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SEMISIMPLE FLAT F-MANIFOLDS IN HIGHER GENUS

ALESSANDRO ARSIE, ALEXANDR BURYAK, PAOLO LORENZONI, AND PAOLO ROSSI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we generalize the Givental theory for Frobenius manifolds and co-
homological field theories to flat F-manifolds and F-cohomological field theories. In particular,
we define a notion of Givental cone for flat F-manifolds, and we provide a generalization of the
Givental group as a matrix loop group acting on them. We show that this action is transitive
on semisimple flat F-manifolds. We then extend this action to F-cohomological field theories in
all genera. We show that, given a semisimple flat F-manifold and a Givental group element con-
necting it to the constant flat F-manifold at its origin, one can construct a family of F-CohFT's
in all genera, parameterized by a vector in the associative algebra at the origin, whose genus 0
part is the given flat F-manifold. If the flat F-manifold is homogeneous, then the associated
family of F-CohFTs contains a subfamily of homogeneous F-CohFTs. However, unlike in the
case of Frobenius manifolds and CohFTs, these homogeneous F-CohFTs can have different
conformal dimensions, which are determined by the properties of a certain metric associated
to the flat F-manifold.
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INTRODUCTION

In a series of influential papers |[Giv01al (Giv0O1bl [Giv04], A. Givental, inspired by localization
formulas in the Gromov—Witten theory of projective spaces, described a technique to express the
all genera descendant Gromov—Witten potential of a target variety with semisimple quantum
cohomology in terms of the action of a certain operator on N copies (where N is the dimension
of the target variety’s cohomology) of the descendant potential of a point (also known as the
Witten-Kontsevich tau-function).

Restricting the attention to the genus 0 descendant potential, the situation is described as
the action of a certain loop group of matrices on the space of descendant potentials of calibrated
Frobenius manifolds (i.e., solutions to certain differential equations inspired by Gromov—Witten
theory and well-known in the theory of Frobenius manifolds, see [DZ05])). This action is in fact
transitive when further restricted to semisimple Frobenius manifolds. In this sense, taking as a
starting point the N-fold product of the trivial 1-dimensional Frobenius manifold, the descen-
dant potential of any other fixed calibrated semisimple Frobenius manifold can be recovered by
the action of an operator representing an element of the Givental group connecting these two
semisimple Frobenius manifolds.

The geometric set-up for this result is interpreting the genus 0 descendant potential as the
generating function for a Lagrangian cone in an infinite dimensional symplectic vector space.
The Givental group is then a group of symplectic transformations acting on the set of all such
cones.

In [Giv01b], Givental conjectured how to extend such action to the potential at all genera as
a canonical quantization of the above symplectic action. In particular, Givental’s formula can
be seen as a way to reconstruct higher genus descendant Gromov-Witten invariants of a target
variety from its (genus 0) quantum cohomology, as long as this is semisimple.

In [Tel12], Teleman proved Givental’s reconstruction formula by reformulating the problem
in the language of cohomological field theories (CohFTs), families of cohomology classes on
the moduli space of stable algebraic curves introduced in [KM94] to axiomatize the properties
of Gromov-Witten invariants. In this context, the Givental symplectic loop group is seen as
acting directly on the space of all CohFTs, and this action restricts to a transitive action on
the space of semisimple CohFTs. The explicit form of this action had been known to experts

for a while before being first accurately described in [PPZ15].

In this language, the Givental-Teleman reconstruction theorem relies on two results: the
transitivity of the action of the Givental group in genus 0 (i.e., on descendant potentials of
semisimple calibrated Frobenius manifolds) and the fact that a semisimple CohFT is essen-
tially uniquely reconstructable from its genus 0 part (in fact, up to insertions of Hodge classes
in the general case, and uniquely for homogeneous CohFTs). This shows, in particular, that
the Givental group acts transitively on semisimple CohFTs.

In this paper, we consider a generalization of Frobenius manifolds called flat F-manifolds.
F-manifolds were introduced by Hertling and Manin in [HM99] (see also the book [Man99]).
They are generalizations of Frobenius manifolds, for which one drops the potentiality condi-
tion and the presence of a metric. Flat F-manifolds were first studied by Getzler [Get04] and
Manin [Man05] (in Getzler’'s paper they are called Dubrovin manifolds) and they are often
useful to capture interesting structures in singularity theory and algebraic geometry.

The relevance of F-manifolds stems also from the fact that in this framework it is possible
to capture phenomena that do not always have a natural set-up in the theory of Frobenius
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manifolds. Moreover, many important constructions in the theory of Frobenius manifolds
admit a natural generalization in this framework.

e Painlevé transcendents. Three dimensional semisimple flat F-manifolds equipped with a
linear Euler vector field are parameterized by solutions of the full family of Painlevé VI
(PVI) equations ([Lorl4l [AL19]) and in the non-semisimple regular case by the full
family of PIV and PV equations [AL19]. The same results were proved later with
different methods in [KMS20] (semisimple case) and [KMI19] (non-semisimple case). In
the last paper, the authors proved that PII-PVI appear, as special cases, in dimension 4.
In the case of Frobenius manifolds, no results of this type are known for the non-
semisimple situation.

e Reflection groups. The Dubrovin construction of a Frobenius manifold structure on the
orbit space of a Coxeter group can be generalized to well-generated complex reflection
groups [KMS20, [ALI7, [KMST8|. Moreover, the flat coordinates of the flat F-manifold
are distinguished basic invariant polynomials of the group that generalize the Saito flat
coordinates.

e Open Gromov—Witten theory. Flat F-manifolds appear in genus 0 open Gromov—Witten
theory, as remarked in [BB19]. In particular, the open WDVV equations introduced
by Horev and Solomon in [HS12] can be thought as a particular case of the oriented
WDVYV equations that play the role of the usual WDVV’s in this more general setting.

e Higher genus extension. The notion of a Frobenius manifold can be naturally extended
to higher genus considering CohFTs. It was proved in [BR21] that a similar extension
can be defined also in the case of flat F-manifolds and leads to the notion of an F-CohFT.
In the same paper, the first, all genera, explicit example of an F-CohF'T, relevant for
open Gromov—Witten theory, was constructed.

Due to the variety of applications ranging from integrable systems to Gromov-Witten theory,
it is natural to ask whether Givental’s theory and the Givental-Teleman reconstruction can
be generalized to flat F-manifolds and F-CohFTs. In this paper, we give an answer to this
question in the semisimple case.

The paper is organized as follows.

In Section [I, we develop the theory of semisimple flat F-manifolds in canonical coordinates,
reformulating some known facts and introducing stronger or more precise technical results
needed for Section [2 where we introduce a suitably generalized version of the Givental theory
for flat F-manifolds.

In particular, we prove that to a calibrated flat F-manifold one can univocally associate a
sequence of descendant vector potentials describing a cone in an infinite dimensional vector
space. When the flat F-manifold is Frobenius, such cone is Lagrangian with respect to the
symplectic structure constructed via the flat metric, as proved in [Giv04]. We then introduce a
larger Givental-type loop group (which is not symplectic anymore) and a corresponding action,
which is defined on the space of such descendant cones. We prove that the action is transitive
for semisimple flat F-manifolds, thereby completely generalizing the genus 0 Givental theory.
We also recall the definition of a homogeneous flat F-manifold given in [BB19] and the related
notions of a Saito structure without metric (introduced in [Sab98]) and of a bi-flat F-manifold
(introduced in [AL13]). For homogeneous flat F-manifolds, we show that the R-matrix defining
an element of the generalized Givental group is uniquely determined.

In Section B we study F-CohFTs. They are in fact generalizations of partial CohFTs: the
gluing axiom at a nonseparating node is dropped and, moreover, the complete equivariance of
the classes with respect to permutation of marked points is broken, as one of them carries a co-
vector, instead of a vector. This removes the necessity of a metric, which is then also dropped.
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Indeed, partial CohF'Ts in genus 0 still reduce to Frobenius manifolds, while F-CohFTs give
flat F-manifolds.

Finally, in Section (], we extend our generalized Givental group action to F-CohFTs in all
genera and we show our main result: given any semisimple flat F-manifold, we can construct an
F-CohFT with that F-manifold as its genus 0 part. In fact, because of the absence of the gluing
axiom at nonseparating nodes, some genus 1 information is needed to fix the nonzero genus
part. This is done by specifying the degree 0 part of the F-CohFT on M, 1, which amounts to
a vector G in the F-CohFT phase space V. For each choice of such a vector, we construct a
different F-CohF'T with the given flat F-manifold as its genus 0 part. If the flat F-manifold is
homogeneous, then we construct a decomposition V' = @,c;V; and prove that for Gy € V; the
resulting F-CohFT is homogeneous of conformal dimension 7;. The collection of numbers 7;,
1 € I is determined by the properties of a certain metric that is associated to the flat F-manifold.

It is worth underlying that, despite in the definition of a flat F-manifold one drops the re-
quirement of a metric, typical instead for Frobenius structures, a metric compatible with the
product can nonetheless be constructed [ALI3] around any semisimple point. This hidden
metric plays a crucial role in our proof of the transitivity of the Givental action on the set of
semisimple flat F-manifolds. Moreover, despite the definition of homogeneous flat F-manifold
does not involve the notion of a conformal dimension either, the same hidden metric is at the
origin of the appearence of a tuple of conformal dimensions for the homogeneous higher genus
extensions of a given homogeneous semisimple flat F-manifold.

To put these results in perspective, let us point out the following. When the unit axiom
is dropped, flat F-manifolds are essentially equivalent to Hycomm algebras. In this case, in
a slightly more general set-up, a generalization of the Givental group action for the case of
genus zero curves is given in Section 6 of [KMS13]. A conceptual explanation for this action
as the choice of a homotopy trivialisation of the circle action in BV algebras is also given
in [KMS13] and, from a different perspective, in [DSV15]. A Lagrangian-cone-type description
of the Givental theory for Losev—Manin CohFTs (which exist only in genus 0) is given in [SZ11].
However, we want to stress that the present paper is, to the best of our knowledge, the first
one to consider and fully develop the higher genus Givental theory for flat F-manifolds and
F-CohFTs.

We remark that, beside the aforementioned applications to singularity theory and moduli
spaces of curves, another motivation for studying F-CohFTs and developing a corresponding
Givental-type theory comes from integrable systems. Indeed, as shown in [BR21], to any F-
CohFT one can associate, via a suitable generalization of the double ramification hierarchy
construction of [Burlhl [BR16], an infinite hierarchy of compatible evolutionary PDEs (in par-
ticular, systems of conservation laws). The dispersionless limit of this hierarchy is the principal
hierarchy associated with the corresponding flat F-manifold, see Section 2l In the literature,
there are interesting examples of integrable hierarchies like those studied by Antonowicz and
Fordy in [AF87] whose dispersionless limit can be interpreted as the principal hierarchy of a
(homogeneous) flat F-manifold.

The results of the present paper then allow to construct a family of dispersive deformations
of the principal hierarchy of any semisimple flat F-manifold, parametrized by a vector G at
its origin. In the homogeneous case, choices of GGy exist for which the deformation is homoge-
neous. We will study in detail such dispersive deformations and the properties of the double
ramification hierarchy of an F-CohFT in our next paper.



SEMISIMPLE FLAT F-MANIFOLDS IN HIGHER GENUS 5

Acknowledgments. We thank Sergey Shadrin for providing useful remarks and pointing out
some references. The work of A. B. is an output of a research project implemented as part of
the Basic Research Program at the National Research University Higher School of Economics
(HSE University). P. L. is supported by MIUR - FFABR funds 2017 and by funds of H2020-
MSCA-RISE-2017 Project No. 778010 IPaDEGAN.

1. FLAT F-MANIFOLDS AROUND A SEMISIMPLE POINT

After recalling the definition of a flat F-manifold as a generalization of the notion of a
Frobenius manifold, in this section, we show that a flat F-manifold around a semisimple point
possesses a metric, and we construct rotation coefficients and a sequence of R-matrices. These
objects will play an important role in our later construction of an F-cohomological field theory
in all genera associated to a flat F-manifold.

1.1. Flat F-manifolds and Frobenius manifolds. We recall here the following facts and

definitions from [Get04] [Man03], see also [ALI8] and [Dub96].

Definition 1.1. A flat F-manifold (M,V, o, e) is the datum of an analytic manifold M, an
analytic connection V in the tangent bundle TM, an algebra structure (T,M, o) with unit e on
each tangent space, analytically depending on the point p € M, such that the one-parameter
family of connections V, =V + zo s flat and torsionless for any z € C, and Ve = 0.

From the flatness and the torsionlessness of V, one can deduce the commutativity and the
associativity of the algebras (7,,M, o). Moreover, if one choses flat coordinates t*, 1 < o < N,
N = dim M, for the connection V, then it is easy to see that locally there exist analytic

functions F(t!,... t"), 1 < a < N, such that the second derivatives
OPFe
1.1 o -
(1) 1~ otPor
are the structure constants of the algebras (7,M, o),
0 0 0

== 0 — = (g
o8~ o P ot

Also, in the coordinates t* the unit e has the form e = A“a% for some constants A* € C. Note

that we use Einstein’s convention of sum over repeated Greek indices. From the associativity
of the algebras (T, M, o) and the fact that the vector field A%-Z is the unit it follows that

ote
O*F
m _ fo
O*F> 9*FH O*F> O*FH
(1.3) = 1<a,8,v,6 <N.

otPOtH Ot Otd OtV Otk PO’
The N-tuple of functions F' = (F*, ..., FV) is called the vector potential of the flat F-manifold.

Conversely, if M is an open subset of C¥ and F' ...  FN € O(M) are functions satisfying
equations ([2) and (L3), then these functions define a flat F-manifold (M, V, o, A*2) with
the connection V given by V 2 % = 0, and the multiplication o given by the structure

ta

constants (LTJ).

Definition 1.2. Consider a flat F-manifold (M,V,o,e) and a symmetric nondegenerate bi-
linear form g (often called a metric) on the tangent spaces T,,M analytically depending on the
point p € M. We say that g is compatible with the product o if

G(X oY, Z) = g(X,Y 0 2),
for any local vector fields X,Y,Z on M.
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A point p € M of an N-dimensional flat F-manifold (M, V, 0, e) is called semisimple if T,,M

has a basis of idempotents 7, ..., Ty satistying m o m; = 0y ;7. Moreover, locally around such
a point one can choose coordinates u® such that % o % = 5;”%. These coordinates are
called canonical coordinates. In particular, this means that semisimplicity at a point is an open
property on M. In canonical coordinates we have e =) . a(zi'
A flat F-manifold given by a vector potential (F,... FV) is called homogeneous if there

exists a vector field I/ of the form

al 9
1.4 E= 1 =g )t*+71%)=—, (@a,r* €C,
(14) YL@+

a=1 =F>
satisfying [e, E] = e and such that

oF« « ayf « a a
E* = (2= qa)F* + Agt" + B, for some A3, B* € C.

OtH

Note that this equation can be written more invariantly as Lieg(o) = o, where Lieg denotes
the Lie derivative. The vector field E is called the Fuler vector field.

Definition 1.3. A flat F-manifold (M, Vo, e) is called a Frobenius manifold if it is equipped
with a metric n compatible with the product o and such that Vn = 0. The connection V is then

the Levi-Civita connection associated to n. A Frobenius manifold will be denoted by a tuple
(M, n,0,€).

Homogeneous Frobenius manifolds are sometimes called conformal Frobenius manifolds.

In case a flat F-manifold is actually Frobenius, the vector potential F' can be shown to descend

locally from a Frobenius potential F'(¢*) as F*(t*) = n* _81; fi*) and the Frobenius potential F(t*)
satisfies
PF

1.5 A‘ui = oy 1 < , S N’
(1:5) drdregts <a,f

83F a?,F 83F aBF
L6 v = h 1< 5<N.
o oo droror — aedror’ o oror’ safy,0s

In particular, the structure functions cj, of the algebras (T,M, o) can be written as gy, =

BF
nauat#atﬁaﬂ’ I<a,f,7y<N.

1.2. Metric, rotation coefficients and R-matrices. Consider a flat F-manifold (M, V, o, ¢)
around a semisimple point. Let u',...,u" be the canonical coordinates. By ¢',...,t" we de-
note the flat coordinates.

In general, our flat F-manifold is not Frobenius and so it doesn’t possess a metric which is

covariantly constant with respect to V and compatible with the product o. However, there is a
natural metric compatible with the product o, which was first constructed in [AL13]. Introduce

~ ou’
oo ().

Note that, in canonical coordinates, the connection V, =V + zo is given by

a matrix U by

V+zo:d—dlff-lff_1+sz,

where U := diag(u!,... u").
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Proposition 1.4. 1. The matriz dV - U~ has the form
4% -1 = B+ [F, a0,

where D is a diagonal matriz consisting of one-forms and I is a matriz with vanishing diagonal
entries.

2. We have dD = 0 and
(1.7) d[,dU) = D A [T, dU] + [T, dU] A D + [T, dU] A [T, dU].
Proof. Denote M := dW - UL, The flatness of V, is equivalent to the equation

M AU +dU A M =0,
dM = M A M.

Part 1 of the proposition follows from the equation M A dU + dU A M = 0. For Part 2 we write

(1.8) —dM + (=M + 2dU) A (=M + 2dU) = o@{

d (5 4T dU]) - (5 +T, dU]) A (5 4T dU]) =
& dD +d[I,dU] = D A[T',dU] + [[,dU] A D + [T, dU] A [T, dU],

and it remains to note that the diagonal parts of the matrices [I',dU] and [T, dU] A [T, dU] are
equal to zero. The proposition is proved. ([

Let F?k be the Christoffel symbols of the connection V in canonical coordinates, I = (7;)
and D = diag(ﬁl, - lNDN), where D; are one-forms D; = Zj 5ijduj. Note that Eij = —Féi.
Proposition [ together with the fact Y, 2% = 0 implies that

W —_=
(1.9) Iy =0, ki#j#k
(1-10) P;j = F;‘i - _P}j - 7; i 3& Js
(1.11) Chi=—=> 7

ki

and that the functions 7?; satisfy the following system:

09 ~ixi | ~ind | mix » S
(1.12) Bk =~ 0k + N+ WA i#k# A
o o
(1.13) g 81;“ =0, i J.

k

Since dD = 0, there exists a nondegenerate diagonal matrix H = diag(Hy, ..., Hy) satisfying
dH -H™' = —D.

The functions H; are defined by this property uniquely up to rescalings H; — \;H;, \; € C*.
Define a metric ¢ = Y, g;(du’)? on our flat F-manifold by g¢; := H?. It is clearly compatible
with the product o. If our flat F-manifold is Frobenius, then there exist numbers \; € C* such
that the metric >, A\;g;(du’)? coincides with the metric 7.

Define matrices ¥ and I' by

U:=HU, T=(y)):=HTH"

Let us call the coefficients 75» the rotation coefficients.

Proposition 1.5. We have
(1.14) dv = [T, dU|¥, d[l',dU] = [, dU] A [T, dU].
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Proof. We compute
AW -0t =d (H\T/) U'H'=dH-H '+ D+ H[T,dUJH " = [T, dU],
d[T, dU] =d (H[f,dU]H*) -
== DAL, U]+ (DAL, dU) + [D,dU) A D + [T, dU) A [T, dU]) = [T, dU] A D =

=[T',dU] A [T, dU].
0

Note that the matrix equation d[I',dU] = [I", dU] A [I", dU] is equivalent to the system

&yi, A . .

ook =W, kFiATEE,
k — 9

pt ou

which is the classical Darboux—Egorov system. In the case of a Frobenius manifold, the co-
efficients 7§ are the rotation coefficients of the metric and satisfy the additional symmetry

property 7 = ;.

Note also that we have the system

oul —Zk#y};Hk, if 1 = j.
Introducing a column-vector H := (Hy, ..., Hy), this system can be equivalently written as
(1.15) dH = [, dUH.

Proposition 1.6. 1. There exists a sequence of matrices Ry = Id, Ry, R, ... satisfying the
equations

(1.16) dRy_1 + Ry 1[I',dU] = [Ry,dU], k> 1.
2. The matrices R; are determined uniquely up to a transformation
(1.17) Id+ Y Riz' (m +) Dizi) (m +) Rl-zi> :
i>1 i>1 i>1
where D;, © > 1, are arbitrary diagonal matrices with constant entries.
Proof. 1. The matrices R; can be recursively constructed in the following way. Suppose that

the matrices Ry = 1d, Ry, ..., R,,, m > 0, are already constructed. We define the nondiagonal
entries of R, by

i i ORn);
(1.18) (Roi1)j = (Bn)inf = —5 570 07,
and then determine the diagonal entries by the equation
(1.19) A(Rsr)i = = 3 (R )i (s — du?),
J#i

where the integration constants can be arbitrary. Let us check that this procedure is well de-
fined and gives a solution of equations ([LI6]).
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Suppose that n > 0 steps of our procedure are well defined and produce matrices Ry =
Id, Ry, ..., R, satisfying equations (LI0) with & < n. Let us first check that
d[R,,dU] = [R,,dU] A [T, dU].
For n = 0 this is trivial and for n > 1 we compute
(1.20) d[R,,dU] =d (dR,_1 + R, 1[I, dU]) = dR,, 1 N [I",dU] + R, _1d[I", dU] =
=dR,—1 AN [[,dU] + R, 1[I, dU] A [T, dU] = [R,,, dU] A [T, dU].
Then note that equation (LI9) with m = n — 1 implies that the diagonal part of the matrix
dR, + R,[I',dU] is equal to zero. Moreover, we have
(dR, + R,[',dU]) A dU + dU A (dR,, + R,[I", dU]) = d[R,,,dU]| — [R,,,dU] A [I', dU] = 0,
and, therefore, dR, + R,[I',dU]| = [R,dU] for some matrix R whose nondiagonal entries are

given exactly by formula (LIS), R} := (R,)iv: — a(gz);’ t # j. In order to check that the

diagonal part of R, ., can be defined by equation (LI9) with m = n, we have to check that
d(R[T,dU])% =0,

where (-)4%8 denotes the diagonal part of a matrix. We compute
d(R[T, dU))¥* = ((dR 4 R[T, dU]) A [T, dU])"*¢
and it remains to check that the expression
(dR+ R[I',dU]) AdU + dU A (dR + R[I",dU]) = d[R,dU] — [R,dU] A [T, dU]

is equal to zero, which is true by the same computation as in (L20). This completes the proof
of Part 1 of the proposition.

2. Clearly, transformations (ILIT) preserve the space of solutions of equations (LI6). Sup-
pose that a sequence of matrices Ry = Id, Ry, ... satisfies equations (ILI0). For a fixed k, equa-
tion ((LI6) determines the nondiagonal entries of the matrix Ry in terms of the matrix Rj_; and
this gives formula (LIR). Since [Ry,dU]%# = 0, equation (LIG) determines the differential of
the diagonal part of Ry in terms of the nondiagonal part of Ry_;. This gives formula (L.19).
So all solutions of equations ([LI€) are given by the procedure described in the proof of the
first part of the proposition. At each step of this procedure, the integration constants for the
diagonal entries of R; are totally ambiguous. It is easy to check by induction that, fixing some
choice of integration constants, any other choice can be obtained by a transformation of the
form (CIT). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Note that equation (LIG) for £ = 1 implies that Ry — I' is a diagonal matrix.

Note also that, introducing the generating series R(z) := Id + Y, R;2", the system of
equations ((LI6) can be equivalently written as

(1.21) 2(dR(2) + R(2)[, dU]) = [R(z), dU].

In order to explain the meaning of relations (ILI6), let us consider the system Vz_lg = 0 for
1-forms & = Zf\il & (u*, z)du’ depending on z that are covariantly constant with respect to the
connection V,-1 =V + %o. In canonical coordinates, this system reads

8/\; i~ i~ . .
S MGG, A
O (e ey Ls
oui Z (_Filfz‘ + anl) + ;fi-

I#i
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Let us rewrite the above system for the unknown functions &; defined as E, = H;§;,. We obtain
the system

0 vy
57 it JF1

o0& ! 1~
8’&@' - szgl + ;gm

1£i
which, introducing a row-vector & := (&, ...,&y), is equivalent to the equation
_ 1_
(1.22) d¢ = E[dU,T| + =&dU.
z

For 7% = 0 (trivial flat F-manifold), a fundamental matrix of solutions of this equation is
20 = eU/%. 1t is straightforward to check that, looking for a fundamental matrix = of solutions

of equation (L22)) in the form

==l (101 +) sz’f) :
k>1

one obtains system (LI6). We will see that the formal series in the brackets can be interpreted
as an element of a group acting on the space of flat F-manifolds.

1.3. Flat F-manifolds and Riemannian F-manifolds. In the previous section, we saw that,
around a semisimple point, a flat F-manifold possesses a metric. In this section, we show that
there is a correspondence between semisimple (at any point) flat F-manifolds and Riemannian
F-manifolds.

Let us first recall the local description of flat F-manifolds around a semisimple point in
canonical coordinates.

Theorem 1.7 ([AL19]). Let i, i # j, be a solution of equations (LI2), (LI3). Then the
connection V, given by equations (LA)-(IIl), the structure constants, given by c;-k = ; '

and the vector field e :== ), a?ﬂ define a semisimple flat F-manifold structure, where the co-

ordinates u' are canonical. Moreover, any flat F-manifold around a semisimple point can be
obtained in this way.

Proof. The fact that any flat F-manifold around a semisimple point can be obtained in this
way was proved in the previous section. The converse statement is a direct computation (see

[ALT9] for details). O

In the previous section, we associated to any flat F-manifold around a semisimple point a
metric g = Y. gi(du')? satisfying the condition
1 g

@&uj =20

@5

(1.23)

1<i,j <N.

This condition determines a metric uniquely up to rescalings g; — A\;g;, \; € C*. Thus, we
actually get a family of metrics parameterized by a vector (Ai,...,Ay) € (C*)V. This family
can be described in a more invariant way, without going to the canonical coordinates.

Proposition 1.8. The family of metrics g on a flat F-manifold M around a semisimple point
given, in canonical coordinates, by (L23) coincides with the family of metrics g compatible with
the product o and satisfying the condition

1 .
(1.24) ngij = 5 Z (Cik<d‘9)l] -+ C§k<d‘9)lz) , 1 < 1,7, k < N,
l

where X, Y, Z are local vector fields on M and 0 is the counit, 6(-) = g(e,-).
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Proof. Suppose that a metric g = Y, g;(du’)? satisfies condition (L23). Note that 6 = >, g;du’.
Then the proof of property (I]ﬂl) becomes a simple direct computation based on the expression
of the Christoffel symbols I"; in terms of the functions g;.

Suppose now that a metric g = % ZZ i gijdu’du’ is compatible with the product o and satisfies
condition (L24]). The compatibility with the product o immediately implies that ¢;; = 0 for
i # j. For i = j, the right-hand side of ([L24)) is zero, while the left-hand side is % — 2T, gii,

which gives equation (23] for g; = g;. O

Definition 1.9. [HM99] An F-manifold (M, o,e) is the datum of an analytic manifold M, a
commutative associative algebra structure (T,M, o) on each tangent space analytically depending
on the point p € M, and a unit vector field e such that the condition

(125) LieXoy(O) =Xo Liey(o) + Yo Llex(o)

is satisfied, for any local vector fields X, Y on M. The above condition is called the Hertling—
Manin condition.

If t1,... t" are some coordinates on M, then condition (L23)) is equivalent to the following
condition for the structure constants ¢ of the multiplication o:

N
ock acs ock ocs ocs ocs .
Z ( ]lcs + szck o szcs o chk - _]lck + szck =0, 1<k l,m<N.

at= " gw LT Tpes T g o T gem T oy

s=1

In the remaining part of this section, we will focus on the semisimple case describing the
relation between flat F-manifolds and a special class of F-manifolds called Riemannian F-
manifolds.

Definition 1.10. A semisimple (pseudo-)Riemannian F-manifold (M, g,o,¢€) is the datum of
a semisimple F-manifold (M, o, e) equipped with a metric g compatible with the product o and
such that

(1.26) RYY,Z)(XoW)+ R(X,Y)(ZoW)+ R(Z,X)(Y o W) =0,

where R is the curvature operator for the Levi-Civita connection V associated to gand X, Y, W, Z
are local vector fields on M. If also the condition

Lie.g =0

1s satisfied, then the manifold is called a Riemannian F-manifold with Killing unit vector field.

Remark 1.11. Using semisimplicity, it is easy to check that condition ([L26]) can be replaced
by the equivalent condition

(1.27) ZoR(W,Y)(X)+W o R(Y,Z)(X)+Y o R(Z,W)(X) = 0.

Remark 1.12. The notion of a Riemannian F-manifold appears also in [LPRI1] and [DSTI].
In both cases, the definition involves some extra conditions. In [LPR11], the connection and
the product are required to satisfy the condition %lc;'-k = V¢, while in [DSTI] the counit 6 is
required to be closed.

We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.13. 1. Consider a flat F-manifold (M,V,o,e) around a semisimple point and a
metric g compatible with the product o and satisfying (L24]). Then the tuple (M, g,o,€) is a
Riemannian F-manifold with Killing unit vector field.

2. Consider a Riemannian F-manifold (M, g,o,e) with Killing unit vector field around a
semisimple point. Then there exists a unique torsionless connection satisfying (L24]). With
this connection the tuple (M,V, o, e) is a flat F-manifold.
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Proof. Consider a Riemannian F-manifold (M, g, o, ¢) around a semisimple point. Let u®, ..., u®v

be the canonical coordinates. The compatibility with the product o implies that the metric g
has the form g = Y, g;(du’)? and, therefore, the Christoffel symbols I %, of the connection V
are given by

I =0, i#jAk#d,
~ 19y, -
Fz»:—a—g, 1<4,5 <N,
J QQZaUJ
. 1 g
N =—-—-= ) A 7.
A 29]61,[/]’ Z%j

Equation (L27) reads
(1.28) RELGT + Ry 0™ + R0 =0, 1<i,j,k,,m<N

Note that, because of the skewsymmetry of the Riemann tensor with respect to the second and
the third lower indices, the condition above is satisfied if some of the indices ¢, j, k coincide.
Note also that condition ([L28)) is trivially satisfied when m is distinct from 4, j, k. Therefore,
condition (L2§) is nontrivial only if the indices i, j, k are distinct and m coincides with one of
them, which gives the system

Ri; =0, k#i#j#k

The vanishing of the Christoffel symbols I %, with distinct indices ¢, j, k implies that Rm
vanishes if all the indices ¢, 7, k, [ are distinct. Therefore we come to the system

Ry;=0, RE =0, k#i#j+#k

The skewsymmetry of the tensor R;ji = giR;kl with the respect to the first two lower indices
implies that R,’jij = 0. Thus, condition (27 is equivalent to the system

R =0, k#i#j#k
Since
k or k Tk _ Tk TV Tk :
Rij = =57 B TETL —TRTL —TRTE i#j#k#1,
we conclude that the datum of a Riemannian F-manifold in canonical coordinates is equivalent
to a diagonal metric g = Y, g;(du’)? satisfying the Darboux-Tsarev system

8k
L TETL —TRT —ThTh =0, i£j#£k#4

(129) a i 1] Jjj— e

Let us prove Part 1 of the theorem. Consider a flat F-manifold (M, V,o,e) and a met-
ric g compatible with the product o and satisfying (L27). By Proposition [ in canonical
coordinates we have g = Y. g;(du’)?, where the g;’s satisfy (L23). Note that

T i ~i T 9i =i 9i ~; . .
Fij =T i = V5 ng:_frij == i #
9j 9j
TZZ = P:z = —Z%
J#i
Using these formulas, it is now easy to check that system (L29) follows from system (LI2).

Since >, igfﬁ = >, ;= 0, the unit vector field is Killing.

Let us prove Part 2 of the theorem. Consider a Riemannian F-manifold (M, g, 0,e) with
Killing unit vector field. Let Aﬁ =T # j. It is easy to check that the Darboux—Tsarev

’l_]’
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system ([L29) implies that the functions Aﬁ; satisfy system (ILI2)). The fact that the unit vector
field e is Killing implies that
dg; af;:j

=0= =0.
k k
- ou - ou

Therefore, equation (LI3)) is also satisfied and, thus, by Theorem [[L7], the connection V given
by equations (L9)-(LII)) defines a flat F-manifold (M, V,o,e). The fact that V satisfies con-
dition ([IL24)) or, equivalently, condition (L23]) is obvious.

It remains to check that condition (L24]) determines a connection V uniquely. Denote the
tensor on the right-hand side of this equation by Ay;;. Let us write three equations ([24])
corresponding to the cyclic permutations of the indices i, 7, k:

9gi
au,i — Trij — Trji = Ay,
O
o Ujri — Ujir = A,
9gjk
61; — Tk — Tikj = A,

where I'y;; := > 1'7,9s;. Summing the first and the third equations and subtracting the second
one, we get

1 (Dgi;  Ogir | Ogjp
[y == ] T L

M1 (8uk ou’ i ou’
which completes the proof of the theorem. (l

— Apij + Djig — Aijk) )

1.4. Homogeneous flat F-manifolds. In this section, we will prove that the metric, con-
structed in Section [L2] in the case of homogeneous flat F-manifolds satisfies an additional
homogeneity property. We will also show that an additional homogeneity property allows to
fix uniquely the choice of R-matrices from Proposition L6l

Consider a flat F-manifold (M,V,o,¢e) around a semisimple point. Let t!,... ¢V be flat
coordinates. Suppose that our flat F-manifold is homogeneous with an Euler vector field

N
0
E= Z((l — qa)t* + Ta)%, da, 7" € C.
a=1

In canonical coordinates, we have E = Y (u’ + a') a?ﬁ' for some a' € C. After an appropriate

shift of the coordinates, we can assume that
- 0

E= u'—.

25

Consider the matrices ¥, T’ = (7)., T = (7), the diagonal matrix D (consisting of one-forms)
and the metric g = >, g:(du’)?, g; = H?, constructed in Section [[.2.

Proposition 1.14 ([Lorld]). 1. The diagonal matrizipD is constant, ipD = —diag(dy, . .., 0x),
9, € C.
2. We have

(1.30) Zuﬂ o = 0l zk:uka—u?“ = (6; — &; — 1)y
J
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Proof. Define a diagonal matrix @ by @ := diag(qi, ..., qy). In [BB19] the authors introduced
a family of connections V* on M x C*, depending on a complex parameter \, by
VAY :=VxY 42X oY,
aY A—Q

(1.31) VAY :=— + EoY + =2y,
2 0z z
~, 0 ~ 0
vX@z va%@z' 0,

where 2 is the coordinate on C* and X, Y are local vector fields on M x C* having zero com-
ponent along C*. The authors proved that the connection V* is flat for any value of \. Let us
show how to derive the proposition from the flatness of V*.

Note that equation (I31]) can be rewritten as
~ )4 1 A—1
VoY =—+FEoY+-VyE+—Y.
5z 0z z z

In canonical coordinates, we have

0 ~ O(T!
Ve E=3 Yo <w2y%> E,

and it is easy to check that
- O(U1)
E=1[Wv ! - Y.
) ( ZZ: Y oy

Py 0
(\11 Z Yieo

For an N x N matrix A = (A}) denote by Ext(A) the (N + 1) x (N + 1) matrix defined by

Al if1<i,j <N,
0, otherwise.

Ext(A);» = {

We see that in canonical coordinates the connection V* is given by

_ S 1 O\ ~
V» =d+ Ext <—d\1/-\1/‘1+sz+ <U+5—— (Zu’a ) \1/—1> dz).
z oz out

i

The flatness of the connection V> for any value of A is equivalent to equation (L8) together
with the equations

(1.32) dB + [B, M] =0,
[U, M] + [B, dU] =0,

where M :=dU - U~! and B := ipM = (ZZ uigl‘?i) U1, Equation (I:32) implies that

dB +ig(MAM) =0 S ip i (dm) = 0.
The diagonal part of dM is dD = 0. Therefore, the diagonal part of dB, which is d(iEﬁ),
vanishes. This proves the first part of the proposition.

Denote A := —izD. Since H is defined by dH - H™! = —5, we get > . uigﬁ = AH, which is

exactly the first equation in ([L30). We see that B = —A + [T, U]. Therefore, equation (32
implies that

d[l, U] + [-A + [I,U],D + [, dU]] = 0.
Substituting I' = H~'T'H, we get
d[l’,U] = [[A, 1], dU] + [T, aU], [T, U]].
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Applying the contraction ig to both sides of this equation, we get
O
UZ—., U

which is exactly the second equation in (L30]). This completes the proof of the proposition. [

or
out

— [AT]-T,

+ [0, U] =[ATLU] = ) o

Remark 1.15. If our homogeneous flat F-manifold is a conformal Frobenius manifold of con-
formal dimension §, meaning that Liepn = (2 — 8)n, then §; = =, 1 <i < N.

Proposition 1.16. There exists a unique sequence of matrices Ry = Id, Ry, Ry, . .. satisfying
the differential equation (LIG) and the homogeneity condition

LO(Ry); i
(1.33) > u Ws] = (6 —6; — k)(Ry)},  k>0.

S

Proof. As we know from the proof of Proposition [[L] without requiring property (L33) a
sequence of matrices Ry, is recursively determined in the following way. Suppose that matrices

Ry, Ry, ..., Ry, m > 0, are already constructed. Then the nondiagonal entries of R, are
given by
i i O(Rm); .,
(1.34) (Rm+1)j = (Rm)i7; — 3Ti]’ i F
The diagonal entries of R, 1 are determined by the equation
(Rt Roi1)iy] if j # i

(135) ( fl)z _ ( +1)]/7@7 L 1 ]#'l, 1<i,j< N,

u’ = i B1)iis i =14,

uniquely up to constants, which can be arbitrary. Suppose that the matrix R,, satisfies the
homogeneity condition (L33]). From formula (L34]) and Proposition [[L14] it follows that the
nondiagonal entries of R, also satisfy the homogeneity condition (L33]). Formula (L35]) im-

plies that Y u®52 8(1%87;;?1)2 =—(m+2) 8(1282;1)2 for any 7 and j. Thus, unique functions (R,,;1)!
satisfying equations (L33]) and (L3H) are given by
i 1 i i J
(Bmt1); = Tl (w —u) (Rs1) 7 -
J#
The proposition is proved. O

Remark 1.17. In [AL13], the authors introduced the notion of a bi-flat F-manifold, which
is the datum of two different flat F-manifold structures (V,o,e) and (V*, %, E) on the same
manifold M intertwined by the following conditions:
(1) le, E] = e, Lieg(o) = o;
(2) X*xY = (FEo) ' X oY (or XoY = (ex)*X xY) for all local vector fields X,Y on M;
(3) (dyv—dy+)(X o) = 0 for all local vector fields X on M, where dy is the exterior covariant
derivative.

Using the fact that the connection V* can be expressed in terms of the other data, in [ALIT], the
authors proved that in the semisimple case the structure of a bi-flat F-manifold is equivalent to
the datum of a flat F-manifold, equipped with an invertible vector field E satisfying condition (1)
from the list above and also the property VVE = 0 (see [KMS18| for the discussion of the reqular
case). In other words, on the complement of the discriminant (i.e., at the points where E is
invertible) any regular homogeneous flat F-manifold is equipped with a bi-flat structure.
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Remark 1.18. The structure (V,o,e, E) where E is a linear Euler vector field can be also
characterized in terms of a flat meromorphic connection on the bundle 7T M on P x M called
Saito structure without metric (see [Sab98| for details). In particular, assuming the existence of
flat coordinates diagonalizing the matriz VE, it turns out that Saito structures without metric
are equivalent to homogeneous flat structures.

1.4.1. Example: extended 2-spin theory. An example of a flat F-manifold is given by the ex-
tended r-spin theory, constructed in [JKVOI] and then studied in details in [BCT19, Bur20),
BR21]. Let us consider the case r = 2 and compute the metric, the rotation coefficients, and
the R-matrices.

The vector potential of the flat F-manifold of the extended 2-spin theory is given by (see,

e.g., [BR21] Section 4.3])

) 2 ) Y 12 *
The unit is %. The flat F-manifold is homogeneous with the Euler vector field
0 1,0
E=t"—F+-t*—.
ot! + 2 Ot?

The set of non-semisimple points coincides with the t!-axis. Consider our flat F-manifold around
a point (0,7), 7 # 0. The canonical coordinates satisfy the system of differential equations

ou’ ou’ ou’
- - _ S 2 ;
T
from which we find
11
u =t =yl N 1 0
u? =t! — @’ t? =v/2(u! — u?), v (1 _t2> '

We then compute

~ o~ 0 0 dtt 0
1 _ _
A - —(Jg ¢>, dU—(o dﬂ—ﬂﬁa’

~ 0 0
(t*)? 2

Let us choose the parameters i, Ay such that H|u1 2y—( ) = Id. We obtain

i=(69) t=(mo) (5
0 & G 5 T

1
51 - 0, 52 = —5
It is easy to check that a unique sequence of R-matrices given by Proposition [L.16 is the

following:

and find

We see that

Ry, = " . =1
N O L A
In particular, we have

1 0 0 0
v (t1,£2)=(0,7) = <1 _7_> ) Rm’(t17t2):(0’7.) = <(_1)m(2m—1)!! 0) , Z 1.
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2. GIVENTAL-TYPE THEORY FOR FLAT F-MANIFOLDS

In this section, we recall the notion of a calibrated flat F-manifold, introduced in [BB19], and
interpret such an object as a certain infinite dimensional submanifold in the space CV[[z, 271]].
This generalizes a similar result of A. Givental about Frobenius manifolds and allows
to introduce a group action on the space of calibrated flat F-manifolds. We then prove that
this group action, combined with linear changes of coordinates, is transitive on the space of
semisimple calibrated flat F-manifolds.

Let us fix a point fopg = (t})rlg, Ces té\ilg) € CV and denote by Rl the ring of formal power
series in the shifted variables ¢* — ¢5;,. In this section, we consider flat F-manifolds defined on

a formal neighbourhood of Z,ye, which means that the functions describing the structure of our
flat F-manifolds belong to the ring Rlers,

2.1. Calibrated flat F-manifolds and descendant vector potentials. Consider a flat F-
manifold structure given by a vector potential F = (F' ... FVN) F* € Rleiz and a unit

A~ a?a’ A® € C. We will often denote the unit by %. A calibration of our flat F-manifold is

a collection of functions Qg:g € Rleis, 1 < o, < N, d > —1, satisfying Q30 = g and the
property

aQa,d
(2.1) ati’o =t d >0,
where ¢f = Btﬁaﬂ Introduce N x N matrices Qf, d > —1, by (2§)§ := Q3§ ¢ Bquation (2]

a,0
8,0
oty

and, thus, equation (2I]) can be written in the matrix form as

AP = Qb dQl, p>0,

implies that ¢, =

where d(-) denotes the full differential. A calibration is determined uniquely up to a transfor-
mation

(2.2) <Id+ZQd ! d) — G(z (Id+ZQd ! d) G(z) € End(CM)[[2]], G(0) = 1d.

d>1 d>1

A flat F-manifold together with a calibration is called a calibrated flat F-manifold.

To our calibrated flat F-manifold one can associate a two-parameter family of matrices (2F,
p,q > 0, in the following way. Let us introduce matrices QJ = (Qg’g), d > 0, by the equation

(2.3) <Id + Z(—1)d93_1zd> <Id +) lezd> —Id.

d>1 d>1

By definition, we put Q°, := Id. The matrices QO satisfy the equation

(2.4) A =dg -, p>0.
We define matrices (2 = (Qg:g), p,q >0, by
q mﬂm p
—i —i €q- i(yi—
(2.5) N G § K ¢S O R N C § L/

1=0

Let us present the construction of the descendant vector potentials associated to our cali-
brated flat F-manifold. We will use the notation Qy) := APQ3". Equation (Z)) implies that

Q?{:g — t“ is a constant, Q?{’,g =t 4+ e=(ct,...,cN) e CVN. Let
C\P . ()P torigt+C
(€ )B,q T Qﬁ,q 17— € R
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Consider the principal hierarchy associated to our calibrated flat F-manifold:

o o
(2.6) w:@&((g 5), 1S BN, d>0.
The ﬂows of the principal hierarchy pairwise commute. Since (QC) 10 = t%, we can identify the

o 0 _ Aa_ O
flows 2 5 and o = A B

given by the flows =5 Denote by (v topye ¢ Rzorigﬁ[[t*Zl]] the solution of the principal hierarchy

Clearly, the functions v* = t satisfy the subsystem of system (2.6])

specified by the 1n1t1al condition
(vtop)a .
>

It is often called the topological solution.

=tg.
=0 0

Let -
(Qtop)g: (Qc) t'y'_>(vtop) e Rtorig+c[[t*21]:|'

The descendant vector potentials F- = (Fha ..., FNa) a >0, of our calibrated flat F-manifold
are defined by

Fr = @) € R a0,
b>0
where qbﬁ = tf — AP%,1. We have the property
OF 4 wa

t )
(2.7) Y = (@ Op)ﬁ,b'
b
The function F* coincides with the function F*°|;s 5, up to an affine function in the
>1_0

variables t7.

Remark 2.1. We see that in the construction of the descendant vector potentials we have to
go from the functions Q30 to the shifted functions (Q°)57. Actually, if we start from the shifted
vector potential ((F€)', ..., (FO)N) given by (F°)* := F®|s5_cs, then the functions ()50
define a calibration and in the further construction of the descendant vector potentials we don’t
have to do any shifts and get the same functions F**. That is why, in [BB19] the authors don’t
write explicitly the shifts needed in the construction of the descendant vector potetentials. We do
it because we want to study the action of transformations ([2.2)) on descendant vector potentials
and such a transformation shifts a point around which formal functions F4* are defined.

Let us adopt the convention
Foo = (=1)"*g*, |, ifa<0.

Proposition 2.2. A sequence of N-tuples of functions (F,...,FNa), Foo e Rbons[[t5,]],
a > 0, is a sequence of descendant vector potentials of a flat F-manifold if and only if the
following equations are satisfied:

8]:0‘ @
(2.8) Z qu = — Fool a € Z,
b>0
wm
(2.9) quﬁ 3 =F4, a €7,
b>0 g,

82}'04,0 aJT_';L,O aQJt‘a,O
8qbﬁ+1aqg N 8(]5 0o 9gc”
DF et gFea  Fee gFrO

(2.11) + - , a,b> 0.
oqy  Oqy,,  Odb  Og,

(2.10)
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It is not hard to check that equations (Z.I0) and (ZI1)) imply the following generalizations
of equation (2.10):
82‘Foz,a 8‘Fu,0 aZFa,a
(2.12) 3 = oA a,b,c >0,
0q,,,10q.  0Og, dqy9q¢
82;04,(1—}—1 afoz,a aZFu,O
0q)0¢0  0ay g, 9}

(2.13) a,b,c > 0.

Proof of Proposition[22. Suppose that N-tuples (F1¢, ... FNa) q > 0, are descendant vec-
tor potentials of a flat F-manifold. Equation (Z8) was proved in [BB19]. Also we have

> b0y J 3(1;;;) = 0 [BB19], which implies that Zb>0q go Py )” = 0. Therefore, equation (Z9)

is true. Equation (ZI0) follows from equations (2.4]) and Qﬂ) The last equation (ZI1]) follows
from equation (2.5]).

Suppose now that functions F*¢ € Rlns[[t5,]] satisfy equations (ZF)-(ZII). Then it is
straightforward to check that the functions F'* and Qg:g given by

a,d 8‘Fa’d

=0’ ﬁyo T ﬁ ’
>
' My i o

define a calibrated flat F-manifold such that the N-tuples (F%¢, ... FN¥:) are its descendant
vector potentials. ]

Let F* (t%), a > 0, be a collection of descendant vector potentials and consider a linear change
of variables

tal—>ta() Mﬁ‘té‘,

where M = (Mg) € GL(C"). Then it is easy to see that the collection of functions (M.F)™(t)
defined by

(2.14) (M.F)™ .= MgF"| a>0,

tB:(Mfl)B“‘/ )
satisfies all the equations (2.8)-(.II) and, thus, gives a collection of descendant vector poten-
tials. The unit vector field A® ?a of the associated flat F-manifold is given by Ao = Mg A",
Clearly, this defines a GL(CY)-action on collections of descendant vector potentials. We will

use the notation
MF" = (M.F)", ... (MF)N.

2.2. Ancestor vector potentials. Consider a collection of descendant vector potentials F
Fer € Rless[[t4,]]. They are called ancestor if To.y = 0 and the following property is satisfied:
OF @

2.15 =0, ab>0.
(2.15) oty

t:=0

Lemma 2.3. Consider a flat F-manifold structure given by a vector potential F with F® &
C[[tt, ..., tN]]. Then there exists a unique calibration giving a collection of ancestor potentials.

Proof. 1t is easy to check that such a calibration is uniquely determined by equation (Z1]) and

. 70 le% %
the properties ) = %fﬁ — %I;B o and QO‘O} =0,a>0. O

A unique calibration described by this lemma will be called the ancestor calibration.

Let us assign to the variable tf degree b — 1, deg tf =b—1.
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Lemma 2.4. Consider a collection of ancestor vector potentials F, a > 0. Then
(2.16) deg F** < —a—2, a>0,

which means that all the monomials that form the power series F“* have degree less or equal
to —a — 2.

Proof. By equation (29), we have F*¢

p:—o = 0. Therefore, property (2.16)) follows from the

property
OF e
deg 5 <—-a-b—-1, a,b>0,
ot
which can be easily checked by induction using relations (2I2)) and (ZI3). The lemma is
proved. O

Remark 2.5. Lemmal[2.4) implies that for a collection of ancestor vector potentials F* we have
Fo e Clty)llts, 1)

Therefore, for any collection of constants cf € C such that cg = cf = 0 the formal power

series F“ can be expressed as a formal power series in the shifted variables (tf +c£), for which

property (216) still holds.

2.3. Constant flat F-manifolds. A flat F-manifold given by a vector potential ' = (F*!,... FV)

a
oK are constants.

is called constant if its structure constants ¢§, = 7755

In any rank N > 1, the simplest Constant flat F-manifold has the vector potential F =
<ﬂ Ce #) and the unit SV

Its ancestor vector potentials are given by

2 a=1 Bto"

1 [1¢5
- Z Z n(n—1)a []d! az0.

n>a+2 diy,...,dn,>0
S di=n—2—a
This flat F-manifold is called the trivial flat F-manifold of dimension N. Applying to it the
GL(CM)-action ([2I4), we can get the ancestor vector potentials of any semisimple constant
flat F-manifold. Clearly, in canonical coordinates the Christoffel symbols of the connection V
and the rotation coefficients of any semisimple constant flat F-manifold vanish.

2.4. Flat F-manifolds and the geometry of CV[[z,27!]]. Let H := C¥[[z,27!]]. Denote
by ¢1,..., ¢y the standard basis in CV. Any element f(z) € H can be expressed as

( )d—l—l (ba
f(z) = ZT +> q50az?, P35 €C,

d>0 >0

in a unique way. We view the coefficients p§ and ¢§ as coordinates on the space H. We have

the decomposition H = H, & H_, where H, = CN[[2]] and H_ = 27 1CV[[z7]].

Consider a collection of functlons Feo ¢ Rleis[[t5,]], 1 < o < N, a > 0. Recall that we

relate the variables tﬁ and q by qb = tbﬁ — APGy . We view F®¢ as formal functions on the
space H near the point fog — ¢n2, where ¢y := A%p,. Consider the graph of the collection
of functions F** in the space H:

C:={(pl,q¢)cHlp; =F*} CH.

Theorem 2.6. The functions F** satisfy equations [Z8)—(2ZI1) if and only if the following
three conditions are satisfied:
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1. C is a cone with the vertex at the origin,

2. for any point f € C, we have f € 2T4C, where TyC C H denotes the tangent space to C
at the point f;

3. for any point f € C, the tangent space TyC is tangent to C along 2T%C.

Note that, comparing to a similar result about Frobenius manifolds [Giv04, Theorem 1],
we just drop the condition that the cone is Lagrangian and the condition that any tangent
space L is tangent to C exactly along zL. Actually, the second of these two conditions follows
automatically from the conditions of Theorem We will show it in Lemma 27 after the
proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem[2.8. Clearly, C is a cone with the vertex at the origin if and only if the vector
field 3,0 qg% + D a0 pg% is tangent to C, which is equivalent to equation (2.9)).

Assume now that equation (2.9) is satisfied. Therefore, for any f € C the tangent space T;C
passes through the origin. Since C is the graph of the collection of functions F**, we can lift
the coordinate vector ﬁelds on H. to vector fields e,, on C, which give a natural basis in
the tangent spaces to C. We have

B OFP
2

(& = — R
a,a a o R

1<a<< N, a>0.

Consider now a point [ = (pf, q%) € C. We have 271 f = (ﬁf, q%), where

~ o ~3 _ _qg’ 1fb:0,
qa - QG+1’ pb - _‘Fﬁvb_17 lf b Z 1

The condition f € 2TyC < 2! f € T}C is satisfied if and only if the vector

0
> i i~ P

a>0 a>0 Pa+1

c Tf?’[

belongs to TC. The last property is equivalent to the equation
Z o 8.7:5’b —.Fﬁ’b_l, if b > 1,
Qo177 & = .
i 0q¢ —qy, if b=0,

which is exactly equation (2.8]).

Let us assume that equations ([2.8) and (Z3)) are satisfied. For a tangent space TC, a basis
in 2T%C is given by the vectors

0 0.7:50 0 Z@]—"ﬁ’
3q3+1 3q0 b>1 9qg apb 1’

2€q,q = 1<a<<N, a>0.

Thus,

oFmt OF P N OFPr  QFrO QFPP
dge ° dq2 o4, Oq¢ Ogf

where the last equation coincides with (Z.1T]).

ZTC CTiC & z€q,0 = €aatl —

Let us assume now that equations (2.8)), (2.9) and (211 are satisfied. We already know
that for any point f € C we have f € 2T%C C T4C. Therefore, the space T}C is tangent to C
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along 2T%C if and only if the Lie derivative of the coefficient of (,ga in e, . along the vector

field zeg is zero. The last property is equivalent to the equation

0 B OF™0 9 N OF* 0
8q5+1 6(]5 0g0 ) Dge .

Since we have assumed that equation (ZIT]) is satisfied, the last equation is equivalent to
equation (ZI0). The theorem is proved. O

The cone C C H obtained from a calibrated flat F-manifold by the construction described
above will be called a generalized Givental cone. The generalized Givental cone corresponding
to an ancesor calibration will be called an ancestor cone. The ancestor cone corresponding to
the trivial flat F-manifold of dimension N will be denoted by C&".

Lemma 2.7. Consider functions F** satisfying equations [28)-ZII)) and the associated cone
C C H. Then each tangent space L to the cone C is tangent to it exactly along zL.

Proof. The subspace zL C L has codimension N and a basis in L/zL is given by the vectors e, .

The coefficients of a}% in the vector fields e, , give natural functions on the space of tangent
b

spaces to C. Consider the coefficient Coef, 5 se10 = aafTi’O and the Lie derivative L., of it
0 0 ’
along the vector field e, . Since
OFPO
<Lea,0ﬁ - 55’
QD / 1g2=6.0t0,—8c140
we see that any tangent space L to C is tangent to it exactly along zL. U

Consider a map M € GL(CY), M¢, = MPps. It induces a linear map H + H and,
obviously, the conditions for a cone C formulated in Theorem are preserved by this map.
It is easy to see that the transformation of the corresponding descendant vector potentials is

described by formula (2.14]).

2.5. J-function. Consider a generalized Givental cone C C H. In the same way as for the case
of Frobenius manifolds [Giv04], one can introduce the J-function associated to C. For this we
consider the intersection of the cone C with the affine space —z¢y + 2H_. Via the projection
to —z¢y + CV along H_, the intersection becomes the graph of a function from CV to H called
the J-function:

CN 3 1% > J(=2,1%) = —2¢n + %0 + > _ Jk(t*)(—2)7F.

Jj=1
If F* are the descendant vector potentials, corresponding to the cone C, then, clearly,

Ju(t*) = Foklg, k> 1.

t,=0"

The cone C is uniquely determined by its J-function. This fact can be derived, for example,
from equation (2IT).

The J-function of the cone C{™ is

N
J(z,t") = Z 22 ¢,
a=1
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2.6. Generalized Givental group action. Consider two groups

Gy = {R(@ =Id+)» Rz € End(CN)HzH} :

i>1

G_:= {S(z) =1d + Z Szt € End(CN)[[z_l]]} :
i>1
Let us call the groups G, and G _ the upper triangular and the lower triangular group, respec-
tively. If we ignore for a moment potential problems caused by infinite summation, we can
say that the groups G and G_ act on the space H by the left multiplication. Moreover, the
conditions for a cone C formulated in Theorem are preserved by these actions. Thus, we
get GL-actions on the space of calibrated flat F-manifolds. Let us analyze these actions more
carefully.

2.6.1. Upper triangular group.
Proposition 2.8. The G -action on the space of ancestor cones is well defined.

Proof. Let C C H be the cone corresponding to a collection F of ancestor vector potentials.

Consider a point
-1 a+1foz,a¢a N Y
foy = 3 E T S g, e

a>0 a>0

For R(z) € G4, we have

_1\a+1 ~a,a
R f() = 3 EN T e | S g

a>0 a=0
where
(2.17) _qa —+ Z qa i Z z af-u,z a— 1 a Z O,
i>a+1
(2.18) ¢ Fea ST (RRFR, a>0.

i>1
Lemma [2.4] implies that the infinite sums on the right-hand sides of these two equations are
well defined. Lemma [2.4] also implies that the transformation ¢S — ¢& can be considered as
a change of variables. Therefore, we can express the functions F*“(¢f) as functions of the
variables g, F**(q*) = F**(g*). Note that the function F** is a formal function around the
point
R()(-012) = ~6nz — 3 (R0, € Ao
i>1
but, by Remark .3 it can be expressed as a formal function around the point —¢y 2.

It remains to check that the descendant vector potentials (.7? La .. ,.7? N.a) are ancestor. Let
us express the functions F** as formal power series in the variables ff = (}f + APSy,. For-
mulas (2I7) and (2I8) imply that property (ZI6) holds for the functions F*®. Therefore,

pFe

. =0 and the descendant vector potentials (.7? La FN @) are ancestor. t
b 17z=0

Consider a collection of ancestor vector potentials 7 and the corresponding cone C C . For
R(z) € G, denote by R(z).F = ((R(z).F)be, ..., (R(2).F)M) the ancestor vector potentials,

corresponding to the cone R(z)C C H. Recall that we use the convention

Foo = (=1)""g¢*, ,, ifa<O.
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Proposition 2.9. The infinitesimal action of the group G on the space of ancestor vector
potentials is given by

(2.19)
7 « a+1 i—7—1 af'aa V,i— 1
=Y (=D g Pt >y (=) ) o — o FTh a>0,

e=0 i>1 i>1,5>0

where 7(z) = Y ,5, 132", 7 € End(CV).
Proof. We have

eer(z)[f]aa’ 5 s _Faa

q,
where g and Fea are given by formulas (ZI7) and (ZIR) with R(z) = ¢=®). Differentiating
both sides of this equation with respect to € and setting e = 0, we get formula (2.19)). O

2.6.2. Lower triangular group. Consider a flat F-manifold with a vector potential F, P e
Rlerie its calibration given by matrices Qf, and the associated descendant vector potentials F ‘
Feor € Rlesste[[tL]], where ¢* = Q‘f{lg —t®. Let C C H be the associated cone.

Proposition 2.10. Consider an arbitrary element S(z) = Id + >..., Sz € G_ and let
log S(2) = s(2) = > oy sz " -

1. The cone S(z)C is well defined. It corresponds to a collection of descendant vector po-
tentials, which we denote by S(2).F = ((S(2).F)",...,(S(2).F)N), with (S(2).F)* €
Rionste=5191 (12 given by

(220)  (S(2).F) = ¢ (f‘””rz ) (S Fre Tt 4 (1) Z(Sz)ﬁQf_a_1>,

i>a+1

where s(z) = Zpé(si)gqﬁj%.
j=
2. The descendant vector potentials S( ). F correspond to the same flat F-manifold, but with

the different calibration given by the matrices Qd defined by

d+ > 0f 't =8(—21) (Id +) Qg—lzd> :

d>1 d>1

Proof. 1. For a point

-1 a+1f‘a,a o
f(z)zz( )za—i—l ¢ +qu¢a2aéc,

a>0 a>0
we have »
(=" H(F)*Pa
S(ef(z) = 3 T e S g,
a>0 a>0
where
_qa + Z HQQ-i-Z S(z)qa’ a >0,
i>1
( —Fxa Z z a}'ua i ( 1)a+1 Z (Si)quy_a_l’ a> 0.
i>a+1

Expressing the function (F')®® as a function of the variables (¢');, we get formula (2Z20). This

proves Part 1 of the proposition.
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2. Denote S(z)™' =1d + 37,4 S;z~". Then we have ?22 =Pl .S;, p > —1. From this,

it is easy to see that the topological solution (v*°P)® and the matrlces (Qt"p) , corresponding to
the new calibration are given by

b+l _
(@”top)a — efs(z)<vtop)a’ (Qtop)g — efs(z) (Z(Qtop)gzsl> )
=0

Then for the descendant vector potentials (.7? La .. ,j-: N.a) corresponding to the new calibration
we get

oS ) = e T (zmwp);ﬁg & >g) _

b>0 b>0 i=0
- b+1 N
—e ") <Z(51)5(JZ+j D () (S )Z) =
b,j>0 i=0

=50 ( Z (Qtop)ff?(s) (S))od s + Z <§b+1)§<51)5q5+j> -

i,5,0>0 b,7>0

e (fao Z<sl+1>3qr) = (S().F)°.

>0

Knowing that F* = (S(2).F)*° is enough to conclude that F*¢ = (S(z).F)* for all a > 0.
This completes the proof of part 2 of the proposition. O

Proposition 2.11. Any generalized Givental cone can be obtained from some ancestor cone by
the action of an element from the group G_.

Proof. Choosing a matrix Sy such that Sy¢y = foie + € and using Proposition 210, we get
((Id + Syz).F)** € RO[[t4,])-

So, without loss of generality, we can assume that f, = ¢ = 0. Using again Proposition 210,

we see that the cone .
(1@1 + Z(—l)jzj961(0)> C

j>1
is ancestor. The proposition is proved. O

Let F = (F',...,FN), F* e C[[t!,...,t"]], be a vector potential of a flat F-manifold. Denote

by C the associated ancestor cone and by ) the matrices defining the ancestor calibration.

Consider a family of vector potentials Fr, depending on formal parameters 7', ..., 7V

(r1,...,7V), defined by

77—:

F2 = F®ppirs € CIT[[E7]]-
Denote by C= the associated family of ancestor cones.

Lemma 2.12. We have

(2.21) (Id+z 17 ()2 ﬂ’) C.

j>1

According to Proposition 2.I0, the object on the right-hand side of equation (221]) is a germ
of a graph over the point —7%¢, — ¢12 € H., while C= is a germ of a graph over the point
—¢12 € Hy. However, since the parameters 7¢ are formal, the cone on the right-hand side can
be considered as a germ of a graph over the point —¢y2z € H..



26 ALESSANDRO ARSIE, ALEXANDR BURYAK, PAOLO LORENZONI, AND PAOLO ROSSI

Proof of LemmalZ12. By Proposition 2.I0] the cone on the right-hand side of equation (2.21))
corresponds to the same flat F-manifold given by the vector potential F' together with the
calibration

-1
d+> 0 () = (Id +) Q%I(T*)Zj> (Id +) le(t*)zj> :
j>1 j>1 j>1

By Remark 2.} this cone also corresponds to the flat F- mamfold given by the vector poten-
tial F'> together with the calibration Id + 2321( ™))%, Since

(Id + Z(Q?)élz]) = (Id +) lezJ)
i1 -

j=1
the cone on the right-hand side of ([22I]) is indeed the ancestor cone corresponding to the flat
F-manifold with the vector potential F-. O

—1d,

to=ro

2.7. Reconstruction of semisimple flat F-manifolds. Consider a flat F-manifold given
by a vector potential F' = (F',..., FN), F* € C[[t,...,t"]]. Consider the constant flat F-
manifold given by the structure constants of our flat F-manifold at the origin. We call this
constant flat F-manifold the constant part of our flat F-manifold.

Theorem 2.13. Suppose that our flat F-manifold is semisimple at the origin. Then the corre-
sponding ancestor cone C can be obtained from the ancestor cone C*™' of the constant part by
some element R(z) of the group G .

Before proving the theorem, let us present an important technical result. Consider a cali-
brated flat F-manifold given by a vector potential F' and matrices Qf, F® Qa’p € Rleris | and the

associated descendant vector potentials F , F® € Rlers+[[t% ]]. Recall that the constants ¢*
are given by Q‘f{g = t* + ¢*. Consider the assomated cone C C H.

Proposition 2.14. The cone C has the following parameterization:

C= { (Z(—l)jﬂélzJ) qu‘¢azi} :

Proof. During the proof of the proposition we will denote the coordinates on H by ﬁf and ¢%.
We have

) S s s (D)o
> (=10 D @ bar =) St T (@)eas”,

7=>0 i>1 a>0 a>0

where

Aa( *> . {tg +c* + 2221( )iQa’i_ltM’ if a = O’

@) =9 " " |

9o + Z@'>1<_1) Qo lq,+a, ifa>1,

ﬁa’%q;k) :Z( 1) QO z+aq2 , a>0.
i>1

We see that the transformation ¢% — ¢%(¢}) can be considered as a change of variables and,
therefore, we can express the functions F O‘“( ) as functions of the variables @f, Fo(qf) =

fa,a(a:) ‘Alﬂfflﬂ(q*)’ where Fete C[[ag ( orig + Cﬁ) 41 + AﬁaQ22H'
b b \x
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Let us first check that the submanifold C' C ‘H given by

(S S} [ 5 o]

Jj=20 i1 121,520
satisfies the conditions from Theorem 2.6l Regarding the first condition, we see that a vector
f= D (VU e eC’ CH
121,520

depends linearly on the variables ¢ with ¢ > 1. Therefore, C' is a cone with the vertex at the
origin.

For f € H, denote by f& the coefficient of ¢,z in f and let us use these coefficients as
coordinates on H. For f € C" a basis in the tangent space TyC’ is given by the vectors

AaQH,J'—l . .
_1\i %o v_o _1\iv 0 Omi—l__ 08 ; _
> is1js0(—1) ag G op, = >is1 s 1)@ a2 ofr if a =0,

g1 '
ijo(_l)]ng) #L_J_a if a > 1.

Caa

One can immediately see that after the obvious identification of the vector spaces H and T7H
the vectors z7'f and —ey o become equal. Thus, the second condition from Theorem is
satisfied.

Let us check the third condition. We compute

ea,a—l—la if a Z 1,
2600 = .
o - Zizl qg’cﬁaegm if a =0,
which implies that zTC’ C TC'. Define a matrix M = (Mg) by Mg := —qcgs. Note that,
since Mg = 45 — t?cgﬁ, the matrix M is invertible. Therefore, the vectors e, , with a > 1
give a basis in 277C’. We see that in order to check the third condition from Theorem it
is sufficient to check that % € TyC' for a > 0 and b > 1. Clearly, 9 %+ =01if a,b > 1. For
b

€
Jq,
b > 1 we have

86 0 : i—1 8 _00560 b—1, lf b Z 27
2R == (100 =95 (1) - i
g, (1 cansy off 1 {_ S iso( =1 T S0, it b =1,

>0 ofty

and it remains to check that

ho =Y (1)1 0 e TyC.

a,0 u
=0 1%
We can easily see that
v v 0
MZJh, = eqo+ E i Cpo0,i—1,

i>2

and, since the matrix M is invertible, we get h, € T;C'.

Let us finally prove that C = C’. Note that E}f(q:)
t*

>1

= 51,70(753 + Cﬁ) — 51,71145 and

oo, =0 = e

t5,=0

a > 0.
tg»—*>tg+c% =
t5,=0

Thus, the J-functions of the cones C and C’ coincide, which implies that C = C’. The proposition
is proved. O
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Proof of Theorem[Z13. Consider the canonical coordinates u'(t*) of our flat F-manifold. Mak-
ing an appropriate shift, we can assume that u‘(0) = 0. Consider the matrices H and W
constructed in Section [[2, and the matrices R; given by Proposition We consider these
matrices as functions of the variables t*, H = H(t*), ¥V = V(t*), R; = R;(t*). Denote

) =14 Rit")z
i>1
Let us prove that
C =V 0)R ' (—z0)T(0)CO"",
Since C{Y = H~1(0)W(0)C"* it is sufficient to prove that
C¥Y = HY(0)R(—z,0)¥(0)C.
We say that a Laurent series Y., fi(t*)2%, fi € C[[¢*, ..., t"]], is admissible if for each i < 0
the formal power series f;(t*) consists of monomials t**---t* with k& > —i. Note that the
product of any two admissible Laurent series is well defined and is also an admissible Laurent

series. Any Laurent series f with matrix coefficients can be considered as a matrix, whose
entries are Laurent series, and we say that f is admissible, if all the entries are admissible.

Consider the following Laurent series with matrix coefficients:
Si(z,t7) =Y ()27, Sz ) = "R 1)U (t),
7>0

where U (t*) = diag(u!(t*), ..., u" (t*)) and the matrices Q" (#*) define the ancestor calibration
for our flat F-manifold. Since U(0) = 0, the Laurent series Sy(z,t*) is well defined and is
admissible. By Lemma [2.4] the Laurent series S1(z,t*) is also admissible and we can consider
the product
52(_Za t*)sl_l(_za t*)
Clearly, R(—2,0)¥(0) = S5(—2,0)S;*(—2,0). Define an ancestor cone Cy by
Co := H1(0)Sy(—2,0)S;*(—2,0)C.

We have to prove that Cy = C{Y.

Both Laurent series S; and S satisfy the same differential equation
dSLQ = 2_1517261(28.

The equation dS; = z7151dQY is a part of the definition of a calibration. In order to prove
the equation dS,; = 2715,dQY, one should use the formula dQY = U~'dUW¥ together with
formulas (LI4) and (C2I). This implies that the product Sy(z,t*)S;*(z,t*) does not depend

on the variables t*. By Proposition 2.14] the cone Cy can be parameterized as follows:

Co = {H_l(O)Sg(—z, 0)S;(—2,0)51(—z,t%) <—2Ao‘¢>a + th‘gbaz”) } :

i>1

Since Sy(—z,0)S; (—2,0) = Sy(—z,t*)S; (—z,1*), we get the following parameterization of
the cone Cy:

i>1

Co = {e‘U(t*)/zH‘l(O)R( 2 ) () (-Ma% + t8az )} .

Consider a family of vectors f(z,t*) € 24, depending on t!, ...tV defined by

Fzt") == U ()R (—z,t*)H(0) (—z > ¢>a> .
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This family has the form
f(za t*) = —2A%s + Z fz‘a(t*)gbazia fz’a S C[[t*]]7 fia(o) =0,

i>1
and we clearly have
N
H_l(O)R(—Z7 t*)\p<t*)f(2, t*) =—z Z ¢a
a=1
Therefore,
N
er(t*)/z <_zz¢a> € C,
a=1

We see that the cone Cy contains the family of vectors e~V (")/2 (—z Zgil gba) parameterized

by t',...,tN. This implies that the J-function of the cone Cy is S0, ze"/*¢,. Therefore,
Co = C¥V. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Combining this theorem with Proposition .11l we get the following result.

Theorem 2.15. Any generalized Givental cone C such that the algebra structure of the flat F-
manifold at toig is semisimple can be obtained from the cone C¥™ by the following composition
of operators:

C=S(2)R(z)MCR",
for some S(z) € G_, R(z) € Gy and M € GL(CY).

3. F-COHOMOLOGICAL FIELD THEORIES

F-cohomological field theories (F-CohFTs for short) were introduced in [BR21] as a gener-
alization of the notion of a cohomological field theory (or CohFT) [KM94] and of a partial
cohomological field theory |[LRZ15]. We recall here their definition and their relation with
Frobenius and flat F-manifolds. In what follows, we denote by M,,, the Deligne-Mumford
moduli space of genus g stable curves with n marked points, where g,n > 0 and 2g —2+n > 0.

3.1. F-CohFTs, partial CohFTs and CohFTs. We will denote by H*(X) the cohomology
ring with coefficients in C of a topological space X. When considering the moduli space of

stable curves, X = M,,, the cohomology ring H *(M,.) can optionally be replaced by the
Chow ring A¥(M,.,), k > 0.

Definition 3.1. An F-cohomological field theory (or F-CohFT) is a system of linear maps
Comi1: VIQVE — HY(Myi1), 29—1+n>0,

where V' is an arbitrary finite dimensional vector space, together with a special element e € V,
called the unit, such that, chosen any basis e, ..., eqmyv of V and the dual basis e', ... eimV
of V*, the following axioms are satisfied:
(1) the maps cynt1 are equivariant with respect to the S,,-action permuting the n copies of V
in V*@ Ve and the last n marked points in My, 11, respectively.

(i) T cynr1(e™RRL 1€q,) = Cyni2(eRRY €4, ®e) forl < o, 0, ...,a, < dimV, where

T My o — My, is the map that forgets the last marked point.
Moreover, co3(e® ® eg ® e) = 0g for 1 <o, < dim V.

(i) &1"Cgytgamitna+1(€7 @ @™ eq,) = Cgyn12(e% @ Ricrea; ® €4) @ Cgnar1(€” @ ®jesea,)
for 1 < ag,aq, ..., 0Qn 10, < dimV, where T U J = {2,...,n1 + ny + 1}, |I| = nq,
|J| = ng, and gl: My, 00 X My, o1 = Mgitgonitnat1 5 the corresponding gluing
map.
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There is an obvious generalization of the notion of F-CohF'T, where the maps ¢, 11 take
value in H even(mg,nﬂ) ® K, where K is a C-algebra. We will call such objects F-cohomological
field theories with coefficients in K.

Given an F-CohFT ¢, 41 V*@VE" — HY( M, ,11), dimV = N, and a basis ey, ..., ey €
V', an N-tuple of functions (F!, ..., F) satisfying equations (L2) and (I3)) can be constructed
as the following generating functions:

(3.1) Fe(tt, Z > < /_ co,n+1(e“®®?1eai)>l_[t“i,

52 " 1<ar <N \Y Mot i=1

thus yielding an associated flat F-manifold structure on a formal neighbourhood of 0 in V. Note
that the unit vector field of the flat F-manifold is ﬁ = A~ £a , where A%, = e. More in general,
we have the following result involving genus 0 intersection numbers of the F-CohFT with psi
classes, where 1); € H? (Mgm), 1 <4 < n, is the first Chern class of the i-th tautological bundle
on Mg,n whose fiber at a point representing the class of a marked stable curve (C,zy,...,x,)

is the cotangent line to C' at z; € C.

Proposition 3.2. For 1 < a < N and a > 0, the formal power series

(3.2) Foa(t Z Z (/M Con1(€” ® ®j_eq,) Y] H¢z+1> Htg
0,n+1 =1

n>2 1<a1, Han <N
at,...,an>0

form a sequence of ancestor vector potentials of a flat F-manifold.

Proof. We are going to use the characterization of ancestor vector potentials given by Propo-
sition 222 and equation (2I5). Therefore, we need to show that equations (ZIH), (Z8), 29),

(ZI0) and (ZII) are valid for the power series ([3.2)).

Equation (2.I3]) follows from the fact that the formal power series F*® are always at least
quadratic in the variables ¢f, by definition (3.2)).

OF
otl

Equations (2.8) and ([Z9) can be proved by computing agj{a and ~ using Axiom (ii) of
0

Definition B.I] together with the equations
(33) ‘111,..1/}70;” :71'*( glwzn)+z7r*( (111”. alfl wa")5{2n+1}
i=1

and

Tbpi1 =29 — 2+,
respectively, where 7: Mg ntl — Mgn is the morphism forgetting the last marked point
and 5{Z "1} ig the class of the irreducible boundary divisor in M., that is the closure of
the locus of marked stable curves (C,z1,...,2,41) with two irreducible components, one of
genus 0 carrying the marked points x; and x,,1 and the other of genus ¢ carrying all the other
markings.

Proving equation (ZI0) requires Axiom (iii) of Definition Bl together with the following
formula for the psi class 1, valid in genus 0 for fixed 4, j, k € {1,... ,n+1} withi # j #k # @

(3.4) vi= Y. 0 € H(Mong),

Ic{1,..,n+1}
[1]>2,4i€1, j,kel®

where 6] is the closure of the locus of genus 0 marked stable curves (C,zy,. .., 7, 1) with two
irreducible components, one carrying the marked points with labels in I and the other carrying
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the marked points with labels in the complement ¢ = {1,...,n+ 1}\/. Applying the formula
to the case i,7 > 0, k = 1, one obtains equation (2.10).

Summing two equations (B.4]), where i and j are swapped, we obtain

vitdi= Y 8 € H*(Monn),
Ic{l,....n+1}
\1],|1¢|>2, €1, jEI¢
which implies, taking i = 1, equation (2IT). O

Definition 3.3. [LRZ15] A partial CohF'T is a system of linear maps
Com: V" — HY(M,,), 29—2+n>0,

where V' is an arbitrary finite dimensional vector space, together with a special element e € V,
called the unit, and a symmetric nondegenerate bilinear form n € (V*)®2, called a metric, such
that, chosen any basis ey, ..., eqmy of V, the following axioms are satisfied:

(1) the maps ¢y, are equivariant with respect to the S,-action permuting the n copies of V
in V" and the n marked points in M, respectively.

(i) 7y n(RF1€0;) = Coni1(Riieq, ®€) for 1 < ay,...,a, < dimV, where m: My, 11 —
My, is the map that forgets the last marked point.

Moreover cp3(e, ® eg @ €) = n(eq @ eg) =: Nap for 1 < a,f < dimV.

(111) gl*cgl+gz,n1+n2<®?:11’—n2€0!i) = 'f?WCgl,mH(@ieleai ® e,u) ® Cg2,n2+1<®j€Jeaj ® 6,,) fOT 1 <
A1y Uy, < dim V', where TUJ = {1,...,n1 + na}, [I| = ny, |J| = na, and
gl: My i1 X Mgy npr1 = Mgyt gpmyiny 18 the corresponding gluing map and where n®®
is defined by n°*n,s = 05 for 1 <o, < dimV.

Remark 3.4. Clearly, given a partial CohFT c,,: V" — H™"(M,,), the system of linear

maps ¢, 2 V@ VE = HYY(Mynya) defined as ¢, (e ®@ QL eq,) 1= 1% cgni1(e, @
QI 1€q,) forms an F-CohFT, called the associated F-CohFT.

Given a partial CohFT ¢y ,,: V" — H™V"(M,,,), dimV = N, and a basis e1,...,ex € V, a
function F(t!,... tV) satisfying equations (LH) and (L) can be constructed as the following
generating function:

F(t', .. tN) ::Z% > (/ Co,n(®?:16ai)>ntai,

n>3  1<at,..,an<N \YMon

thus yielding an associated Frobenius manifold structure on a formal neighbourhood of 0 in V.

Definition 3.5 ([KM94]). A CohFT is a partial CohFT c,,: V" — H®"(M,,) such that
the following extra axiom is satisfied:
(iv) gl'cgr1,n(®1€0;) = Coni2(Rfi€a, @ €, @ e,)n™ for 1 < aq,..., 0, < dimV, where
gl: My o — Myi1, is the gluing map, which increases the genus by identifying the
last two marked points.

3.2. Formal shift of an F-CohFT. Let 7!,..., 7" be formal variables. For an arbitrary F-
CohFT ¢y pi1: VFQVE — HV (M, ,11) with a fixed basis ey, ...,ey € V consider a system
of maps

Cz,n-i—l: VR VE - HY( My ,q) @ C[r, ..., ™]]
defined by

T n 1 n (e} m
(3.5) Comr1(W ® O v;) = Z ﬁ”m*cg,mmﬂ(w ® ®i_1v; ® (T%€a)™),

m>0
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where w € V*, v; € V., 7 = (7},...,7") and 7,,: Mg,nmﬂ — mgmﬂ is the map that
forgets the last m marked points. It is straightforward to check that the maps ¢, form an
F-CohFT with coefficients in C[[7!,...,7"]]. Moreover, if I is the vector potential given by
formula (B.I)), then the flat F-manifold of the F-CohFT ¢7 is described by the vector potential F
from Section 2621 We will call the F-CohFT ¢} ., the formal shift of the F-CohFT ¢, 1.

3.3. Partial and F-topological field theories. A CohFT ¢, ,: V¥ — H®™™(M,,) is
called a topological field theory (TFT) when c,,(V®") C H°(M,,). In this case, each class
Con (@1 1€4;) € H'(M,,) is represented by a constant complex valued function on M, ,,. Eval-
uating such functions at a point of M, ,, representing a maximally degenerate stable curve, i.e.,
a nodal curve whose irreducible components are all P!’s with three special (nodal or marked)
points, using Axioms (iii) and (iv) of Definition B3 we see that the entire CohFT can be re-
constructed from the linear map cp3: V& — H° (MQ?,) only. This amounts to the datum of a
Frobenius algebra with unit (V, e, 7, ), where the metric is given by n(eq, €5) = co3(e @ e, ®ep)
and the product is given by e, ® eg = ¢y 3(eq ® €3 ® €,)n"e,.

Let us generalize these notions and observations to partial and F-CohFTs.

Definition 3.6. A partial CohFT cyp: VE" — HY(M,,) is called a partial topological field
theory (partial TFT) when c,, (V™) C HY(M,.,).

An F-CohF'T cypi1: V¥RV — HY( Mg 11) is called an F-topological field theory (F-TFT)
when ¢y (V@ V) C HY (M, 41).

Proposition 3.7. A partial TFT ¢y ,,: VO — HO(M%”) can be uniquely reconstructed from
the linear maps coz: V& — H°(Mgys) and c11: V. — HO(M, ;) only. This amounts to the
datum of a Frobenius algebra with unit (V,e,n,e), where the metric is given by n(eqs, es) =
cosle ® eq ® eg) and the product is given by e, ® eg = co3(eq ® g @ e,)n'e,, together with a
special covector w € V* given by (w, eq) = c11(€q)-

An F-TFT cypiq: V@V — HY (M, ,11) can be uniquely reconstructed from the linear maps
coz: V@ V® — HY(Mys) and c1q: V¥ — H°(M,,y) only. This amounts to the datum of
a commutative associative algebra with unit (V, e, e), where the product is given by e, ® ez =
co3(e" ® e, ® ep)e,, together with a special vector w € V' given by w = ¢11(e%)e,.

Proof. As for TFTs, the classes ¢, ,(®7 e,,) € H°(M,,) for partial TFTs and ¢, ,.1(e® ®
R 1ea;) € H'(Myny1) for F-TFTs are represented by constant complex valued functions
on Mg,n and Mgmﬂ, respectively. Evaluating such functions at points of the moduli spaces
representing stable curves with separating nodes only and whose irreducible components are

either P's with three special (marked or nodal) points or elliptic curves with one special point,
and using Axiom (iii) of Definition or 3.1l we obtain the desired result. O

Given a CohFT, a partial CohFT or an F-CohFT, their degree zero parts are naturally a
TFT, a partial TF'T or an F-TFT, respectively.

3.4. Homogeneous F-CohFTs. Since H*(M,,,) is a graded C-vector space, it is natural to
consider the special case of F-CohF'T's for which:

e the vector spaces V and V* are also graded, dege = 0, and the pairing between V'
and V* has degree 0, i.e., dege® = — dege,, for a homogeneous basis ey, ..., egmy of V,

e the maps ¢y ,q1: V@ VO — HV(M,,,) are homogeneous of degree degcg 1.

Then, because of Axiom (ii) in Definition B, deg ¢, 41 does not depend on n and deg co 41 =0
for any n > 2. Moreover, because of Axiom (iii), deg ¢, ,+1 is a linear function of g, which implies
that the general form of a grading compatible with the axioms of F-CohFT is

deg Cgnt1 =79, 7 E C.
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Thus, setting ¢, := dege,, we get the following condition for the classes ¢, ,+1(e ® ®I"eq,):

(36) deg Cg,n-i—l(ecm ® ®;L:16ai) = Z Qai - qao + g,

i=1
where deg denotes half of the cohomological degree. Now, in order to get a generalization of
the usual notion of homogeneous CohFT, let us correct the left-hand side of (B.6) by adding a
term T1.Cyn12(e% ® @ eq, @1%e5), where r¥ € C and m: My, 19 — M, 11 is the map that
forgets the last marked point. We finally arrive to the following definition.

Definition 3.8. An F-CohFT cypi1: V@ VO — HYV( M, ,41) is called homogeneous if V
1s a graded vector space with a homogeneous basis ey, ..., eqmyv, dege = 0, and complex con-
stants r*, 1 < a < dimV, and v exist, such that the following condition is satisfied:

Deg Cg,n-i—l(eao ® ®1i1=1604i) + Wl*cg,n—i—Z(eaO ® Ri1a; ® Tﬁeﬁ) =

- <Z Go; = Qoo T 79) Cg,n-i-l(eao ® ®?:1eai)’
=1

where q, = dege, and by Deg: H*(M,,) — H*(M,,) we denote the operator that acts on

H{(M,,) by the multiplication by % The constant ~y is called the conformal dimension of our
F-CohFT.

The flat F-manifold associated to a homogeneous F-CohFT is homogeneous with the Euler
vector field given by
dim V' P
E= 1— gt + 1) —.
; (1= ga)t™ +1%) 52

Suppose that a homogeneous F-CohFT comes from a partial CohFT ¢, ,,: V" — H™" (M, ),
with the metric n on V, seen as the map n: V®? — C, having degree degn = —¢§. Then our
partial CohFT satisfies the condition

Deg Cyn (@7 €a;) + TiaConi1 (R €0, @ rleg) = (Z Qo; +79 — 5) Con(®i1€q,)

i=1

Finally, if our partial CohF'T is a CohF'T, then the last property has to be compatible with
the extra gluing axiom at nonseparating nodes and this imposes the further condition v = 4,
ie.,

Deg cg,n(®i1€a;) + T14Cgn+1(Qf1 €a; & rﬁeﬁ) B (Z Qo +0(9 = 1)> Cn(®i1€a;)-
=1

This is exactly the homogeneity condition in the definition of homogeneous CohFTs (see,
e.g., [PPZI5l Definition 1.7]). Note that the constant § is the conformal dimension of the
corresponding Frobenius manifold.

4. GROUP ACTION ON F-CoHFTs

In this section, we define a generalization of the notion of a Givental group acting on the space
of CohFTs (see [PPZ15]) to a corresponding generalized Givental group acting on the space of
F-CohFTs. Using this action, we then present a construction of a family of F-CohFTs associated
to any given flat F-manifold that is semisimple at the origin. The family is parameterized by
a vector G € CV.,
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4.1. R-matrices.

Definition 4.1. Given a vector space V', a system of linear maps
Comi1: VIQVE — HY(Myi1), 29—1+n>0,
satisfying Axioms (i) and (iii) of Definition[31 is called an F-CohFT without unit.

Consider now the group G of End(V')-valued power series of the form R(z) = Id+3".., Rz,
and let us denote by R'(z) the inverse element to R(z) and by R(z)! the transposed End(V*)-
valued power series. We refer to such an element of Gy as an R-matrix.

Let T' be a stable graph of genus g with n marked legs (see [PPZI5L Section 0.2] for the
definition) and V(I"), E(T') be its sets of vertices and edges, each vertex v € V(I') marked with
a genus g(v) and with valence n(v). Let &r: [T,cy ) M)y — Mgn be the natural map
whose image is the closure of the locus of stable curves whose dual graph is I'. The degree of &1
is | Aut I'|, the number of automorphisms of the graph I'.

Let T} ,+1 be the set of stable trees of genus g with n + 1 marked legs. Then I' € T}, ,,41 can
be seen as a stable rooted tree where the root is the vertex to which leg 1 is attached and each
edge e € E(I') is splitted into two half edges ¢ and e”, where ¢’ is closer to the root and €” is
farther from the root.

The action of R € Gy on an F-CohFT without unit ¢, ,,1: V* ®@ VE" — HY (M, ,4q) is
the system of maps
(4.1)

n+1 Id_R—l o R —tpon
(ROgnii = > & | [ cowmmwR—v) TI R (we) 1 (V) R(=yer)
k=2

r+ "
TeTy n+1 veV (T) ecE(T) 1/}6 we

Understanding how this formula gives a linear map from V* @ V& to H®*" (M, ,41) re-

quires some explanation. First, the covector and the n vectors are fed to the external leg
terms R(—1)" and R~ (¢%), 2 < k < n+ 1, which are elements of H*(M,,11) ® End(V*)

and H*(Mg,4+1) ® End(V), respectively. The result is an element in H*(M,,,41) ® V* and n
elements in H*(M,,11) ® V, the first factor of which acts by multiplication in cohomology,
while the second factor is fed to the ¢y () sitting at the vertex v to which the corresponding

leg is attached.

Second, the edge term
Id - Ril(lbe’)R(_we”)
we’ + ¢e”
is an element of H*(Mg(v/),n(vf)) ® H*(Mg(v//)m(vn)) ®V @ V* where v’ is the vertex to which ¢’
is attached and v” is the vertex to which €” is attached (indeed, the End(V')-valued power
series in the psi classes at the numerator is in the ideal generated by the denominator, since
R(z)R™(z) = Id). The first two factors act by multiplication in cohomology, the third factor
is fed to one of the vector entries of the cyy)n(y sitting at the vertex v* and the fourth factor
is fed to the covector entry of the ¢y ) sitting at the vertex v”.

This way, all entries of the vertex terms cy()n(w) are exhausted by either a leg or an edge
term, and all that is left is a product of (even) cohomology classes.

Remark 4.2. Note that, unlike in the analogous formula for the R-action on CohFTs without
unit [PPZ15, Section 2.1], we don’t have the factor m in formula ([&1)). This is because
stable trees don’t have nontrivial automorphisms.
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Theorem 4.3. If ¢, 11 ts an F-CohFT without unit, then (Rc)gn4+1 is an F-CohF'T without
unit. The resulting action is a left group action.

Proof. The proof strictly follows the ideas of the analogous proofs, found in [PPZ15] Section 2],
for the R-matrix action on a CohFT. The S,-equivariance of (RC), 41 follows from the S,-
equivariance of ¢, ,,+1 and the definition of the R-matrix action. For the pullback of (Rc)y 41 to
a boundary divisor of curves with dual graph ® with two vertices and one separating edge, one
follows the argument in the proof of [PPZ15, Proposition 2.3] to show that such pullback is an
expression similar to ([1]), the only differences being that the sum runs over all stable rooted
trees I' which are degenerations of ® and that the edge term assigned to the distinguished
separating edge e is simply R~ '(¢e/) R(—1er). This shows that (Rc), .1 satisfies Axiom (iii)
in Definition 3.1

To show that the resulting action is a left group action, we follow again the argument in

[PPZ15, Proposition 2.4]. O

4.2. R-matrix action on F-CohFTs. Consider the abelian group of V-valued power series
of the form T'(z) = >,., Tiz". We refer to such power series as a translation. Its action on an
F-CohFT without unit ¢, 41 is given by the formula

n 1 n n-+m
(4.2) (T0)gmi1(w @ ®yv) = Y mﬂm*cg,mmﬂ(w ® @ v ® T (W),

m>0

where w e V¥ and v, € V, 1 <i < n.

Theorem 4.4. If ¢y 11 is an F-CohFT without unit, then (1¢)gnt1 is an F-CohFT without
unit. The resulting action is an abelian group action. If two translations T" and T" are related
by an R-matriz R via the equation T'(2) = R(2)T"(2), then (T"Rc)gni1 = (RT"¢)gn+t1-

Proof. The proof follows closely the proofs of [PPZ15, Proposition 2.7, 2.8, 2.9] with the obvious

transpositions. U

In order to obtain a well-defined R-matrix action on F-CohFTs with unit, we need to combine
it with an appropriate translation. Given an F-CohFT with unit e and an R-matrix R, let us
define the translations Th(z) := z[R(2)e — €] and TH(z) := z[e — R7(2)e].

Theorem 4.5. If ¢y,41 is an F-CohFT with unit e, then (TpRc)gnt1 = (RTRC)gnt1 1S an
F-CohFT with the same unit e. The resulting action is a left group action of the group G on
F-CohFTs with unat.

Proof. Again, the proof follows closely the proof of [PPZ15], Proposition 2.12]. O

Following [PPZ15], let us use the notation
R.c :=TgxRe
for the constructed action of the group G, on F-CohFTs with unit.

Proposition 4.6. The action of G, on F-CohFTs with unit leaves their degree 0 part un-
changed.

Proof. From equations (1] and (2) it is easy to see that both (Rc¢)gn11—Cgnt1 and (1¢) g ni1—

Cgm+1, seen as elements of H*(Mg,11) @V @ (V*)®", have no cohomological degree 0 term. [

The constructed action of the group G on F-CohFTs (with unit) induces a G -action on
the corresponding ancestor vector potentials. Let us prove that the latter coincides with the
G ;-action on ancestor vector potentials constructed in Section [Z6.11
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Theorem 4.7. Consider an F-CohFT (with unit) cgni1: V* @ VO — HYY(M, 1) and
choose a basis ey, ...,exy € V. Consider the corresponding sequence of ancestor vector poten-
tials F*', a > 0, and an R-matriz R € G.. Then the sequence of ancestor vector potentials
corresponding to the F-CohFT (R.c)gn+1 coincides with the sequence RF' a>0.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to check the statement of the theorem infinitesimally, i.e., to prove that
for any r =5 .., 2", r; € End(V), we have

SFTEDS (/ﬂ L o (e @ By

n>2 1<aq,...,an<N

¢1 H¢z+1) Htal -

E=

at,...,an>0
d
= — (e F)*? , 1<a<N, a>0.
de 0
Directly from the definition of the R-action on F-CohFTs, it is easy to see that
d ETr (63 n
E (e B eLien)]| =
=Y (=D (r)sconii (e © @ eq,)

k>1

- Z Z%H Tk)t: COnt1 (6 ® ®J 16% ®e, Q@ ,+1ea])

=1 k>1
+ Z Z W(rprqr1)iel, (1/fﬁ‘+200,|1|+2(€a ® Pierea; ® eu) @ Yicy|s41(€” ® ®j€J€a]~>)
uJj={1,...,n} p,q=0
[1|>1,]J|>2
+ > ()i (Viisconta(e” @ QL 1ea, ®e€y))
E>1

where gl: MOJIHQ XMO,\JlH is the gluing map. Multiplying the right-hand side by ¥ [}, {1,
integrating over My, 11, and taking the generating series, we obtain exactly the expression on
the right-hand side of formula (2ZI9]). This completes the proof of the theorem. (l

Define a GL(V)-action on an F-CohFT ¢, 1: V* @ V" — H®"(M, 1) by
(M.0)gni1(w ® B10i) = Cour(M'w @ @, M 'v;), M € GL(V),

where w € V* and v; € V. Clearly, if e € V' is the unit of the F-CohFT ¢y, 1, then Me € V
is the unit of the F-CohFT (M.c),,+1. The following proposition says that this GL(V')-action
on F-CohFTs is consistent with the GL(CY)-action on descendant vector potentials defined in

Section 211

Proposition 4.8. Consider an F-CohFT ¢y py1: V@V — HYY (M, ,,11) and choose a basis

e1,...,ey € V. Consider the corresponding sequence of ancestor vector potentials F'a>0,
and an element M € GL(V) = GL(CY). Then the sequence of ancestor vector potentials
corresponding to the F-CohFT (M.c)yn+1 coincides with the sequence M.F" a>0.

Proof. Direct computation. 0

For an F-CohFT c¢,,1: V@ VO — HY(M,,11), an element M € GL(V) and an R-
matrix R we will use the notation

MR.c:= M.(R.c).
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4.3. Construction of F-CohFTs from semisimple flat F-manifolds. Recall from Sec-
tion [3] that to an F-CohFT we associated a flat F-manifold whose vector potential is given by
equation (BI) and only involves genus 0 intersection numbers. Recall, moreover, from Propo-
sition B.7] that the degree 0 part of an F-CohFT is an F-TFT and, as such, it can be uniquely
reconstructed from the datum of an associative unital algebra together with an element of such
algebra. Such associative algebra coincides, by definition, with the one on the tangent space
at the origin of the associated genus 0 flat F-manifold, while its special element is genus 1
information.

Theorem 4.9. Consider a flat F-manifold given by a vector potential F = (F*, ..., FN), where
Fe e C[[tY, ..., tN]], that is semisimple at the origin t* = 0. Let Gy = 88%, where G§ € C,
be an element of its tangent space at the origin. There exists an F-CohF'T whose associated
flat F-manifold is the one considered and whose degree 0 part is the F-TFT defined by the
associative unital algebra on the tangent space at the origin of this F-manifold together with the
element Gq of this algebra.

Proof. Let us start with the F-TFT reconstructed uniquely from the unital associative algebra
at the origin ¢* = 0 of the F-manifold and its element (g, according to Proposition B.7 It

is defined on the N dimensional C-vector space generated by e, = a%, 1 < a < N, with

unit e and structure constants 3815,26% ey’ 1 <a,pB,v < N, with respect to the basis ey, ..., e,.

Since an F-TFT is an F-CohFT, we can associate to it a flat F-manifold and a sequence of
ancestor vector potentials. By definition, it coincides with the constant part of the starting flat
F-manifold, and its ancestor cone will be denoted by C®"* C H, according to the terminology
introduced in Section 2.7]

Thanks to semisimplicity at the origin, according to Theorem .13 there exists an R-matrix
R(z) € G acting on C®™" to produce the ancestor cone C of the starting flat F-manifold.

We then make this R-matrix R(z) act on the F-TFT via the action described in Theorem [£.5]
obtaining an F-CohFT. By Theorem (A7 the flat F-manifold associated to this F-CohFT co-

incides with the starting F-manifold. Proposition ensures that the degree 0 part is the
starting F-TFT. U

4.4. Homogeneous F-CohFTs corresponding to homogeneous flat F-manifolds. Here
we present a construction of a family of homogeneous F-CohFTs associated to any given ho-
mogeneous flat F-manifold that is semisimple at the origin.

Before considering the homogeneous case, let us discuss the construction from the proof of
Theorem in more details. So, let us consider a flat F-manifold given by a vector potential
F = (F',...,FY), where F* € C[[t',...,t"]], that is semisimple at the origin ¢* = 0, and
the associated ancestor cone C. As in the proof of Theorem 213 we consider the canonical
coordinates u’(t*) and the matrix H = diag(Hj, . .., Hy) constructed in Section[.2l Recall that
the functions H; were defined uniquely up to the rescalings H; — \;H;, where the constants
A; € C* can be chosen arbitrarily. Let us make a unique choice such that H;|;+—o = 1 for any 1.
Consider then the matrix ¥ and the matrices R; given by Proposition We consider these
matrices as functions of the variables t*, H = H(t*), v = U(t*), R; = R;(t*). From the proof
of Theorem we know that C = U1 (0)R™!(—z,0)¥(0)C"* or, equivalently,

C=VU"H0O)R ' (—=20)Ci"M.
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Let V = CV and e1,...,ey € CV be the standard basis in CV. A family of F-TFTs

trlv ,Go .

Comii VE@VE — HO (Mg ni1), parameterized by a vector Gy = (G, ..., GY) € CV| corre-
sponding to the trivial flat F-manifold of dimension N is given by

(Gi0Y9, ifig =iy = ... =i,

triv,Go / _ig n
Coni1 (€0 ®QT_e;) =

1 =1% .
it = 0, otherwise.

Note that ¢} “o(¢l) = G By the proof of Theorem BT, a family of F-CohFTs associated to
our flat F-manifold is given by

(4.3) PG = WL(0)R ™ (=2, 0).c:Co,

Note that the degree zero part of clﬁfo (%) is equal to Zj(‘ll_l(()))?(}%.

Suppose now that our F-manifold is homogeneous with an Euler vector field

0 0
E=FE"— 1 — qo)t”
O (a4
Then, by Proposition [[LT4] we have E“ gﬁ' = §;H; for some 9; € C, 1 < i < N. Consider then

a unique sequence of matrices R;, ¢ > 1, given by Proposition [LI6 For any § € C define a
subspace Vs € CV by

Vs i={w = (w',...,w") € CVw' = 0if §; # J}.
Let D := {8;}1<i<n. We get the decomposition CV = @scp V.
Theorem 4.10. For any 1 <1 < N and a vector Gy € V5, the F-CohF'T
CF,GO — lllfl(o)Rfl(_z’ 0)'Ctriv,G0

s homogeneous of conformal dimension —20;.

The proof of the theorem is based on the following crucial result, which is true without

the homogeneity assumption. For arbitrary vectors w = (w!,...,w") € (C*) and Gy =

(G}, ...,GY) € CN define an F-TFT ¢*:% with the phase space V = CV by

(G)?

. ‘ G g ==
(4-4) Cy ;i& (620 & ®?:1€ij> = { (who)9tn-1» i =10 tns
’ 0, otherwise.
This F-TFT corresponds to the constant flat F-manifold with the vector potential (g;}f . (;ZJ)VQ

and the unit 327w’ 2.

As at the beginning of this section, consider a flat F-manifold given by a vector poten-
tial I, F* € C[[t!,...,t"]], that is semisimple at the origin t* = 0, and the associated matri-
ces H(t*), ¥(t*) and R;(t*) such that H;(0) = 1.

Proposition 4.11. For an arbitrary G, € CV, we have
(4'5) CFG’oj _ \I/_l(t*)R_l(—z, t*).cﬁ(t*%Hﬂ(t*)Go,
where ¢FC0 s the formal shift of the F-CohFT ¢FGo T = (t',... V).

Proof. Obviously, both sides of equation (A1) are equal if we set t* = 0. From equation (3.5)
it is clear that the left-hand side of (1)) satisfies the differential equation

0 F.Gol/ « F.Golt/ a
5% (cghﬁ (e ® 160,2)) = T1x (Cg,’nfé( R R eq; ® 65))
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Therefore, it is sufficient to check that the right-hand side of (LX) satisfies the same differential
equation,

a —1p—1 F,H71G0 [o7s) n _
w((‘l’ R ) H0) e @) ) =

= T <(@1R1<—z)-cﬁﬂ”c’°) (€% ® Bi€a; ® e/s)) ,

g,n+2

or, equivalently,
(4.6) d((l’lRl(—z).cH’HlGo)

= Tl1x (( 1R ( ) H,H~ 1G0> » (eao ® ®?=1€Oli ® egdtﬁ)) )
amn

(0 ® ®?1eai>) _

g,n+1

Recall that the unit of the F-CohFT ¢H-H™'Co is H = v Hie;. We have
\I!’IR’I(—,Z).CEH_IGO = \I”IRfl(—z)Tgfl(_z)cﬁ’HqGo,
where T,y =2 (H — R(—2)H). Let us introduce the notation

Ry (2 ZRZ k>1.

i>k

We see that

_ k . . o o _ s o
T T.H-1Go Qi Hig=i1=...=1i, =k,
R=1(-2)€

i0 n _
(6 XX ':16i~) — ’ .
gin+1 = 0, otherwise,

where

k\g ntm _ -
= 3 et ( IT (-4 (Ra(—wi)H)’“) & H' (M) & Cli! ..., V],

m>0 i=n+1

and (Rzl(—d}i)ﬁ)k denotes the k-th component of the vector Rsq(—1;)H

Let
FETq,n 1
Tg]?[n-‘rl = {(F, f) ’f: v(r)—}{f,...,N} } :
We denote by H(I') the set of half-edges of I' € T,,4+1. A function f: V(I') — {1, N}
induces a function H(I') — {1,..., N}, denoted by the same letter f, by f(h) := ( (h))
where h € H(I') and v(h) is the vertex of I' incident to h. We denote by [;(I') the leg of I'
marked by i, 1 <i < n+ 1. Let us also introduce the notations

R(z) = R(2)V, ET(z,y) = 1d— R;_f;R_ <y)

Then the F-CohFT U~ 'R (—z).c"H G0 can be described in the following way:
(W‘lR_l(—z).cﬁ’H_lG‘)) (e ® R eq;) =
g,n+1

n+1

= Y a | I 2R @, HR —) ) T BT, o) o)

(T, f)ET Vi1 veV (D) eGE(
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For a pair (T, f) € T,%,,,, v € V(T'), e € E(T), and 2 < k < n+ 1, let us introduce the

following classes in H* (HUEV My n@)) ® C[[t!, ... V]

n+1
Contt ;= [ Q5B @05, [T Rw0)l) T BT, ver) o),
veV(I) k=2 ecE(T)
vH£v
n+1 N
Contlﬁf = H Qg(v) HR( ,J;Efkl H ET (e Jbe”)
veV (T) k=2 e€E(T)
v f(l )
Contft = [ @) B w5, [ B—vput [ ET@e. de)hs)
veV(T) 2Sk§n+1 ecE(T")
ktk
Contf. ; := H Qg(v n(v)R71<w1>?&l) HR(_qpk gilkl H ET (¢ ,we,,) ,,
veV (T) k=2 eeE(I)
e#e
Then we can write
d ((W_lR_l(—z).CH’HlG()) (e™® ®?1eai)) —
g,n+1
S| X a0l Comt R o+ SR o
(T ET i veV () k=2
+ Y dET(¢e ,weu) ,,)ContF ;
ecE(I")
Equations (L.I4), (LI3), and (L.21)) imply that
A (:Ror(:)H) = [Rea(2), dUJH, 2 (dR™\(2) - [T, dUJR"(2)) = [R™\(2), U],
dR(z) = 2 '[R(z),dU] ", dR7'(2) = 2 "R (2),dU],
which gives the following equations:
(4.7)
29+n+m—2 (GF)? —\k s —\ k
dQS,n :Z ml H29+T(L)+m—1 ([dU,T1H)" s H (=ti) (Roa(=v)H)" | +
m>0 ’ k i=n+1
1 Gk g n+m —k —k
3 L O [ TT (=) B (=) - (Ron( =), dUTH)* )
m>0 m: Hk i=n+1
(4.8)
AR (z) =z "0 [R7(2), dU],
(4.9)
dR(—z) =2"'[dU, R(—2)]9,
(4.10)

z),dUJR " (y) + xR(—)[dU, R~ (y)]

BT (,9) - zy(z + y)
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For the right-hand side of (46]), we compute

(4.11) . ((\IIIRI(—z).cF’HlGO) (€™ ® V€0, ® eﬁdtﬁ)) =

g,n+2
= T Z s [é(—¢n+2)£(l”+2)dt5ContlF’t}2]
(CNETY, 4o
Define a subset TV gm+2 C Tg 2 DY
T;?;H—Z = {(P f) 6 gn+2

Let us first compute the part of the sum on the right-hand side of (4I1]) where (T, f) eT 2

9(v(ln42(I)))=0 }
n(v(lnt2(T)))=3

(4'12) 1% Z fr*[ ( @Z)n+ ) "“)dtﬁc nt n+2] =

(CHET N ia

(4.13) = Y

Id — R~ o0
(\If_ldU—R (@/)1)) Cont%1 st
1 F) ’

CNETN 1 ¥
n+1 F(ly)
Id — R(—

(4.14) +3° (#dU\P) Contlt +

k=2 Qp—1

Id — R(—t¢w) . Id — R~ (1her)\ /" .

(4.15) + Z ( D dU Do Conty. ;

e€cE(T) € € fe)

Here, the sum in line (£I3]) corresponds to the part of the sum in line (AI2) where v({1(I")) =
V(lp12(T)), the sum in line (LI4) corresponds to the part of the sum in line (LI2]) where
v(lk(T)) = v(lha2(1)) for 2 < k <m+ 1, and the sum in line ([AI5) corresponds to the part of
the sum in line (£12) where the leg [,,+2(I") is a unique leg incident to the vertex v(l,42(I)).

Let us now compute the part of the sum on the right-hand side of ([.IIl) where (I, f) €
Ty, +2\ ymta- Consider the following diagram of forgetful maps:

Tm —_—
Mg nimi1 —= Mgnp

It

Tm, —_—
Mg pim ——= My,

Lemma 4.12. Consider integers ay,...,a,+1 > 0 and by, ..., b, > 2. Then we have
n+1 m
a;~ b;
T [H wjjﬂ'm* (H wnj+1+j>] =
j=1 j=1
(N o o m " ' b _
Zld)z ! H wj]ﬂ'm*< H n+]> + H w ]7Tm*<z ’ll)n_H H wnj-f—j)a Zf Upy1 = 07

1§;ﬁ§n 7j=1 VE=
JF
= (29+n+m—2)H?ﬁqjﬁm*(H@/)z]}j), if ap1 =1,

J=

. aj n .
H1 wjjﬂ(mﬂ)*( Unit H wn-{-l-ﬁ-]) if aps1 = 2.
\J=
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Proof. Suppose a,,.1 = 0, then, using ([B.3]), we compute

Ut Hwajﬂ'm* (HwnJrlJr])] =

Lj=1
* a; | ~ b; * a;— a; i,n+1}~
=Ty | Ty (H z/;j’> Toms <H wn{HJrj) + Zﬂ'l (1/,2 11—[%]) slim+1}~ <H wn+1+]>] =
=1 =1 i=1 i
a alf a ~x i,n+1
=T (m+1)x [ (Hi/f J) denﬂﬂ + Zﬂ-m—i—l ( 1H1/1 J) 5{ " } H n+1+]] :
JFi J=1

Since by, ..., b, > 2, we have 7, <5éi’"+l}> | Q/ij;rlﬂ = gtm | wzj}uj- Therefore, we

can continue the last chain of equations as follows:

(m+1 [ m+1 <H ¢aj> H 77Z)n+1+] + Z 7Tm+1 <¢?il H ¢?j> 5éi7n+1} H ,lvz):)zj;lirj] =
7j=1

J#
j=1 i=1 j#i JF#i
Tl (S0t H%) D) (wazaj) |
j=1 i=1 j#i J#i Jj=1

If a1 > 1, then, using again ([3.3]), we obtain

n+1 n
[ (m)] [t (115 ) st (10800 ) | -
j=1 j=1 =1

T (m+1)% [ ( ) Tm Zr—rrll Hwn-i-l-‘rj]'

L % n bj n
Noticing that 7, (nii') Ty G4y = Uit T, sy we get

||E:

T (m+1)% [ <H W]) sz Hwn+1+g] = H ¢?jﬂ(m+1)* ( Z?:ll Hwn+1+]> :
j=1

If a,41 > 2, then this proves the lemma. If a,,.; = 1, then we just note that

b b;
T(m+1)x (@/)nﬂ H Q/Jnj+1+j> = (29 +n+m —2)mp. (H wnj—i—j) :
=1

j=1
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We write
E . f(ln+2)d 5C lnya —
T % Z fF* ( wn+2)ﬁ t OntF,f -
(I, f)ET, n+2\ g,n+2

(4.16) = T4 Z Ery [\Ilé(lnu)dtﬁ(jontif}?] +
(F f)ET n+2\ g,n+2

(4.17) + . > G ()RS arConr| | +

(F f)e g, n+2\T;\,rn+2
(4.18) + Tia Z £y [EEQ(_Q/Jnﬁ)é(lnu)dtﬁContiIi?}

(F f)eT n+2\ g,n+2

By Lemma T2 the expression in line (€I6]) is equal to

R1(y) —Id .\
oo | ) Ag((g)),n(v)Cont%,f+(ﬁ/_l—wl) dU) Contl! ,+

(T,HETN, 1 veV (D) Un f(l1)
ntl F(l)
—1d
+ E (dU T/}k) \I/) Contlﬁer

A —1

.S (ET(@Z)@,,W) —ET(0,0) 7 | BT o) = ET(0,¢e"))f(6) Cont,
ecE(I") we” we’ fle) ,

where

. 1 (Gky i ok ok
Agn = Z EWWW“)* H (=) (Ro1(—=¢i)H)" - (=1) (dUR>1(—Ynsmi1)H)

m>0 i=n+1

kg e —k —\ k
—Z ml 7H2(gf7?—l)—m T (m-+1) ( H (=) (Rs1(=vi)H)" - (1) (dUR>2(—¥nim+1)H) ) +

m20 i=n+1
20+n+m —2 Gk\9 o n+m B
m=0 . k i=n+1

Lemma T2 implies that the expressions in lines (£I7) and [IS)) are equal to

Z Ers [Bg((g)),n(v)cont%f] and Z &rs [Cg((v ) )Cont%f] ,
T HETN, 1 (T,HeTN,
respectively, where

o k\g . n-+m o
Bg,n == Z grntme Hzgi?lml (RldUH)kWM* ( H (—@/)z‘) (Rzl(—@/h‘)H)k) )
k

m)!
m>0 i=n+1

k 1 (Glg)g i 7\ k -\ k
Con =2 izt | L] (<0 (Bor(~0)H)" - (Roa(~trms)dUH)" )
: k

m>0 i=n+1
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Summarizing the above computations, we get

e ((\I’_lR_l(—z).cH’HlG") (€% ® @7 €0, ® egdtﬁ)) _

g,n+2
n+1
= Z Ers Z g(v (o CONLT ; + E(z/q)f(l Cont!? s Z L(p)! Contl’“ +
TNHeETN, 1 veV (T) k=2

+ Y E@We o) 10) Contf |

ecE(T)
where
Vi, =Ab 4 BE ok BT gk
i Id — —1d . N
E(Z) :\Il_ldUL() + \Ij—lud(] — \I’_lz_l[R_l(Z),dU] Q@ dR_l(Z),
< z
Id — R(— —2)—1d . _
ﬁ(z) :MdU\D +dU%\I} _ z_l[dU, R(—z)]\If q@) dR(—z),
z
Id — R(— Id— R ET —ET ET —ET(0
£, y) <R f; (y) , ET(z.y) } (2.0 o7+ gy EL@) . (0,9)
_YIR(=2), dUIR"(y) + 2R(=2)[dU, B (y)] e0 @0 jppy oy
zy(z +y) ’

We conclude that equation (.6) is true.

Proof of Theorem[{.10. We have to check that

(4'19> Deg Ci;zci)l(eao ® ®?:1€04¢> + ﬂ-l*cz;mcf&(eao ® ®?=1€ai ® TW@’Y) =

- (Z Qo — Gag — 25[9) Ciﬁ)l(eao ® ®?:1604i)'
i=1

Since

FGO ao n v o o 8 FGot
T1Cynia(€? @ ®Li€q, @77€y) = E

ope Con+l (6™ ® ®; €q,)

9

t*=0

equation (19) follows from the equation

a F t « n - F t Q n
(Deg +E S ) Conti (€% ® @ €a,) = <Z Go; = oo — 25:g) Comti (€™ @ Q. €a,),
i=1
which, by Proposition LT1] is equivalent to the equation

0 —
(4.20) (Deg+Eo‘%) <\Il_1R_1(—z).cH’H GO) (€% ® @ e0) =

g,n+1

— (Z oy — Gog — 25lg> <\If’1R’1(—z).cﬁ’H71G°> (™ ® ®i eq,)-
=1

g,n+1

Let us prove it.

From definition (@4)) and the assumption Gy € Vj, it follows that

9 B —
(Deg+E“8ta) IO (e @ @ e, ) = ( io Za 25lg> 0 (o @ @7 e, ).
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Recall that the unit of the F-CohFT L "Co js H = S H;e;. We express
=1 p
-1 HH Gy _ p-1 1" HH'G
R (=2).c =R (=2)Th-1(_,C o

where Ty ) = = 2(H — R(—2)H). Consider the definition (2] for the action of Th-1(_,) on
the F-CohFT ¢mH G0 Let A := diag(dy,...,dx). Since

9 g0 _ L0
(2&+E Hte )R(Z’)— [A,R(Z)], E ataH_AH7

we have

(za% + Eaa%) (R(=)TT) = A (R(=)T)

which implies that
0 -
(Deg +EY— 50 ) Th L(—ge) = (Id + A)T;%/*l(—wk) €V ®H (Mgynimi) @C[[t, ..., t"]].

Since the map . H* (Mg pimi1) — H*(Mg,11) decreases the cohomological degree by 2m,
we obtain

e} d H,H-1 7 n
(Deg +E at ) (Tg—l(iz)CHJ—[ GO)Q . (6 0 ® ®j:16ij) e

o H,H’lG’ 7 n
= (520 - ; 5@']- — 2519) (Tg_l(fz)c O)Q’n—’—l (6 "R ®j:16ij)'

Consider now definition (&1)) of the action of R~!(—z) on the F-CohFT without unit (and

with coefficients in C[[t!, ... t"]]) Tg_l(fz)cﬁvH_lGO. For the leg terms R~ (¢;)" € End(V*) ®

H* (Mg 1) @ C[[t, ..., tV]] and R(—y,) € End(V) @ H* (Mg 1) @ C[[tL, ..., tV]], we have

(Deg-+ B ) A7) = (R0 o] (Do B ) RO-w) = [, R(-w1)]

1d—R(=t, )R~ (1)

For the edge term , we compute

Yot +1ben
o 0\ 1d = R(—¢pe) R (¢er) { Id — R(-?/Je/)R_l(?/fe”)] Id — R(=tper) R (her)
(Deg i 8ta) we/ + we” B A’ we’ + 1/}6” we’ + we” '

Note that the map

SF*: H* H M (v),n(v) — H*(Mg,n-l—l)

veV(I)
increases the cohomological degree by 2|E(I")|. Summarizing the above computations for the
action the operator Deg +E°‘a% on the vertex, the leg, and the edge terms, we see that the
contribution of each stable tree I' € T}, ,, 1 in formula (1) to a class

- H,H-1 7 n
(R 1(—Z)Tg_1(7z)CH’H GO) (6 0 ® ®j:16ij)

g,n+1

is an eigenvector of the operator Deg +E° -2 with the eigenvalue d;, —>_" i1 0i;—20;g. Therefore,

ot™

« a - H,H! 7 n
121 (Deg+B ) (RO T o 70) (o oe,) -

g,n+1

_ T g1 i
= <5 - —25lg> (R (=) T ™ G”)W( €0 ® ®7_e;,).
=1 ’
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It remains to act by U~! on the F-CohFT (with coefficients in C[[t!, ... t"]])

R71<—Z)T}I%/71(_Z)CF’H_IGO _ Rfl(_z»CF,H_lGo.

We have
d ou' 0 ou’ OE® ou’ ou' 0 _. .
e = o \ - = = E*——VU, = (5 V1
ot otf — otP < 8ta) otf ore Py 9 (0: + q5) Vs
Together with equation (ZZI]) this immediately implies equation (Z20). n

4.4.1. FExample: extended 2-spin theory in all genera. Let us apply the above construction to
the flat F-CohFT of the extended 2-spin theory (see Section [L4T]):

th)? (t*)? o 1,0

FY(t! ?) = ) F2(t1 %) = t4? — E=t"—+-1*—.

( ) ) 2 Y ( Y ) 12 9 8t1 + 2 atQ

The unit is %. The flat F-manifold is not semisimple at the origin, so we consider it around
a semisimple point (0,7), 7 € C*. We have §; = 0 and §, = —3. By Theorem EI0, there

exist two families of homogeneous F-CohFTs with the associated flat F-manifolds given by the
vector potential F'(g ).

First, for any A € C* the F-CohFT

CF(O,T)7(>\7O) — (\I]ilR71<_ tI‘iV,(A,O)

?) ‘(tl,tQ):(O,T) €
is homogeneous of conformal dimension 0. Here, the matrices ¥ and R(z) = Id + ), Ry.2"

were computed in Section [L4T] It is easy to see that

Fo,7),(A0), 1 Qk ®l 0, if [ > 1,
C (& € e = -
g, k+1+1 ( X 1 ® 2 ) {)\g c HO(Mg,k;—f—l), ifl =0.

An argument from [BR21] Section 6] shows that the F-CohFT ¢F©.n:*0 doesn’t have a limit
when 7 — 0.

Second, for any A € C* the F-CohFT

CF(077)7(07)\) — (\II_lR_l (—Z)) triv,(0,\)

‘(tl,tQ):(O;r) €

is homogeneous of conformal dimension 1. On the other hand, in [BR2I, Theorem 3.9] the
authors constructed a homogeneous F-CohFT ¢***t also of conformal dimension 1, with the

associated flat F-manifold given by the vector potential F. Consider its formal shift ¢2et(07)

The property (see [BR2I, Theorem 3.9])

ex « n - 1
deng,njEl(e ' ® ®i=16ai) = (Z Go; — Qoo +g> . = 0, Ga = 5’
=1

together with the fact that g, < 1 implies that the sum on the right-hand side of ([3.3)) is finite.
Therefore, the F-CohFT c>407) ig well defined for any value of 7. It is interesting to compare
the F-CohFTs ¢©0n:OA) and ¢2ext:0.7),

Using the properties of the F-CohFT ¢*** [BR21, Theorem 3.9], it is easy to compute that

CQ,ext,(O,7)<ea) _ 0, - if =1,
b 7€ H'My,), ifa=2
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On the other hand, the degree zero part of ci(lo’ﬂ’(o’)‘)(ea) is equal to

0 ifa=1
-1\« — ’ ’
A(PT)3 }(tl,t2)=(0ﬂ') B {—ﬁ if a =2.

T

We see that the degree zero parts of the F-CohFTs Fn =) and 207 coincide. The

72
whole F-CohFTs can not coincide because, for example, cigﬂ’(o’ )(e1 ®ef") =0 for g > 1,

and czzfﬁ’fo’ﬂ(el ®e?™) = \,. However, we expect that the F-CohFTs ¢F'©n=7) and ¢2ext0:7)

coincide after the restriction to the moduli space of curves of compact type M;tn 41 (those whose

dual graph is a tree). If this is true, then it would be interesting to study whether the existence

ct
g,n+1-

of the limit lim,_,q cF @00~ gives new relations in the cohomology or Chow ring of

We finally remark that the partial failure, just observed for the extended 2-spin F-CohFT,
of the Givental-type theory to reconstruct an F-CohFT from its F-TFT and genus 0 restriction
is not unexpected. Indeed, a crucial difference between the R-matrix action on F-CohFTs and
the corresponding R-matrix action on CohFTs [PPZ15, Section 2.1] is that in (£I]) the sum
runs over stable trees only, instead of all stable graphs. This restriction seems natural, as the
vertex contributions, i.e., the maps ¢4 ,,+1, need one input and n outputs, but it is clear that, in
general, some parts of the full F-CohFT, supported in particular on Mg,nﬂ \ M;tn 41, can be
lost. One can hence try to enlarge the Givental group (for instance introducing nonseparating-
edge contributions different from the R-matrix) and modify the action ([€.1]) adding back stable
graphs that are not trees, in the effort to recover the lost transitivity.

Alternatively, one can look at F-CohFTs ¢, ,,+1 as maps to the cohomology groups H*( gtn 1)

instead of H*(M,,,11) (simply by restriction) and, since the restriction of any cohomology class

on M, .1 supported on My .11 \/\/l;fnle to M;an is zero, any contribution to the action (4.1])

of stable graphs that are not trees becomes irrelevant.

Moreover, given an F-CohFT ¢, ,.; on M;tn 41, it is possible to produce a canonical F-
CohFT on M, 41 by multiplying it by the top Chern class )\, of the Hodge bundle on M, 1.
The result is a well defined F-CohFT on ﬂg,nﬂ, because the restriction of the class A, to
Mngrl \ M;tn 41 s zero. Notice also that multiplying by A, commutes with the R-matrix
action on F-CohFTs. This is particularly relevant in view of future applications to the double

ramification hierarchy, see [Burlf, BR16, [BR21], which only depends on A, - ¢4 1.
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