boundary point ¢ of a stable r-spin disk C, or a con-
tracted boundary component ¢, a vector s € J,, is positive if it belongs
to the positive ray defined by the grading.

2) For a subset A of the boundary of a stable r-spin disk C' (which may be
a point, a union of intervals, or the whole boundary component), or a
contracted boundary A, a vector v € W¢ is positive at A if, when v is
thought of as a global section of J — C it evaluates positively at each
point of A, in the sense of the first item.

3) A section of W is positive at a subset of the moduli space if it satisfies
the positivity constraints of the second item for every moduli point C'
in this subset, and a properly chosen set A = A(C) (as explained in the
above definitions).

4) A boundary half-edge h and and the corresponding half-node are posi-
tive if they are illegal and have a positive twist. We require positivity
conditions in the sense of the previous item on boundary strata whose
graphs contain these half-edges, where for each C in such a boundary
stratum, the positive half-edges will dictate the shape of the set A.

5) A strongly positive component in an 7-spin disk is a component of its
normalization that is either partially stable, or becomes partially stable
after forgetting all special illegal points of twist 0, or contains a con-
tracted boundary. On such components the set A from the definition of
positivity is the whole boundary or contracted boundary.

The notion of canonicity of a multisection of W over (an open subset of)

W;/T has two parts: a positivity constraint, in terms of the above definitions,
and a requirement that the multisection be pulled back from a smaller graph
called the “base” of I'. To define the base, we first define forijiegai(I') to be the
graph obtained by forgetting all illegal, twist-zero boundary tails with marking
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zero, and we define E°(T)) C EZ(T) to be the set of boundary edges with one
illegal side of twist zero.

Definition 3.7. The base of a graded graph I' is defined as
BI' = formega] (detaChEO(p) (F))

The base moduli of ﬂ;ﬁ is the moduli space ﬂ}/{ It admits a map
—1 —1
(3.2) Fr: MY - Mg
that associates to a moduli point the result of the normalization at all boundary
nodes which correspond to edges of I', and forgets the resulting illegal boundary
points which have twist zero.

Notation 3.8. Let fr : 0'T — 9'BI" be defined by fr(I'") = I'” whenever
Fr maps M;{T to ./\/l;{,r. Explicitly,

I = forillcgal(detaCer,r'(EO(F)) (F/)

(c.f. Definition 3.1). Observe that any h € H(I") whose vertex is not removed
by the forjiegal operation (though maybe contracted) naturally corresponds to
an edge of I which we denote by fr(h). Note that, because of contracted
components, there may be h # h' € H(I') with fr(h) = fr(h').

REMARK 3.9. We denote by BC' the graded surface that corresponds to the
moduli point Fr(c)(C), or by BY its preferred half. Let C" be the subsurface
of the normalization of C' obtained by removing components that are neither
stable nor partially stable. It admits a natural map ¢r : ' — BC.

The following observations are straightforward. First, analogously to [21,
Observations 3.14 and 3.28], we have the following compatibility relation:

OBSERVATION 3.10. Let I' be a graded graph and let IV € OT". Then FT takes
ﬂyr to ﬂ}»ﬁ?p), and Bfp(I") = BI", and moreover F,(rv) © Fr|g/» = Frv.
1"/

The next observation, analogous to [21, Observation 3.15] is central for
proving the independence of choices for the intersection numbers.

OBSERVATION 3.11. Let I' be a smooth graded graph and A € 8°T be such
that BA has no partially stable components. Then

dimg M}j»/[( < dimg Mp — 2.
The next claims summarize the behavior of W and L; under forgetful maps:

OBSERVATION 3.12. Because W = Forp, W for all B',I' C Z (sce (3,
Equation (4.3)]), there is a canonical isomorphism between the Witten bundle

W on My/" and the pullback FitW of the Witten bundle from My .

OBSERVATION 3.13. If the component that contains the internal tail la-
beled ¢ in BT is stable, then L; — ﬂllﬂ/T ~ FE(L; — M}!{) canonically.

Indeed, L; is pulled back along the maps appearing in the definition Fr,
unless the stable component containing the internal tail ¢ becomes unstable
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along the way. This happens only if, in I', the vertex containing tail 7 has a
unique internal half-edge and all boundary half-edges are illegal of twist zero.

We are now ready to define the canonical boundary conditions we seek. In
what follows, for an orbifold vector bundle E over an orbifold with corners M,
we denote by C°(E) the space of smooth multisections; see the appendix for
our conventions and notation regarding multisections.

Definition 3.14. Let I' be a smooth graded graph with only open vertices,
let Uy be as in (3.1), and let U be a set containing 8073./\/11/T UU;. Then a
smooth multisection s of W over U is canonical if

1) s is positive, and

2) s is pulled back from the base, in the sense that for any A € 9°T', we have

(3.3) - = FsP for some sPA € C’OO(M;S/X, wW).

S|Mj\/
S . . o .

In case U = PMF/T, we say that s is a global canonical multisection. A section

that is positive and satisfies the second item of the definition for A in some set

A C 9T is said to be canonical with respect to Jne 4 ./\/ll/r.

Definition 3.15. A smooth multisection s of L; — 873M;/T, for I" smooth
and graded, is called canonical if for every A € T with BA stable, we have

(3.4) s| o = Frs®™
A

for some sBA € C° (PMIS/AT, W). A global multisection is canonical if its

restriction to 8’PMF is canonical. If A C 9T, then s is canonical with
respect to Jyea ./\/ll/r if (3.4) holds for any A € A with a stable base.

Throughout what follows, we consider the (uniquely determined) multi-
sections {s52} \cgor in the definitions above as part of the information of a
canonical multisection, both for LL; and for W. For a bundle obtained as a di-
rect sum of W and cotangent line bundles, we define a canonical multisection
to be a direct sum of canonical multisections of the corresponding bundles.

OBSERVATION 3.16. Sums of canonical multisections of W — W;/T orL;,
or multiples of canonical multisections by a positive scalar, are canonical.

This is easy to see for multisections of IL;. The proof for multisections of W is
also straightforward, except for verifying that the sum of positive multisections

is p051t1ve For this, suppose that s; and s, are positive. For any u € ./\/ll/r

8+./\/l5)k@, there are open A-neighborhoods U; and families of intervals I;
for U; on which s; is positive. For each h, the intersection Iy n(u) N Iz,4(u)
contains an interval around the node nj. Thus, in some open set V- C U; NUs,
which is itself a A-neighborhood, the collection {1, = I1 (=) N Io.4(—)} forms
a A-family of intervals for V. s1 + s is then (V f)—positive.

3.2. Definition of intersection numbers. We refer the reader to the ap-
pendix for our definition of relative Euler class and of the weighted cardinality
of the zero locus of a multisection. Our first main theorem is the following:
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1
Theorem 3.17. Let E — M( ;. 7 be the bundle
E=@Li ow,

i€l]

and assume that rank(E) = dim MO K Then there exists U+ = UﬂPMO ks

where U is a neighborhood of 3+M0k = such that PMOka \ U is a com-

pact orbifold with corners, and a nowhere- vanishing canonical multisection
1

s € Co(Uy UM, 2, E). Thus, one can define, using the canonical rel-

ative orientation of W specified in [3, Theorem 5.2|, the Fuler number

/PMTI e(E;s) € Q.

0,k,a

The result is independent of the choice of U and s.

An equivalent formulation is that transverse global canonical multisections
exist, and that the weighted number of zeroes of such a multisection is inde-
pendent of the choice of the transverse global canonical multisection.

Definition 3.18. With the above notation, when rank(E) = dim ﬂ;/r, we
define the open r-spin intersection numbers (or correlators) by

1/r,0
<H (lz k> :/7L €(E;S)E@,
PMg

i€l]

for any canonical multisection s that does not vanish at 80./\/10 k,zYU+, where U

is as above. When rank(E) # dim ./\/lp , the integral is defined to be zero. If
d; = 0 for some 7, we typically omit the subscript 0 in the symbols 7§. In the
unstable range 2] + k < 2, we define the open r-spin correlators to be zero.

Proposition 3.19. If £ = 0 then there exists a global canonical nowhere-
vanishing s € C5° (PMé/ga,W) In particular, all open r-spin correlators on

the moduli space of disks without boundary marked points vanish.

The proof of the theorem and the proposition are relegated to Section 6
below. However, we do prove here the key geometric proposition required for
1

the construct1on in order to illuminate the necessity of working with 73./\/18
rather than ./\/16‘7 k.z and of constraining all boundary twists to be r — 2:

Proposition 3.20. The following positivity claims hold:

1) Let C be a stable or a partially stable r-spin disk. Then there ezists w €
We that evaluates positively at each strongly positive component of C.

2) Let U be a contractible A-neighborhood of ¥ € 0T Mr, where T' is con-
nected, smooth, and graded and A € 8'T has no internal edges nor illegal
boundary half-edges of twist zero. Let (In)nem+(a) be a A-family of in-
tervals for U. Then there exists a (U, I)-positive section s.

Our basic tool for constructing positive sections in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.20 is the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.21. Suppose C is a smooth pre-stable r-spin disk with a lifting,
or a smooth pre-stable graded r-spin sphere. Let h = deg(|J|), and let o and
be non-negative integers with a4+ 26 < h 4+ 1. Then for any distinct boundary

Points pi, ..., Pa, and internal points pa+1, - .., Pats, the total evaluation map
a B atp
@evpi:Wc—)@U@i@ @ | p,
i i=1 i=at1
is surjective; here we use the canonical identification H°(J) = HO(|J|) to

identify the fiber of W with H°(|J|). In particular, for any o distinct boundary
points and B distinct internal points, with o + 28 = h, there exists a unique
(up to a real scalar) nonzero section of W vanishing at all of them.

If C has a Ramond marking p and no point with —1 twist, in particular if
it has a contracted boundary, then the evaluation map at p is surjective.

Proof. Let n := a+ 208, and let {q1,...,q,} C C consist of the points p;
together with the conjugates of pa11,...,Pa+s. Then the short exact sequence

0— [J] <_Z[Qi]> — |J| —>@|J|qi -0

i=1
induces the long exact sequence

(3.5) o= HYJ|) — éu

=1

o = H' (I ) = -

and @®;evy, is obtained from (3.5) by taking qz—invariant parts. We have

(1= ) =0 (171 (Do @) @wier) = 0.

since the latter has negative degree. This proves the first part of the claim,
where the uniqueness of the nonzero section follows from the fact that, if vy
and vy both vanish at pi,...,paytg, then some linear combination Avy + pvo
with A\, 4 € R* would have deg(].J])+1 zeroes, which is impossible for a nonzero
section. The proof of the second claim is similar. q.e.d.

Proof of Proposition 3.20. For the first item, note that each connected compo-
nent of C' may have at most one strongly positive component. Since the Witten
bundle decomposes as a direct sum over different connected components, it is
enough to prove the claim for a connected ¥ that is strongly positive We use
Lemma 3.21. If C' is closed and has a contracted boundary node, we choose w
to be an arbitrary vector that evaluates positively at that node. If C is open
and it has a single internal Ramond marked point and no boundary marked
points, then W is a real line and we choose w to be any nonzero element
that evaluates positively at one boundary point (hence at any boundary point,
since deg(]J|¢) = 0 in this case). Note that w is Aut(C')-invariant.

For the second item, assume first that Aut(A) is trivial. We also assume
that rank(W) > 0 since otherwise the statement is trivially true. Fix a point in
U corresponding to a smooth, open C'. Note that if w € W¢ is a nonzero vector
that is positive at some boundary point p and negative at another boundary
point g, then the total number of zeroes of w in the boundary arc from p to ¢
(or from g to p), plus the number of boundary markings along this arc, is odd.
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Our strategy will thus be to show that one can choose a set Z = Z¢ of z
boundary points in A = 9%\ (I_IheH+(A)Ih (C)), where

z<rankW -1, z=rank(W})—1 mod 2,

so that in any connected component K of A (which is an interval), the total
number of boundary markings in K plus |ZN K] is even. We shall then choose
an arbitrary set Z¢ of % internal points. By Lemma 3.21, one can
find a nonzero vector w € W¢ with simple zeroes at Z U Z€¢, and, possibly by
replacing w with —w, this vector satisfies the positivity constraints we want.

Since U is contractible, we can then construct a diffeomorphism ¢ : C(U’) —

U’ x C between the universal curve restricted to U’ = U QW;/T and U’ x X,
which takes the fiber of [C'] to ([C'], 2) and satisfies ¢(I(C")r) = ([C'], I(C)p).
We then define the section at [C’] as the unique section, up to rescaling, whose
zeroes are ¢ 1 ([C'],Z U Z¢). The real scaling factor is chosen so that the
resulting section s is smooth and s;c) = w. By construction s is (U, I)-positive.

It is left to construct w. The first step is the following combinatorial claim,
whose proof we give at the end of the proposition:

Lemma 3.22. For a vertex v of A, write deg(v) = rank(W,) + m, — 1,
where my, is the number of legal half-edges of v with twist smaller than r — 2.
Let k,, denote the number of legal half-edges of v with twist r — 2, which by the
assumptions on A must be tails.

1) For every vertez v we have that deg(v) = k, mod 2.
2) If rank(W) > 0, then for every vertex v we have deg(v) > 0.
3) Furthermore, rank(W) — 1=} (5, deg(v).

Using the lemma we can describe the strategy for constructing the vector w.
We define Z by its intersections ZN K with each connected component K of A.
We choose Zk to be aset of ki € {0,1} points in K, where kg is |[KN{z;}icB|
mod 2. Thus, in order to finish, we must show that

(3.6) z:= Z kg <rank(W)—1 and z=rank(W)—1 mod 2.

K a connected
component of A

Any interval K is associated a vertex of A, the vertex v that corresponds

to the component C, of the normalization of C' containing K. Denote this
relation by K — v. By item 3 of Lemma 3.22, equation (3.6) will follow from

(3.7) Yo e V(A), Z krx < deg(v),
K—v
(3.8) Yo € V(A), Z krx = deg(v) mod 2.
K—v
And indeed, by the definition of kx and the first item of Lemma 3.22, we have
(3.9) Z kx =k, = deg(v) mod 2,
K—v

which implies equation (3.8). Moreover, for any vertex v with rank(W,) = 0,
the second item of Lemma 3.22 implies that equation (3.7) holds.

We are left with proving equation (3.7) when rank(W,) > 0. Here, the
boundary twists being r — 2 is crucial. Write k,, m,, and n, for the numbers
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of legal boundary points with twist r — 2, legal boundary points with twists
less than r — 2, and illegal boundary points of C,,, respectively. By assumption,
the twists of the illegal points are nonzero, and hence are at least 2. Thus,

(3.10) deg(v) =rank(We,) +my, — 1

> 2nv+(T_2)k”_(T_2)—‘+my—1
r
> 2m1n(kv,nv)+(r—2)m1n(kv,nv)—(T—Q)—‘ T, —1
r
[ i k’uu v) —2
_ [rmin(ky,ny) — (r )-‘—l—mv—l
r

= min(ky, ny) + my, — 1 = min(k, + m, — 1,0y + my, — 1),
where we have used the integrality of deg(v). The number of intervals that may
contain a boundary marked point of twist » — 2 is, of course, no more than k,.

There now are several cases to check in order to prove (3.7):

e The case n, > k,. In this case, if m, > 1, then deg(v) >k, > > ., kK,
proving the claim for v. If m, = 0, then deg(v) > k, — 1, but then,
by (3.9), we again have deg(v) > k,, so the claim still holds.

e The case k, > n, + 2. Now (3.10) can be strengthened to give the bound

deg(v) > {2% +(r—=2)(ny+2)—(r—2)

r
va_1+nv+1:mv+nv;

-‘—1+mv

where again we have used the integrality of deg(v). Since n, + m, =

HK | K = v}| > k., kK, equation (3.7) holds in this case as well.

e The case k, = n, + 1. If at least one of the m, legal points or of the
internal points has a positive twist, then the previous argument works
here as well. Thus, suppose that k, = n, + 1, all internal points have
twist zero, and all m,, legal points of twist less than r — 2 have twist 0. In
this case, deg(v) = n, + m, — 1, and we can break into three sub-cases:

— If m, > 2 then clearly deg(v) > k,.

— If m, = 1, then deg(v) = n, = k, — 1, but this contradicts (3.9).

— If m, = 0, then deg(v) = n, — 1 = k, — 2. But in this case, there
must be at least one interval between illegal boundary points that
contains more than one legal marking (of twist r — 2), and hence,
Y ko kr < ky —2 = deg(v) and again we are done.

Equations (3.7) and (3.8) are now proven, and the proposition follows in the
case |[Aut(A)] = 1. If |[Aut(A)| > 1, then by our assumptions on A, I' and
internal labelings, it must hold that £ > 1 and some boundary points have the
same label. Let U be ~a cover of U obtained by changing the labels to injective
labels, so that |[Aut(U)| = 1 and U/G = U for a finite group G. Construct
on U , a section § that satisfies the requirements of the proposition. Then,
if g : ﬁ/G — U is the quotient map, the section s defined as the averaging
s(u) = |G|71 > veg-1(u) 5(v) satisfies the requirements. q.e.d.

Proof of Lemma 3.22. We start with the first claim, and we split into the cases
of 2| rand 2tr. When 2 | r, by (2.5) and (2.7), the quantity k, + m,,, which
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Figure 3. The scheme by which we create a positive section,
for simplicity in the case m, = 0, using the choice of zeroes.
Filled circles denote legal points (of twist r—2), unfilled circles
denote illegal points, and xs denote the placement of zeroes.

is the number of legal (boundary) half-edges at v, is congruent modulo 2 to

220,14—21)3—(7”—2)

r

+ 1 =rank(W,) + 1.

If 2 1 r, then Proposition 2.3 implies that the legal half-edges are those
whose twist is odd, of which there are k, + m,. By equation (2.7) and 21,

rank(Wy) + 1 = 2 a;i+> bj+2
T

=H{j|2¢tb;} mod 2 =k, +m, mod 2.

We turn to the second statement. First, note that deg(v) < 0 only if rank(W,) =
m, = 0. In this case, by the previous part, 2 1 k, and is hence positive. Since
rank(W) > 0, v must touch an edge. Furthermore, since A does not contain
an illegal half-edge of twist 0, and m, = 0, v must touch the illegal side of this
edge, whose twist must be positive. The sum of the twists of this half-edge and
the legal tails of v is more than r — 2, hence using equation (2.7) we find that
rank(W,) > 0, contradicting the assumptions. We conclude that deg(v) > 0.
For the last claim, we use the decomposition properties of the W to conclude

rank(W) = 1= Y (rank(W,) — 1) + [E\ E®™™| = 3" deg(v),
veEV(A) veEV(A)

where ERamond are the Ramond boundary edges and the right equality is a
consequence of the fact that any boundary edge that is not Ramond has exactly
one legal half-edge of twist is less than r — 2, by the assumption on A. q.e.d.

A naive attempt to define the positivity boundary conditions would have

__1
been to require that, for all C' € 9t Mg, 5, the evaluation of wc near each
illegal boundary half-node of positive twist is positive. While this idea moti-
vates our definition, the next example shows why it fails, and why we need to

— 1
consider PM . o

ExXAMPLE 3.23. Figure 4 shows a nodal disk made of four disk components
meeting at nodes. The component A contains three illegal boundary marked
points with the same positive twist. It should be viewed as arising in a partial
normalization of a nodal graded r-spin disk, where the labeled illegal points are
half-nodes. Suppose that the nodes of B, C, and D are Neveu—-Schwarz, that
their legal sides are in A, and have twist a < r — 2. Choose internal markings
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O

Figure 4. A configuration where the naive positivity fails.

with twists so that the ranks of the Witten bundles on A, B, C, D, are 0, 1,
1, 1, and so that the internal twists for the disks B, C, D are the same.

The naive boundary conditions on 8+ﬂ§) k. require the evaluations at the
illegal half-nodes of B, C, and D to be positive, and, after smoothing the nodes
of B, C, and D, the evaluations at the illegal marked points of A also need to
be positive. But then, suppose we smooth the node where D meets A. The
Witten bundle for the smoothed component has rank one and degree zero, and
hence the restriction of the section to this component either vanishes nowhere
or is 0. If it is nonzero, then it is easy to see that it must evaluate negatively
at one illegal point of the smoothed component; thus, the restriction of the
section to the smoothed component must be 0. Using continuity this implies,
in the nodal limit, that it must vanish on D. Analogously, it must vanish on
B and C, as well. Thus, a section that is positive on B, C, and D cannot be
extended to a section that is positive, in the naive sense, in a neighborhood.

The naive approach fails since for nodal disks there may be “fewer zeroes

— 1
in hand” than in the smoothing. We work in PMg, » to avoid this problem.

3.3. Examples of calculations. Here we present some examples of calcula-
tions of the open r-spin intersection numbers using our definition.

EXAMPLE 3.24. Consider the integral (r%7%)}/"°, with b = r —a — 1. In this
case canonical sections extend to the boundary in a non-vanishing way, so we

—1 —
can work on MO{&{a7b} rather than on its subset ’PMO{&{a7b}.

One end of the interval ﬂéﬁ {a,b} 1S the surface obtained by contracting the
boundary of the disk, while the other end is the nodal surface composed of two
disks, each with one internal marking, connected by a boundary node. Here

1
rkg(W) = 1, and deg(W) = 0. Thus, for C € M; 0,{a,p}> 1Y DONZETO 5% € We
is nowhere-vanishing on 0% C C when considered as a global section over C.

1 1

Take s € C°(W — Mg (1) such that, for every C' € Mg, (., the
restriction of (s¢) |sx is positive. Rescaling if necessary, s can be extended to
Y
M(})Q {a.b} and by continuity, it agrees with the grading at the endpoints of
the moduli space. Hence s is a canonical section. Since s is nowhere-vanishing,
we have <7'“7'b>(1)/T’0 = 0.
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ExXAMPLE 3.25. Consider <7102)§’0. Again we extend the section to ﬂég{l},
which is a closed interval. Each endpoint is a nodal disk composed of two disks
meeting at a node, in which one disk contains the boundary markings and a
half-node n_ and the other contains the internal marking and a half-node n;
here, n_ is the illegal half-node. The endpoints differ in the cyclic order of
1, T3, n_. Call the surface with order x1,x2,n_ C7, and call the other Cs.

Again, for C € M(iQ,{l}’ an element s¢ € Wy \ {0} does not vanish on
0% C C, so its direction agrees with the grading in exactly one of the two arcs
1 — T2 or 9 — x1. If 5 is canonical then at n_, the section sy, agrees with the
grading. Thus, sy, agrees with the grading along the arc zo — x; that contains

n_, and sy, agrees with the grading along the other arc. Hence, a canonical

1
. and we have (7102)5/™° = 1.

section must vanish at some point of M 2. {1}’

1
To determine the sign, suppose M , (1} is oriented from Cj to Cs; in the
1

0.2,{1} has

notations of [3, Section 3.3], this orientation is 6(*:?). Then W — M
a canonical relative orientation, given by the section:

o= ((_1)7« (21 — z1)dw (22 — 1) dw ))T2>% |

(w—z1)(w—721) (w—21)(w— 124

see [3, Definition 5.10 and Construction/Notation 5.7]. ¢®" is positive with
respect to the canonical orientation of T*9% when w is in the arc x1 — xa,
and when 7 is even, we take the real rth root that is positive with respect to
the grading for w in the arc z1 — 2. By taking the limit C' — C;, we see that
canonical boundary conditions correspond to a negative vector in W¢, and to
a positive one in Wc,. Therefore, the intersection number is +1.

1
2:0

EXAMPLE 3.26. When r = 2, a dimension count shows that (03)g" = +1.
= —1. (Note that this is

1
The definition of orientation then shows that (o3)Z"

a different convention than the one used in [21].)

3.4. The case r = 2. In the case where 7 = 2, our open 7-spin intersection
numbers are related to the intersection numbers on My i defined in [21]. In
particular, the relationship is as follows.

k—1

1o o

Proposition 3.27. We have <Hi€[l] Tg_gk>2 =(-2)= <Hi€[l] Tdiak> .

i 0 0
In other words, the Neveu—Schwarz sector of our theory agrees with the genus-
zero part of the theory defined in [21].

Proof. When r = 2 and there are no Ramond markings, the Witten bundle
is of rank zero. There is a map f = Forgpip : 73./\/1(1)1/,:1{0}1_6[” — ﬂo,k,z, which is
generically one-to-one. Note that when r = 2 and there are no Ramond inser-

. ——1/ J— o )
tions 73./\/10),:){0}1_6[” = Mok {0}, Now, <Hie[l] TdiO'k> were defined using
a notion of special canonical multisections, and a simple verification of defi-

nitions shows that, if s is special canonical in the sense of [21], then f*s is
canonical in the sense of this paper.?2 Furthermore, Lemmas 3.53 and 3.56 of

2If s is canonical in the sense of [21], it is not automatically the case that f*s is canonical
in the sense of this paper, because of a difference in the choice of boundary labels for the
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[21] show that nowhere- vanishing special canonical boundary conditions s ex-
ist, and <Hi€m Tdio'k> =2""2 f/\/[o . (@ie[l] L, 3), On the other hand,

e (@i L3 £75).

Finally, the (—1 )% comes from the slight difference in our choice of orienta-
tion in the current work compared to the choice in [21]; see [3, Remark 3.13].
q.e.d.

1o
Lemma 4.10 below im lies< X 0 k>2 = |=—1/r
WP e 70,0 0 pr(l)«/kv{U}iG[l]

4. Open topological recursion relations

The open r-spin intersection numbers satisfy topological recursion relations
(TRRs) that allow all genus-zero correlators to be computed. These relations
involve closed r-spin correlators with (at most) one marked point of twist —1,
which we studied in [2]. As in the closed setting with only non-negative twists,
also here R'7,S is a bundle in genus zero, so Witten’s class cy can be defined
by the formula (1.1). We define closed extended r-spin correlators by

1
a a T7exr‘ . d d
<Td11---Td:>6 '_T/Ml/r ew NPt o

0,{ay,..., an}

Theorem 4.1. (a) (Boundary marked point TRR) Supposel,k > 1. Then

1
=

1 0 9 %,ext %,0
ai a; _k _ a_ai a; r—2—a
<Td1+1 [0 > = > <Ton1 HTdZ> < I17 >
i=2 0 1}

i€ER

a=—1 SUR:{Q,..., €S 0 0
1 1
1 1,
k—1 . v "
w2 (0 (e e (T
SUR={2,..,1} ~ 1 i€s o \ieR 0
k1+ko=k—1

(b) (Internal marked point TRR) Suppose | > 2. Then

! Lo,y Leat Lo
a a; _k _ a a r—2—a_asz
<Ho> =2 > < i’ > < i L7 >
=2 0 a=—1SUR={3,...,l} ic€S 0 i€ER 0

B ) ),

SUR={3,...,I} i€s 0
k1 +ko=k
In Section 4.1 we define canonical multisections with certain special prop-
erties, which are needed for the proof. The proof itself appears in Section 4.2.

4.1. Special canonical multisections.

4.1.1. Coherent multisections. We work with the notation of Appendix A
for multisections. Consider a (possibly disconnected) graded stable r-spin dual
graph I'. For any twisted r-spin structure, we set J' := JQ O (>, r[2]), where
the sum is over all anchors ¢ with tw(t) = —1 and z; is the special point specified

base. In our case, a canonical multisection may have to be more symmetric with respect to
renaming boundary markings.
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by t. Similarly, we set J' := J ® O (3., rA;,), where A, is the divisor in
the universal curve corresponding to z;. Define an orbifold vector bundle Rr

on ﬂllﬂ/T by Rr = @, 0%, J’, where the sum is again over all anchors ¢ with
tw(t) = —1 and o, is the corresponding section of the universal curve.®> We
use the notation Rr both for the bundle and for its total space, and we denote
by o : Rr — ﬂ;/r the projection. In case I'" € 9T, there is a map Rr — Rr
between total spaces, which is an embedding on the coarse underlying level.
We denote by W' the bundle W' = (R°7.J'); on Mr, and by W the
analogous bundle (R°m,J')+ on Rr. (For closed components of I'" with no
contracted boundary tails, whose corresponding moduli space consists of closed
r-spin structures with no involution, (R%r,J’)y just denotes Rm,J".)

Definition 4.2. Let I' be a connected graded r-spin dual graph, and let s
be a section of W over a subset U C Ry. s is coherent if either the anchor of T
is not twisted —1, or, for any point ¢ = (C,u) € U, corresponding to a graded
r-spin disk C' and an element u; € J, , the element s(¢) € H%(J') satisfies
ev,, () = ug. A coherent multisection s is defined as a multisection each
of whose local branches is coherent. For a disconnected I', a (multi)section
s of W over U C Rr is coherent if it can be written as the restriction to U

of B sa, where Conn(T") is the set of connected components of I' and
AeConn(T")

each sy is a coherent (multi)section of Wy — Uy for some Uy C R4.

Note that, if s is a coherent multisection of W — Rp and ¢ e ﬂ;ﬁ —

Rr, the evaluation ev,,(s(¢)) is equal to zero whenever z; is an anchor with
twist —1, and thus s(¢) is induced by a multisection of J. In other words, the

restriction of a coherent multisection s to MF/T is canonically identified with

. . —1 . . .
a multisection of W — MF/T; we denote this induced section by 5 in what
follows. In case I' has no anchor of twist —1, we have 5 = s.
Note, also, that adding a coherent multisection of WW — Rr to a multisection

of p*W — ﬂé/r) yields another coherent multisection.

4.1.2. An example of coherent sections. Let I' be a connected closed
graded r-spin dual graph such that the anchor, denoted ¢, has twist —1. Then
the fiber of J’ at the anchor can be identified with the trivial line C, canonically
S erigid
up to a global choice of a root of unity. Let ./\/l;/r’“gl be the degree-r cover of
ﬂ;/r classifying pairs (C, p), where p : J., = C is one of the r identifications.
L Ureid
Denote by W' — M;/T’Hgl the pullback of the Witten bundle. Similarly,
—rigid —
define Rrplgl as the degree-r cover of Rr defined by adding an identification of
—rigid —
the fiber at the anchor with C, and W — Rp."" the pullback of W — Rr to
—rigid  ——1/rrigid
this cover. We again denote by p the projection Rrplgl — ./\/lllﬂ/r’mg1 .
For A € O'T, let E, C E(A) be the minimal collection of Neveu-Schwarz
edges such that, after detaching E,, the connected component of the anchor
3In the special case that no anchor is twisted —1, we have R = M;/r. In general, Ry is
the parameter space of nodal graded genus-zero surfaces together with an element u; € J., "

for each anchor twisted —1. In what follows (except in the current section), the notation Ry
will not be used for graphs that are not closed, to avoid confusion.
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has no Neveu-Schwarz edges. Write detachg, A = Ag U A, where Ay is the
connected component of the anchor and A, is the remaining graph. The bundle

W — ./\/ll/r rigid naturally decomposes as a direct sum Wy B Wx, (up to
the isotropy groups actions) by Item (i) of Proposition 2.6. Moreover, using
Remark 2.7, a section s of W), gives rise to a section sho B0 of Wj.

Assume, that I" is smooth, and let Ag(I'") = {Ag | A € 9'T}. T € Ay(T) and,
Ap(B) C AO( ) for any = € Ap(I'). We construct a family of sections

WE))zea,(r)
that evaluate to 1 at the anchor of any moduli point, and that satisfy

(4.1) 5% | gqt/rmsa = s B0
A

(S c F(—l/r ,rigid

for any A € 9= with a Neveu-Schwarz edge.

The construction is by induction on dim(Mz). When dim(Mz) < 0, there
is nothing to prove. Suppose we have constructed the requisite family for all =’
with dim(Mz/) < n, and let = € Ay(T) be such that dim(Mz) = n. Write

—1/r I‘lgld
N = | My
A€OE,
A has a Neveu-Schwarz edge

We define s=|y by (4.1). This definition makes sense, since we have

(SE|ﬂ}\/r,rigid)|mj\/€;‘,rigid = (3/\0 & O)lﬂjl\/{)r,rigid = 3A6 BHO= 55|m/1\/,r,rigid,

whenever A € 92, A’ € OA. For (C,p) € Ml/r 1rlgld\N, there exists an element

uc € W c,p) With p(ev, (uic,p)) = 1 by Lemma 3.21; extend uc to a smooth
section Sl(c ) € (U, W) in a neighborhood U of (C,p) not intersecting N.
For (C,p) € N, define s(c p) s an extension of the already-defined s( A
a small neighborhood U. In both cases, we can shrink U so that v(C p)

plev:, (8¢, (C",p))) # 0 for (C',p) € U. Define s(c ) = (¢ /v € T(UW).

s(c,p) evaluates to 1 at the anchor and extends sE|UmN.

—1 id . .
By compactness, we can cover Mz frrigl by finitely many open sets U; with

sections s; € T'(U;, W) as above. Us1ng a partition of unity {p;} subordinate

id
to the cover {U;}, we can construct s= = Y p;s; € I'( Ay e , W') that
evaluates to 1 at anchors and satisfies (4.1). The induction follows.
We now have a section s that evaluates to 1 at the anchor. Define u*8'd €

D(REE W), for (A, C,p) € Rr with (C, p) € My """ and X € (J2)-,, by

N, O p) = p(Vp" T (C, p).

Finally, define u € T'(Rr, W) by the averaging

—~

u(A, C, p) = figidu, C,p), Ce MY, Ne(TL)as

S

p:(Jg) 2
where we use the canonical identification between the fibers Wy ) and Wy ¢, )-

. . . . —-—1 =
The section u is coherent and vanishes precisely on ./\/lr/r — Rr.
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4.1.3. The assembling operation 'X. Given a graded r-spin dual graph T’
and a subset B/ C E!(I'), there is an “assembling” procedure ¥4 by which
a coherent multisection s’ of W — ﬁdetaChE,(p) is glued to give a coherent
multisection ¥4 g/ (s’) of W — Rr; this is important in the proof of the TRRs
and in the construction of boundary conditions. We explain the procedure
in the case where I' is connected, E' = {e}, and s’ is a coherent section, for
simplicity of notation. The generalization to a set of edges is automatic.

Let T' := detachg (T), and let Detachg: : ﬂllﬂ/T — ﬂ%/r be the map g o
pu~ !, in the notation of (2.8). This map has degree one, and if e is Neveu—
Schwarz, there is an analogous map Detachg : Rpr — ﬁf, also of degree one.
Proposition 2.6 extends to the Witten bundles over Rr and ﬁf; in particular,
item (i) of this proposition shows that, up to the automorphism group actions,
Detach*E,W and W are naturally isomorphic. Moreover, Remark 2.7 extends
as well and allows us to identify multisections of Detach*E,W as multisection
of W. With this identification, we set

r g (s') = Detach}, (s”) = Detachy, (s] B s5),

where s/, s, are the coherent multisections for the connected components of T.

If e is Ramond, then the fact that I" is anchored implies that exactly one of
its half-edges has twist —1 after detaching. Denote this half-edge by ho, and
let 'y be its connected component in f; let h1 be the other half-edge of ¢/, with
connected component I'y. Choose an identification p : J;hl — Jéh,y between
the fibers of J’ at the half nodes zy,; there are r possible identifications, which
differ by rth roots of unity from one another. By definition, a point in ﬁf

, = —1
consists of (&1,&2,v), where & € Rr,, & € ./\/lp/;, and v € J;h,g' A coherent
multisection s’ associates to each such tuple an element s'(£1,&2,v) = ) Ksh €
H(J'), such that ev., s = v, and s} is coherent. We write s} = s}(£1) and
sh = sh(&2,v), and consider?

(4.2) s1(&1) W s5(62, plevs, (s1(61))))-

This is a multisection of a bundle J| X J} on a disconnected curve together
with an identification p of the fibers of J| and J4 over the half-nodes z,, so it
gives rise to a function on the fiber of (¢’ )*V/\7 Moreover, the multisection (4.2)
is constructed so that its values on the two-half nodes agree under p, or in the
language of Proposition 2.6, its image in 7 vanishes. It therefore induces a
function on the fiber of p*if W, which is a function on H°(J’) on the connected
curve; the induced multisection of W — Rr is % £(s)((1,(2). It is easy to
see that YHr g(s) is coherent and independent of the choice of p.

OBSERVATION 4.3. Let I'y be a graded r-spin dual graph. Suppose that I'y
is obtained from I'y by detaching edges Ei, and I'; is obtained from I'y by
detaching edges E». If s is a coherent multisection of W — Rr,, then

>I<F17E1 (%F27E2 (8)) = >I<F17E1UE2 (8)

4When, as in (4.2), we substitute a multisection ¢ into another multisection t2, the result
is the multisection whose local branches are té(t{), where (t%,t{) are all possible pairs of
local branches. The weight (see Definition A.1) of the local branch ¢} (t{) is pd ,u,{, where p}
denotes the weight of the local branch ¢}.
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4.1.4. Special canonical multisections and transversality.

Definition 4.4. Let V(I') be the collection of one-vertex dual graphs that
may appear as connected components of formarking(forinegai(detachppy(A)))
for some A € §'T \ 0T, where formarking is the map that changes all bound-
ary markings to zero. We call the elements of V(I') abstract vertices. For
i # 0, let V(') C V(T') be the collection of abstract vertices that have
an internal tail labeled i. For an internal marking ¢ # 0 and a graph I’
with ¢ € I(T'), denote by v (I") the (single-vertex) connected component of
formarking (forinegar(detach g(ry (I'))) that contains i as an internal marking.

Denote by ®r, : ﬂ;/r — ﬂi/r the natural map. Namely, if Formarking
is the map (on the moduli level) that changes all boundary markings to zero
and Forjjegal is the map that forgets all illegal, twist-zero boundary marked
points with marking zero, then ®r , is the composition of Forijjegal 0 Formarking ©

Detachpry with the projection to ﬂi/r. Write ®r; for Pr vx (1)
Analogously to Observation 3.13 we have the following:

OBSERVATION 4.5. The map ®r |7/ factors through Fr. If v (BI) is
r

stable, then L; — Mé/r is canonically identified with ®F. ,(L; — ﬂ%zr))

Definition 4.6. A canonical multisection s € Cg° (ﬂllﬂ/T, L;) is special
canonical if for every stable v € V*(I'), there exists a canonical multisection s
of L, — M, such that for every A € 9", we have

(A
(4.3) S|Mj\/T = @R)isvl( ),
Write S; = S;(T') for the vector space of special canonical multisections of L;.

Definition 4.7. A canonical multisection s € C2° (PM;/T,W) is special
canonical if the for any abstract vertex v € V(I"), there is a coherent multisec-
tion s¥ € Co2(Ry, W), and those multisections satisfy

1) if v is closed and the anchor ¢ has twist » — 1 then ev,(s) is always
positive with respect to the orientation of Definition 2.5, Item (4);
2) for any A € 9'T'\ 07T,

(4.4) SlM}\/r = Fx(TBa,2(84) ((5”)veConn(detach(BA))))

where Conn(—) denotes the set of connected components of a graph and
detach(—) denotes the detaching of a graph along all of its edges.

We consider s for v € V(T') or v € V(I') as part of the information of the
special canonical multisection.

Canonical multisections are positive multisections that are pulled back from
their base moduli; special canonical multisections satisfy the more restrictive
property that their W, component, for v € V(T'), is pulled back from the

corresponding moduli J\/l},/ ". Because of cases (when v is closed and the anchor

is Ramond) in which W does not decompose as a direct sum, we use coherent

multisections and the map "X instead of usual multisections and direct sums.
Since s, s¥ are global multisections, continuity considerations give:
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OBSERVATION 4.8. Equations (4.3),and (4.4) hold also for s[5/
A

REMARK 4.9. The requirement in the definitions of special canonical mul-
tisections that s¥ be canonical (and in the case of L;, the requirement that s
be canonical) is actually redundant. In fact, each s¥ for open v is even special
canonical. We do not need this fact, but we sketch the idea.

Let s be a special canonical multisection of the Witten bundle. If v is an
abstract vertex appearing in detachpgs(A), if = € v, and if A’ € OA is a the
graph obtained from A by replacing v in = in the obvious way, then from (4.4)
applied to A and extended to the boundary, we have

sle\//T = FR028a,584) (5" y1/7 JueConn(detach(BA)\ {v} 8”|M15/r))~
On the other hand, by applying directly to A’, we get
S|M/1\/,T = Fi (0B, 58 ((8°] 1/ Jueconn(detach(BA))))-

Comparing the two equations using Observations 3.10 and 4.3 and the defini-
tion of M, , we see

| psr = FACHsz,5(82) ((8"] y1/7 JucConn (detach(52))))-

The positivity for sV is easily deduced from the positivity of s. A similar
argument works for special canonical multisections of L;.

The following lemma, proven in Section 6.2, constructs special canonical
multisections with strong transversality properties, used in the proof of TRRs.

Lemma 4.10. Choose k,I > 0, and for each i € {1,...,1}, let a; €
— 1
{1,...,7 =1} be such that PMg, » # 0. Let Uoxa denote the graded graph

with a single vertex v, boundary tails marked by {1,...,k} and internal tails
marked {1,...,1}, such that the ith internal tail has twist a;. Then, for any
di,...,d; >0, there exist global special canonical multisections

1
s€C(PMg W), sij €S8i, 1<i <1, 1<j<d;,
with the following transversality property: For every vertex v € V(I'ox.z) and
every K C Uy (i} x {1,...,di}, one has
o @ shy o,
abe K

where §¥ = sV if v is open and otherwise 8 = 3" (which also equals sV if the
anchor of v is not twisted —1). In particular, if

25 i+ (k=1)(r—2)

r

!
+22di:2l+k—3,
1=1

(4.5)

1
then s, s;; can be chosen so thats = s®&@, ; Sij vanishes nowhere on OPMg .

)u"
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4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. The basic idea of the proof of Theorem 4.1
is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.5 in [21]: We first construct a global
section t of L; and show that its zero locus consists of internal strata ’PM;/ "
with a single boundary node. We then show that the number of zeroes of
the intersection problem we consider, when a canonical section si; of Ly is
replaced by ¢, is the sum of products of open and closed contributions. We
then use homotopy arguments to compare this zero count with the correlator.
The homotopies contribute to the zero count; the contributions correspond to
real codimension-1 boundaries of the moduli space. As we shall see, boundaries
on which we have positivity constraints will not contribute. The contribution
of the remaining boundaries will be products of two open intersection numbers
for “smaller” problems. There are two main conceptual differences between our
treatment and that of [21]: the usage of positivity and the contribution from
internal Ramond nodes. (The latter is a surprising feature of the theory, and
it is also the place where the closed extended r-spin theory enters the picture.)

There are also technical differences, related to orientations, multiplicities of
1

1
zeroes, and the fact that we work on Wg)k@ rather than on ﬂ&kﬁ.
We require the following two lemmas concerning homotopies. The first is
proven in Section 6.3 below, the second is the noncompact orbifold analogue
of [21, Lemma 3.55] and the proof is analogous as well.

1
e

Lemma 4.11. Let By and Ey be bundles on ﬂo,k,a of the form
E; =W e PLM™
€[]

where d! > 0 and &/ € {0,1} satisfy €' + &2 = 1. Write E = E; ® Es,
and assume that rankg(E) = k + 2l — 3. Let A C 0T rs and set C =

1
Hrea ./\/l%/r C M 2 Let's, v be multisections of E|60W1/TUV+, where
3 1
_1 T
(4.6) Vi = (WnPMgq) U U PM,

A strongly positive

for some neighborhood W of 8+ﬂ§7k75. Assume that s and r satisfy
1) s|lcuv, and r|cuy, are canonical, and
2) the projections of s and r to Ey are identical and transverse to 0.
Then there is a homotopy H between s and r, of the form
(4.7) H(p,t) = (1 = t)s(p) +tr(p) + t(1 — H)w(p),
where w(p) € Cﬁf(aoméﬁ U V4, E) is canonical, such that H|MX/TX[O)1] is
transverse to O for any stratum ./\/lll\/T, has constant-in-t projection to Ey1, and

vanishes nowhere on (C'UV.) x [0,1], where V| C V. is of the form (4.6).

Lemma 4.12. Let E — M be an orbifold vector bundle over an orbifold
with corners, with rank(E) = dim(M), and let sy and s1 be nowhere-vanishing
smooth multisections. Denote by p : [0,1] x M — M the projection, and, for
any open set U C M with M \ U compact, consider the homotopy

H e C®((UUIM) x [0,1],p*E), H(x,i) = si(z), i =1,2.
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Suppose that H M 0 and that H(u,t) # 0 for allt € [0,1] and w € U. Then
[ et~ [ etisn) = #2(H) = #2(Hlorrsgon).
M M

1
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Define a section t € C*(PMg ;. 5, 1L1) as follows. For
Ce Mé ki identify the preferred half 3 with the upper half-plane and set

(4.8) t(C)_dz( L _ 1>

zZ— I zZ— 2z

eTI Y =T;C.
Z2=z1

This section, which is pulled back from the zero-dimensional moduli space

Mo 1.1, extends to a smooth global section t over W& r.a- For a graded r-
spin disk C' that is not necessarily smooth, set ¢(C) to be the evaluation at
z1 € C of the unique meromorphic differential ¢ on C' with simple poles at z;
and x; and at no other marked points or smooth points, such that the residue
at x7 is 1, at z; is —1, and the residues at every pair of half-nodes sum to 0.
Let U,. € 01y 1,z be the collection of graphs I' consisting of an open vertex
v and a closed vertex vf joined by a unique edge e, where 1 € I(v{). In what
follows, we use the same notation v2 (respectively, v&) both for the vertex and
for the corresponding graph that is a connected component of v (respectively,

vg) in detach(T"). For I' € U,., let Detach, PMl/T — PMl/T Migr be the

restriction to PMF " of the composition g o ", where ¢ and p are again as
n (2.8). As above, we note that Detach, is generically one-to-one.

1

—-—1 . . . . .
The ./\/lvér and its Witten bundle carry a canonical complex orientation.
Write 04c, 04¢, and o,e for the complex orientation of the Witten bundle on

ﬂié , the complex orientation of ./\/lvc , and the complex relative orientation
described in [3, Theorem 5.2], respectively. To briefly describe the latter, let ©

be an arbitrary order of the boundary markings, and let 7 be the induced cyclic
ML n [3, Notation
3.14], an orientation o7, of Mvo is given, while in [3, Definition 5.15], a

order, which indexes a connected component Mo Lk of M0

corresponding orientation o7, of the Witten bundle over ﬂiém} is defined.
The canonical relative orientation oo is defined using them by [3, Equation
(5.8)], and it is independent of the choice of 7. Write of = Detach;(0,c X og?)
and off = Detach(0,z M 07 ). The first key lemma is the following.

Lemma 4.13. The zero locus of t is UFGU ’PMl/T The multiplicity of

S—
’PMF/T in the zero locus is r. Moreover, if we orient by o 0f kg the connected

component PMO),C@ of ’PMO),C@ in which the boundary marked points have

cyclic order 7, then t induces on its zero locus the orientation of. Hence, if
1 B
W — MO/kT{ai}iem is canonically relatively oriented, then any W — PMp /"

appears in the zero locus with the relative orientation or = Detache(ovﬁ &01;;)-

Proof. The orientation of MO 1z s defined as the pullback of the orientation

607,” of Mo,k,l by Forgpin. The section ¢ is also pulled back from the same
moduli space, and we use the same notation also for the section over Mo ;.
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In order to understand the vanishing locus setwise, both for the spin moduli
and for the moduli without spin, note that, by definition, on a component of
the closed curve C containing x; or z1, the differential ¢ is nowhere-vanishing.
Similarly, ¢¢ vanishes nowhere on components whose removal disconnects x
from Z;. On other components, it vanishes identically. Thus, ¢ vanishes exactly
on stable disks C' such that the component containing z; is not on the path
of components between the components of z; and x;. This happens exactly
when z; belongs to a sphere component of . Thus, UFeUDC Mr (or its spin
analogue) is indeed the vanishing locus of t.

Let forgpin(I') be the stable graph obtained from I' € U,. by forgetting

the extra structure, and let ﬁ}zrspm(r) be the orientation on ﬂgrspm(F) =

mt’orspm(v?) X mgrspm(vf’)v given as the product of the complex orientation

with the canonical orientation of [3]. We have o7 = Forspinﬁgjrspm (ry- The van-

ishing of the section ¢ on ﬂgﬁ kg at ﬂgrm(r) is transversal, and the induced
orientation as (a part of) the zero locus is a?orsp;n(l“)' Indeed, the transversal-
ity is proven similarly to Lemma 3.43 of [21], while the orientation claim is
easily verified in the two-dimensional case, and the general case follows by an
inductive argument, identical to the one given in the proof of [3, Lemma 3.15].

Returning to the spin case, there is additional r-fold isotropy present in
./\/l%/ " that was not present in the non-spin case, so the pulled-back section has
order of vanishing r in the orbifold sense.

As W — ﬂé_/,:_a is canonically relatively oriented, and we orient ﬂgykﬁ
by 637 k.a» the definition of the canonical relative orientation implies that W is
oriented by of ;. 7. Thus, by the definition of ogg,

Uo,k,d = Ugo & Oye.
M
Combining with the induced orientation of the zero locus, we see that the

induced relative orientation is as claimed, and Lemma 4.13 is proved. q.e.d.

Write n = dy, and let

1 ! ___ 1
E=Wo @@L - PMg, . Ei=WoL" o @LE - PM;, .
i=1 =2
Take s = s @ €D 1<i<i Sij, with s a global special canonical multisection of
1<5<d;
W and s;; € S;, so that s satisfies the refined transversality of Lemma 4.10.
Thus, by definition (and Theorem A.5), the number of zeroes of s is #Z(s) =

Lo
<Hi:1 T§?Jk> . Putsi = s® P 1<i<i Sij, and set t = t B s;. Let
) 0 1<;5<d;
(1,5)#(1,1)

1 _1
Uy = Unad"Myg, z where U is a neighborhood of 8 Mg, ; in which s is
nowhere vanishing; positivity implies that such a neighborhood exists.

The zero locus Z t|a consists of boundary strata of real codi-

1
0 T
P 0,k,d@

1
mension at least three in PMg ;. z. The refined transversality of Lemma 4.10
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guarantees that on such boundary strata, s; does not vanish. Thus, t does
1
not vanish on °P Mg, ;. By the refined transversality of s; again, its zero

locus is transverse to PM;/T for I' € Uy and does not intersect GPM;/T for
I' € U,e. Hence, by Lemma 4.13 and the definition of weighted cardinality in
Notation A.4, t has isolated zeroes and one has

(4.9) #Z(t) = #Z(t@s1) = Y r#Z(silpy

I'eUse

).
r

Using Theorem A.5, fPM% e (E; t|6°W% o ) is defined and equals #Z(t).
0,k,a@ 0,k +

Lemma 4.14.

r—2 1 ext 1o
= Z Z <T61T;:1_1 ng> <Tg_2_a Ty 0k> .
a=—1 AUB={2,...,1} ) '
Proof. For any I' € U,,, we have a degree-1 morphism
Detach, ’PMl/T ’PMl/T Migr
Let Proj, : PMig X ./\/l — 77./\/1 , and Proj, : PMiéT X ﬂv§ — ﬂv;
be the projection maps. Usmg the notat1on R, of Section 4.1.1, we write
EBp=Weli" e @ LI —TRy B2=Wao @ L —PM,,,
i€ I(ve)\{1} i€l (vg)
with W€ =W — ﬁvﬁ, We =W — PM%T, and where we abuse notation, in
the definition of Ef, by letting I; denote the pullback of the tautological line
bundle L; — ./\/ll/r to ﬁvﬁ under the natural map g : ﬁvc — H%T. Recall
—1/r

that if e is Neveu—Schwarz, then ﬁvﬁ = M, Ve . By the definition of canonical
multisections and Observation 4.8, the Ep-component of s may be written as

(Proj, o Detach,)*sp, where sp=s"® @ s;’;
i€1(v°),j€[d:]

1 1
for canonical s¥; € Cg? (PMvéT, L;) and s° € COO(’PMvéT, W). Moreover, s
is transverse, s1nce it satisfies the refined transversality of Lemma 4.10.

Similarly, we have multisections

st =5 @ sl € CX(Rue, Ef),
i€l (v®), 1<j<d;
(4,5)#(1,1)

where s{ is coherent and 8¢ = 5 ® P sf-c is transverse to zero. We can write
|7>/\/[1/7 =r e(sf‘v SF)
. . . . St .
Since sf M 0, it does not vanish unless rank(ER) < dlm(PMvéT). Write

Z° = Detach ! (Proj; 1 (Z(s2))) € PMY ",
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. . gl .
the preimage in ’PMF/T of the zero locus of sf. In case e is Neveu-Schwarz,

sf. also does not vanish unless rank(Ef) < dim(?’./\/lll,ér). In case e is Ramond,
let s¢ be the restriction sf.|5; ., which we identify with a multisection of
“r

Ep=weol{"'e @ LI — My
el (vE)\{1}
(We use the notation W€ to denote the Witten bundle over ﬂvg in order to
avoid confusion with the restriction to mv§ of W¢ — ﬁvﬁ.) Then,

(4.10) s1|ze = (s, st)|ze = (Proj, o Detach,)*sf.,

where the equation is interpreted using the injection of (2.10). By the transver-
sality requirement of Lemma 4.10, 8¢ vanishes nowhere unless rank(Eg) <

dim(M,g). Thus, e(E1| 1/r) = 0 unless

MY 51|WF
(4.11) rank(Ep) = dim(M,e), rank(Ef) = dim M,
independently of whether e is Ramond. Assuming these equalities, we have
(4.12) s26s0)= 3 e

PEZ(sp)

where €, is the weight of the zero p; see Notation A.4.
In case e is Ramond, using (4.10), we can write,
(4.13)

#Z(S1|pM;/T) = Z EpHZ ((Projc o DetaChe)*éf‘|Detach;1((Projo)*l(p))) :
PEZ(sp)

Since (Proj, o Detach, is a degree-1 map between smooth

) ’Dctache’l((Projo)*l(p))
orbifolds Detach_ ' ((Proj,)~'(p)) and ﬂigr (which even induces a diffeomor-
phism of the coarse spaces), we have

(414) #Z((PFOJC © Deta'Che)*glc"|Dctach;1((Projo)*1(p))) = #Z(glc")u

By transversality of 8¢ and the interpretation of the Euler class of a bundle as
the weighted zero count of a transversal multisection (Theorem A.5), we have

1/r.ext
=c IC 1 — a a;
(4.15) L7(s8) = /71/T6(EF) = <T0 R | Tdi> .

M i€l(v8)
i#1 0

Furthermore, since s}, is transverse and canonical, we have

1/r,0
(4.16) #Z(sg)=<751 1T T;;;a’f> :

1€ (vp) 0

Putting together equations (4.12), (4.13), (4.14), (4.15), and (4.16), and using
(4.9), the Ramond case of the lemma is proven.
If e is Neveu—Schwarz, we have the following analogue of equation (4.10):

c
vr

s1]ze = (Proj, o Detach,)*st
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(more precisely, we use (Proj, o Detach.)*sf. to denote Detach (Proj’s¢ HO0)).
From this it follows that
(4.17)

#2Z (11574

11~/T) = Z EZ)#Z((Projc © Deta'Che)*Slc"|Dctach;1((ProjD)*1(p)))'
PEZ(s)

Again the restricted map (Proj, o Detach,) is a degree-1

‘Detach;l((Projo)*l(p))
map between smooth orbifolds Detach, *((Proj,) " (p)), ﬂigr, and thus

(418) #Z((PFOJC © Deta'Che)*Slc"|Dctach;1((ProjD)*1(p))) = #Z(Slc")u

By transversality of sf. and sf, and the fact that s{ is canonical, we obtain

[ (s DLee)” fam-t{a, 1)

i€l (va -— el (v
PMl/T £ 0 Mg z#lr) 0

where a is the twist of the half-edge of e that lies in the open side and b is the
twist of the other half-edge. These equations, together with (4.12), (4.17), (4.18),
and (4.9), prove the Neveu-Schwarz case, so Lemma 4.14 is proved. q.e.d.

We now analyze the difference between ¢ and a canonical multisection.

Lemma 4.15. We have

1

s26-#20- ¥ () <T;:1_1HTg;okl>_ <HT% W>%p'

i€A 0 i€B 0

4

Proof. The proof of this lemma resembles the proof of Lemma 4.13 in [21],
and for some of details we will refer the reader to the relevant places in [21].

Let U,, C (’“)01"071675 be the collection of graphs I' with exactly two vertices Uljf,
both open, and a single edge er, such that 1 € I(vy ), 1 € B(vi), and such that
if h* € HB(T) is the half-edge belonging to v, then alt(h~) = tw(h~) = 0. In
particular, this implies that alt(ht) =1 and tw(h™) = r — 2. Let Ucan be the
collection of graphs in 801“0) k,a \ Uoo which either have a contracted boundary
half edge or a single edge which is a boundary edge.

t| myp is canonical for every I' € Ue,y. This is proven exactly as [21, Lemma
4.8], relying on the observation that, in this case, ¢ is pulled back from Mpr.

Let us now describe the difference in behavior between a canonical multi-
section of L1 and t on W;/T for I' € U,,, which is responsible for the extra

contribution to the topological recursion. Let p € ’PMllg/FT and let F}, be the

fiber over p of the map Fr : W; [ W};/FT, equipped with its natural
orientation. Generically, F}, is the union of a = k(vp) closed intervals, each
corresponding to a segment between marked points on which the illegal half-
node can lie. By [21, Observation 4.9], we have:

OBSERVATION 4.16. The restriction line L] F, is canonically trivialized.

We shall thus think of sections of L;|r, as complex-valued functions, well-
defined up to multiplication by a constant in C*. By definition, we have:
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OBSERVATION 4.17 (c.f. Observation 4.10 of [21]). A canonical section of
LLi|F, is constant.

The section ¢, on the other hand, winds non-trivially around F},. Indeed, for
i € B(vp ), let T'; be the unique graded graph in OPI" with three open vertices
v and v and two boundary edges e*, such that B(v?) = {i}. The boundary
OF,, corresponds to two stable disks modelled on the graphs I'; for ¢ € B(vp),
one for each cyclic order of B(v?). Let F, be the quotient space of F), obtained
by identifying, for each ¢ € B(v ), the two boundary points corresponding to
T;. F, is homeomorphic to S'. We have ([21, Observations 4.11 and 4.12]):

OBSERVATION 4.18. The section ¢|r, descends to a continuous function 6, :
F, — C*. Furthermore, the winding number of 6, is —1.

Returning to the proof of Lemma 4.15, let Ey = L; — Wi,ﬂ@, so that
E = E; & E». Since t|py is canonical for every I' € Uy, we may apply
Lemma 4.11 to the multisections s and t, with the preceding choice of F; and
E,, C = HFGUCHUM;/T and Vi = Uy. Thus, we may find a homotopy H
between s and t of the form (4.7) such that

i) the restriction of H to each stratum MY" x 0, 1] is transverse to zero;
A
ii) H is nowhere-vanishing on M % 0,1] for I' € Uean;
r
iii) H is nowhere-vanishing on V| x [0, 1], where V_ is of the form (4.6);
+ +
(iv) the projection of H to F; equals s; at all times.
In particular, by transversality, H does not vanish on Mr x [0, 1] if dim M <
1

dim PMg ;. & — 2. Hence, by Lemma 4.12, we can write

(4.19) HZ(s)—#Z(t) = —#Z(H)=— > #2Z (H|W}/T><[O,1]) :

I'eUso

1 1
Write 7 : 9P Mg . 7 % [0, 1] = OPM; ;. 5 for the projection to the first factor,
and decompose H = Hy @ Ho, where H; € C°(n*E;). Then Hy = 7*s;.

Since s; is canonical, we can write sl|PM;/r = F11‘518F foreach T" € 801"07;675.

Transversality implies that s5T has isolated zeroes in M}S/FT and Z (sl | AL /T) c
I
— 1/r
Bt (M)

Write #2 (S?F) = ZpEZ(SlsF) ep, where €, is the weight of the zero p defined
in Notation A.4. It follows from [3, Theorem 5.2] that #Z (H|W;/TX[011])
for I € U,, equals
(4.20) #Z (T FrsP)NZ(Hy) = > ep#Z (Halp,xp0,1) -

pGZ(s?F)
Since H is of the form (4.7), we have, for some canonical multisection w,
(4.21) Hy(q,s) = t(q)s + s11(q)(1 — s) + s(1 — s)w(q).

Let p € Z(sB). Observations 4.16, 4.17, and 4.18 and equation (4.21) imply
that Ha|r, x[0,1] descends to a homotopy Ha , on Fy, x [0, 1] that can be viewed
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as taking values in C. As a consequence,
(4.22) #7 (1| on) = #7 (o)

Now, ﬁ27P|pr{0} is canonical and ﬁ2ﬁp|ﬁpx{1} = 0,, so by Observations 4.17
and 4.18, we obtain #~7 (ﬁg)p) = —1. Combining the last equality, with equa-
tions (4.19), (4.20), and (4.22), we have

(4.23) #Z(s) = #2(t) = > #Z(sF).

I'eUso

In order to finish, we need to calculate #2 (sfr) for I' € U,,. Denote by

Ul}tr € V(BT) the vertices corresponding to vﬁp € V(I'). We consider them both
as vertices and as graphs with single vertex. We have a canonical identification

P ~ 73/\/1 PMig

From now on write W for W — PMBF , W for W — 73./\/1 , and

Esr =W @ L& @EBﬂﬁd — PM, Bgr=W"a P 1P —PM,,
i=2 i€l (vy )
+ _ywt g @1 AV
Efp=wWreL{"'e H LM —PM,.
i€I(vf)\{1}
Let Proj, : PMl/T PMl/T 73./\/1 denote the projections. We have
Egr = PronrEBF B Proj” Egp.
Since s; is special canonical, and using Observation 4.8, we can decompose

B o+ ok —
s7 = Proj}sgr @ Proj” sy,

where sBF € C"O(PM EBF) are canonical. Since s was chosen to satisfy

the refined transversahty of Lemma 4.10, the multisections SBF th 0. Thus,
(4.24) #27 (sf') =#Z (Proj’ sfir) N Z (Proj™ sBF)
—#Profi (Z () M Prof™ (Z (s5y))

Now, #Z (S?F) vanishes unless rankE%F = dim¢ ﬂzr, by transversality
and dimension counting. In case the ranks of the bundles Egp do agree with
the dimensions of the corresponding moduli spaces, transversality implies that
SBF| ORTE, is nowhere-vanishing. It follows that

(4.25) #Proji " (Z (sfr)) NProj=" (Z (spr)) = #Z (sfr) #Z (spr) -

Since sgp is canonical and transverse,

(4.26) #Z(S§F)=< 11 Tai(,k(vép)>?’.
0

icl(vin)
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For each T € Ueo, 1 € B(vft), and e* is legal with twist 7—2. Thus, k (vj) > 2
for T' € Uyo. Equations (4.23), (4.24), (4.25), (4.26), and the facts k (vip) +
k(vgr) = k+1, I(vgr) UI(vgp) = {2,...,1} imply Lemma 4.15. q.e.d.

The first item of Theorem 4.1 now follows from Lemmas 4.14 and 4.15. The
proof of the second item of Theorem 4.1 is similar, except that ¢ is defined to
be the unique meromorphic differential on the normalization of C' with simple
poles at z; and 2z and possibly at the nodes. The residues at z; and zo are
is —1 and 1, respectively, and at any node, the sum of residues at the two
half-nodes is zero. The section t (C) is defined as the evaluation of p¢ at 2.
The rest of the proof is exactly as for the first item. q.e.d.

5. Open intersection numbers and the Gelfand-Dickey hierarchy

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.4, and we derive open
string and dilaton equations for the open r-spin intersection numbers.

5.1. Primary extended closed r-spin intersection numbers. As a pre-
1
-hext

liminary step, let us derive an explicit formula for the correlators <T_1 [ >0

Proposition 5.1. Letn>2 and 0 < aq,...,a, <7 — 1. Then we have

L ext
n ™ (n—=2)! = (r=1)
(51) <T_1 | | 7.011'> = {(_T)nz’ Zf T =n 27
0

pale 0, otherwise.

Proof. Equivalently, we have to prove that

1
.ext

l

0

where [ +k > 2, 0 < «; < r — 2, and the condition Eézl(r —a)t+k=r+1
is satisfied. For [ < 1, formula (5.2) says that

1 ex .
(5.3) <7'717'0‘(7'T71)0‘+1>“ b= 0<a<r—1,

N
and it was proved in [2, Section 4.4].
Suppose that [ > 2. For a subset I C [I], let kr :=7r+1—3%,;(r — ;) and

1
Ar = <7'_1 [Lic; ™ (rr—1)ks >6’6Xt. In [2], we found the recursion

(r+k-1) r+k—1 r+k—1
(5.4) (=)t Ay = Z kr—1 ArA; — Z kr Ardy,
TuJ=[1] TuJ=[1]
lel,leJd 1,lel, J#0

which allows one to compute all primary closed extended intersection numbers
starting from the intersection numbers (5.3). Therefore, we have to check that
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the right-hand side of (5.2) satisfies recursion (5.4), i.e., to check that

(r+k-11k+1-2)! Z (7’+k—1) (| +kr =2)! (|J] 4+ ks —2)!
El(—r)r—1 (_T.)k+l—2 et kr—1 (_T)|I|+k172 (_T)\J\Jrk,,fQ
lel,leJ

vk =1\ (] + ks = 2)! (|J] + kg — 2)!
—Z( )(IIJ)(IIJ)

kr (—r)TlHkr=2 " (—p) T [+ks =2

TuJ=[1]
1,l€1, J£0

fori>2,k>0,and 0 < ay,...,op <r—2satisfying > (r —a;) + k=r+ 1.
Since I U J = [I] implies k; + k; = r + 1 + k, the last identity is equivalent to

[1]-1 |J]—1

(k+1-2)! , .
(55 = S [Tt =1+a | IT (ks —1+5)

uJg=[ \ i=1 j=1

1€1,leJ

11]-2 B
- > ]G+ | | TIRs —2+3)

TuJ=[l i=1 j=1

1,lel, J#0

Let b; := r —a; for i = 1,...,1, and define by := >, ; b; for I C [I]. Then
kr =7+ 1— b, and we can rewrite identity (5.5) in the following way:

(k+1-2) e gl
(5.6) =" = S VIIe-ve+d) || T +0br—1+45)
’ uJ=[] \ i=1 j=1
lel,led
[1]-2 [J|
-y [T E+e+0 ) [ JJ—bs—1+7)
wa=p \ =1 j=1
1,lel, J#0
Consider now b, ...,b; as formal variables. Note that the right-hand side

of (5.6) is a polynomial in the variables b;, and, moreover, it does not depend
on b;. Let us prove that identity (5.6) holds as an identity between polynomials
in the ring C[by,...,b,—1]. We prove this by induction on I. The case [ = 2 is
trivial. Suppose [ > 3. Denote the right-hand side of (5.6) by R;(b1,...,bi—1).
Note that the degree of R; is equal to I —2. So, in order to prove identity (5.6),
it is sufficient to check that

—9)!
(5.7) R(b,. .. bi1)|p=0 = W’

(5.8) Coesz,..blflRl(bl, ey bl—l) =0.

forany 2 <i<[—1,

Let us check (5.7). Note that the polynomial R; is symmetric with respect
to permutations of the variables bo, ..., b;_1. So, without loss of generality, we



OPEN r-SPIN THEORY II 43

can assume that ¢ = 2. A direct computation gives

k+1-3)!
Ri(b1, .. bi—1)|pg=0 =(r + kb +1—=2)R;_1(b1,b3,...,b1-1) — %7‘ =
by the induction
assumption (k + | — 3)' (k + | — 3)' -
C(k+1-2)
N k! ’

Thus, equation (5.7) is true.

Let us check equation (5.8). It is easy to see that the coefficient of b - - - b;_1
in a term in the first sum on the right-hand side of (5.6) is equal to (—1)!(1—2)!,
it I = [I]\{l}, and is equal to zero otherwise. Similarly, the coefficient of
by -+ -bj—1 in a term in the second sum on the right-hand side of (5.6) is equal to
(=D (1 —2)!,if J = [I]\{1,1}, and is equal to zero otherwise. So equation (5.8)
is also true. This completes the proof of the proposition. q.e.d.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We see that the open intersection numbers
satisfy the following properties:

1

=B

l
(5.9) <Hr;;ak> o, D m2) T2 0 +2) di#k+20-3,
i=1

o

0 T
1
! 70
(5.10) <HT§> =0,
i=1 0
(5.11)
2y 0 2 3 :C 92 E,0 Lext o0 Lo oto
OF O*F; " O Fy OF O?F; OF; " 9*F
ote, 0ty i, Oty 0t otyoty oty otr~tors Oty dsotl
(5.12)

1o 1e 1o L ex Lo 1o 1o
0*Fy O*Fy “ PFy " OF; ™ 9*Fy " OFy " 0*Fy
Otgy10s — c=  Otg0ty Otgos oty oty tas oty 09s?

(5.13)
1o
<7'102>6" =1.

Property (5.9) follows from the formula for the rank of the open Witten bun-
dle. Vanishing (5.10) is a consequence of Proposition 3.19. Equations (5.11)
and (5.12) are the topological recursion relations from Theorem 4.1. Intersec-
tion number (5.13) was computed in Example 3.25. Let us prove that these
properties imply formula (1.10).
For [ = 1, formula (1.10) says that
1o
(5.14) <TO‘UO‘+1>6" =al, 0<a<r-1
1,

Consider the intersection number (7{7707%2)7"" with 0 <~ < r—2 and apply
two topological recursions to it. First, we can apply recursion (5.11) with



44 ALEXANDR BURYAK, EMILY CLADER & RAN J. TESSLER

1
a=1,p=0,8=7,¢=0, and we get that <7'117"VU'V+2>0T’0 is equal to

(5.15) (7 —; 2) <7'102>0 <7'V07+1>0%

On the other hand, by formula (5.12) with a = 1 and p = 0, the intersection

number <TllTVUV+2>§7O is equal to
w10 (7)o e
(T S (g B g ey e iy e

By property (5.10), the last summand here vanishes. Note also that

<7'17"Y r—3- ’Y>0 et

(see Proposition 5.1 and, for example, [20, Section 0.6]). Therefore, equating
expressions (5.15) and (5.16), we obtain

1_2\7:0 /_~ NI\ F:0 _ /4l 442\ 550
(Y +1)(ria?)g  (TYo T = (1 )

O )
for 0 <~ <r— 2. Since <7'102> =1, we get formula (5.14).
1o
The intersection number <Hi:1 7% gk )" is zero unless M =

0
20 + k — 3, which is equivalent to > (r — a;) + k =7+ 1. For a subset I C [[]

denote ky :=7+1—>,.,(r —a;) and Aj := ([],c; 7 0’”>5’0
Let us fix [ > 2 and numbers 0 < aq,...,q; < r — 1 satisfying k := k[l] > 0.

l (e 73 k+7"

1
Let us compute the intersection number <7'1 T oo > in two ways:
0

(i) applying relation (5.11) with a = a1, 8 = «y, and p = ¢ = 0, we obtain

%,cxt %7
Z Z <HT0M7'“> <TUHTajUk+T> + Z (T+k)AIAJ7
0 0

TuJ=[l] p>—1,v>0 \iel jEJ Iuj=
1€1,le] ptv=r—2 1€1, le]

where the underlined term vanishes, because T‘—I/-i-zje] (r—oj)+k+r >
r+ 1, since J # 0;
(ii) applying relation (5.12) with @ = o7 and p = 0, we obtain

1 %,cxt
o _ 1o +k—-1
0k,0 <H7’a17' 1> <7'T 1ar>5 + Z (r . )A[AJ.
i=1 0 TuJ=[1]

lel

Equating the resulting two expressions, we get

1
1 .ext
r 4+ k—1 r 1o a; — r—1 _r ;0
(5.17) ( L ) (™) A + Ok <HT T 1> ("l =
=1 0
r+k—1 r+k-1
= > ( b )AIAJ— > ( A )AIAJ.
1uJ=[ I 1uJ=[ 1
1el,led 1,lel, J#0

OﬂH
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Denote — % <O'T+1 )

= (. Forl=2,a; =r—1,and ay = 1, relation (5.17)
gives —Cr (7"~ '70) = 1, which, in particular, implies that C' # 0. More
generally, using (5.17) we obtain
1 k!
a, B at+p+l-r\w°% _ N —
<TTU >0 = a+pB+1—r>1.
Relation (5.17) with I =3, k=0, a1 = a3 =r — 1, and ay = 1, gives

<Tr717_17,r717_71>§7ext <Tr710r>§70 —9 <Tr717_10>§70 <7_7“710_7“>6’1~x0

_ <T7‘—17_r—10,7‘—1>%70 <7_102>%»0
0 0 -
Substituting the computed expressions for the correlators in this formula, we
obtain C = 1.
Let us finally prove formula (1.10). We see that relation (5.17) allows us to

l

1o
compute all the intersection numbers <HZ—:1 To”ak> starting from the ones
0

with [ < 1 or with £ = 0. So it is sufficient to check that the right-hand side
of (1.10) satisfies equation (5.17), i.e., to check the identity

(r+k—1)(_r!)(k+l—2)! _Z (r+k—1> (] +kr = 2)! (|J] + ks —2)!

O 3=

b gz kot i
lel,leJ
3 Z (r+k—1>(|l|+k1—2)!(|J|+k:J—2)!
1LJ=1 b (=rhi (=r)i™
1,lel, J£0

for k > 1,1 > 2, and numbers 0 < aq,...,aq < r—1 satisfying > (r—a;)+k =
r 4+ 1. Tt is easy to see that this identity is equivalent to identity (5.5), which
we have already proved (strictly speaking, in equation (5.5) we required the
condition 0 < a; < r — 2, but we actually proved it for any integers a;, ..., q
satisfying > (r — a;) + k =r + 1). Theorem 1.2 is proved.

5.3. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.4. In [2, Theorem 4.6], we proved that

1 1
F s ) = Vo (t?‘% —Trt:‘l) :

Therefore, Theorems 1.1 and 1.4 are equivalent.
Let us prove Theorem 1.4. Denote

~ 1 1 oext 11 ext
F(t*,s) = —= F Ty
(* ) r 0 t;letgflfrédYos r 0
! F Itk
5.18 gk == .
( ) <H d; > 315311 .. ,atglzask =0
s=0

We claim that the correlators (5.18) satisfy properties (5.9) — (5.13).
F
The fact that a correlator <Hé:1 T(ZiO'k> is zero unless M +
2% d; = k + 2l — 3 is clear from the definition of the closed extended r-spin
correlators [2, Section 3.1].

F
The property <Hli:1 TO”> = 0 is obvious.
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1
n [2, Lemma 3.6], we proved that the function F({’CXt satisfies

l,ext %,c %,ext %,ext %,ext
0% Fy " O*Fy " 9% Fy OFy"™" 9%Fy
otg oty i, OOty ooty oty othloth
1, ~
which implies that relations (5.11) and (5.12) are true with £y replaced by F.
1 ex
Finally, in (2, Lemma 3.8], we proved that R G - —1 and,
therefore, <7102> =1.

In Section 5.2, we proved that properties (5.9) — (5.13) are sufficient to
1

. . . l . 9 .
reconstruct all primary open intersection numbers <Hi:1 gk > . Since
0

F
the correlators <Hi 1 T;Z k> also satisfy these properties, we can conclude

%,o F
that <H T Uk> = <Hli:1 T 0k> . Note that the dimension constraint
0

in property (5.9) implies that k41 > 2. Therefore, using topological recursion
relations (5.11) and (5.12), one can reconstruct all open intersection numbers
starting from primary numbers. The same is true for the correlators (5.18)

1 ~
and, thus, FOT’O = F. Theorem 1.4 is proved.
5.4. Open string and dilaton equations.

Proposition 5.2. We have

1o
1 T’
I =50 .
OTT ok > <Td1HTd > , i1,
To HTd'L g = 9 1<i<l G#i o
i=1

0 d; >0
Ok1, if 1 =0,

(i) —eeton{ien)

Proof. By Theorem 1.4, the required equations follow from

l,cxt
ooxt Z < _1T511HTb]> , ifn > 2,
(5.19) (15" HTbl = § 1<i<n J#i 0

3=
3

b; >0
55177«7151;170, ifn= 1,
n l,cxt l,cxt
(5.20) <T0 7'11_[ > =(n-1) < 1HTbZ> ,
1=1 0 0

where 0 < 8; <r —1 and b; > 0. Equation (5.19) is proved in [2, Lemma 3.7].
Equation (5.20) is proved similarly using [2, Lemma 3.5] and mimicking the
proof of the ordinary dilaton equation on My ,,. q.e.d.

6. Constructions of boundary conditions, independence of choices

This section is devoted to constructing the different types of multisections
we use throughout the article, and to proving Theorem 3.17.
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6.1. Constructions of a single global canonical multisection.

Definition 6.1. Let I be a graded graph. A canonical multisection s is
strongly positive if, for any A € 0'T'\ 91T such that BA has some connected
components =i, ...,=, without boundary tails, and every C' € ./\/l}x/ ", each
local branch of the projection of s¢ to a =Z;-component evaluates positively on
some nonempty subset of the boundary 9(BX=i) of the Z;-component of BY
(defined in Remark 3.9).

The first step towards constructing canonical boundary conditions was the
local Proposition 3.20. The second step is the following global proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let " be a smooth, graded connected graph.

1) There exists a transverse special canonical multisection of Wr.

2) There exists a transverse special canonical strongly positive multisection
of Wr. Moreover, for any such multisection s one can find a strongly
positive multisection $ such that, for any C € ’PM;/T and for any local
branch §ZC of ¢ and any local branch s}, of sc, the subset of 0x.CC on
which 8}, is positive intersects the subset of ¥ on which s}, is positive.

3) For anyp € PMllﬂ/T, there exist s1,...,SN € C’;’f(PMllﬂ/T, W) with com-

pact support such that for any A € 0°T, the section si|PM1/T is pulled
A

back from ’PMllg/AT, and for any choice of local branches iy, ... in of
s1(p), ... ,sn(p) Tespectively, the set of vectors {s”( V}i=1,...N spans W,.

4) For any C € 3./\/10 k. Such that z; does not belong to a partzally stable
component of BC, one can find s € S; that does not vanish at C.

The proof relies on three lemmas. The first one is a transversality claim:

Lemma 6.3. Let A be a graded graph (open or closed) without boundary
edges, and let {5"} e Conn(detach(n)) be multisections such that

1) if v is closed and has an anchor of twist —1, then s* € C°(R,, W) is a

coherent multisection;

2) if v is closed without an anchor of twist —1, then sV € C;,’f(ﬂll,/r, W);

3) if v is open, then s € C'OO(PMUT W);

4) §° 0 (recall that 3¥ = s unless the anchor of v has twist —1).

Then also 5t 0 for s = Hy p(a)((5)ve Conn(detach(n)))-

Proof. By induction, we may restrict to the case where A has a single edge e
and Conn(detach(A)) = {v1,v2}. If v1 and v are not connected by a Ramond
internal node, then the Witten bundle on M, decomposes as a direct sum, so
if each s¥¢ is transverse to zero, then so is s.

Suppose, then, that A is obtained by gluing the anchor of v2 to a Ramond
internal tail of v;. Let u; € ﬂi/r be a zero of 3% . Then Detach; *(u1, usg) is a
zero of § =y .(sv1, s¥2). By the transversality assumption, the derivatives of
(each local branch of) 5" (ul) span W,,. Thus the derivatives of the branches

of Wp o(sv1, s%2)(Detach, ! (uy,uz)) in the ./\/lvi/ directions span subspaces of
Wi of Whetach=1 (u1,uz)- BY (2.10) of Proposition 2.6, the sequence

(61) 0— Wu2 - WDetach uz) 7 Wul -0

t(u1,
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is exact. The space Wh is just the image, under the left map of (6.1), of
Wy, iIn Wy, u,, while Wi surjects to W, by the right map of (6.1). Thus,
at Detach ' (u1,us), the derivatives of the branches of ¥ .(s"1,5v2) span
Whetach=1(uy uz), and the vanishing at Detach_ *(u1,us) is transverse. This
completes the proof of the lemma. q.e.d.

The next lemmas are extension results that allow inductive construction of
mutlisections with the properties specified in Proposition 6.2 (1), (2), (3).

Lemma 6.4. Let I' be a smooth, connected, closed, graded r-spin graph.
Suppose that s € C°(R,,, W) are coherent multisections for each v € V(I')\T,
such that

1) 8 MO;

2) fOT each A € 81}, SU|ﬁA = >P/\,E(A)((SE)EEC’onn(oletach(/\)));

3) sV evaluates positively at the anchor, if the anchor of v has twist r — 1.
Then one may construct a multisection s* € C2°(Rr, W) that satisfies the
above properties with v replaced by T'.

Lemma 6.5. Let " be a smooth, connected, open, graded r-spin dual graph,
00 1/r
and let ¢ € O (Upeoryoer MY W).

1) Suppose that for any A € 9T \ O1T, it holds that ClPM
1/r

for some (BY € C2(PMygy , W), which is positive with respect to BA,
Aut(BT)-invariant, and transverse. Then one can extend ¢ to a positive,
transverse, Aul(I")-invariant multisection o € C',j’f(PMllﬂ/r, wW).
2) Suppose we make the additional assumption on ¢ that for any A € OT \
OTT such that BA has at least one vertex without boundary tails, C|M1/T
A

— BA
e = FCPA,

1s strongly positive in the sense of Definition 6.1. Then the multisection
o of item (1) can be chosen to be strongly positive on 'PM;/T.

3) Let s be a strongly positive multisection on W;/T, and assume, in addi-
tion to the assumptions of item (1), that for any A € OT'\ 0T such that
BA has at least one vertex without boundary tails, and for any C € ./\/l}\/ "
and any branch of (¢, the subset of 0¥ C C' on which (¢ evaluates pos-
itively intersects all of the subsets of 0¥ on which the branches of sc
are positive. Then the multisection o of item (1) satisfies the following
further condition: if I' has no boundary tails, then for any C € W;/T
and any branch of oc, the subset of 9% on which o evaluates positively
intersects all subsets of 0% on which the branches of s¢ are positive.

The proofs of these lemmas are quite involved, so we defer them until later.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. To prove item (1) of the proposition, we first note
that, by Lemma 6.4 and induction on dim( s "), there exists a family of mul-
tisections sV for each closed v € V(I') satisfying the conditions of the proposi-
tion. What remains, then, is to consider open vertices.

We shall construct, for any abstract open vertex v € V(I'), a transverse

positive multisection s¥ € Cﬁf(PMi/r, W) such that for any A € dv \ 9" v,

(6.2) 8" lpmp/r = FA (Fsa,£84)((8) feConn(actacn(Ba)))) -
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The resulting s" will satisfy the requirements of item (1) by its definition.
The construction of s is by induction on dim(M,). The base case is when v

is partially stable, and this case is settled by the first item of Proposition 3.20.

Suppose, then, that we have constructed multisections s for any v € V(T')

with dim M, < n < dim Mr, and consider v € V(I') with dim M,, = n. We

define a multisection ¢ on ]_[Aeav\mvp/\/l,l\ﬁ by (6.2). By Observation 3.10,

. . iyt . . .
the multisection ¢ descends to (xep,\ 9+, PM A/T as a continuous multisection

that is smooth on each PM}\/T. This section is automatically Aut(v)-invariant,

o Wi .
and it is transverse on each PM A/T, by Lemma 6.3. Moreover, ( satisfies the
assumptions of item (1) of Lemma 6.5 by construction, so we can use the
lemma to extend ¢ to a smooth, Aut(v)-invariant and transverse multisection

sY over all Wi/r. The inductive step for the construction of s¥ follows.

We now turn to item (2). The proof of the first part is by induction, similarly
to the one performed in the previous case, by using the fact that the boundary
conditions in the partially stable case (which is the base case of the induction)
trivially satisfy the strong positivity requirement, as they evaluate positively
on the whole boundary of the partially stable components. We then apply
item (2) of Lemma 6.5 for the inductive step, and the first part is proved.

The “moreover” part of item (2) is proven similarly. This time, we start
with a strongly positive multisection s and use induction. Again the induction
basis is the partially stable case, and it satisfies the requirements by the same
reasoning as above. The induction step follows by applying Lemma 6.5, (3).

For item (3) of the proposition, first note that the claim cannot be achieved
using only multisections that satisfy the second property of special canonical
multisections in Definition 4.7, since they are too symmetric: if C' is a graded
surface such that Aut(BC) has an element that permutes two components
D; and Dy of BC, then for any canonical multisection there is some branch
with the same projections onto Wp, and Wp, (with respect to the natural
identification). The second difficulty in working with multisections that have
the second property of special canonical multisections is that, because of their
strong decomposlition properties, it is difficult to construct them with compact

support in W& %,z unless they vanish on the closed moduli space.

To overcome these issues, we construct multisections as follows. We assume
that the internal labels are all different. Let r(A) be the maximal possible
number of vertices with r 4+ 1 boundary labels and no internal labels that may
appear in any =’ = detach(Z) for any = € 9'A. Note that 7(A) = r(detach(A))
and r(A) > r(Z) for any = € 9'A.

Fix C € W;/T, and suppose that C' € M}\/T. Note that we have Wy ~
B=cconnsaWsz, where CF is the Z-component of BC. The construction of
multisections now splits into two cases.

The first case is when Aut(BC) preserves C=, which happens, in particu-
lar, if = has internal tails. In this case, all elements of Aut(CZ) are induced
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by permuting the boundary markings® , though there are additional automor-
phisms of the bundle if CZ has internal nodes. For an arbitrary w € Wee=, let
G(w) = {wy = w,...,w,} be its orbit under the action of Aut(C%), lifted to
Witten’s bundle. We will show that one can construct a multisection as in the
statement of item (3) whose branches at C are wy,...,w, when projected to
the = component, and are zero when projected to other components.

The second case is when Aut(BC) does not preserve C=. This means, in
particular, that = has no internal half-edges or tails. Let =Z,...,Z; be the
components of the Aut(BC)-orbit of C=. For a vector w € Wes=, let G(w) be
the orbit of w under the action of Aut(CZ), and for wy,...,w, € We=, let

G(wi, ..., wp) be the collection of vectors in We= = ;) We=: defined by

G(wi,...,wp) = {@ie[b] wiw) € Glwy),...,wy, € G(wb)} :

where we use the canonical identification between the different We=,. Fix a
set F' C N of size at least r(I"), and let Wr C W= be a set of vectors wg for
each @ C F such that |Q| = r(Z). Let

G(WF> = U G(’LUQI,.. .,UJQb).
Q1,.- QvCF, |Qi|=r(E)
We show how to construct a multisection s as in the statement of item (3) whose
branches at C' are precisely G(Wr), under the natural injection Wg= — W.
Write m = rank Weg=. There is no difficulty, in the first case, in finding

wl, ..., w™ such that each element of G(w!) x - -- x G(w™) is a basis for W=,
and in the second case, in finding sets W, ..., W}Pb as above such that each

element of G(W}) x -+ x G(Wm?) is a basis for Wg=. Thus, constructing
multisections as above for any w (in the first case) or any Wr (in the second
case) will prove item (3). Write V/(T") for the collection of graphs that appear
as connected components of BY for graphs T € 9°T' with no internal edges
or contracted boundary tails. We define, for any = and w as in the first case
and any T € V'(I'), a multisection s¥. Similarly, for any = and W as in the
second case, any T € V/(T'), and any Q C F of size at least r(T), we define a
multisection sg. We require these multisections to satisfy:

1) For any T’ € 8°Y with no internal edges or contracted boundary tails:

T — Q
s |’PM¥,T = Fy, (Bacconn(sr)5") 5

in the first case, while in the second case

;/,’” = L-ij F’ik" (BHQEConn(BT’)Sgn) )
{(Qe)aeconnsr1Qal=r(),g ReCQ}
where W is the operation defined in Notation A.2.

2) In the first case, let T be the smoothing of = (c.f. Definition 3.1). We
take the branches of s¥(X%) to be {wy,...,w,}, with equal weights, in
the sense of Definition A.1. For any other component Z' € Conn(BA)
with a smoothing Y/, we put s¥ (CZ') = 0. In the second case, each Z;

Y
5Q |z

5Such permutations induce automorphisms of CZ only when the open vertex Z° of
detach(Z) has exactly one internal half edge, and for very specific configurations of markings.
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is smooth. We take the branches of sgl (CE1), |Q] = r(Z1), to be G(wg)
with equal weights® , and for any other component = € Conn(BA) with
a smoothing Y’, we put 35/ (CEY =0.

3) For every Y € V'(T), both s¥ and 35 have compact support.

The construction of s and 35 is by induction on dim ﬂ}rﬁ. In the second
case, we first define s, for @ C F with |Q| = r(T) and then put, for |Q| > (),

si= W s
Q'CQ, |Q'|=r(T)
This definition is seen to have the required properties, using (A.2).
The base case of the inductive construction of s¥ and 35 is the partially
stable case, where we have to choose one vector. The construction from the
proof of the previous items works here as well. Suppose, then, that we have

constructed multisections with the above three properties for all Q € V'(T")
. .1/ .
with dim Mg < n. We define 5T|80PM11J/T and 55|60PM¥T by item (1). By
Observation 3.10, and using (A.2) in the second case, we see that this multi-
section is indeed well-defined and compactly-supported on GOPMi/T. Let Y’
be a graph identical to T but with injective labelings. Represent the quotient
q: PM;/,T /G ~ PM;/T, where G is a finite group, as in the last paragraph of
Proposition 3.20. Pull back ST|60W¥T and 35|60W¥T to G-invariant multi-
»r/

sections sT’ | 80 Extend these to multisections §* and

'r/
PR and s |60

PAMY,

VI S
55 with compact support over PMT//T. Define

sT = L—Hg@T/, sgl: H—Jg@g,.
9eG el

These multisections descend to the quotient PM;/,T /G, and we pull back using

G~ ' to define sT" and 55 on all Wyr, extending their previous definition
over boundary. If T is the smoothing of = (respectively, Z1) we perform the
extensions and symmetrizations of sT (respectively, sg) so that item (2) also
holds. The induction follows.

The resulting multisections, defined on W;/T by pulling back from the
space W;O/r:mkmg(p), satisfy the required properties, so item (3) of the propo-
sition is proven.

The last item of the proposition, item (4), is proven completely analogously
to Proposition 3.49 of [21]. The only comment is that, during the recursive
process, some initial conditions involve defining the sections on partially stable
components, an issue that did not appear in [21]. On such components, we set
the section to be zero. This has no effect since the section of Witten’s bundle
has a prescribed, non vanishing behavior on such components. q.e.d.

We now return to the proofs of Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5.

Proof of Lemma 6.4. The claim is trivial when the dimension of Mr is zero
or when the rank of the Witten bundle is zero, so we assume that both are

6This implies that the branches of s(C) are precisely G(Wg) with equal weights.
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positive. Write N = (J,cor Ra.Then N is a normal crossings divisor in Rr,
and on NN, a multisection s is defined by the second item: the second item
defines a multisection on [], oo R, which descends to N by Observation 4.3.

Suppose first that the anchor does not have twist r—1. By the first item and
Lemma 6.3, the multisection §|Hj\/T is transverse to zero for any A € JI'. We

can thus extend it to a transverse multisection 5 € C5? (ﬂi/r, W). This gives
a multisection s € C2°(N’, W) where N’ = N U ﬂ;/r — Rr, is just ﬂ;/r if
the anchor is not Ramond, and a normal crossing divisor in R otherwise. If
the anchor is not twisted —1 then s satisfies the requirements of the lemma,
and we are done. Otherwise recall the coherent section u defined in Example
4.1.2. The multisection s|ys —u|n- is a multisection of W — N’. Extend it to
a smooth multisection s’ € C°(Rr, W). Then s’ 4+ u extends s to a coherent
multisection of Rr which satisfies all the requirements.

If the anchor has twist » — 1, then the multisection s, currently defined only
on N, evaluates positively at the anchor over any point of N. Extend s to a
multisection sg in neighborhood U of N, small enough so that s still evaluates

positively at the anchor over any point of U. For any point p € ﬂi/r, the
first part of Proposition 3.20 allows one to construct a multisection s, that
evaluates positively at the anchor over any point in a neighborhood U, of p.

Cover ﬂiﬁ \ U by a finite number of such neighborhoods U,,,...Up,, that
do not intersect N. Let s; be the multisection that corresponds to p;, and
let pg, ..., pm be a partition of unity subordinate to the cover U,U,,,...,Up,..
Then ZZO p;iS; extends s and satisfies the requirements of the lemma. q.e.d.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Write W = Upcor o+ ’PM}\/T

Step 1: Let = be a graph containing some internal edges or illegal boundary

half-edges of twist zero, and let u € ./\/lé/ "C 3+ﬂ;/r be a moduli point with
corresponding r-spin surface C,. The first step is to construct, for each such
= and u, a E-neighborhood U, in ﬂi/r, a E-family of intervals { Iy n}her+ (=)
and a (U, {Iyn}r)-positive multisection s,, that restricts to ¢ on WNU,,. (The
naive approach to the lemma would be to use standard arguments to show
that one can extend the multisection to a neighborhood of W. However, due
to noncompactness, this does not work directly; it only shows an extension

to a set of the form U N W;/T, where U is an open set containing u in
its closure. This is why we first construct (U, I, 5) as above, and then we
explicitly construct a (Uy, I, )-positive extension of ¢ to all U,.)

To construct Uy, I, p, and sy, let {e1,...,er} be the set of edges of = that
are either internal or such that their illegal half-edge has twist zero. In the
restriction of the universal curve to a small contractible Z-neighborhood U], of
u, one can number the nodes corresponding to ey, ...,er, by ny,...,ny. Write
'@ for the graph obtained by smoothing all edges not numbered 1,..., L, as
well as all edges of @, for @ C [L]. Using the assumptions of the lemma, one
can write ¢(@) for any @ C [L]. Recalling notation 3.8, define

= ey oo

2@ ¢ Br'@ by 2@ = fr) (B).
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Figure 5. A nodal disk C,, in which the half-nodes opposite
ni, ng, and ng are forgotten when one passes to BC,, and
h,W, f, f' € HT. On the left, we consider the case 1,2,3 € Q,
so that the intervals I}SQ), I}Q), I;S/Q), and Ij(c?) (marked in bold)

are pullbacks of intervals IS(Q),IJ?(Q),IS,(Q), and If,(Q). On
the middle and right, we consider the case 1,2,3 ¢ Q; the
right side shows part of the nodal disk obtained by the base
operation, in which nj and ny are mapped to the same n; )
and ny and ny are mapped to the same n;/q). The intervals

I f((g) and [ f,((g)) (marked in bold on the right) are pulled back

to I,(LQ) = I}Q) and I,S,Q) = I(,Q), respectively, in the middle.

By the assumptions on ¢, for each @ C [L] one has ((@ = Fy, (8@,
where ¢B(Q) is a restriction of a positive multisection of WIB/PT(Q). Thus, for
any Q C [L], there is a Z(@)-neighborhood UB®@) C ﬂ;g/;@) of Fr)(u) and
a family of intervals {IS(Q)}h€H+(E(Q)) for UB®@) on which ¢B(Q) evaluates

positively. Pulling back to M%{Z)), we can find a Z-neighborhood U@ of u
inside FF_Ql(UB(Q)) Cc ﬂ;{l;), and a family of intervals

— B
(I (') = n(ondy (LoD (Fra (W) Iwens @),

where ¢pr(e) is the map from Remark 3.9 and n is the normalization map. For

any u' € U@ and any h, the set I,SQ)(u’ ) is either an interval or a union
of intervals inside X,/; see Figure 5. The endpoints of these intervals vary
smoothly on the universal curve restricted to U(?). By replacing with a smaller
Z-neighborhood U/, of u, we may assume that U/ N My C U@,

—_
—

The simple yet crucial observation is that if h € HT(Z) is mapped by fr)

to h(@) := fro)(h) € HH(E®), then for any ¥ in U@ N M;{g) the node

np = np(C) belongs to an interval contained in I}(l(QQ)) (C). In Figure 5, both

cases, when fr) is bijective or not, are illustrated.

Thus, we can find a family of non-intersecting intervals Ij,(u) C 9C,, con-
taining np(u) and no other special point, such that Ij(u) C I}(L?Q)) (u) for all
h € H*(Z) and all Q@ € L. We extend smoothly the family {I,(u)}nen+ (=)

to a E-family of intervals {Iyn}nren+=) on U,. By continuity of the end-

(@)

points of the intervals [ hQ with respect to the topology of the universal curve,
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there exists a contractible Z-neighborhood U, C U/ of u such that, for all

u eU,N 73./\/11{{2) C U, NW, we have I, ,(u') C I](I?Q)) (u').

We now show that one can extend the given multisection |wny, to all
U,N Wllﬂ/r. By the definition of I ,, and U,, the multisection (|wnu, eval-
uates positively at {5 ,}. We can extend ¢|wny, to a multisection s’ on a
neighborhood V,, C U, of W N U, such that s’ evaluates positively at each
I,p(u) for o/ € V,, and h € HT(Z). Let V, be another neighborhood of
W N U, whose closure is contained in V,,.. Let p/, be a smooth nonnegative
function that equals 1 on V) and 0 on U, \ V..

Denote by = the graph obtained by smoothing the internal edges of = and
the edges that have an illegal half-edge of twist zero; then H*(Z) = HT(2)

canonically. Let W be the closure of W in ﬂi/r, andlet Uy, 1,Uy 2,... C Uu\W

be a locally finite cover of U, \ W by contractible S-sets.
By Proposition 3.20, we can construct sections s, € C*W — U,;)

u,t

that are positive with respect to (Uu,i, {lun}pep+(z)). We now take sub-
sets U/ . with 77“- C U, that also cover U, \ W, and let p, ; be smooth

u,i
nonnegative functions that equal 1 on U, and 0 outside of U, ;. Then
Sy = pls’ + Zi21 Pu,iSy,; is defined on all Uy, is smooth and (Uy,{lu,n}n)-

positive, and restricts to ¢ on W N U,. This completes the first step.

Step 2: Since (J,, ar\&+T 3+ﬂ}\/r is compact, the previous step allows con-

structing tuples (=5, Vj, {Ljn}then+z,) s;), with j = 1,..., M, where Vj is

—1 . .
a Zj-set, Upcororr 8+MA/T - Uj\il Vj, and the smooth multisection s,

is (V,{I;n}n)-positive and agrees with ¢ on W NV;. Using a partition of
unity {p;}jeqn subordinate to {V}}e[a, we construct a smooth multisection
so = ) p;s; defined on U = |JV; that agrees with ¢ on Unw.

We claim that sg is positive. Indeed, consider u € 8+ﬂ11~/r NU with u €

./\/l}\/ ", where A has at least one internal edge or illegal boundary half-edge of
twist 0. Let S, be the set of indices ¢ with v € V;. Then for any i € S,

the definition of a Z;-set implies that Z; € 9'A. Let Z, = miesu V;, and for
u' € Zy, write In(u') = ;cg, Lin(u'). Note that for h € H*(A), the intervals

In(u) # (), since each is the intersection of intervals that contain a specific
node ny. Thus, these intervals are also nonempty in a neighborhood Z, C Z,
of u. By the definition of S, and of A-sets, there is a neighborhood Z9 of u
that does not meet Supp(p;) for any i ¢ S,. Thus, on Z/, N ZY, each s} that is
defined evaluates positively at the intervals Ij,, and hence so does sop = Y j; 33».

Step 3: We now construct, for any A without internal edges or illegal bound-

ary half-edges of twist zero and any point u € lex/ " C 3+ﬂ11~/T, a con-
tractible A-neighborhood U, a A-family of intervals {1, } e+ (a) for U, and
a (Uy, {Iu,n }n)-positive section s,. This is straightforward: on the surface X,
we draw intervals I, ,(u) that satisfy the requirements of a A-family of in-
tervals at u. We then extend these in a smooth way to A-family I,,; in a
small enough contractible A-neighborhood U, of u and use Proposition 3.20 to
construct sections s,, € C*°(Uy, I,,) that are (U,, I,)-positive.
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By compactness of a+ﬂ§/r \ U ,we can therefore find tuples (N, Uiy I, 84),s
for i = 1,..., N, such that each U; is a contractible A;-set for A; without
internal edges or illegal half-edges of twist zero, each I; = {I; h}hen+(a,) is a
A;-family of intervals for U;, each s; is (U, I;)-positive, and 3+M1/T\U cCyu..

Fori=1,...,N,let U/ be an open set whose closure is contained in U;, such
that |J U/ also covers 8+ﬂ;/r \ U. For each i, let p; be a smooth nonnegative
function defined on U U |J!, U; that equals 1 on U/ and equals 0 outside U;.
Let po be a smooth nonnegative function such that U\ ((JU}) € Supp(p) C U
and polw = 1. Then o' = Zij\io pis; is a multisection, defined on W and on

=1
a neighborhood of ’PMF/T, that extends ¢. In addition, ¢’ is positive, as one
can see by applying the same argument used for the positivity of sg.

Step 4: The multisection ¢’ is transverse on W and positive near 8+ﬂl/r Let
[ be a graph identical to I" but with injective labels, and let ¢ : ﬂ% — ./\/ll/r

be the quotient map. Extend ¢*¢’ transversally to all of PME/T. Symmetrize

the extension of ¢*o’ with respect to the action of Aut(I') on W — PMl/T

where symmetrization of a multisection is defined in (A.1) in Appendix A. The

result is a pullback ¢*o of a multisection o of W — PMllﬂ/T. Then o is the
required global multisection, and item (1) of the lemma is proved.
We now turn to items (2) and (3). We need two observations.

OBSERVATION 6.6. If T" is smooth and graded without boundary tails, then

there exists s; € C’OO(PMUT, W) that vanishes on PMl/T \ ./\/lllﬂ/r and, for
, the section (s4)c¢ evaluates positively at 0¥ C C.

any smooth C € M;/T

Indeed, for any C € ./\/lllﬂ/T, one can find a vector vo € W¢, thought of as a
global section of |J| over C, that evaluates positively on 9% C C by choosing all
of the zeroes of this section to be internal, using Lemma 3.21, and multiplying
the chosen section by —1 if needed. We can extend v¢ to a section s¢ defined
in a neighborhood U¢ of C with the same properties. From here, a standard
partition of unity argument yields a global section s € I‘(Mllﬂ/ ", W) with the
required positivity. We then obtain the desired section by replacing s; with

ps4, where p is a function on ’PM;/T that is positive on Mllﬂ/ " and vanishes
Py \ ./\/lllﬂ/T, and then extending ps; to
\Ml/r by zero. This verifies Observation 6.6.

qu1ck1y enough when approaching PM
1 / r

OBSERVATION 6.7. If BT has a component with no boundary tails, then for
any Z € 9°T, there is a component of BZ with no boundary tails.

Returning to the lemma, in order to prove item (2), we proceed as in the
proof of the previous item, only that after the third step, if I" has no boundary

tails, we extend ¢ further to a neighborhood of ’PMl/T \ ./\/l%/r in W% "

Observation 6.7 and the strong positivity assumption, if we restrict to a small
enough neighborhood Uy, then for any C' € Uy the extended section (which
we also denote by ¢’ as in the proof of Lemma 6.5) evaluates positively on a
nonempty subset of 0X. Let sy be the section constructed in Observation 6.6.
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Multiply ¢’ by a smooth function p : PM;/T — [0, 1] that equals 0 outside of

Up and equals 1 on 8ﬂ;/r N W;/T, and extend the result to a global section
o that equals zero outside of Uy. Then o = s, +¢” is the required extension.

The proof of prove item (3) is similar to the previous case, and we use
the same notations. We extend ¢ to Uy as above, denoting also the result
by (. Again, by the assumptions and Observation 6.7, for Uy small enough,
the requirement regarding the intersections between the positivity loci of the
branches of s¢ and (¢ holds, since the locus in 0¥ on which a given branch of
a section is positive is a union of open intervals. Defining p,o”,s., and o as

above, we see that the resulting o satisfies the modified requirements. q.e.d.

6.2. Proofs of Lemma 4.10 and Proposition 3.19.

Theorem 6.8. Let E — M be an orbifold vector bundle over a smooth
orbifold with corners, and let V = R'l. Fiz smooth multisections so, ..., s, €
CX(M,E), and let F : V — C°(M, E) be the map

(Ni)iem) — Fa = 50+ Z AiSi.
Denote by par -V x M — M the projection. If the multisection
F e C(V x M,pyE), F (A x)=Fy(x),
is transverse to zero, then the set {v € V|F, h 0} is residual.

This is the orbifold analogue of [21, Theorem 3.52]; the proof is identical.

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Let s be a special canonical multisection of W with the
properties of Proposition 6.2, (1). Denote its components by (s*),cy(r, . »)-
Then s is positive on a set U of the form given in (3.1), hence is nonvanishing
in a neighborhood U of U,. In addition, let

(6.3) wijrk €8, 1<i<], 1<75<d;, 1<k <my;,
be a finite set of special canonical multisections of the jth copy of L;, which
1

together span the fibers of IL; at any point of the compact W&M \ UL

The existence of these multisections is guaranteed by Proposition 6.2, (4). Set

J = {ijk}ijr, V = (R:)?, where i, j, and k range over the values in (6.3).
For any v € V(T'g x,z) and any set K as in the statement of the lemma, write

Ju.x = {abc | ab € K, ¢ € [mg)} C J.
Apply Theorem 6.8 with M = My/", E =W, & Daper La — MY

VU,K = RiA’Kv F= (Fv.,K)A ="+ Z )\awzn A= {)‘a}aeJA,K € VA.,Ka

a€Jp K
Observe that, in the notation of Theorem 6.8, F M 0. Indeed, at any zero

(A u) € Vi X M},/T, the derivatives of F% in the ./\/li/r—directions span W,
by the assumption on s, while those in the V), x-direction span @, x La-
Set Xy x = {X € Vax|(Fax)x h 0}. Then X, i is residual by Theo-
rem 6.8. Moreover, if ap, x : V — V, k denotes the projection map, then
X = mv,K p;}((Xv,K) is residual. Write Sij = Sijix — Zke[m”] /\ijkwijk, and
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s = F) for some A € X. Then for any abstract vertex v € V(I'g x z) and any
set K, we have

50 P sty = (Fox)a MO.
abeK

If (4.5) holds, then for any A € 9T ;. ; there is an abstract vertex v with

rankg W,) + 2 Z d; > dimg (M.
iel(v)

By choosing K = U;¢(,) {i} x [di], transversality shows that s* ® D e x Sapn

does not vanish in M}/T, so s does not vanish in M}\/T. q.e.d.

Lemma 6.9. For any smooth graded open graph T, there exist global strongly
positive multisections. Moreover, for any two such multisections sg and s1,
there is a homotopy H € C;O(PM;/T x [0, 1], W) with H(—,i) = s; fori=0,1

such that every s; is strongly positive.

Lemma 6.9 implies Proposition 3.19: when k = 0, for every A € 9°T' U {T'}, at
least one open component of BA has no boundary tails. The strong positivity,
Definition 6.1, assures that the multisection does not vanish on ./\/l}\/ "

Proof of Lemma 6.9. The existence follows from Proposition 6.2, Item (2).
The “moreover” part follows from the “moreover” part of that item, applied to
s = soWsy (W is defined in Definition A.2). Denote the multisection defined in
Item (2) by 8, and let p : [0,1] — [0, 1] satisfy Supp(po) = [0, 1], Supp(p1) =
[%, 1], and pc(€) = 1. Then the following homotopy satisfies our requirements:
H(—,t) = po(t)so + pr(t)s1 +t(1 —t)s. q.e.d.

6.3. Proofs of Lemma 4.11 and Theorem 3.17.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Let s; be the projection of s to E;, and extend s and r
to a neighborhood Y of V.. By the proof of Observation 3.16 and the definition
of canonical multisections, there is an open subset Y of Y containing V., such
that Yy = Yy U Y for Yy and Y7 which satisfy:

1) All branches of the W-components of both s and r are positive with
respect to the same families of intervals in an open set containing Yj.

2) For any C € Yi, there is a point p € 9X C C such that all branches of s
and r evaluate positively at p.

(Y7 is a neighborhood of the strongly positive boundary strata.) By shrinking
Y, if needed, we assume that Wé k.a \ Y7 is a compact orbifold with corners.
Let Y| be another open set satisfying the same properties, and Y| C Y.
Take a finite set of multisections w; of Fy — Wékﬁ, where 1 < j < m
and Supp(w;) C Wékﬁ \ Y, such that the multisections w; span every

1
fiber of By — OPMg, 4 \ Yy, that is for any choice of a local branch, for
each wy, ..., Wy, the branches span the fiber. Assume, furthermore, that the
multisection w; projects to zero in all but one direct summand of Ey and that
w; is canonical if this direct summand is LL;, whereas w; is pulled back from
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the base (Definition 3.14) if this direct summand is W. Such multisections
— 1
exist by Proposition 6.2, (3) and (4), and the compactness of PMg ;. 2\ Y.
1 1
Let m: PMg ;2 < [0,1] = PMg ;. 2 be the projection, and set, for A € R’

Hy(p,t) = (1 —t)s(p) +tr(p) +t(1 —1) Z Aiw;, pe Yy U 873M§7,€76, t e 0,1].

By positivity, Hy is nowhere-vanishing on Y x [0, 1], and in particular trans-
verse, for each A. For A in a small enough neighborhood N of 0 € R™, the
multisection H)(p,t) is also nonzero on Yy X [0,1]. Apply Theorem 6.8 to
1
M =0"PM;, % (0,1), E=7"E| , V=N, F=H.

OPM . 4

S5

1
For p ¢ Y4, the derivatives of HY in directions tangent to M ;. » span the
fiber (E), whenever s;(p) vanishes, by assumption 2 of our current lemma.
Since the multisections w; span (E2)p, the derivatives of H®' in the R™-

1
directions span (Ez), for all p € 8°PM . -\ Y. Thus, Helem
i

and by Theorem 6.8, the set X = {A € V| Hy rh 0} is residual.

For any I' € A, let Er — Mpr be the bundle induced by E on Mgr,
so that F{Er = E. Write Mp = Mpr x (0,1), and Er = 7fEr, where
7t : Mp — Mpr is the projection. By the definitions of the {w,;} and of A,
there exists H5T : R — C2°(Er — Mr) for any I' € A such that

Hx|ppx(0,1) = (Fr X idgo,1)) " HZY, A € R

Apply Theorem 6.8 with the same V, and M = My, E = Fr, F = HB'.
Since s; rh 0, then also s5T th 0. Thus, the same argument that showed H¢¥ rh 0
shows (HBT)eY 0. Tt follows that Xt = {\ € R™ | HET 0} is residual.

Since X and Xt are residual, X N (.4 Xr # 0, and for any A € X N
MNrea Xr and any T' € A such that BT has no partially stable components, the
homotopy H fr does not vanish at Mp x [0,1] due to transversality and the
dimension count of Observation 3.11. The homotopy H» does not vanish on
Y x [0,1] by of the choice of N. Thus, H) satisfies our requirements for any
Vi € Vi NYy of the form (4.6), and the proof is complete. q.e.d.

Proof of Theorem 3.17. By Lemma 4.10, one can find a global canonical mul-
1 ~ 1
tisection s € C;Y (P Mg 4, 7, E) that does not vanish in 9P Mg, ; or on U, of

the form (3.1). Hence, e (E; S| ) can be defined. If r is another

1

OPMY , ;UUL
__ 1

canonical multisection whose domain contains P M . z U UL, for U’ of the

1
same form, then by Lemma 4.11 applied to C' = 8077./\/1{)‘7 k.a» the trivial bundle
Ey, and Vi = Uy NU', one can find a nowhere-vanishing homotopy between
s and r. Thus, by Lemma 4.12, we have

/1 e(E;s| 1 ):/ L
M OPMS 20U+ M

yk,a

which completes the proof. q.e.d.
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Appendix A. Multisections and relative Euler classes

Our definitions for orbifolds with corners, operations between them, and
orientations are those of [19, Section 3]. Analogous definitions for manifolds
with corners appear in [13]. In short, an orbifold is given by a proper étale
groupoid M = (Mg, My, s,t,e,i,m) (Definition 22 in [19]), which is a category
with objects My and morphisms M;j, where both My and M; are manifolds
with corners.” The source and target maps s,t : G; — Go take a morphism
to its source and target, respectively. The map e : My — M; takes an object
x to its identity morphism 1,, the map ¢ : M7 — M; takes an element to
its inverse, and m is the composition of morphisms, denoted by m(g,h) = gh
whenever defined. The maps s, t, e, i, m are required to be efale, and the map
sxt: My — My x My is proper. The coarse space or orbit space is the
quotient |M| = My/M;, with the quotient topology. The isotropy group of
x € My is the group of elements v € M; with s() = ¢(vy) = z. It is well known
that an orbifold such that the generic isotropy group is trivial, is completely
determined from the local orbifold structure of a cover of its coarse space; see
[18, Proposition 5.29]. The same holds for orbifolds with corners.

An orbibundle E over an orbifold with corners M is given by a vector bundle
m: E — My and a fiberwise linear map

1 B gy My = {(e,y)lm(e) = (1)} = B,

where we write e - v for p(e,v). It is required that

7T(6 ' FY) = S(V)a €- 171'(6) =€, and (6 ! 7) d=e- (76)
whenever the last equality makes sense; see [17, Section 5]. This data naturally
defines an orbifold whose objects are F, and the morphisms and other maps
are defined using 7 and u. The isotropy group of x acts on the fiber E,.

Our discussion of multisections, Euler classes, and their relations follows
[15]. Although there the underlying category is manifolds without boundary,
while for us it is the category of manifolds with corners, the constructions and
proofs are easily adapted to our case. We also refer the reader to the Appendix
of [21] for a short description of the analogous definitions and for manifolds
with corners. Inspired by [15, Definition 4.13], we define:

Definition A.1. A multisection of an orbibundle £ — M over an orbifold
with corners is a function £ : £ — Q>0 that satisfies:

1) for all e = (x,v) € E, and v € X7 with = = t(v), £(z,v) = £((z,v) - v);

2) for each x € Mj there is an open neighborhood U, a nonempty fi-

nite set of smooth local sections s; : U — E, i = 1,..., N called lo-

cal branches, and numbers u1,...,un € Qso called weights, such that
ZveEy L(y,v) = 1forally € Uand £(y,v) = 3=, | ;, ()= pi forallv € E,.

The triple (U, {s;}, ;) is called a local structure for the multisection. We
denote by C°(E) the collection of multisections of E.

When N =1 for all z, the multisection is just a section in the category of
orbibundles over orbifolds with corners. Any section descends to a map from

"More precisely, the category of orbifolds is a 2-localization of the category of proper
étale groupoids by a natural notion of refinement. A similar comment holds for orbibundles.
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the coarse space of M to that of E. We work with multisections because in
the orbifold category, sections may be constrained to vanish at some points.
Additional vanishing constraints come from canonicality, see [21, Remark 3.5].
We write Z(s) = {p | £(p,0) # 0} for the zero locus of a multisection s. A
multisection s is transverse to zero if every local branch is transverse to the
zero section; in this case, we write s i 0.
Linear operations multisections are defined in [15, Page 38] via

(&1 + Lo)(z,v) = Z L1(z,v1)L2(x,v2), AL(z,v) = L(z, \v).
v1+v2=v
These operations define a vector space structure on the set of multisections.
When a finite group G acts on E — M, an induced action on multisections is
defined via (g - £)(z,v) = £(g~(z,v)). The symmetrization of £ with respect
to G is defined in [21, Definition A.10] as the G-invariant multisection

(A.1) £8(z,v) = ng L(z,v).
G| 22
Notation A.2. If £,..., £, are multisections of an orbifold vector bundle
E on an orbifold M, we write
Wi, Li(x,v) = Z Li(z,v)

The support of a multisection is the support of £, which is locally the union
of the images of the local branches s;. We often denote a multisection £ by
its support s. A multisection descends to a function on the coarse space of
E, considering E as an orbifold with corners, so we sometimes use the term
“support” to refer, by slight abuse of terminology, to the support on the coarse
bundle. If s; is the support of £;, then W™ ,s;(x) denotes W™, L;(x,v). In
particular, the support of W, s;(x), as a set, is the union of the supports of
the s;. Under this convention, we have, for any multisection s,

(A.2) Wit, s =s.

REMARK A.3. The boundary 0X of a manifold with corners X is itself a
manifold with corners, equipped with a map ix : X — X. We extend this
map to ix : X UOX — X by the identity. If U C X and V C 90X, then we say
that a section s of a bundle over U UV is consistent if s(x) = s(y) whenever
ix(x) =ix(y), where the equality is obtained using the natural identifications
of the fibers E, and E,,. Consistent multisections are similarly defined.®

Throughout this paper, we omit the maps i x from the notation and identify
x with ix (z). By a section or a multisection, we always mean a consistent sec-
tion or multisection. In particular, canonical multisections are automatically
consistent, as well as all other multisections constructed in this paper.

Let E — M be an orbibundle over an orbifold with corners such that
rank F = dim M. Assume that E and M are oriented, and, while |M| need
not be compact, assume that it has finitely many connected components.

8More precisely, part of the information of a vector bundle E — X in the category of
vector bundles over manifolds with corners is a vector bundle OF — 0X together Wlth
an identification ix : (OE)y — i% Ez. The map ix extends by the identity map to ix
EUOFE — i% E. We use these natural identifications to define the equality of s(z) and s(y).
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Suppose U C |M] is an open subspace such that | M |\U is a compact orbifold
with corners. Let s be (the support of) a multisection of |E| — UUQ| M|, which
is, by definition, induced from a multisection of E on the preimage of U LIJ| M|
in My. Suppose that s vanishes nowhere on U U 9|M]|. Let § be an extension
of s to a multisection of E — M with isolated zeroes. For any |p| € |M] in the
zero locus of s, let p € My be a preimage of |p|, and let (U, {s;}¥,, {u:}¥,) be
a local structure for s at p. By shrinking U if necessary, assume that the only
zero of any local branch s; in U may have is at p, and that E|y is trivialized
as U x R™; then, give the fiber R™ the orientation induced from FE.

Let deg,(s;) be the degree of vanishing of s; at p: It is zero if s;(p) # 0;
otherwise let S be the boundary of a small ball B C U containing p, with the
orientation induced from the orientation of B C M. Let S’ be the L?—unit
sphere in R™ with the orientation induced from the unit ball of R™. We define
deg,(s;) as the degree of the map f: S — S’ given by = — si(2)

[si(z)[2"

Notation A.4. Under the above assumptions, we define the weight of |p| as

1 N
lTE Zizl pi deg,,(s4),

where G is the isotropy group of p. We define, for a global multisection §, the
weighted cardinality of Z(3) as

#2(5) = Zme\w “lel-

One can show that degp(si) and €, depend only on the orientations of
E, M. In fact, it suffices to choose a relative orientation for & — M, rather
than orienting both E and M.

Theorem A.5. Let M, E, and s be as above, and let 5 be a global exten-
sion with isolated zeroes. Then #Z(3) and the homology class Y e,([|p|] €
Ho(|M|; Q) depend only on s and not on §. Changing the orientations of E
and M but preserving the relative orientation does not change the class or the
count. This homology class is therefore Poincaré dual to a relative cohomology
class with compact support H (| M|, 0| M|; Q), which is called the relative Euler
class, and by definition satisfies,

/ e(E,s) = #Z(3).
[M]
When O|M| = 0, the relative Fuler class is the Euler class of the orbibundle.

The independence of choices follows from a standard cobordism argument,
which is easily modified to the orbifold case. The fact that the weighted zero
count of a transverse multisection is dual to the Euler class in the case of no
boundary is a special case of the results of [15]. It extends without difficulty
to our setting. A final useful observation is the following:

OBSERVATION A.6. Let E, M, U, and s be as above. Let U’ C U be an open
set such that |[M|\ U’ is a compact orbifold with corners, and s = s|ga7ju0
Then a transverse extension of s is also a transverse extension of s’. Thus,

/|M o(B;s) = /M| e(F;s) € Q.
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