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1 Preliminary

In [LL1] the authors had developed a topological version of family Seiberg-
Witten invariants. In an attempt to generalize Taubes’ “SW=Gr” to families,
it was observed that multiple coverings of exceptional curves may show up in
the enumeration. In [Liu4] a family curve counting scheme has been proposed
for algebraic families. In [L3] the topological/algebraic version of family blowup
formula was derived. In [L5] the topological/algebraic version of family switch-
ing formula was derived. It was used in [Liul] to derive the Géttsche-Yau-Zaslow
conjecture regarding counting of nodal curves on algebraic surfaces, including
K3.

The derivation in [Liul] makes use of the various techniques from differential
topology and complex geometry as well as the technique from the theory of
pseudo-holomorphic curves. In the derivation the author had assumed that
the reader is reasonably familiar with Taubes proof of “SW=Gr”. On the other
hand, a version of algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariant was defined in [Liu3]
and its family blowup formula and switching formula was derived in [Liu3] and
[Liub], respectively, based on intersection theory developed in [F].

Thus it is desirable to give a purely algebraic proof of the universality the-
orem, the backbone in deriving the Gottsche-Yau-Zaslow formula, based on
intersection theory [F| and algebraic geometry [Ha].

The following universality theorem is the main theorem proved in this paper.

Main Theorem 1 Let 6 € N denote the number of nodal singularities. Let L
be a 56 — 1 very-ample line bundle on an algebraic surface M, then the number
of d—node nodal singular curves in a generic § dimensional linear sub-system
of |L| can be expressed as a universal polynomial (independent to M) of c¢1(L)?,

c1(L) - ey (M), e1(M)?, co(M) of degree 6.
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For simplicity, we take C to be our ground field. But the same argument
works for algebraic closed fields of characteristic zero as well.

The term “number of §—node nodal curves in a linear system” used here is
the weighted number of singular algebraic curves with isolated d—nodal singu-
larities defined in [Got]. This concept is closed related but not always equal to
Gromov-Witten invariant of ¢1 (L). For their potential difference, please consult
section [1

In the following we outline the different functionalities of the various sections
of the paper. Because the paper is a bit lengthy—involving quite a few new
notations not widely used in the community of enumeration geometry/algebraic
geometry, in subsection [l we offer some simple advice, a notation table and
quite a lot of footnotes, which may help the reader to get used to our notations
and read the paper more fluently.

In section Bl we review the basic facts about the universal spaces and then
introduce the relative-universal spaces over a base B. We also recall the concept
of admissible graphs, admissible strata and the stratification of the (relative)
universal spaces. To minimize the dependence on [Liul], we prove a few useful
results which will be used in the latter sections. As a result, an admissible
stratum can be characterized as the locus of co-existence of type I exceptional
classes attached to it.

In section Bl and the subsidiary subsections, we develop a technique to con-
struct and identify the quotient bundle Vg,,: of the given obstruction vector
bundle Wcanonly(F)XT( M), given some datum of quotient sheaves.

In section @l we review the residual intersection formula of top Chern classes
[F] and develop an algebraic tool to compare the top Chern classes of vector
bundles ¢ : E — F isomorphic off a closed subset. Under the bundle homomor-
phism o, a section sg of E induces a section o(sg) of F' and the difference of
their top Chern classes can be studied by the difference of their localized top
Chern classes along the zero loci Z(sg), Z(o(so)), respectively. We find that
after some blowing ups along loci in Z(o(so)) — Z(s¢), the top Chern class of
the residual bundle of F' has the same “numerical property” as the top Chern
class of the pull-back of E. We achieve this goal by a graph construction in
the projective space bundle P(E & 1). This proposition is crucial in controlling
the seemingly “unmanageable” blowing ups and relate the modified bundle to
better understood objects.

The canonical cross section Scgqnon Of the canonical algebraic obstruction
bundle ' H ® 7% W canon defines a zero locus in X = P(Vanon) which con-
tains the sub-locus (closure) Mc_wm(g)e XM, Y, that we want to study. The
proof of the main theorem enables us to attach an invariant to this locus. In
section Bl and the sub-sequential sub-sections, we initiate the proof of the main
theorem by introducing an inductive procedure of blowing up the smooth total
space of the canonical family algebraic Kuranishi space X = P(V anon). The
goal is to apply residual intersection theory inductively and remove all the ex-
cess contributions. In subsection B2 we define the modified algebraic family

1See definition 5.3 in [Liu3] for its definition.



Seiberg-Witten invariants attached to the various smooth sub-loci. We also ad-
dress in subsection some combinatorial questions regarding the sub-loci of
Mc_me)e- In the same sub-section, we also explain the geometric meanings
of several partial orderings >, >, 1, etc. which had already appeared in [Liul],
[Liud], [Liu5] before.

The section B is the core of the current paper. In this section, we finish up
the proof of the main theorem. We address in subsection some combina-
torial questions regarding the independence of the localized top Chern classes
to the permutations/collapsing of the blowing up orderings. We prove induc-
tively that the various excess contributions of the algebraic family invariant
AFSWnts, x gty Msx (i} (L, C — 237 ;o5 ;) can be identified with the var-
ious modified family algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariants defined in subsection
In subsection 4] we enhance Gottsche’s argument slightly to get the nec-
essary finiteness result on nodal curves that we enumerate.

Finally in the appendix, section [ we offer a light-weighted comparison
between our family invariants and the standard Gromov-Witten invariants of
algebraic surfaces. Even though family Seiberg-Witten invariants on the univer-
sal spaces are related to Gromov-Witten invariants of algebraic surfaces, there is
some subtle difference between them which may cause confusion to the readers
who are new to family Seiberg-Witten invariants.

In this paper, we do not attempt to address the issue of identifying these
universal polynomials in the universality theorem algebraically. The discussion
about the relationship of the above universality theorem with Riemann-Roch
formula along with some open problems and conjectures related to this theorem
will be addressed in a separated note [Liu7] elsewhere.

Finally, it is recommended to use [Liu3], [Liu4], [Liu5] as companions reading
this paper.

1.1 A Table of Our Notations

In this paper we give an algebraic proof of the universality theorem, and most
of our notations have already appeared in [Liul], [Liu3], [Liu4], [Liu5], etc. On
the other hand a few new notations must be introduced in the purely algebraic
argument of the paper. For the standard notations in algebraic geometry and
intersection theory, the reader may consult [Hal, [F]. In the following, we list the
frequently used “global” 2 notations in the paper. Following the convention of
the earlier papers [Liu3], [Liub], a locally free sheaf of sections will be denoted
by the calligraphic character, say G, if and only if the corresponding algebraic
vector bundle has been denoted by the bold character G.

Another convention in this paper is that the variables/notations defined
within the proof of a lemma or a proposition is viewed as a “local” variable

2For its definition, see the next paragraph.



and its “scope” is within this particular proof. We may recycle the same vari-
able/notation in the proofs of the other lemma/proposition in a different con-
text. On the other hand, the variables/notations declared in the definitions are
viewed as the “global” variables. Subject to some specialization of values, their
meanings are fixed throughout the paper. Finally, the variables/notations de-
clared in the text of the paper are “semi-local” in the sense that their scope is the
whole section containing the particular text. If we refer to this variable /notation
from a different section, we will indicate to the reader the location (page) where
it has been defined.

The following is the list of notations widely used throughout the paper.
Every symbol is leaded by a e.

e adm(n)—the set of n-vertexes admissible graphs satisfying the five axioms
starting at page [

e admsg(n)-the subset of adm(n) consisting of fan-like admissible graphs.
See definition Bl on page B4 and fig.4 on page E7

e C-the classin HY'1(M, Z). In this paper C is assumed to satisfy R, (EC) =
R2m. (5@) =0.

e C' — M(E)E-In this expression the term —M(E)E = =3, ., m;E; is
interpreted as a cohomology class instead of an effective divisor. C'— M(E)E
is a class of Hodge type (1,1).

e Cr—the simplicial exceptional cone constant over Sp D Yr.

e A(n)-the subset of adm(n) containing admissible graphs which satisfy the
additional extremal conditions on page Bl See definition on page E1

e Ay, -the (anti)-effective divisor in Sy, — Y (T, ) which appears in the
exact sequence relating R!7, (Oék- ® E_M(E)E) and R'7, (Oék- (eki)). Consult
page B4 for more details. ' '

e j—the number of nodes in the main theorem.

e ¢,—the extremal generators of Cr, called type I exceptional class.

o I;—the effective exceptional divisor Ej.,+1 in M4 and is viewed as the
fiberwise divisor of M,, 41 — M,,.

o Eq.p—the effective exceptional divisor in M,, corresponding to the blowing
up along the (a,b)—th partial diagonal of M™.

e Eo-the invertible sheaf over M x T'(M) with c1(Ec|arxqny) = C for Vt €
T(M).

o £o_m(p)e-the invertible sheaf over M, 1 x T'(M) corresponding to the
cohomology class C' — M(FE)FE of Hodge type (1,1).

e ECu(C, Q)—the type I exceptional cone associated with C over b € M,.
See definition 5 of [Liu4] for its definition.

e f,—the projection map M1 — M,.

® fn—_1.k—the composition of the projection map fio fryi10---0 fr—1: My, —
M.

e I'-A typical element of an admissible graph I' € adm(n). See fig. 1 on
page B for an example.



o I'.,~the fan-like admissible graph attached to e; in which the index i is the
only direct ascendent index and the indexes j; appearing in e; = E; — Y ji E;,
are the direct descendent indexes of 7. See fig.2 on page [[O for some examples.

e 7, or y—the unique admissible graph of n vertexes with no one edge.

e H and H-the hyperplane bundle and its invertible sheaf of sections on
PVeanon) = P(V,,0n) induced by the linear structure Ve unon.

e Ir—the subset of A(n) which collects all the elements smaller than T under
the linear ordering |=. Consult page B4l for its definition.

o Ir—the reduced subset of Ip throwing away elements € Ir which are <
than some other element in It. Consult page [l for its definition.

° f1?> —The subset of I collecting all the elements in Ir which are < T.
Consult page [(3 for its definition.

e j;—the typical direct descendent index of . The subscript ¢ in j; indicates
Ji is a direct descendent of i.

e ;—the subscripts in {1,2,- -, n} which corresponds to the indexes of type
I exceptional classes with ey, - (C'— M(E)E) < 0.

e =;—the P! fibration over Y (I',) representing the universal curves of the
type I exceptional class e;. The notation is used starting in section

° érthe relative minimal model of Z; which has the P! fiber bundle struc-
ture over Y(I';,). Please consult page B4 lemma [@ in subsection Bl for the
construction.

e L-an line bundle over M with first Chern class C € HV1(M,Z). The
bundle is assumed to be “sufficiently very ample” in this paper.

e M-an algebraic surface with irregularity ¢ = ¢(M) and geometric genus
Pg-

e M,—the n—th universal space associated with M. See section B for its
construction.

® Mc_m(p)r and Mch(E)Eiz ..~ the family moduli space

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 "

associated with C—M(E)E and C—M(E)E=3}_. . c_m(p)p)<o i Tespectively.

<0
They can be viewed as the sub-schemes Z (Scanon) and Z(8%,,,0n) Of P(Veanon) =
P (VZG,HOH)'

e M(FE)E-the multiple covering of E;, >, .., m;E; with non-increasing
singular multiplicities 0 < my < mg < -+ < my,.

e 1-the projection map f,, : M, 1 — M, or its restriction to the various P!
fibrations Z; — Y(I'¢,) or the union ), ., Zg, — Y(I').

e 7-the projection morphism Z; — Y'(T';,) of the relative minimal model of

=
e 7;-the projection map from M,, to M| determined by the index subset

Ic{1,2,---,n}

o 7;—the lifting of 77 to M, — M.

e Q, and Qp,—the line bundle and the corresponding invertible sheaf appear-
ing in the short exact sequence relating R'7. (Oz ©€_m(p)r) and R'7. (Oz, (ex,))-
Consult page B4 for more details. ' '

® S.anon—the canonical section of wlﬁ,(

)Wcanon ® H induced by the
bundle morphism V canon — W eanon-

Vecanon



(o)
b SC(IHOH

Vganon }_> Wganon'

e Sp—the subset of M, over which the type I exceptional cone EC,(C —
M(FE)E; Q) remains constant for b € Sp.

e T'(M)—the connected component of the Picard variety of M parametrizing
the line bundles with first Chern class C.

® Vi unon—the vector bundle over M, x T (M) associated with the zero-th
derived image sheaf RO, (Ec).

o V.. on—the vector bundle over M, x T(M) associated with the zero-th
derived image sheaf RO, (Ec).

® Vuot—the quotient bundle of W40, whose associated locally free sheaf
Vguot is constructed from the torsion free summand of a coherent sheaf Rix, (OZ

—the canonical section of w;(vmm)wgamn ® H determined by

=, @
1<i<p ki
Ec—m(B) E) Consult section definition B for its definition, and proposition
on page Bl for its construction.

° unora direct sum of vector bundles which is equivalent to Vgye: in the
K group. Consult B, definition B for its definition.

e W inon and Weanon—W canon 18 the canonical obstruction bundle associ-
ated with C —M(E)E. Weanon is the locally free sheaf associated with W .qp0n.
Consult definition 5.3 of [Liu3] for its definition.

e W_ . ., and W2 . —W?, .. is the canonical obstruction bundle associ-
ated with C = M(E)E = 3 . (c_m(p)E)<0 €i- Weanon is the locally free sheaf
associated with W, . Consult section 5, right in front of lemma 6, of [Liu5]
for its definition.

e (X/B),~the n—th relative version of the universal space of X — B. X' /B
is X with ”/B” to indicate that it has a fiber bundle structure over B.

o V(I'), Y(I')-Y (T) is the closure of the admissible strata Yr C M,,; Y(T') is
the relative version C (X/B),,. Consult sectionfor some of its basic properties.

e Y, Yr—Yr is the locally closed admissible stratum; Yr is the relative

version C (X/B),. Consult section B for some of its properties.

e >4 partial ordering among pairs of the form (T, Zei-(ch(E)E)<O e;) with

I' € A(n) which encodes the inclusion relationship OfMC—M(E)E—Z X,

e; (C—M(E)E)<0 €
Y (T"). Please consult page B7 for more details.

e T-the partial ordering among pairs of the form (T, Zei~(CfM(E)E‘)<O ei)
with I' € A(n) which encodes the discrepancy of using W2,,..,, and ..o
replace W gnon and Scanon. Please consult page for more details.

e >—a partial ordering among I' € A(n) which encodes that the type I
exceptional cone Cr gets larger under degenerations. Consult page bl for more
details.

e |=The linear ordering introduced on A(n) and therefore on It and Ir.
Consult page B3 for more details.

e —the altered linear ordering on Ir. Consult definition [[7 for more details.

to



2 A Brief Review about the Admissible Graphs
and Admissible Strata

In [Liul] we had introduced the concepts of universal spaces (see also [V]),
admissible graphs and the admissible stratification of the universal spaces M,,,
n € N. For the convenience of the reader, we extract the basic facts about them
in this section.

We review the construction of M,, and review the admissible graphs and the
admissible stratification. Then we generalize it to a relative setting and discuss
their basic properties and the relationship with type I exceptional classes.

Recall (consult section 3 on page 400 of [Liul]) that the universal space M,
is constructed by an inductive procedure. Take My = pt and M7 = M. Suppose
that Mo, My, Mo, - - -, Mj;,_1 has been constructed and there are natural projec-
tion maps My_1 — My_o — My_3--- — pt, then define My to be the blowing
up of the relative diagonal Ang, | /ar, , * M1+ My_1 X, _, My—1. Then the
natural projection map fr_1 : My — My_1 is a surjection. By mathematical
induction, the universal spaces are defined for all n € N and there are smooth
surjective morphisms fj : My1 — M for all k. As usual the composite map
feo fig1 0 fn: Myq1 — My will be denoted by fi, k.

In [Liul] we had introduced a concept called admissible graphs. The set of
n-vertex admissible graphs, denoted by adm(n), is the set of finite graphs with
n vertexes and a finite number of arrowed one-edges which satisfy five axioms
(from page 412-413 of [Liul)).

Axiom 1: There is a 1 — 1 correspondence between the vertexes of I' and the
positive integers smaller or equal to 1. An association of this type is called a
marking of the graph. More generally, one can mark the graph by any finite
subset of N. If T is the index set. The graph is called I admissible.

Axiom 2: The one-edges are oriented by arrows from the vertex marked by
a smaller integer (called a direct ascendent) to the vertex marked by a larger
integer (called a direct descendent).

Axiom 3: The only loops allowed in the graph are triangles formed by the three
vertexes. Suppose a < b < ¢ are the three different vertexes, then b, ¢ must be
the direct descendents of a while a, b must be the direct ascendents of ¢. The
vertexes a, b, ¢ form a triangle.

Axiom 4: Any vertex can have at most two direct ascendents. When a vertex has
exactly two direct ascendents, it and its two direct ascendents form a triangular
loop.

Axiom 5: Suppose that two adjacent triangles share a common edge, then out
of the four vertexes in the two triangles the ending vertex 3 of this common edge
has exactly one direct descendent among the other three vertexes.

3at which the arrow points to



fig.1
An admissible graph with 8 vertexes.

The admissible graphs code the combinatorial patterns of the blowing ups.
We usually denote a typical element in adm(n) by T'. The consistency of the
above axioms were ensured geometrically in [Liul] by constructing the corre-
sponding admissible strata 4 Y1 # () explicitly.

Definition 1 Define the codimension of an admissible graph T' € adm(n),
codimcT, to be the number of one-edges in T'.

The graph in fig.1 illustrates an example of admissible graphs.

In the set adm(n) there is a special element v, (or for simplicity skipping
the subscript n and denote it by v if it does not cause confusion) which consists
of n free vertexes without one-edges. By construction codimcy, = 0 and v, is
the only admissible graph in adm(n) which has this special property.

The reason to introduce such a set adm(n) is because that the universal
space M, can be stratified by the various admissible strata Yr which have
smooth closure Y(I') in M,

Proposition 1 The n—th universal space M, admits an admissible stratifica-
tion M, = HFEadm(n) YT into locally closed smooth subsets Yt such that

(i). The closure of Yr in M, Yr = Y (') is smooth of dimension dimgcM,, —
codimcI in M,,.

(i1). Y(T') can be expressed as a union of admissible strata Yr., Y(T') =
HF’<F Y.

IV < T indicates that Y appears in the compactification of Yr into Y (T')
and is said to be a degeneration of the admissible graph T'.

This proposition was proved in proposition 4.2.-4.3. in [Liul]. In definition
4.8. of [Liul] we had given a combinatorial characterization of the degenerations
of the admissible graphs.

4Consult [Liul] or below for the definition or construction of Y (YT).



Remark 1 The fibers of the fiber bundle map f,, : My11 — M, are all n— consecutive
blowing ups from M. Therefore the space M, can be interpreted as the “ uni-

versal space” parametrizing all the ordered n— consecutive pointwise blowing ups
from M.

Let M,, = HFEadm(n) Yr be the admissible stratification of M,, into locally
closed strata. Then the stratum Y, is the only top dimensional stratum which
parametrizes all the ordered distinct n points in M. Every distinct n points
in M corresponds to n distinct pointwise blowing ups of M. The various Yr,
I’ # ~,, parametrize those n—consecutive blowing ups whose blowing up centers
may lie on the exceptional loci of the previous blowing ups.

Let X — B be a fiber bundle over a base B which is smooth of relative dimen-
sion two. We use the notation X' /B to indicate that the space X" has a structure
of fiber bundle over B. We define (X/B)y = B, (X/B); = X/B. Suppose that
(X/B)1,(X/B)2,-++,(X/B)k_1 have been defined and there are natural sur-
jective projection maps (X/B)k—1 + (X/B)g—2 — -+ B, define (X' /B); to
be the blowing up of the relative diagonal Ax/p), ,/(x/B)x_» : (X/B)r-1 —
(X/B)k—1 X(x/B),_» (X/B)r-1, etc. Apparently f_1 : (X/B)y = (X/B)r_1
is surjective. By mathematical induction, (X /B), are constructed for allm € N
such that f, : (X¥/B)p41 — (X/B), are smooth and surjective.

For a given n, f,_1 0 : (X/B), — B is the fiber bundle of the n—th universal
spaces of the fibers.

We have the following lemma relating different relative universal space con-
structions,

Lemma 1 For all n > k, we have the following identity
(X/B)a)(X/B) = ((X/B)es1 /(X/B)).,_,-

Proof: This can be seen by noticing that for n = k+1, (X/B)k4+1/(X/B)y is a
fiber bundle projection map. So we may take X’ = (X/B)y4+1 and B’ = (X/B)y,
and (X/B)g4+1/(X/B)r = (X'/B’);. Then by definition (X/B)ky2 — (X/B)k
is the blowing up of the relative diagonal of (X/B)ry1 X(x/By, (X/B)rt1 =
(XI/B/)l X B (XI/B/)l. So we identify (X/B)]H_g/(X/B)k with (XI/BI)Q. By
a simple induction argument and by comparing with the above relative con-
struction of the universal spaces, we find (X/B), /(X /B)i = (X'/B’)p_} for all
n > k. Therefore we have the following identity,

(X/B)n/(X/B) = ((X/B)i+1/(X/B)k),_,-
O
If we ignore the base space on the left hand side, we may rewrite the identity
as (X/B), = ((X/B)kJrl/(X/B)k)n_k. By taking B = pt and X = M, we
recover the important special case M,, = (My41/Mp)n—k-

Lemma 2 For all n € N, there exists a canonical dominated birational map
(X/B)p = xX%(X/B)1 from the n — th relative universal space (X/B)y, to the
n — th fiber products of X/B.



Proof: The assertion is apparently true for n = 1. Suppose that the birational
map (X/B)y — x%(X/B); has been constructed, then

(X/B)icer = (X/Bhx ey s (X Bl X5/ B)iX sy, X (X By =

is a composition of dominated birational maps. By mathematical induction,
the lemma is proved. O

The following proposition and its corollary are about the liftings of the pro-
jection maps to the corresponding (relative) universal spaces.

Proposition 2 Let n be a positive integer and let I C {1,2,---,n} be an index
subset. Let m; : (X/B), — (X/B) be the composite projection map (X/B), —
XB(X/B) — X/B to the i—th direct factor and let 71 = X;erm; + (X/B)p —
xlél(X/B) be the projection to the fiber products of |I| copies of X /B indexed
by the subset I. Then there exists a natural lifting of the map w1 to (X/B), —
(X/B)1) which makes the following diagram commutative,

(X/B), 5 (X/B)r
N
xpl(x/B)

The lifted map 71 is smooth of relative dimension 2n — 2|1|.

Notice that the lifted map 77 is usually different from the composite projec-
tion map (X/B), = (X/B)n_1 + -+ (X/B)7], which corresponds to the
lifting of a very specific I.

Remark 2 Following remark [, the lifting map 71 can be interpreted as the
“forgetful” map of forgetting all the blowing ups among the sequence of n-
consecutive blowing ups marked by indexes in {1,2,--- ,n} —I.

Proof of the proposition: When n = 1, the statement holds trivially.

Let 2 < n € N be a positive integer such that the statement of the proposi-
tion is known to be true for n—1, for all the X — B pairs. We would like to show
that it holds for n as well. Suppose that I = {1,2,---,n}, the statement holds
since the lifted map (X'/B), + (X /B)| is the identity map. So let us assume
that |I| < n. By lemma [[l we may rewrite (X /B), as ((X/B)2/(X/B)1)n-1-

& We separate into two cases. (i). 1 ¢ I. (ii). 1 € I.

In the first case, the projection to the second factor w2 : (X/B)2 — (X/B)1
induces a morphism (X' /B)2/(X/B)1 — (X/B)1/pt. This morphism induces an
morphism on the relative n — 1—th universal spaces ((X/B)2/(X/B)1)n—1 —
((X/B)1/pt)n—1 = (X/B)p—1. By the assumption 1 ¢ I we know that I C
{2,3,--+,n}. Define a new index set I_; C {1,2,---,n — 1} by subtract-
ing 1 from all the elements of I. Then by the induction hypothesis, 7; , :

10

<5 (X/B)



(X/B)p—1 — xlé’ll(X/B) can be lifted to the smooth surjective morphism
71y (X/B)n—1+ (X/B)|r_,- By composing with

(X/B)n = (X/B)2/(X/B)1)n-1 = (X/B)1/pt)n—1 = (X/B)n-1,

we get the desired lifting from (X/B),, = ((X/B)2/(X/B))pn—1 — ><‘BI’1‘(X/B) =
x2(X/B) to (X/B), ~ (X/B)1_,| = (X/B)1. The lifted surjective map is
apparently smooth because all the composite factors of maps are smooth and
surjective.

In the second case when 1 € I, we construct an new index set I’ ; by
subtracting all elements in I — {1} by 1, then I’ C {1,2,---,n — 1} and
we have |I' ;| = |I| — 1. We define a new fiber bundle &’ — B’ smooth of
relative dimension two by setting X' = (X/B)3, B’ = (X/B)1. Then we may
rewrite (X/B), as ((X/B)2/(X/B)1)n—1 = (X'/B')n—1. By the induction

hypothesis, the map 7TIIL1 (X)B )1 — ngII(X’/B') can be lifted to 7Vr'IL1 :

(/B )p1 = (X' B') 11 -
On the other hand |I’ ;| = |I| — 1, we realize by using lemma [l again that

(X'/B) 1) = (X' /B 11 = (X/B)2/(X/B)1)1-1 = (X/B)11-111 = (X/B)1.

Then the lifted maps from (X'/B),, = (X'/B')n_1 to (X' /B") ;-1 = (X/B)1
is the desired lifting map 7;. By inductive hypothesis, it is smooth and surjec-
tive.

Based on mathematical induction, the existence of the lifting is proved. Fi-
nally the assertion about the relative dimension 2n — 2|I| is by a direct compar-
ison of the dimensions of the source and the target. O

Corollary 1 Let m; : M, — M,1 < i < n denote the projection to the i—th
copy of M. Let mp = X;erm; : My, — MV is the projection to the |I|-Cartesian
product of M indexed by I.

Then there exists a unique surjective and smooth lifting 71 = M, — M
which makes the following diagram commutative,

M, T My
N
MM

The map 71 is of relative dimension 2n — 2|I|.

Proof: By taking M = X +— B = pt in the proposition B] the corollary is a
direct consequence of proposition 2l O

Given an n € N, one may prove inductively (see lemma 3.1 and proposition
3.1 on pages 401-402 of [Liul]) that the birational map M, 41 — M x M,, can
be factorized into n codimension-two blowing ups along the cross sections of the
intermediate fiber bundles f;_; ;M;4+1 — M,, induced by the relative diagonals
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Miy1 = M1 X, Miv1. As a consequence, M, can be blown up from M"
by @ consecutive codimension-two blowing ups along the partial diagonals.
Our convention in this paper is that E.p,1 < a < b < n denote the (pull-back
of) the exceptional divisor blown up from the strict transforms of the (a,b)—th
partial diagonals. Under this convention, the n distinct exceptional divisors,
Eint1, Foggt, o+, Epipgr of the fiber bundle f,, : My,41 — M, are denoted
by Fr, Es, -+, E, respectwely. They will play a special role in this paper.

Let T be an admissible graph € adm(n), then one may attach n distinct
type I exceptional classes e;, 1 <1i < n, to'. Given an index ¢, with 1 < i < n,
let the indexes j; run through all the direct descendents of ¢ in I'. Then e; =
E; — Eji Ej, is the i—th type I exceptional class attached to I'. We set e; - e;
to be the fiberwise intersection number of the classes e; and e;.

The following proposition will be used frequently in this paper,

Proposition 3 Forl <i <mnletJ; be an index subset of {1,2,---,n} satisfying
inf(J;) > i. Let e1,ea, -, e, be n divisor classes of the form E; — E]EJZ
Suppose that eq,ea, -, en satzsfy the condition eq - ey > 0 for all a #£b. Then
there exists an admissible graph T' € adm(n) such that e1,es,es,- -, e, are the
type I exceptional classes associated with T'.

In other words, the locus Y(I') C M,, is the locus of co-existence over which

e1,ea, -+, e, become effective. Please see fig.3 on page [[A for an example that
I' is recovered from the fan-like graphs associated with these e;.
Proof: The proposition is proved by an induction argument on n. The base
case n = 1 is trivial. Suppose that the proposition has been proved for n — 1,
we would like to prove the existence of such a I' € adm(n) for n. Given n
vertexes, construct the graph I' by the following rule: Given an ¢ < n, connect
an oriented edge from i to any j > i if j € J;, i.e. if the term —FE; appears
in the class e;. We show that I' is an admissible graph, i.e. it satisfies the five
axioms characterizing admissible graphs.

Firstly we shift all the indexes by —1 temporally and denote the new graph
marked by the shifted indexes {0,1,2,---,n — 1} as [. It is easy to see that
I' is admissible with respect to {1, 2,--,n} iff I is admissible ® with respect
to the shifted index set {0,1,---,n — 1}. Define ¢ Z — Z by the formula
¢(i) = i — 1. Define Ji = & 1+1) for i € {0,1,2,---,n — 1}. Likewise define
E; = E;11. Define accordingly ¢&; = E; — E]EJ . It is clear that é; = e;11
for 0 <i <n —1 and their mutual intersection palrlngs are still non-negative.

Thus by our induction hypothesis, the classes &1, &, - - -, &,,_1 satisfy €;-€j =
€i+1 - €j41 > 0 for i # j. So there exists an admissible graph IV € adm(n — 1)
such that é1,---,€,_1 are the type I exceptional classes associated to I'V. And
by the inductive construction I' is constructed by the datum of &1, -+, &, _1 the
same way we construct I' (and T'). So it is clear that I is a sub-graph of T
by removing the 0—th vertex and all the arrowed edges starting from it. That

5relaxing the constraint on the index set.
6Notice that the class &g is excluded here.
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is because € is not used in constructing I'V. Our inductive assumption implies
that this sub-graph I of T is admissible (with respect to {1,2,---,n — 1}).

Our final task is to show the admissibility of the whole I'. Among the five
axioms which characterize admissible graphs, the axiom 1. and axiom 2. are
satisfied trivially by construction.

To show that axioms 3., 4., 5., are satisfied, we prove by contradiction.

¢ About axiom 3.: if there is a polygonal loop in ' which is not a trian-
gle, we may choose a polygonal loop of vertexes involving the least number of
vertexes/edges. Firstly, this ’exotic loop’ cannot locate completely within I
because I has been known to be admissible, so axiom 3 for IV rules out this
possibility. So the vertex marked by 0 must be within this loop. Consider the
vertex v marked by the largest integer ¢ along the loop. It must be located in
I because ¢ # 0. On the other hand, the loop passes through v means that
there are two edges ending at v (because the arrows of the edges always point
to vertexes marked by the larger integers).

If both direct ascendents vy, vy of v are not marked by 0, they are vertexes
in IV as well and by the admissibility of I, axiom 4. for IV implies that v,
v1,v2 form a triangle. This implies that we can shorten the loop by replacing
the oriented edges 719 and 720 by the single edge 7795 (or 301, depending on
which vertex is marked by a larger integer). This violates the assumption that
the loop involves the least number of vertexes/edges!

If one of the two direct ascendents vy, v of v, say vy, is marked by 0, as-
sume that vy is marked by p, with 1 < p < n — 1. Then ¢q € jp and q € Jo
simultaneously.

On the other hand, we have assumed that éy-€, > 0. As (—E,)? contributes
—1 to the intersection number, there must be a positive counter-term which
makes the intersection number non-negative. This only occurs when p € Jo and
(Ep) - (—E4) = 1 contributes positively to the sum. But this implies that the
edges linking vy, v2, v already form a triangle and it is not a polygonal loop.

In any case, the axiom 3. holds for T

¢ About axiom 4., suppose that a vertex in T’ has more than two direct
ascendents in I'. Then we randomly pick three of them, say vy, v, v3 (marked
by p1 < p2 < ps, respectively), and derive a contradiction.

Because ¢ € jp1 N jp2 N jp3, by the same argument in checking axiom 3.,
€p, " €py > 0, €, - €py, > 0, and €p, - €5, > 0 force v2,v3 to be the direct
descendents of vy while v3 is forced to be a direct descendent of vs. Having
made such an observation, we recalculate é,, - €,, again. Because py € jpl, but
{p3,q} C Jp, N Jp,. This implies that

0< épl : épz < (_Epz) 'Epz + (_Ep3)2 + (_Eq)2 =-1<0.

This is absurd! Thus v can have at most two direct descendents in T.

When v has exactly two direct ascendents vy, v marked by p1 < pa, €p, ‘P2 >
0and q € jpl N jp2 imply that vg is also a direct descendent of vy and vy, va, v
form a triangle in T'. So the axiom 4. is satisfied.

13



¢ Finally about axiom 5.: Suppose that two adjacent triangles are sharing a
common one-edge. Let v; and v be the starting and the ending vertexes of the
one-edge. Suppose that v, vz are the other two vertexes in these two triangles,
let p1,p2, p3 and ¢ mark the vertexes v1, ve, v3 and v, respectively. Because v
are in both of the triangles, there must be two different one-edges linking v and
ve, v and wvs, respectively. There are three exclusive possibilities. Either

(). both vg, vz are the direct ascendents of v.

(ii). Onme of them, say v, is the direct ascendent of v and the other vertex
vs is the direct descendent of v.

(iii). Both of v2 and vs are direct descendents of v.

If the possibility (i) holds, then v has at least three direct ascendents in r
and this violates axiom 4 for T, which we have proved already.

If the possibility (iii). holds, then we argue vg, v3 are the direct descendent
of v1 as well.

By our assumption on the existence of adjacent triangles, there must be
one-edges between vq,v2 and vy,vs. But v is already known to be a direct
descendent of v1. If vg,v3 are known to be the direct descendents of v, then v
cannot be a direct descendent of either v9 or vs. So the arrows of the oriented
one-edges must go from vy to ve and wvs, respectively. Then vy, v3 must be the
direct descendents of v.

Now the vertex vy has at least three direct descendents wvo,v3 and v while
the vertex v has at least two direct descendents v, v3.

This implies that {ps, ps} C J,, NJ, and a direct calculation on &, -&, shows
that

0< ém 'éq < (_Eq) ’ (Eq) + (_EP2)2 + (_EP3)2 =1-1-1=-1<0.

A contradiction to our assumption! So the only possibility is (i7) and exactly
one of vy or vs can be the direct descendent of v.

As T satisfies all five axioms, it is admissible with respect to the marking
{0,1,2,---,n—1}. Thus the original T is admissible with respect to {1,2,---,n}.
SoI' € adm(n). O

Conversely for all I' € adm(n) the smooth and closed set Y(I') C M,, can
be identified to be the transversal intersection Ni<;<,Y (T¢,), where T, is the
fan-like admissible graph € adm(n) such that (i). the vertex marked by i is the
only direct ascendent among the n vertexes. (ii). The direct descendents of the
vertex marked by i are the direct descendent indexes of ¢ in I'. Thus Y (I') can
be viewed as the locus over which all the type I exceptional classes e;, 1 <i < n
are simultaneously effective along the fibers of M,,+1 — M,,. The result has
been proved in proposition 4.7. of [Liul], using slightly different terminologies
in terms of pseudo-holomorphic curves.

The graphs in fig.2 are the fan-like sub-graphs from fig.1 on page

For the ease of the reader with algebraic geometric background, we give
an alternative relative construction of Y (I') which makes the above property
manifest.
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fig.2
The fan-like subgraphs I'¢,, I'e, and I'¢, of the admissible graph I' in fig.1.

Let (X/B), be the n—th relative universal space over B. The fiber of
(X/B), over b € B is nothing but the n—th universal space of the fiber of
X /B above b.

By lemma[Mlwe have the following canonical isomorphism ((X/B)i1/(X/B);), . =
(X/B),, for each i < n. Thus we may set B = (X/B); for all i and there is
a surjection (X/B),, — x5 *((X/B)i41/B!) to the n — i—fold fiber product of
(X/B)i41 over B.. '

Parallel to the absolute version, for allT" € adm(n) we may define the relative
admissible strata Yr (or the closure Y(T')) 7 to be the union of fiberwise Y (or
Y (I')) over® B.

By the previous inductive construction on the relative universal spaces,
(X/B)iy1/B; is the blowing up of the relative diagonal Ap//p: @ B
B! Xp_, Bl. Let D; — B} with D; C (X/B);4+1 denote the blown up ex-
ceptional divisor in (X/B);41, which has a structure of P! bundle over B.. Let
J; denote the set of direct descendent indexes of ¢ in I'. Let s = |J;| be the
cardinality of J;, the number of direct descendents of ¢ in I'c,. The number s is
also equal to codimcl,;.

The inclusion of the fiber bundle D;/B; — (X/B);+1/B; induces the canon-
ical map on the |J;|—th relative universal spaces,

(Di/B)) 1| = (X/B)ix1/B}) 1, = (X/B)|1, )4

However, the fiber bundle D; — B} is smooth of relative dimension one. So
by a direct check we find (using the fact the codimension one blowing ups are
trivial) (D;/Bj)s = x%, D;, the s-fold fiber product of D; over B;. On the other
hand, propositionimf)lies that for X'/B} = (X/B)i+1/B}, wj, : (X'/B)pn—i —

xlg,_il(é\,”/Bg) can be lifted to a smooth and surjective map 7y, : (X'/Bl)pn—i —

(X'/B})|,)- Moreover, the isomorphism (X/B)y, iy ((X/B)it1/Bl)n—i allows

"Here we use bold Y to denote the relative versions of Yr or Y (I')
8See remark Bl for an outline of an alternative inductive definition after proposition E
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us to view the ¢, 71 pre-image of the relative ° Y,, , over B] as a subset of
(X/B)n.
We have the following characterization of Y (I'¢,) and Yr,_,

Lemma 3 The closed subspace Y (T'¢,) C (X/B)y,, smooth of codimension codimgT e,
in (X/B)n, is the pre-image of x%,D; C ((X/B)iy1/B;)s, under ﬁjil. Like-

wise the locally closed subset Yr, C Y(Ie,) can be identified with Y (I'¢,) N

Vi (Ya )

Proof: For all b € B, by remark [l we know that (X}), parametrizes all the or-
dered n—consecutive pointwise blowing ups of &A;. Given the fan-like admissible
graph I';,, an ordered n—consecutive blowing ups from A} lies in the fiberwise
Y(T,) of (X/B), — B above b € B iff all the kq,ks,---,ks—th blown up
points, k; € J;, 1 <1 < s = codimcle, = |J;|, lie above the exceptional P! of
the i—th blown up point. Over the relative i—th universal space (X/B); which
parametrizes the first ¢—th blowing ups in the B family, the union of the ¢—th ex-
ceptional P! forms a fiber bundle, which is nothing but D; ~ (X' /B); introduced
above. On the one hand all the k1, ks, - - -, ks—th blown up points are allowed to

move on the fibers of D; freely. This implies that Y (T',) MR (x/p); Di must be
surjective. On the other hand, for all j > ¢ which are not the direct descendent
indexes of i, the j—th blowing up centers within the n—consecutive pointwise
blowing ups are not restricted at all. Therefore Y (T's,) can be identified with
75 (X ), Di)-

Inside this smooth space Y(T',), the sub-locus Yr, corresponds to the
set of all the n—consecutive blowing ups from A} above all b € B such that
it is in the fiberwise Y (I'¢;) and none of blowing ups marked by {i + 1,7 +
2,---n} lie above the exceptional loci of one another. Thus the space Yr,
must map into the relative Y, _, over B] = (X/B); under v¢;, : (X/B),
((X/B)iJrl/(X/B)i)n,p as the space Y., _, parametrizes all the disjoint last n—
i—th consecutive blowing ups of the family (X/B);+1/B. of algebraic surfaces.
Thus Yr,, = Y(Te,) N 1 (Y (yn—:)) is locally closed. O

By a direct calculatién, codimcle,;, being the number of direct descen-

2
2_c1(K e
dents of T, is also equal to the negation of dar(e;) = = ol Mg“/M") =

This implies that the existence locus C (X/B), of the fiberwise class e; €
A.((X/B)p41/(X/B)y) (over which e; becomes effective along the fibers) is
smooth of the expected dimension dimc (X /B),) + dgr(e;). Moreover Y, is
the locus over which the type I class e; is effective and irreducible/smooth in
the fibers of (X/B)y41 — (X/B)n.

The following proposition characterizes Y (I') in terms of the fan-like graphs
I, and can be viewed as the converse of proposition B,

Proposition 4 Let I' € adm(n) be an n—wvertex admissible graph. The smooth
and closed subspace Y(I') C (X/B), of codimcI' can be identified with the

9From the subscript of y,,_;, one should be able to distinguish Y (y5,) C (X/B)» over B
and Y, _, C ((X/B)i+1/B}), . over B = (X/B);.

n—
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fig.3
When we fuse the admissible graphs I'e,, I'c,, I'c, together, we recover the original I

regular intersection Ni<i<n Y (Ie,). Likewise the locally closed smooth subspace
Yr C Y(T') is equal to the intersection M<i<n YT, -

Proof:

¢ Auxiliary Statement: Let K C {1,2,---,n} be an index subset. We claim
that the restricted lifted mapping 7k : Y(I') = (X'/B)|k) (or its restriction to
the subspace Y (I')) maps smoothly onto Y(I'x) C (X/B)x| (or Y(I'k), for
an admissible I' € adm(|K|) characterized as the following: Firstly, the map
7k induces an ordering preserving bijection ¢x : K — [1,2,---,|K|] between
index sets. Then the type I exceptional cycle classes e;,1 < ¢ < n along the
fibers of (X'/B)ny1 X (x/B), Y(I') = Y (I') are pushed-forward to fiberwise cycle
classes of (X/B)|k|+1 — (X/B)|k| by the following rule: The e; — 0,i & K;
but e; — egK(i) for ¢ € K. Those egK(i) are constructed from e;,i € K, by
the following substitutions: A.((X/B)ny1) 3 Eq = Eg,(a) € A(X/B)|k|41),
a € K,and E, — 0, a ¢ K. By a simple calculation based on the substitution
rules we find that eX - eJK Z €410y €41y = 0forall i j, 4,5 € 1, [K]].

K K
Then the desired ' € adm(]K]) is constructed from the collection of classes
ef(,l < j < |K]|, by applying proposition Bl

We prove the proposition along with the auxiliary statement <{» based on
induction arguments on n.

For n = 1, there is only one admissible graph I' = v € adm(1) and the
proofs of both the statements are trivial. Suppose that the statements have
been proved for all the pairs X — B for the natural numbers < n, we prove
them for n + 1.

Let I € adm(n + 1) be an n + 1-vertex admissible graph. As in the proof of
proposition Bl we subtract all the indexes by —1 and denote the resulting graph
by I'. Then as before the subgraph I, marked by {1,2,---,n}, is an admissible
graph € adm(n) in the usual sense.
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By lemma[lwe have (X/B),11 = ((X/B)g/(X/B)l)n. Over the base space
X /B the locus Y (") defines a closed subset of the relative n—th universal space
of (X/B)z — (X/B)1, (X/B)n+1/(X/B)1. By induction hypothesis, we may
assume Y (I') = Ni<i<, Y(I',,) to be a regular intersection. The class e;/T",
are the type I exceptional classes /fan-like admissible graphs associated with the
vertexes of IV. On the other hand, I" is the subgraph of I' removing the 0—th
vertex and all the arrowed one-edges starting from '0’. So e} = é; and I'}, = T,
for 1 < i < n. As before we define Jy to be the set of all direct descendent
indexes of ‘0’ in T'. By lemma B Y(Tz,) C ((X/B)2/(X/B)1), = (X/B)n41 is

. . . = . codimeTs .
smooth of codimension codimcI's,, the pre-image of x X /B)fi ° Dy under 7TJ01'

Consider the admissible graph I, = I'j;, € adm(|.Jo|), constructed by the
recipe at the beginning of our proof. We claim that it must be a finite union of
linear chains '°. This is equivalent to say that all the type I exceptional classes
associated to I'; are either —1 or —2 classes. If there is a —Fk class (with k > 2)
among the type I exceptional classes of Ff,o, then there is an index a with more
than one direct descendent in I'; . By the construction of I'; = I'j, from I,
it implies that gb}ol (a) € Jop and 0 share more than one direct descendent in Jy.
However, this would ! imply &y - € 671 (a) < —1 < 0, violating the non-negativity
of the intersection numbers betweenodistinct type I exceptional classes.

By the inductive assumption on the auxiliary statement <», we know that
Y (I) is a smooth fibration over Y (I} ) under 7 ,.

o ol
Because the chain-like nature of I'; , Y (T} ) x ((x/B)a/(x/B)) » (x (;/B)lDO)
is the codimcI”;, partial diagonal of the (P1)l/l bundle xl(iéﬂ/B)lDo (i.e. de-

manding that the P! coordinates marked by indexes within the same connected
component of the chain I'; to be equal). And therefore it is a regular in-

tersection (of codimension codimcIy) in x ‘(;2‘/ p), Do and is of codimension
|Jo| = codimcI”;, in Y (I ).

Then by the fact that Y(I'g,) is the inverse image of x ‘(;2‘/ By, Do under 7,
the fiber product (also the pull-back of the smooth fibration Y (I') + Y(I"} )

| Jol — ! M. ) — . [

“(@/maixrmn) (X(¥/m), Do) = Y(I')NY (Te) = Nozizn Y (Te,)

is irreducible, smooth of codimension codimc Y (I') +[Jo| = codimc Y (I') +
codimcls, = codimcY (') = codimel in (X/B)p41 = ((X/B)Q/(X/B)l)n.

Correspondingly by a similar inductive argument the locally closed Yy is
equal to Y me‘co = ﬁogiganEv , a Zariski dense subset of Y (I') and therefore
a locally closed subset of (X' /B)p41.

By adding 1 back to all the indexes, we find that Y(I') = Y(I') is an
irreducible regular intersection Ni<;<n+1Y(Le;) of codimension codimeI in

10Refer to fig.4 on page B for an example.
1By a similar calculation as was performed in the proof of proposition
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(X/B)py1 and Y = Mi<i<n+1YT,, is an open subset of Y(T). So we have
proved the proposition for n + 1.

Now let us prove the auxiliary statement ) on the smoothness of the re-
stricted morphism #x. Let K be an index subset of {1,2,---,n + 1}. We
show that 7r : Y(I') = (X/B)|k| maps smoothly onto Y (I'k), for the ' €
adm(|K|) constructed earlier.

Firstly, if K = {1,---,n + 1} itself, then I'yy = T itself and the map is an
isomorphism. From now on we may assume |K| < n. Denote I = {1,2,---,n}.
By induction hypothesis Y (I';) maps onto Y(I'knr) smoothly under 7 xn; and
we have the following commutative diagram,

T

YD) € (X/Bayi 5 (X/B S Y()

[ | |

YT © (X/Bn ™% (X/B)xnr > Y(Tknr)

It is easy to see that I'y € adm(n) can be viewed as the admissible sub-graph
12 formed by restricting to the first n vertexes (and the one-edges between them)
of T'. Then by remark [M the forgetful map (i.e. forgetting the last index n + 1)
77+ Y(T') — Y(T';) is smooth of relative dimension zero (i.e. isomorphic),
dimension one (a P! bundle), or dimension two'?, depending on whether n + 1
has two, one or no direct ascendent(s) in I. Thus the map is smooth.

The smoothness of 7x : Y(T') — Y (I'x) follows from the smoothness of both
Y(T;) = Y(T'knr) (by the induction hypothesis) and Y(T') — Y (T';), and the
commutativity of the above diagram. The surjectivity of the map 7x : Y(I') —
Y (T'g) follows from the fact !4 that all the fiberwise smooth and irreducible
type I exceptional curves over Yr are mapped to smooth and irreducible type
I curves (or points) dual to e, 1 < i < |K| under (X/B)n11/(X/B)n
(X/B)|k|+1/(X/B)|k|- By the induction hypothesis of the proposition, Y,
has been the locus over which the type I curves representing eX 1 < i < |K]|
co-exist as smooth curves. As Yr — Yp, is onto, the closure Y(I') has to
be mapped onto the closure Y(I'x) = Y(TI'x). So the inductive proof of the
auxiliary statement <{» has been complete. O

Remark 3 If we desire to minimize the dependence to the reference [Liul], one
may take an alternative route. One may turn lemma[3 and proposition [ into
constructions/definitions and use them to define the relative admissible strata
Y(Te,), Yr, , Y(I') and Yr, etc. Then one may deduce all the basic properties
from them. At the end we may take B = pt to recover the usual Y (T') and Yr
as a special case.

121t was denoted by I'(—1) in [Liul].

131f necessary, please consult the inductive construction of Y'(T') on page 418-419 of [Liul]
for more details. in that construction, a dependence of the fiber bundle structure upon the
number of direct ascendents of n + 1 was discussed in more details.

Myhich can be checked directly.
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Remark 4 We have remarked that the locus Y(I'e,) C M,, is the smooth lo-
cus over which the type I exceptional class becomes effective. So Y (I') =
Mi<i<nY (Te,) is the locus over which all the ey, ea,- -+, e, become effective.
Likewise, Yr C Y(I') C M, is the locally closed locus over which the classes
€1,€2," -, en co-exist as smooth and irreducible type I exceptional curves.

Remark 5 In the intersection Mi<;<,Y (I',), we may ignore all the i such that

e? = —1. Because each of such e; = E; is a —1 class, the corresponding i has

K2

no direct descendent in I'e,. We have T'¢; = v, and Y (Te,) = Y () = My,. So
the intersection with these Y (I'¢;) can be skipped.

From now on we will make use of this simple observation implicitly. In the
latter sections, we will use proposition lll frequently and view Y (T") as the locus of
co-existence of all the type I exceptional classes e;, over which they all become
effective.

3 The Construction of the Quotient Bundle Based
on the P! Fibrations of Universal Curves

In this section, let I' € adm(n) be an n-vertex admissible graph and let Y'(I")
be the closure of the admissible stratum associated to I', as was described in
section@ Let M, 11 X7, Y(T') — Y(I') be the fiber bundle of algebraic surfaces
over Y (T') induced by M, 11 — M, through the pull-back map of Y(I') C M,.
Let ey, es,-- -, e, denote the type I exceptional classes associated to Y (T"). As
usual, we let e, €k,, €y, Ckyy -5 €k, b1 < k2 < -+ kp, 1 <4 < p, denote the
type I exceptional classes which pair negatively with C —M(FE)E. Because each
e; is effective and is represented by a unique curve over each point of Y (T,),
the notation =; — Y(I'¢;) has been used in [Liul], [Liu3], [Liu5] to denote
the P! fibration (embedded in the fiber bundle M, 11 xur, Y (Te,) — Y(Te,))
representing the universal curves of e;.

In section 5, proposition 9 of [Liu5], we had analyzed the canonical algebraic
family Kuranishi models of two classes C' — M(E)E = }°. . (c_m(p)p)<o € and

O_M(E)Ea (‘I)ngwnwgmwn ) Vgano’nﬂ Wganon) and ((I)Vcanonwcanon ’ Vca'n,o’n,7 Wcanon)
under the assumption®® that Rlr, (EC) =R?m, (Ec) =0.
We know V¢, ,0n = Veanon but We,,. o and Wegnon differ from each other.

In fact we have the four term exact sequence 16,

i

(1
(1

0~ Rm. (O Eo- : canon + R, (O
= U ( Z k® C M(E)E) HWcanon = W, — T ( ZlSiST—'

1<isp

15We will assume that these conditions hold for the class C throughout the paper.
16by proposition 9 of [Liub].
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In particular their difference in the K group of P(Vcanon) X ar, Y (I') can be
represented by Rlm, (Ozigp Er, ®Ec—m(mE) — RO, ((’)Zigk =, @ Ec-M(B)E)-

Because the canonical sections s2,,,,, and scanon and the H—twisted bundle
map T3 Weg0n @H| x50, v() = T% Weanon @H| x o, v(r) over X xpr, Y(I') =
P(Vcanon) X m, Y (L) play important roles in the paper, it is vital for us to study
the map W2, ... = Wecanon in more details.

The P! fibration Z; — Y (T,) may have singular fibers which are trees of P!
curves. Despite that the invertible sheaf Oz, (—M(E)E) is of negative relative
degree along =, — Y (T, ), the kernel vector spaces RO, (OZ =, (M(E)E)®

i<p i

eki

Ec® k(y)) may not always be the zero vector spaces and the canonical bundle
map W2, +— Wanon may fail to be injective over some sub-locus of Y (T').

It is the goal of this section to construct an algebraic quotient bundle V 4y,0¢
P(Vcanon) X Mny(l—‘) Ochanon|Y(F)><T(M) of rank!” _p+21§i§p €k; (_M(E)E_
> 1<j<i<p €k;) and identify its total Chern class explicitly.

To construct Vgy,ot, we consider the torsion free part of the coherent sheaf

Rlx, (OZ =, (-M(E)E) ® &c) and show that,

i<p K

(-M(E)E)®

i

Claim: The torsion free part of the first right derived image sheaf R, (OZ =,
i<p
Ec) is locally free.

The proof of the claim will appear in section proposition Bl

Once we know that the torsion free sheaf is locally free, we denote it by Vg0t
and the corresponding vector bundle is our desired V gy0:.

The key idea for the explicit determination of its Chern classes is to consider
the relative minimal model Z; of Z; (see proposition 5.1 on page 442 of [Liul]),
which has a structure of P! bundle over Y (T;,). The P! fibration Z; — Y (T,,)
can be viewed as some consecutive blowing up from = along some codimension
two sub-loci '® determined by the graph T.

From the brief discussion in subsection B0l below on the torsion free quo-

tient, we know that there is a canonical surjection,

Rlﬂ'* (OZI< =y, (—M(E)E)@gc) — (Rlﬂ'* (OZI< (_M(E)E)(X)SC))torfree = unot'

Ek;

By composing with the surjective sheaf morphism Weanonly myxrry —

Rim, (OZ =, (-M(E)E)® Ec), we get the surjection Weanon |y (ryx7(ar) —
i<p K

Vyuot- Because both sheaves are locally free'”, we have the vector bundle short
exact sequence over Y(I') x T(M), 0 = W ... = Weanonly (@< +
Vguot — 0, where W is defined to be the kernel bundle of Wcamm|y(p)xT(M) —
unot-

canon

Definition 2 Define W.
Vguot — 0.

to be the kernel bundle of W canonly (ryxT (M) =

canon

7By applying curve Riemann-Roch to the fibers of Zl<i<p Sy

18Even though it is possible to determine the sub-loci, the explicit form of this loci is not
crucial to us.
9%y the claim above.
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Remark 6 This short exact sequence will plays an essential role in our proof
of the main theorem in section [A.

Because the composition W2, ... [v () x7(a) = Weanon |y (myxr(ar) = Vquot
is the zero map, We,,.o.lvm)yxr(a) = Weanon|y (ryxr(ar) factors through the
kernel W and

——Ccanon )

Lemma 4 The induced bundle map W, .|y sy — W 1s injective

—canon

over a Zariski open subset U =Yr x T(M) of Y(T') x T(M).

Proof of lemma Bt The kernel spaces Rm, (OZ =, ® Ec—M(B)E ® k(y)),
1<i<p i

y € Y(I) xT(M), of W¢y,onlym)xrar) = Weanon|y (ryxr () (see proposition
9 of [Liub]) is supported “away” from the open dense subset Yr xT(M) C Y (T') x
T (M) over which the fibrations Ej, — Y(T'") are smooth and irreducible for all
1 < ¢ < p. Since the fibers of the restricted fibrations =, Xy (T, ) Yr— Y, 1<

i < p, remain smooth and irreducible throughout Yr x T'(M), the vanishing of
ROx, (OZ = ®507M(E)E) |YF><T(M) is due to the negative relative degrees

1<i<p ™~

of the invertible Ec_np(pyp on all the By, ie. ey, - (C — M(E)E) < 0. So
RO, (OZ =, ® Ec—m(E)E) is a torsion sheaf 20 over Y(I') x T'(M).
1<i<p ~ 4

On the other hand, the sheaf map W¢, ...y () x7(a) = Weanon |y (ryx7(ar)
factors through the intermediate W_,,,.,,. So the sheaf morphism Wg,, .., —
4% is injective over Yp x T'(M). O

—canon

3.0.1 A Short Remark about the Torsion Free Sub-sheaves

Let F be a coherent sheaf over a smooth and connected scheme Y. Let U =
Spec(R) be an affine open subspace of Y. Then R is an integral domain and
let K denote the field of fractions. Over U the coherent sheaf F is the sheaf
associated to a finite R-module N. Recall that (e.g [Fr]) the generic rank of F
is defined to be the rank of N ®p K.

Define F* = HOM o, (F,Oy) to be the dual sheaf. Then there is a natural
morphism F +— F**. Define Fiorfree to be the image of F in F**, and it is a
torsion free sheaf.

On the other hand by corollary 21 on page 44 of [Fr| we have the following
short exact sequence,

O’_)‘FtorH]:’_)‘Ftorfree’_)Ov

where the cokernel Fy,, is the torsion sub-sheaf of F over Y. From now on,
we call Fior free the torsion free quotient (part) of F.

In general the inclusion Fior free C F** is not always an equality. A torsion
free sheaf F = F** under the injection is called a reflexive sheaf. It is well
known that locally free sheaves are reflexive.

20 A5 it is a torsion sub-sheaf of a locally free sheaf, it vanishes. But the sheaf injection
Weinon = Weanon does not induce a bundle injection, because generally speaking ®k(y) is
not left-exact.
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Lemma 5 LetY be a reduced, smooth and connected scheme. Let F be coherent
and let £ be locally free such that generic rank of F=rank of £. Let F — € — 0
be a sheaf surjection, then Fiorfree = €.

Proof of lemma [} Consider the following commutative diagram,

F — & — 0

~

The surjectivity of F — & = £** implies that the image of F in F**, Fior free,
maps surjectively onto £**. Because Fiorfree and £** are of the same generic
rank, the kernel of Fiorfree — £ — 0 has to be a torsion sheaf. But a torsion
sheaf can never maps injectively into a torsion free sheaf Fiopfree. So it must
vanish and Fiop free = £ and therefore Fior free is isomorphic to € itself. O

In other words, £ is isomorphic to the torsion free quotient of F.

Lemma 6 LetY be a smooth, connected and reduced scheme. Let F be coherent
and let € be locally free and generic rank of F=rank of £. Let 0 — & — F be
a sheaf injection such that @ @ k(y) is left exact for all the closed points y € Y.
Then € =2 Fiorfree under the composition £ — F — Fiorfree-

In such a case, £ = Fiorfree induces a morphism Fiorfree — F through &
and we may write F = Fiorfree ® Fror and call Fiop free and Fior the torsion
free and the torsion summands of F.

Proof: Consider the following commutative diagram,

E — F

~

Exx .y Frx

To show that & = Fior free, it suffices to show that £ = £** = F**.

Because £ and F are of the same generic rank, the cokernel of the short
exact sequence 0 — & — F +— R +— 0 is torsion. Applying the contravariant
left exact functor HOMop, (e, Oy) to this short exact sequence and observing
HOMo, (R,Oy) = 0 because of its torsion nature, we have

0= F'—=& =R —0.

The cokernel R appears as the HOM o, (e, Oy) functor is not always right
exact. By proposition 24 on page 45 of [Fr], F* is reflexive and torsion free.
On the other hand the k(y) vector space morphism F* ® k(y) — £* ® k(y)
is equivalent to HOM(y)(F @ k(y), k(y)) — HOMj,) (€ @ k(y),k(y)) and is
always surjective since £ ® k(y) — F ® k(y) is always injective for all the closed
points y € Y. As e ® k(y) is right exact, the ranky)R' ® k(y) = 0 for all the
closed points y of Y. Then by exercise I1.5.8 on page 125 of [Ha] and the fact
that Y is reduced, R’ is locally free of rank 0, so R’ vanishes.
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Therefore F* = £*. By dualizing this equality again we get the desired
E** =2 F**. The lemma is proved. O

The reader may consult page 42-46 of [Fr| for some basic knowledge about
torsion free sheaves.

In our paper we consider the torsion free quotient of coherent sheaves which
are the derived image sheaves of invertible sheaves along a union of P! fibrations
or along finite morphisms. In the proof of proposition Bl we show that these
torsion free sheaves are in fact locally free. When this situation occurs, we
denote Fiorfree by an alternative notation Frree (or (F)free) to indicate that
it is not only torsion free, but is actually locally free.

3.1 The Construction of P! fiber bundles =; — Y (T.,)

Let ' € adm(n) be an n-vertex admissible graph and let Y(I') C M, be
the smooth closure of the corresponding admissible stratum Yr. As usual let
mi,ma, -+, My be the multiplicities satisfying 0 < m, < m; whenever 1 < a <
b < n. We assume that such a multiple covered M(E)E = ), .., m;E; has
been fixed.

Let m: Z; = Y(L¢,) be 2! the P! fibration in M, 1 xar, Y (Te,) representing
the universal exceptional curves dual to e;. In the following we would like to
construct smooth P! fiber bundles 7 : Z; — Y'(I',,) birational to Z; for 1 < i <
n. To simplify our notations, we would like to drop the restriction symbol??
and denote their restrictions to the sub-locus Y (I') = Mi<;<, Y (T¢;) C Y(Te,),
Eily ) or éily(p) by the same notations.

Given a subscript 1 < i < n, we define I; in the following,

Definition 3 Define the index set I; to be the set of all the subscripts of E ap-
pearing in e; = E; — >, Ej,. Le. the union of {i} and all the direct descendent
indexes of i in I

Given an index subset I C {1,2,---,n}, by corollary [l in section B there
exists the canonical lifting 7 : M,, — M of 77 : M, — MM and it induces
the canonical map Y'(I') = M) by composing Y (T') < M,, and M,, — My

By taking I = {1,2,---,i — 1} U I; in the above setting, we may con-
struct the total space of the P! fibration Z; as a divisor in the fiber product
Mi+|h‘\ XMy Y(Le,).

Lemma 7 There exists an P* fibration over Y (Te,), 7 : =i Y (Te,) such that
(i). Zi is pulled back from a Pl sub-fibration of M) = Mi_i41,) by
Y(Ce,) ™ My = Mi_141,)-

(ii). Z; = Y (T.,) has a structure of P! fiber bundle over Y (T.,).

i

21The construction of Z; will be outlined in the proof of lemma [
22The reader should be able to recover the restriction notation from the base space we are
using.
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(i11). The space Z; maps birationally onto Z; and the birational map =; — =F
18 a consecutive blowing ups along codimension two smooth centers.

Thus él is the relative minimal model of =;.

Proof of lemma [} Because [ ={1,2,---,i —1} U, |I| =i—14|I;|. Consider
an ordering preserving bijection ¢ : I+ {1,2,---,|I|}. Then ¢(j) = j for j <.
Consider an |I|—vertex fan-like admissible graph I'; € adm(|I|) with one-edges
from i—th vertex to all the vertexes marked in ¢(I; —{i}). Then the i—th vertex
is the direct ascendent of all the other vertexes in T'; marked by ¢(I; — {i}) and
it is the only direct ascendent vertex in I';. So Y (T,) is mapped onto Y (T';)
under Y (I'¢,) = M,y. This can be seen by the construction of Y(I',) in lemma

of section B as the pre-image #* of Y (T';) = xlj\lz[z‘/ﬁ]\lilDi under?* 7;. Under
the surjection Y'(I'¢;) — Y(I';), the open subset Yr, is mapped surjectively
onto Yr,.

As a subspace of the space M|y, Y (I';) is characterized as the existence
locus of the type I exceptional class F; — Z\EIZJ’Z? Ejii_1. So there exists a P*
fibration of universal curves over Y'(I';) C M|y, C; — Y (T';), whose fiber over b €
Y (I';) C My is the type I exceptional curve representing E; — lei|2j22 Eiiia
in the algebraic surface M|741[p. So C; = Y(I';) can be viewed as a sub-
fibration of M|y 41 % a1 Y (I';). By pulling back C; — Y'(I';) by Y/(T'¢,) = Y (I';),
we define Z; to be C; Xy ;) Y(I'e;). Then the condition (i). holds by our
construction.

To prove (ii)., it suffices to show 2° that C; — Y (T;) is a P! fiber bundle. By
a special case of lemmalll we have M1 = (Miy1/M;)|1j—iv1 = (Mig1/M;) 1,
On the other hand, the exceptional divisor D; C M;41/M; blown up from the
relative diagonal M; — M; X, , M; has a P! bundle structure over M;. So we
have (D;/M;)1,| C (Miy1/M;)1,)- On the other hand, we have the commutative
diagram,

(Di/My)r,;  —  (Miy1 /M)y, Mg+

(Di/M3) i1 j—1 — (Mg /Mi) -1 = Mip)4im1

Because D; — M; is smooth of relative dimension one?®, the projection of
fiber products x i D; & (D;/M;) 1, = (Di/M;) 1,1 = x b~ 'D; 2 Y/(I;) has
a P fiber bundle structure. It suffices to identify (D;/M;)s, with C;.

By induction it is easy to see that the fiber bundle M7, — M) can be
constructed from the trivial bundle My x a7, M7 = M x M = M7 by |I|—

23Please refer to the proof of lemma ] for more details.

24The space D; — M; is the exceptional divisor by blowing up along Apg, My C My X
M; and has a P! bundle structure over M;.

25 An alternative way to achieve this is to check that the type I class F; — Zz<j<\]-\ Ejria
can not be broken into two distinct type I classes. -

26Here we are using the fact that the codimension one blowing ups are trivial.
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consecutive blowing ups along the cross sections 27 of the intermediate fiber
bundles My 1 X ar,, M7 = My, for 0 < k < [I| — 1. Consider fiy—1,: M
M; and the pulled-back fiber bundle f"}‘_MDi C Miy1 X, Mg is isomorphic
to the exceptional divisor E; of the :—th intermediate fiber bundle. Thus the
projection M 11/M|7 = M1 X, Mip/M)) to the i—th intermediate space
can be constructed by |I| — i = |I;| — 1—consecutive blowing ups along cross
sections of the intermediate fiber bundles. When we restrict to the locus Y(I';) C
M), the j—th cross section, for all 1 < j < [I;| — 1, maps into the sub-bundle
fir=1,/Di = M) and becomes a cross section of fl*ll_l)iDl-|y(pi) — Y(T).

On the other hand, by Chapter II corollary 7.15. of [Ha], the strict transform
of the restriction of the exceptional divisor E; X, Y(T;) € M1 xu, Y(T)
inside M1 Xn,;, Y (I';) is nothing but the |/;| — 1—consecutive blowing ups
of fi71_1Dily(r,) along the |I;| —1 distinct cross sections. Because the P! fiber
bundle is smooth of relative dimension one, all the blowing ups along cross sec-
tions are trivial. Thus its strict transform C;, representing F; _Elli|2j22 Eifia
in Mr41 X my;, Y (1), is still isomorphic to fl*ll_l)iDl-|y(pi). The condition (ii).
is proved.

In the following, we derive the conclusion (iii) based on a similar argument
as above. Consider the projection map f,—1,; : My — M; and the induced P!
bundle f;_; ;D C M;1 X, My, is the exceptional divisor F; of the i—th inter-
mediate fiber bundle in-between M,, 11 and the trivial product M x M,,. Similar
to the above argument the map M, 1 — M;1 X5, M, can be constructed by
n — ¢—consecutive blowing ups along cross sections of the n — i—intermediate
fiber bundles. Similar to the above discussion to C;, Z; is the strict transform of
E; xp, Y(Te,) C M1 Xar, My, under these consecutive blowing ups. Again by
Chapter II corollary 7.15. of [Ha], Z; can be identified with the n — i— consec-
utive blowing ups of Fy = f_; ;D; xu, Y(I¢,) along the intersections (of the
intermediate blown up spaces from Fpy) with the various cross sections in the
intermediate fiber bundles 2% M}, ;.4 X My My = My,. Denote Cy C Iy to be
the first blowup center and inductively define Fy, = BlowUpc, , Fr—1. Denote
Cy C Fy, to be the k—th blowup center, for k rangingin 0 <k <n—i—1. At
the end we have F,,_; = =; and it suffices to show that all the blowup centers
Cr (0 <k <n—1i—1) are smooth of codimension two/one in F}.

Because C} is the intersection of Fj with a cross section of the ambient
fiber bundle M iy1 X, My — M,, the projection Cy C Fp — Y(T.,)
induces an isomorphism onto the image of the intersection locus. Suppose that
C) maps onto Y (T'¢,), then C, must be a cross section of Fj — Y (T.,) and
therefore 2 is smooth. This can only occur when k+i-+1 is a direct descendent
index of 4 throughout Y (T'¢,), which happens only when k +i+1 € ;. If
k+i+1¢ I, then k+ i+ 1 is not a direct descendent index of ¢ in I,.
Consider a particular degeneration I'¢;;;444+1 of I'c, by adding a single one-edge

27They are pull-backs of the relative diagonals AN1k+1/Mk t Mpy1 = Mpy1 Xag,, Mg by

S =1,k41 My = M.
28Pulled-back from Mptiv1 = Myq; by My — M.
29By proposition [ the space Y (T, ) is smooth.
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from i to k 4+ i + 1. Then by propositionll Y (T, .k+i+1) C Y(Te,) is a smooth
divisor in Y (T'¢,). On the other hand, C}, is the intersection of Fy, i.e. the strict
transform of Fy, with the cross section of My 411 X, My — M, induced by
the relative diagonal. So at the location where F}; intersects the cross section,
the k+4i+ 1—th blowing up in F} determined by the intersection locus is located
in the strict transform of the exceptional locus E; of the i—th blowing up. By the
interpretation of remark [l this occurs exactly when k + i 4+ 1 becomes a (direct
or indirect) descendent of i and so C maps onto Y (I, x+it+1). Therefore Cy is
isomorphic to Y (I¢,;k+i+1) C Y (I'¢,) and by proposition [ it is smooth. When
this occurs CY% is of codimension two in Fj. Then by induction =; = F,,_j is an
n — k—consecutive blowing up of Fy along codimension two smooth centers.

Because fir-1© fa—1,1 = fa-1, we have Z; = (fu_11ly.))"Ci =
(favinly @) (fir—1,0)"Di = (fa-1,ily@.,))" Di = Fo. So E; = F,,_j projects
onto Fy = éi and éi is the relative minimal model of =;. This finishes the proof
of (iii). O

Remark 7 Because some of these Cy are not cross sections and are not dom-
inating Y (T,), the blowing ups along those Cy cause the special fibers of Z; —

7

Y (T.,) to become a finite tree of normal-crossing P!.

For a fixed ¢ one may re-write the cohomology class C — M(E)E = C —

Y icacn Makq as C — Zaeh My — Zagh mqFE, and there is a canonical (up

to rescaling of C*) sheaf morphism Ec_nmpyp = 8072 MBS mem.
acr; T agr; 4T ®

EC_ZGH MmaBa=Y . maL by tensoring with the defining sections of Zi<a§21i meFy
on Mn+1. ~

The main reason that we introduce the fibrations =,, 1 < i < p for ey, is
because of the following,
Lemma 8 The sheaf RV7. (Oéki ®g€*2a€,. maBa-Y. _, maEa) is the zero sheaf.
The first derived image sheaf R, (Oéki ® gC_ZaEI. maBa-Y, maEa) is lo-
cally free.

Proof: Based on the condition ey, - (C —M(E)E) < 0, the relative degree of the
invertible sheaf F = 50—2 MaBa-Y  maB along =, — Y (T, ) is nega-
Laaer; T a<i 4@ °
tive. Since by lemma[l =y, — Y (T, ) is a P! fiber bundle. The negativity of
the relative degree implies the vanishing of R, (Oék- ®EC_Z MeEa=Y  moE )
i acr; T a<i 4@

On the other hand, the vanishing of the zero-th derived imagé sheaf implies
h(y, F) = 0 for y € Y(Te,,) x T(M) and by curve Riemann-Roch formula it
implies the constancy of h'(y, F) throughout Y (T, ) x T(M). Then by chapter

I1, corollary 12.9 of [Ha] the sheaf R17, (5072 R SR ) is locally
¢ - acr; 4@ a<i 4T®
ree.
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The locally freeness of the derived image sheaves along the various ékl —
Y(l"eki) enables us to find an explicit representative 3° of [Vu0t] € Ko(Y (T') x
T(M)) in the following subsection.

3.2 The Locally Freeness of V,,, and its Explicit Repre-
sentative in the K Group

In this subsection, we would like to prove the locally freeness of the torsion free
quotient Vet of R, (OZ =, ® Ec—mp)e) over Y(T') x T(M) and we
1<i<p K

also give an explicit identification of [V,ue] € Ko(Y (T) x T(M)).
Lemma 9 The torsion free quotient of the coherent sheaf R, (ngp ®5sz maEa)

a<n

is locally free and is isomorphic to 3! R 7, (Oéki ®€sz . maEa)®ﬁ*O(— Y ack, MaBak,)-

Proof of the lemma: The above sheaves are of the same generic rank, by a direct
curve Riemann-Roch calculation along smooth fibers above Yr x T'(M)
The locally freeness of R 7, (Oék» ®EC_Z maBa—Y _ ) has been
i agly, T a<k; 479

proved in lemma R The isomorphism

1~ ~ ~ 1~ 5 ~ % _
R (OE’%’ ®8C*Eaen% maEafzadi m“E“) =R (OE’% ®8072a61ki maEa) ool azek: "o k)

follows from the projection formula (exercise I11.8.3. on page 253 of [Ha])
and the fact that O(—FE, )|z, = 7 O(Euk,)ly (1), for a < k;.

To prove the lemma, by lemma B it suffices to prove that R'm, (ngp ®
chzlgagn maEa) — R7, (Oéki ® chzaejki maEaiszi maEa) is surjective.

Firstly by lemma [ (iii). Z, — =y, is a composite blowing down map, the
push-forward of Oz, (— ZnZazki;aQIki mqFE,) to 2, defines an ideal sheaf 32 of
the sub-scheme 77, C Oz, . To show the surjectivity of the original sheaf map,
it suffices to show that Z; Y (Te,, ) is at most of relative dimension zero. Le.
the fibers of Z; — Y (I'¢, ) are either empty or are zero dimensional. In fact E,
is a P! fiber bundle and all the fibers are smooth and irreducible. On the other
hand Z; supports over the image of EnZaZki;aglki meF, in Zg,. So the only
chance for Z;|,, y € Y(T') to be one dimensional is when Z;|, supports over the
whole Zj, |,. This implies that the defining section of O(ZnZaZki;aglki maEa)ly

30For the definition of Vguot, please consult page el

31The symbol E.p, a < b, denote the exceptional divisor in M, by blowing up the the
(a, b)—th partial diagonal.

32The subscript ¢ of the notation Z; stands for “torsion” because Z; is closely related to
the torsion part of a sheaf.
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is divisible by the defining section of (Ej, — ZM Ej,)|y- This implies the
existence of an admissible graph IV, TV < T' and y € Yr/, such that k; is a
descendent of some a > k;,a & I,. This is absurd because the axiom 2. of
admissible graphs forbids k; with k; < a to be the descendent of a.

Therefore Z; — Y (T') is generically empty and is at most relative dimension
zero. Then by tensoring the defining exact sequence 0 — Iz, — Oék- —
Oz

t

— 0 with & , we get the desired surjectivit
W CiEaeIki maEa*Ea<kimaEa wee ! viwY

from a portion of its derived long exact sequence,

RI7 (12,960 = R (O, @E0_s

mE—Z mE) mE—Z mE)
agly, ¢ a<k; 4% agl, 4T a<k; 4T®

1~
= ROy (OZ‘ ® gcfzaelki maEaiZa@ci maEa)

and the vanishing of R!7, (Ozt ® EC_Z L maBY maEa) by the fact
a€ly, a<k;

that Z, — Y (I') is “at most relative dimension zero”.
Once the surjectivity has been achieved, this surjection induces an isomor-
phism between the torsion free quotients of R, (ng_ ® 5072 B ), o~
° a<n a—a

1~ . 1~
R T (Izt®5cfzagki maBa-Y maEa)’ with R 7 (Oéki ®5072a61ki maBa=Y, . maEa)u
by the argument in lemma Bl O

The following lemma will be used frequently in the following discussion.

Lemma 10 Let G;,0 < i < 4 be five coherent sheaves over a smooth, connected
and reduced scheme Y and let Go — G1 — Go — G3 — G4 be a sheaf exact
sequence. Suppose that both of Gy and Gy are torsion sheaves and (G2)ior free S
locally free. Suppose additionally that the induced morphism (G1)ior free @k(y)
(G2) free ® k(y) is injective for all the closed points y € Y, then the torsion free
quotients of G1,Ga,Gs are all locally free and they form a short exact sequence
of locally free sheaves,

0— (gl)free = (g2)free = (QB)j'Tee — 0.

Proof: It is well known that any morphism from a torsion sheaf to a torsion free
sheaf is trivial and any morphism from a torsion free sheaf to a torsion sheaf
cannot be injective. By taking the double-duals of the original sequence, we get

G — G — G3

Lo

The second row is acyclic and it induces an acyclic sequence on the torsion
free parts (gi)torfreeu 1<i< 37
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(gl)torfree = (g2)torfree — (g?;)torfree = 0.

The above sequence is right-exact because by the commutative diagram
(G2)tor is in the kernel of the composite surjection Ga — Gz — (G3)tor free-

To show that it is also left exact and exact in the middle, notice that the
acyclicity of the above sequence implies the surjection (G2)ior free /I ((G1)tor free) >

(g?;)torfree — 0.
Consider the sequence

(gl)torfree — (g2)to7‘free = (g2)torfree/lm((gl)torfree) — 0.

By the assumption of our lemma, (G1)ior free @k(Y) — (G2)tor free Rk (y) is in-

jective for all closed points y. Because both (G1)ior free and (G2)ior free/Im((G1)tor free)
are coherent, by exercise I1.5.8(a) of [Hal, both ranky(,)(G1)torfree ® k(y) and
rank:k(y) ((g2)torfree/lm((gl )torfree)) ®k(y) = Tankk(y) ((g2)to7‘free®k(y)/1m((gl )torfree®
k(y))) are upper semi-continuous. But by assumption (G2)iorfree is known
to be locally free, so by exercise 11.5.8(b) of [Ha] and the connectivity of Y,
ranky ) (G2)torfree ® k(y) is constant throughout the connected scheme Y.
This forces rankyy)(G1)tor free @k(y) and ranky(y) (G2)tor free/Im((G1) tor free) @
E(y) = ranky(Ge) free ® k(y) — ranky,)(G1)torfree ® k(y) to be lower semi-
continuous and to be constant. Therefore by exercises 3.17, 5.7-5.8 of chapter 11
of [Hal, (G1)torfree and the quotient (G2 )ior free/Im((G1)ior free) are also locally
free. In particular, (G1)iorfree — (G2)torfree induces a bundle injection 33 and
it has to be a sheaf injection.

On the other hand, the surjection

(g2)torfree/lm((gl)torfree) — (g?;)torfree =0

implies that (G3)iorfree is the quotient of a locally free sheaf of the same
generic rank. This implies that the kernel sheaf of this surjection must be a
torsion sheaf. As there is no sheaf injection from a torsion sheaf into a locally
free sheaf, the surjection is in fact a sheaf isomorphism and thus (Gs)tor free is
also locally free.

So we may replace the sheaves in the original short exact sequence

0~ (gl)torfree = (g2)torfree = (g2)torfree/1m((gl)torfree) — 0

by (G1) frees (G2) frees and (G3) free, respectively, and the proof of this lemma is
complete. O

In the following proposition we prove the locally freeness of the sheaf V0t =
(Rlm, (OZ =, ® Ec—M(B)E) )torfree and identify the equivalence class of

1<i<p

Vyuot in the K group explicitly.

33Because of the injectivity of the ®k(y) version of morphisms.
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®

1<i<p P
gC—M(E)E) is locally free and it is equivalent to the direct sum of locally free

SheafGBlSlSPRlﬁ-* (Oékl ®gC—Zbelk mbEb_Zp>d>l Ckq )®7~T*O(_ Zl§a<kl maFain)
. >
in Ko(Y (D) x T(M)).

Proposition 5 The torsion free quotient of the coherent sheaf R, (OZ

(1]

Proof of the proposition: For p = 1, the sum of the divisors ZKP Ek, collapses
to a single =i, . The conclusion of locally freeness and the identity in Ko (Y (T") x
T (M)) are direct consequences of lemmafll We prove the general case based on
induction upon p.

By induction hypothesis, we know that the “locally free” quotient of R, (OZ ®

Zk

1<i<p—1 "1

gC—M(E)E—ekp) is equivalent to @15130717317?* (Oé’w ®5C_Z &

bET, mbEb_ZpZdbl Ckq
7*O(— Zl§a<kl MaFa:k, ). To prove the p—th version of our proposition it suf-
fices to prove the locally freeness of the torsion free sheaf and then prove the
existence of a short exact sequence of locally free sheaves,

= (_Ekp)®5c—z maEa))fTee — (Rlm, (OZ =

i<p—1 i 1<a<n

— (Rlﬂ'* (OEkP X 5072 maEa))free — 0.

1<a<n

By pushing forward the short exact sequence

0 OZ =h (—Ekp)®5ciz moE. OZ

1<i<p—1 i 1<a<n

= Q& — O=, ®E — 0
1<i<p ki Ciz1gagn Mala kp Ciz1gagn Mala ’

we get a long exact sequence

RO, (OEkp ®5cfz maEa) = Rim, (OZ =

1<i<p—1 i

®50721Sa5n maBq—eg, )

1<a<n

— R, (OZ =, ®5C_leagn maEa) — R, (ngp ®gC_Z maEa) — 0.

i<p i 1<a<n

The above sequence is right exact because ., | Ep, — Y(I) is of rela-
tive dimension one over the base Y (I') and so the corresponding second derived
image sheaf along >, ,., | Ex, = Y(I') vanishes.

Because of the degree constraint on Elgagn MaFq, RO, (OE;CP ®8072 maEa)

1<a<n
vanishes on the Zariski-open subset Yr x T' (M) C Y (T") x T'(M) and is a torsion
sheaf over Y(I') xT'(M). By lemma@and by the induction hypothesis the torsion
free sheaves (R, (ngp ®EC_Z B ) Vtor free and (R1m, (OZ =, ®

1<a<n 1<i<p—1 i
80*2 B e ))torfree are known to be locally free.
1<a<n *7¢ kp

Then the desired short exact sequence of locally free sheaves is constructed
from the acyclic sequence formed by the torsion free quotients of the above long
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exact sequence, after we have shown the torsion free quotient of the middle
factor Vyyer is locally free.
The rest of the proposition is devoted to derive the locally freeness of (R, (OZ

8072 B ))tor tree and the exactness of the above acyclic sequence.
1<a<n ¢ ¢

Step I: The locally freeness of the torsion free quotient (part).

The invertible sheaf O, (= > 1<,<, MaFa) pulls back to an invertible
sheaf on >, ., E,, denoted by OZ ( > 1<a<n MaFq). The invert-
1<i<p

ible sheaf fails to be a sub-sheaf of OZ -~ , therefore it is not an ideal

[I]

1<i<p —F i
sheaf on ZKKP Ek,- We point out the mafn cause. Let P be the union of
{k1,ka, ks, --,kp} union with their direct and indirect ascendents in I'. The
canonically defined sheaf morphism Ony,,, (= > ,cp MaFEa) = O, ,, vanishes
on the whole sub-scheme Zlgigp Ek;, C Mp4+1 because the sections defining the

divisors E,, a € P vanish 3% on Zy, for all 1 <i < p. Thus, the defining section
of Onm,yy (= 2 1<a<n MaEa) = O, vanishes on EKKP =k, as well.
Consider the fiber product (intersection) of Zl<a<n meF, C M, with
Zlgzgp Zk; C Mpy1. Even though the fiber product is not a sub-scheme of
1<i<p =k;» it still contains a maximal sub-scheme Z as a divisorin » 3, ;. S, .
Since Z is a divisor, the ideal sheaf defining Z, 7 is locally free = 021< _ =k, (-2).
i<p ki

Then we may write (92 (=2 1<acn Mala) as Tz ® J, with J being

1 <1<p ki
locally free.

Tensoring the defining short exact sequence 0 — Zz +— OZ —

z<pui

Oz — 0by Jo = J ® Ec and taking the derived long exact sequence along
T <y =k = Y(T), we find

RO, ((’)ZKP =, ® Jc) = Rm. (02 @ Jc)
S 1
=R ﬂ-* (021<p Ek, © 807219191 m“E“) = R (Ozigp Ek; ® jc)
We know that R, (OZ = ®Jc) is a torsion sheaf, since degs, /v ) Jo =
i<p i

m; > 0 by a calculation shown on page B4
Now we get the following short exact sequence on the torsion free quotients
of the above sequence (based on lemma [IT),

0— (Roﬂ—* (Oz S & jC))free — (Roﬂ—* (OZ ® jC))free

i<p Tt

— (Rlﬂ'* (OZ = X gC E ))free = 07

i<p ki MaBa

1<a<n

once one shows (i). (R, ((’)Z ® jc))torfree is locally free.

34This is why we want P to contain k;s or their ascendents. when i is a ascendent of j in
T', the defining section of E; is divisible by the defining section of E; above Y (T").
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5 & jC))torfree ® k(y) = (Roﬂ—* (OZ &

Sk,

(ii). the injectivity (RO, ((92
i<p
Jc))torfree @ k(y) for all the closed points y € Y (I') x T(M).

The proof of condition (i): Take 3* Z¢ to be the union of the irreducible com-
ponents of the divisor Z C 37, ;. Ep, which dominates Y(I'). Take Z; be
the union of the irreducible components of divisors in Z which do not domi-
nate Y(I'). Because Z is the divisor induced by Y, ..., maFE,, for a fixed i
with 1 < i < p, the restriction of iji mj, Ej. to g, defines a sub-scheme in
Ek,, a union (with multiplicities) of cross-sections of Ej, +— Y (I'). So the map
Zy = Y(I) is a finite morphism. On the other hand, Z; C >, ., Ex, maps
onto a union of divisors in Y(I'). Because Z = Zy U Zy is a union of divisors,
we have the following short exact sequence of divisors in ), <p ki

0= Oz, (=Zs) = Oz = Oz, — 0.

Since Z; — Y (I') is a finite morphism, R'm, (Oz, (—Z;) ® Jc) vanishes and
RO, (Ozf (—Z:) ® Jc) is locally free36. So the J¢ twisted derived long exact
sequence of the above short exact sequence truncates to a sheaf short exact
sequence

00— Rm(0z,(—Z) ® Jc) — RO (07 @ Jc) = Rm.(Oz, @ Jc) — 0.

Because Z; is mapped into a proper sub-scheme of Y(I') under 7, its inter-
section with the generic fibers of 7 : 7, Ej, — Y/(I') must be empty. Thus
RO, (Ozt ® jc) is a torsion sheaf.

One the other hand, it is easy to check 37 that R, (Ozf (—Z) ® Jg) ®
k(y) = R, (0Oz ® Jc) ® k(y) is injective for all the closed points y on Y (I') x
T(M). lemma Bl the torsion free quotient of R%r, (OZ ® jc) is isomorphic to
RO, (OZf (—Z) @ Jg) and is known to be locally free.

So we know that (R, (OZ ® jc))torfme is locally free and the condition
(i). has been proved.

The proof of condition (ii): By the derivation of condition (i), the original condi-
tion (ii) is equivalent to the injectivity (R, (OZ =, ®jc))tor free @k(y) —
i<p "i ’

RO, (Oz,(—Z:) ® Jo) ® k(y) for all the closed points y € Y(I') x T(M). On
the other hand, the k(y)-twisted zero-th derived image sheaves map into the
zero-th fiberwise sheaf cohomologies injectively®®, so it suffices to check the

35The subscripts f and t of Zy and Z; correspond to the keywords “free” and “torsion” as

they are closely related to the locally free part and the torsion part of RO7. (OZ ® JC).
361ts rank is nothing but the relative length of Z; — Y/(I').
37By comparing with the corresponding short exact sequence of the fiber above y. Consult
the next argument below and the next footnote for a similar argument.
38This follows from taking the global sections of a twisted version of the exact sequence

0 — 7 - — O — O - — 0 for all y € Y/(I').
Zigp Sk, ly Zigp k; Zigp Sk, ly @)

(1
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following injection HO(Zigp Ek, Xy (T)xT (M) {y},jgh) — HO(Zf Xy (T)xT(M)
{v}, Oz, (=Z;)®Jc|y) for all the closed points y in Y (I') x T'(M). By composing
with the natural morphism induced by Oz, (—Z;) = Og,, it suffices to check
the injectivity of H°(3,o, Sk, Xy )<y 1y}, Tely) = HY(Zs Xy @yxrn
{y}, 0z, ® Jcly). But this map is nothing but the restriction map of fiber-
wise global sections above y to the finite sub-scheme Z; Xy (ryxr(ar) {y}. If
this map is not injective, there must be a non-zero global section of Jc|, on
the fiber EKP Ek: Xy (r)x7(am) {y} which vanishes along the finite sub-scheme
Zy Xy mxr(m) 1y} In particular, we may restrict this fiberwise global section
to one particular =g, Xy ryx7r(ar) {y} (for some 1 <1 < p) over which the sec-
tion does not vanish identically. We derive the contradiction by computing the
degree of the invertible sheaf in two different ways.

Consider the index subset P C {1,2,---,n} collecting k; and all its direct or
indirect ascendents in I.

On the one hand, the degree of the invertible sheaf 37, degzy, xy ryxran w} IClys

is degEkl XY(F)XT(M){y}Ozl<i<p Ek; (_ ZaGP maEa) = Cky - (_ EaGP maEa) =
(Ey, — Ejkl Ej,, ) (= Yacp MaEa) = —my, B, = my, (since k; € P and the de-
scendent jy, of k; can never be an ascendent of k;, any term of the form (—Ej, )-
(—maFE,) contributes trivially to the sum). On the other hand, the same degree
must be no less than the relative length, length((Zy NZx,) Xy ryxr(ar) {¥}), of
the finite scheme (Zy N Zg,) Xy (ryx7(m) 1y} along which the section vanishes.
However the length of this finite scheme is nothing but the sum of multiplicities
for all m;, Ej, along?® Zj, and is equal to ijl mgj,, -

Combining these observations together we get an inequality my, > ijl My, s

which implies ey, - (C —M(FE)E) > 0. This violates our choices of ey, of making
er, - (C —M(E)E) < 0! So the original k(y)-vector space morphisms must be
injective for all y. The proof of condition (ii). is finished.

Step II: The proof of exactness of the acyclic sequence.

We plan to derive it by adopting the commutative diagram chasing argument.

Recall that the inclusion » ;| Ex, C 32, Ek, of P! fibrations (removing
the last Z,) induces an inverse image of the ideal sheaf 7 in EiSp—l Eks
denoted by Zz/. Then the restriction of Z, Z’, can be viewed as a sub-scheme
of Z by removing the intersection Z” = Z, N Z. Similarly, both Z; and Z; are
restricted to Z and Zj, respectively and likewise we also have Z" = Z} + Z}' =
Ek, NZs +Zk, NZ;. To summarize, we have the following commutative diagram
of three rows of short exact sequences,

39The degree can be calculated along any smooth fiber of Zk, over Yp. moreover it is easy to
see that the inverse image of the invertible sheaf J to the sub-locus =g, Xz, YT is isomorphic

to OEkz X ary, i (= Zaepm‘lE‘l) over Yr. it is because the defining section of F4, a € P

vanishes on Eg, | over y.
40The index Jk, is a typical direct descendent index of k; in the admissible graph T'.

34



Oz (=2} = 2") = Oz(-2") + Og(-2")

| |

Ozf(—Zt) — OZ — Ozt

| |

OZ}/(—ZQ/) — Ozn — OZQ/

All of the three rows and the first two columns in this above diagram are short
exact sequences constructed from tensoring invertible sheaves with a divisorial
exact sequence of the following form, 0 — Og(—A) = Oa45 — Op — 0.

Moreover we have the following commutative diagram %! (after substituting
by the short hand notations C =C — >, ., maEq = C —M(E)E).

(RO (OZigp,l = (ZEk,) ®T0))pree = ROm(Oz,(=Z{ — Z2") @ Ic) S (Rm, (02@,1 =, @ Ec—cy,)) free
(Roﬂ'* (OZ< Ex, ®jC))free — ROT‘—* (OZf(_Zt) ®jC) ’i (Rlﬂ-* (OZ< E, ®gg))free
(ROW* (OEkP ® jC))free = ROW* (OZ}/ (_Zi{/) & \70) ’ﬁ) (Rlﬂ* (OEkP ® 5Q))free

{> We claim that all three rows and the first two columns in this commutative
diagram are short exact sequences: By the earlier discussion based on lemma
[0 the sheaves in the second rows are all locally free (this justifies the usage
of the subscript (-) free above). In the same argument the second row has been
shown to be short exact. We may adopt a parallel argument on Zigp—l Zk,
applied to Z' = Z U Z; or on Ey, applied to Z"” = Z} U Z}, thus the sheaves
in the first and the third rows are all locally free and both of the first and the
third rows are short exact as well. The first column is the locally (torsion) free
summand of a derived long exact sequence, it is exact based on lemma [0 and
we argue as the following: The locally freeness of the factor in the middle is
already known. The injectivity of the e ® k(y) version of the first column in the
above diagram

® jc))free 02y k(y)

7

[11

k

(ROW* (OZiSP*1 Eg, (_Ekp> ® jC))free ® k(y) = (Roﬂ-* (OZ'LSP

is a direct consequence of the injectivity of the fiberwise zero-th cohomolo-
gies,

HO(OY " Ek xymyxron (v} O(=Ek, xy@xran (v @Jcly) = H'O | Ex, Xy @xran {y} Toly)-

i<p—1 i<p

41We have skipped the inverse image notation for J¢ to the various sub-schemes, in order
to make the formula less complicated.

35



The desired injectivity of the H® morphism has been the direct consequence
of the following short exact sequence on the fiber above y,
0 O~ (==K, xymxranty}) = Oy = Oz, xy oy wran sy 7 0

Bk, Xy (D) xT (M) 1Y} Ek; Xy (myxT (M) 1Y}

i<p—1

So the exactness of the first column is ensured.

Finally the second column is short exact as it is the derived short exact
sequence (remembering that Z} ~— Y/(I') is a finite morphism) of a twisted short
exact sequence in the the first column of the previous commutative diagram on
Z,Zy, 2y, 2", Z7, 2}, Z', Z}, Z.

The third column has been known to be acyclic. Then its exactness follows
from the standard diagram-chasing technique. O

At the end of the subsection, we define a short-hand notation,

Definition 4 Define the locally free sheaf l}quot to be

_ 1~ ) s
Vauot = @1<i<pR T (OE’W ®gcizbelkl mbEbizp2d>lek )®7T O( Z maEa;kl).

1<a<k;

d

Following our convention, the corresponding vector bundle will be denoted
by unot-

4 The Localized Chern Classes and the Discrep-
ancy of the Top Chern Classes

Let us consider the following general set up. Let X be 4% a purely m dimensional
scheme and let E — X, F — X be vector bundles over X of the same rank,
say e, and let o : E — F be a bundle homomorphism on X exact off a closed
subset Z. Then in principle the difference of Chern classes of F and E should be
expressible as cycle classes "localized’ in Z. In particular, when Z = (), the map
o induces an isomorphism between F and E and their Chern classes coincide.

For the convenience of the reader, we review the construction of [F], page
348 (c). as a special case of the graph construction of MacPherson. We have
changed a few notations from the original notations of [F].

Proposition 6 Let cl(E), cl(F) denote a polynomial of Chern classes of E and
F, respectively. Let G = Grass.(E @ F) be the e-plane Grassmanian bundle
over X and let ( — G be the universal rank e bundle over G. Then there exists
a cycle Y~ niVi C G supporting over Z, n; : V; — Z the projection map, such
that

42The notation X used in this section is not the same X used in the the proof of our main
theorem.
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A(E)N[X] = cd(F)N[X] = Y nim{el(¢) N [Vi]}.
Vi Z

Define ¢ : X x A — G x P! by sending (z,t) to the graph of to(z) x (1,t).
Then define W to be the closure of the image in G x P!. Set W, = i* [W] =
> >0 Vi to be the fiber of W — P! above {oo} C PL.

Because o is bijective on X — Z, there exists a special component, say Vj,
with ng = 1, and is birational to X through the projection G — X. In fact it
is isomorphic to X. Excluding this component from W, it turns out that the
remaining Zi>0 n; Vi, m; : Vi — Z has the desired property. For the full details,
consult page 340-348, section 18.1 the graph construction, of [F].

The graph construction allows us to express the difference of characteristic
classes of E and F by cycle classes in Z, constructed from o through the limiting
process. In particular, it implies the following identity

{ce(®) —ce(®}N[X] = Y nimin{ee(n) N Vi]}.

Vi Z

But it might be technical to identify these [V;] explicitly.

Suppose that one is given additionally a global section sg € I'(X, E), then
s =o0(s9) € T'(X,F) is a global section of F.

The localized top Chern class construction on page 244, section 14.1 of [F)
defines localized classes Z(so) € Am—e(Z(s0)), Z(s) € Am—e(Z(s)) and their
push-forward into X are equal to c.(E), c.(F), respectively.

Thus the datum of the sections sg,s = o(sp) may be used to express the
difference c.(E) — c.(F) as geometric cycles relating to so and o.

The first hint to such a possibility is the following proposition,

Proposition 7 Let o : E— F, X, sg: X — E be as above and let sg : X — E
denote the zero section of E and let mg : E — X be the bundle projection,
then the kernel Ker(c) determines an algebraic sub-cone C, of the total space
of E and there exists an scheme theoretical equality Z(s) = Z(so) U mg((C, —
se(X))Nso(X)) between the zero loci.

In general we may write C, = U;>0C,,, where C,, is the zero section cone
sg(X) and U;50C,, is the union of the remaining irreducible components sup-
porting inside Z. Because the proposition is parallel to the discussion in propo-
sition 12 in [Liub], we only give a sketch of the proof:

Sketch of the proof: Let £, F be the locally free sheaves over X associated to
E, F, respectively.

The sheaf morphism £ — F induces a dual morphism F* — £* with cokernel
sheaf R.

Consider the Ox algebra S* generated by S' = R, then C, = Spec(S’)
defines a sub-cone in the vector bundle cone of E. By tensoring with k(x)
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(which is right exact) for all z € X and taking the left exact contravariant
functor HOMj,(;(+, k(x)), one may see easily that this cone is the kernel sub-
coneof 0 : E— F.

One may observe Z(s) = Z(so) U mg((C, — sg(X)) N so(X)) on the set
theoretical level rather easily. The equality as schemes follows from a parallel
discussion as in proposition 12/corollary 3 of [Liu5]. We omit the details here.
O

One notices that besides the unique component C,, which is equal to the
zero section sg(X), the union of the remaining cones, C, — sg(X) = U;>0C,,,
supports exactly on Z.

On the one hand, we have the following residual intersection theory formula
on the (localized) top Chern class (see page 245, example 14.1.4. of [F])

Proposition 8 Let F — X be a rank e vector bundle over a purely m-dimensional
scheme X and let s : X — F be a global section. Let D be an effective Cartier
divisor contained in Z(s), then there exists a section s’ of F @ O(—D) such that
(i). F® O(—D) — F maps s’ to s.

(i1). Z(s) = Z(s') + ¥y <y (<1 e s(F) N D1 A [D].

It makes sense to combine propositiond, [dand B and unify these observations
together.

Firstly, let ¢ : E — F be isomorphic off Z C X as before. Consider the sub-
scheme Z(s)NZ C X. One may blow it up into an exceptional Cartier divisor,
denoted as D in the blown up scheme X. From the general construction of
blowing up coherent sheaves of ideals, ( see page 163-169 of [Ha] and B.6 page
435-437 of [F]), D is isomorphic to the projectified normal cone P(Cz5)nzX).
Then one may apply proposition B to X, g*F — X, where g: X — X denotes
the blowing down map with the exceptional divisor D.

The following simple lemma identifies the term >, ;. (=1)"tcc_;(F) N
D=1 N [D] for us,

Lemma 11 The cycle class g. {3, < j< . (=1)' " ce—j(F)NDI"'N[D]} € Apm—e(Z(s)N
Z) is equal to the localized contribution of top Chern class of Z(s)NZ, Zz(s)nz(s) =
{e(Flzsnz) Ns(Z(s) N Z, X) N [X]}m—e. (see definition 1 of in section 5 of
[Liu5])

Proof of the lemma: Recall from page 71 of [F] that the Segre class of a cone®3

C — Y over Y is defined to be

s(C) = 0.3 e1(O(1)Y N[P(C @ 1)) € A(Y),

j=0

where ¢ : P(C'@ 1) — Y is the projection map.

43Do not confuse this cone C' with the cohomology class C' € HY1 (M, Z).
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In our context we take C' to be the normal cone Cz(4)nz X and Y = Z(s)NZ,
and so D = P(Cz(5nzX). On the one hand, P(Cyz)nzX) is a divisor in
P(Cz(s)nzX @ 1) defined by ¢, (O(1)). On the other hand, D = P(Cyz(5nzX)

is an exceptional divisor in X, thus D = —¢;(O(1)) and we have
9*{ Z j Ce ] *F)ﬁDj_lm _9*{ Z Ce— J mCl((9(1))]‘_1m[l:)(CZ(s)mZX)]}
1<5<e 1<j5<e

= {e(Flznz) Ng:( Y e(O) N[P(Cyinz @ 1))}

1<j<e

= {c<F|Z<SmZ)g*<Z_c1<O< N[P(Czs)nz @ D)) bm—e
= {C(F|Z(S)OZ) N S(Z(S) nz, X)}mfe-
O

The expression {¢(F|z(5)nz)Ns(Z(5)NZ, X ) }:n—c is nothing but the localized
contribution of the top Chern class Zz(s) discussed in section 6 of [Liub].

Thus, the identity in proposition B (ii). can be re-written as Z(s) = Z(s") +
Zz(s)nz(s). When o : E — F is exact off Z, we compare it to the top Chern
class identity

ce(F)N[X] = ce(B)N[X] = Y mim{el(Q) N [Vi]}-

Vi 2

Introducing the following equivalent relationship which will be essential to
the invariant enumeration in section

Definition 5 Let 11,12 with mN,n2N : Ap(X) — Ao(X) be two grade-k char-
acteristic classes on an m dimensional complete scheme X. The classes mp
and 1y are said to be numerically equivalent, denoted as m = 1o if for all
a € Ap—1(X), fX mNa= ang N «a. In other words, fxm N- and ang n-
define identical integral operations from Ay, (X) to Ao(pt).

It makes sense to ask the following question,

Question: Arei,Z(s') = c.(¢*E)N[X] and Zysnz(s) = — > Vs z Millix{ce(€)N
Vil}?
The following proposition answers the question affirmatively. In order to

apply the current discussion to the explicit enumeration problem in section Bl
we generalize the setting slightly.

Let X be a purely m dimensional reduced complete scheme as above. Z C X
is a closed sub-scheme of X.
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Proposition 9 Let E,F be two rank e vector bundles on X. Suppose that o :
E — F is a bundle morphism on X isomorphic off Z, and that sy : X — E is a
global section of E inducing the global section of F, s = o(sg) : X — F. Accord-
ing to proposition [}, there exists a union of irreducible cones Ujer—1 2....nyCp,
supported over Z such that Z(s) = Z(s9) UUi»ome(Cp, N so(X)).

Let I = [],<,<,Ip be a partition of the index set I into disjoint subsets
I, C I. Consider the r-consecutive scheme theoretical blowing ups of X along
the strict transformations of Uier, m(Cp, N s0(X)), and denote the resulting
blown up scheme by X. Let f : X — X to be the r-compositions of blowing
down projection maps.

Let D = f~Y(Z(s) N Z) C X be the exceptional Cartier divisor in X. Let
s:X:fF® O(—=D) be the residual section which maps to s through f*F ®
O(=D) — f*F. Leti: Z(s') — X be the inclusion map, then

ce(f B)YN[X] 2 i Z(s") € Am_o(X),

i.e. they define the same cap product operation from A.(X) to Ao(pt) = Z.

Even though s’ is not directly related to sy and E, the cycle Z(s") still
defines a version of localized top Chern class "localized” in Z(f*s) away from
D. The proposition implies that its image under the push-forward morphism 7,
is numerically equivalent to c.(f*E).

Proof of proposition [} The main idea of the proof is to construct an ambient
space containing X, some auxiliary vector bundles and sections which are used
to relate both sides of the equality. Define Y = P(E® C) and let 7y : Y — X
denote the projection map. Through the map v — (v,1) the total space of
the vector bundle E can be viewed as an open subspace of Y, which is the
complement of the closed hypersurface P(E) C Y at infinity. Thus, P(E) can
be viewed as the compactification at infinity of E C P(E @ C).

Consider the hyperplane line bundle on Y, denoted as H. Then the pro-
jection map E @& C — C over X induces a section of H vanishing exactly at
P(E). Then [P(E)] € A.(Y) is equal to ¢c;(H) N [Y]. On the other hand, the
zero section sg(X) embedded in E C Y can be viewed as the zero locus of a
canonical section of 7. E ® H determined by the bundle map E @ C — E. Thus
[sE(X)] =c(ry E@H)N[Y].

The composition of E®&C — E and ¢ : E — F induces a tautological section
sof 73 F ® H on Y. The following lemma characterizes its zero locus Z(s).

Lemma 12 Let C, denote the algebraic sub-cone of E corresponding to Ker (o).
Then C, can be identified canonically with a locally closed sub-scheme of Y and
Z(s) C Y is the closure of C,, P(C,® 1), in Y.

Proof of the lemma: A point in Y = P(E @ C) is inside Z(s) if and only if the
corresponding ray in E ® C maps to zero under E® C — E — F. In other
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words, when the ray is in the direction inside the cone C, ® 1 corresponding to
the kernel of E®@ C — F. So Z(s) =P(C, @ 1). O

On the other hand, the space Y can be viewed as 1-plane Grassmanian
bundle of E & C over X. Viewed as a universal object, one may use it as our
playground to prove proposition

Firstly write C, as Up<i<nC,, with C,, = sg(X). Then U;c;C,, = C, —
sg(X) is a union of irreducible sub-cones and G' = P((U;c;C,,) @ 1) defines a
closed sub-scheme of Y.

Notice that G = U;erP(C,, & 1) and we may set G; = U;e, P(C,, & 1).
Then we may write G = U1<;<,Gj. It is obvious that Z(s) = sg(X) UG.

Secondly one blows up Y consecutively along (the strict transformations
under previous blowing ups of) Gp,1 < p < r, following the exactly the same
blowing up orders to construct X from X. Denote the resulting scheme 44 Y
and denote the union of the resulting exceptional Cartier divisors Dy . Denote
the composite blowing down map Y — Y by fy. Because G C Z(s) and the
sub-scheme G has been blown up consecutively to get Y, the pull-back section
(fy)*s is divisible by the defining section of Dy. Let s’ denote the residual
section in (fy )* (75 F @ H) @ O(—Dy). Then by proposition Bl f5 s is the image
of s under (fy)* (73 F @ H) ® O(=Dy) — (fy)*(7yF ® H).

Consider the closure of sg(X) — G in Y, which is nothing but the strict
(proper) transformation of sg(X) C Y under the composite blowing ups. We
denote the resulting scheme by R. Because s’ is the residual section of (fy)*s
vanishing on R U Dy, it is clear that the zero locus of &' in Y, Z(s'), is equal
to R, and is of codimension e in Y. The section s’ may not be regular since
R may not be always smooth. Nevertheless by example 14.3.1. on page 251 of
[F], when [Z(s')] = >°, m;[€;], we know that [Z(s')] = >_, e;[Q;] with e; < m,.
But its zero locus R = Z(s') is birational to sg(X) 2 X, the initial base space.
Because X is reduced, so is R, then [R] = m[R,¢q] with m = 1. Thus we may
still conclude that Z(s') = [R] without the regularity assumption %> on R. Let
ir denote the inclusion ip : R + Y. Then ig.[R] = ir.|[Z(s")] = ir.Z(s') =
co(f (myF & H) © O(~Dy)) N [V).

Thirdly the bundle map E & C — E on X induces a tautological regu-
lar section stguto Of 73 E ® H on Y vanishing at sg(X) C Y. The pull-back
section (fy)*Siauto Of (fy)*(73E ® H) defines a zero locus Z((fy)*Siquto) =
(fy) Y (Z(stauto)) = (fy) *(se(X)). Because none of the sub-cones G; we
blow up is contained in sg(X) = C,,, the sub-scheme f;-'(sg(X)) can be iden-
tified with the closure of sg(X)— G in Y, which is nothing but R. By the same
reasoning as above, we have

i R+ [R] = iR*[Z((fY)*StautO)] = iR*Z((fY)*StautO) = Ce((fY)*(W;’E ®@H))N [Y]

44\We have skipped the dependence of Y on the choices of the blowing ups.
45Nevertheless, R is still of the right codimension and is regular on a dense open subset.
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Fourthly the section so(X) C E C P(E @ 1) can be viewed as a sub-scheme
in Y, denoted by the same symbol. Because mg|s,(x) : so(X) + X induces
an isomorphism and so(X) NP(E) = () (P(E) is at infinity), the hyperplane
line bundle H — Y is trivialized over so(X) by its cross section which vanishes
exactly on P(E). So H|,,(x) = C, and 7y E ® H|,,(x) = E. Then under the
Gysin homomorphism the so pull-back of the formula c.(73E @ H) N [Y] =
[se(X)] € A(Y) by s : A(Y) — A _.(X) becomes c.(E) N [X] = s§[X] €
A (X).

Next we construct an embedding of the blown up scheme X into the blown
up projective bundle Y.

One notices that the intersection so(X)NP(C,, @ 1) lies inside the cone C,,
and is equal to so(X) N C,,. By corollary 7.15. on page 165 of [Ha] and the
subsequent definition, the strict transform of a closed sub-scheme of a scheme
theoretical blowing up along a given blowing up center can be identified to be
the blowing up of this sub-scheme along its intersection with the given blowing
up center. Thus one finds that the closure of so(X) — U;crC,, inside Y is
isomorphic to X, the consecutive blowing ups of X along strict transforms of
the forms 7g ((Uier, Cp,) N so(X)) with I =1,2,---,r. By abusing the notation
slightly, we fix such an identification and still denote the resulting sub-scheme
of Y by the same symbol X.

We have established the following crucial facts after identifying the strict
transformation of so(X) in ¥ with X,

(ii). Dy|g = D.

(i) (fy)" (1 @ H) ® O(-Dy)5 = f'F © O(~D),

(iv). The sections s', s’ of the vector bundles in (iii) are compatible. Namely,
sx =+

Set iz : X +— Y and set i : Z(s') = X to be the inclusion maps.

Then we may conclude that for all @ € A.(X) the following identification
argument: By using (ii)., (iii)., the projection formula of Chern classes (see page
3.2.(c), page 50 of [F]) and the relationship between the global and the localized

top Chern classes of (fy)*(73F @ H® O(—Dy)),

iz {ce(f"F@O(=D))Na} =ig,(c(ix(fy)" (ryF@H® O(=Dy))) Na)

=c((fy) (myFOHQ@ O(=Dy)))N[Y]Nig,a=ipZ(s") Nig,a

And by the defining formula of the localized top Chern class of s’ and the
concluding equality of the second and the third statements on page EIl

=ir(s) [Y]Nig,0 = ipR] Nig,a = (c(fy(ryE@H))N[Y]) Nig,o.
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Then by projection formula of Chern classes again,

=ce((fy) (ryE@H))Nig,a=ig{c(i%(fy) (ryE@H))Naj.

Then by (i). above we know H|¢ = C, so finally the above expression

=ig, fc(f"(E)Nig,a}.

Because X — pt factorizes as X BRI VN pt, this implies that

/~ (' FRO(-D))Na= /~ ce(f*"E)Nig,a € Ao(pt),
X e
for all v € Ao (X).
Therefore c.(f*FRO(—D))N[X] £ c.(f*E)N[X]. The proposition is proved.
O

Remark 8 In the proof of this proposition, if we have the knowledge of the

injectivity 0 — Am—e(X) = Am—e(Y), then our argument implies a stronger
result that c.(f*F @ O(=D)) N [X] = co(f*E) N [X] € Apm_o(X). In our pa-
per’s main application to the algebraic family Seiberg- Witten invariants, the top
Chern classes are paired with other cycle classes and then pushed-forward to
Ao(pt) to form algebraic family Seiberg- Witten invariants. Our result ensures
that one may replace c.(f*F @ O(—=D)) by c.(f*E) whenever c.(f*F® O(—D))
appears in an integration of the top intersection pairing. For this purpose, one
may view them as “equal” without causing potential confusion.

There are many different blowing up sequences which can bring U; P (C,, &
1) into an exceptional Cartier divisor. If one chooses to blow up the whole
UisoP(C,, @ 1) in P(E & C) all at once, the proposition implies that c.(F) N
[X] — c.(E) N [X] is equal to the push-forward of the local contribution of top
Chern class from Z = U;sosupp(C,,) into X. If one chooses to group various
irreducible P(C,, @ 1) into different sub-schemes and blow up consecutively,
one may apply proposition B and lemma [l inductively and get a sum of cycles
supported in Z = supp(U;»0C,,). It is natural to wonder if the result is invariant
to the various choices of the orders of the blowing ups.

A corollary of proposition @ is the following,

Corollary 2 With the same notations as in proposition[d, the expression Zlgige(—l)i_lce_i(F)ﬂ
D=1 N [D] is numerically equivalent to {c(F|z)nz)Ns(Z(s)NZ, X)N[X]}m—e
and is therefore independent to the choices of blowing up processes.

Proof: Let I = [[,<,<, I; be a partition of the index set I and let

X:XT’—)erlHXT,QH"'XlHXOZX
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be the sequence of blowing up processes where the [—th blowing up X, —
X, is centered at the strict transform of 8 (50N (Uicr, Cp,)) under X1 — Xo.

First we notice that the section sy does not mtersect with the infinity of
the projective bundle P(E) C P(E & 1) and therefore so N (Uier,Cp,) = so N
(Uier, P(C,, @ 1)) forall1 <1 <.

Let us fix a few notations. Let h; : X — X; be the blowing down map from
the final (r—th blowing up) to the {—th intermediate blowing up of X. Let Dy,
1 <[ < r denote the exceptional divisor of X 1 X 1—1 indexed by the subscript
I. Let D; denote its pre-image h; *(D;) C X.

Then by an induction argument, proposition B implies the following identities
on the Chern classes,

ce(h§F ® ®<1-1h30(=D;)) N [X,] = ce(hiF ® ®,<h70(=D;)) N [X,]

=ip, Y. (—1) e i(hiF @ @< 10(=D;)) N D' N [Dy],

1<i<e

for 1 <1 < r. If we sum up all these r equations, a simple cancellation of
the intermediate terms leads to the final equation

ce(hgF)N[X]—ce(hgF@®1<12,O(=D =D ipn ) (FD) e i(BiFO®;<10(=D

1<i<r 1<i<e

By realizing O(D) = ®@1<1<-O(Dy), the left hand side of the identity is
ce(hEF)N[X]—ce(hiFRO(—D))N[X]. Thus the right hand side can be identified
with Y3 ;o (— 1) tee_i(f*F) N D=1 N [D] by the well known property on the
top Chern class. On the other hand, proposition [l has implied that the push-
forward of the left hand side under X — X is numerically equivalent to ¢, (F) N
[X]—ce(E)N[X] and therefore is independent to all the grouping and the ordering
choices involved in the blowing ups of mg(so N (Ui»0C,,)) C X. In particular,
we may take I = I;,7 = 1 to be the single partition of I and the f: X — X is
constructed from X by a single blowing up centered at 7g(so N (Ui»0Cp,)). In
this case, the identification of fiips Y ;<;c.(—1)"tce—s(f*F)N D"t N[D] with
the local contribution of top Chern class {¢(F|z(s)nz)Ns(Z(s)NZ, X)N[X]} e
is the direct consequence of lemma [Tl O

Remark 9 An alternative way to prove corollary @ and show that it is inde-
pendent to the ordering of the blowing ups is to notice that f(D) is always equal
to Z(s) N Z no matter which blowing up sequence we choose. Then by realizing
Siso(—1)ID = s(D, X) and by using proposition 4.2.(a) of*® [F],

fes(D, X) = deg(X/X)s(f(D), f(X)) = 1-s(Z(s) N Z, X),

one may identify f.(c(f*F) N (X ,2o(—1) " D"LD])) with (c(F) N s(Z(s) N
7, X).

46 Cited in proposition [
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The observation in remark @ will be used in proving proposition[[flin section

i}

4.1 Some Observation about Residual Intersection For-
mula of Top Chern Classes

In this subsection, we consider the following geometric setting. Let X be a
purely m dimensional scheme and let E be a rank e vector bundle over X.
Suppose that Eg is a rank ey sub-bundle of E with a section sg : X — Eg, and
suppose that we have the following bundle short exact sequence,

0~ Ey— E— E/Ej— 0.

The section sg and the bundle injection Ey — E induces a section s : X — E
and we know Z(so) = Z(s).

We raise the following question:

Question: How are the residual intersection formulae of the top Chern classes
of Eg and E related to each other?

More precisely, let Z1, Zs,---, Z, be a finite number of closed proper sub-
schemes of X. One may blow up the strict transforms (under the previous
blowing ups) of Z(s9)NZ;, 1 < i < k consecutively and get a residual intersection
formulae of top Chern classes of Eg. On the other hand, we may blow up the
strict transforms of Z(s) N Z;, 1 < i < k consecutively and get the residual
top Chern classes of E. Because Z(sg) = Z(s), we expect these two residual
intersection formulae to be closed related. This is the content of the following
proposition,

Proposition 10 Let X denote the scheme repeatedly blown up from X centered
at the strict transforms of Z(so) N Z;, 1 < i < k and let f : X — X denote
the composite blow down projection map. Let D = f~1(U;Z; N Z(sq)) be the
exceptional Cartier divisor above U;Z; N Z(so) = U; Z; N Z(s). Let (f*so) and
(f*s) denote the residual sections in f*Eg ® O(—D) and f*E ® O(—D) of
f*so € l"(f(, f*Ep) and f*s € l"(f(,f*E), respectively.

By proposition [ there is a residual intersection formula of the localized top
Chern class of f*Eg,

Z(f*s0) = Z((f*s0)) + Y (=1)""ce—i(Eolp) N D'~ N [D].

1<i<eq

Suppose we cap the above formula with the top Chern class ce—eo (f*(E/Eo)|D),
one gets the corresponding residual intersection formula of the localized top
Chern class of f*s,

Z(f*s) = Z((f*s)) + Y (-1)'eei(Elp) N DI A[D].

1<i<e
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Proof of proposition [[MF Recall that (see [F| page 244 and proposition 6.1.(a)
page 94), Z(f*so) is equal to {c(f*Eo) Ns(Z(f*50), X)}m—e, (we have skipped
the bundle restriction notation of f*Eg to Z(f*so) to simplify the notation).
By proposition 13 of [Liu5], {c(f*Eo) Ns(Z(f*s0), X)}m—eqtr = 0 for all neg-
ative r € —N, i.e. the localized contribution of top Chern class is the lowest
degree term of the cycle class formed by the total Chern/Segre classes. Because
Z(f*so) = Z(f*s), we may compare it with*"

{c(f*B)NS(Z(f*5), X)}m-e = {c(f*Eo)Nc(f* (B/Eo))Ns(Z(f*s), X) mee = {c(f*Bo)Ne(f*(E/Eo))Ns(Z(f*50), X) m—e
= Z{C(f*EO)mS(Z(f*SO)v X)}m—eo—(e—eo)-l-rmCT(f*(E/EO)) = Z {C(f*EO)mS(Z(f*SO)a X)}m*BOJrT’mCT’-l-(e—eo)(f*E/EO)'

r>0 r'>—(e—eq)

Because E/Eq is of rank e — eg, Crry(e—ey)(f*(E/Eg)) = 0 for all 7' €
N. So by the vanishing of terms with grades m — eg + 7’ for v/ < 0 in
{c(f*Eo) N's(Z(f*s0), X)} the above sum is reduced to a single term and the
result is nothing but the cap product of {c¢(f*Eq¢) N s(Z(f*s0), X)}m—e, with
Ce—eo (f"E/Eo).

The same discussion can be applied to Z((f*sp)’) and Z((f*s)’) as well.
Then the correspondence of the two formulae follows as the correspondence
under capping with c._,(E/Eg) has been shown to hold for two out of the
three terms. O

Remark 10 When there is only one Z = Z1 and X is the blown up of X along

Z1NZ(s), the direct proof of the equality of ce—eo (f*(E/Eo)[D)NY 21 <ice, (=) Leey—i(Eo|p)N
D=tN[D] and Y, ;e (—1)eei(E[p) N D1 N [D] follows from the identi-

fication with the localized top Chern class contribution of Z N Z(s) as was done

in lemma Dl When more than one Z; is present, one may adopt the similar

argument in the proof of corollary@ and lemmalld to identify them directly. As

there is no new idea involved, we leave the details to the readers.

5 Residual Intersection Formula and Inductive
Blowing Ups of X = P(V .4n0n)

We follow the same notations as in [Liul], [Liu3] and [Liu5]. Let M(E)E =
EKn m;E; be the sum of the exceptional divisors E; with multiplicities m;,
1 <'i < n. To simplify our discussion, we require that m; < m; for all ¢ < j.
As in [Liu3], we take (®v_,,. .. W..nons> Veanons Weanon) over M, x T(M)
to be the canonical algebraic Kuranishi model of the class C' — M(E)E with
respect to f, 1 My41 — M,. We take the initial total space of our discussion

47We have changed 7 to ' = r — (e — ep) in the second line of the equalities.
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a chain-like admissible graph with three connected components and 12 vertexes

to be X = Py, 1) (Veanon). This space parametrizes all the curves in the
non-linear system of C along the family M,, x T'(M).

Recall from section [ that the universal space M,, allows a stratification by
the admissible strata Yr, I' € adm(n). We consider the finite set of admissible
strata satisfying the Special Condition first stated in [Liu5] section 6.1:

For all the type I exceptional classes e, e, -, e, of Y,
< either

(i). (C—M(E)E)-¢; <0, ie. M(E)E-¢; > 0.
& or

(ii). the condition e? = —1 holds, i.e. ¢; is a type I —1 class.

This maximality special condition means there is no “redundant” type I
classes which pair non-negatively with C' — M(E)E.

Recall from section B that the notation adm(n) denotes the finite set of all
n-vertex admissible graphs I'. We introduce a few subsets of adm(n) here.

Definition 6 Let A(n) C adm(n) denote the subset of adm(n) consisting of
all n-vertex admissible graphs satisfying the special condition above. Let
adma(n) C adm(n) denote the subset of n-vertex admissible graphs satisfying
the condition that each vertex has at most one direct descendent.

The graphs *® in adma(n) may have more than one connected component.
Each component looks like a chain of vertexes connected by a chain of arrows.
We will refer to them as chain-like admissible graphs in the following discussion.

Firstly we point out that the union of the closure of all such strata Yr,
I' € A(n), form a large closed subset of M,.

Proposition 11 The closed subset Urea(n)—{~,}Y (I') is of at least complex
codimension two in M,. Its complement can be expressed as [[cp Yr for some
P C adma(n).

Proof: Firstly, we know that A(n) # 0 because the admissible graph -, with
no one-edges is in A(n).

48Gee fig.4 for an example.
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We know that each Y(I') is closed, s0 Urea(n),r4, Y (I') is a finite union of
closed sets and is closed.

We observe that if for some ¢ < n, the i-th vertex of I' contains more than
one direct descendent vertex, then the intersection pairing of e; = E; — Ji B
and C — M(E)E is negative because the assumption m; < m;, for ¢ < j,

e;-(C—M(E)E) = (E; — Y Ej)-(C =Y miEx) =m;i— Y _mj, <0
Ji k Ji

If the index ¢ has exact one direct descendent in I' € adm(n), denoted as j,
then the intersection pairing of this —2 class e; = E; — E; and C — M(E)E is
m; —m; S 0.

Take an arbitrary I' € adms(n), then there must be some index ¢ < n such
that the i—th vertex contains more than one direct descendent in I'. Given
the graph I', one may construct the type I exceptional classes associated to
it following the recipe in section Given any index 7,1 < i < n, let j; be
the indexes of all the direct descendents of ¢ in the graph I'. Then take e; =
E, —-> i Eji

Among all such e;,1 < i < n, consider all the type I classes ey, 1 < i < p (for
some p depending on both I and M(E)E), attached to I' which have negative
pairings with the given C' — M(E)E. Each ey, is represented by an effective
fiberwise divisor in the fiber algebraic surfaces of M, 11 — M, over a smooth
locus Y(T, ) with a complex codimension®” equal to the number of direct
descendents of k; in I'. This locus is usually called the existence locus of ey,.

By proposition Bl in section Bl one can construct an admissible graph T’y
from ey,, 1 < i < p, satisfying ey, - ex; > 0 for ¢ # j. Then by the corollary
of proposition Bl and remark Bl we have Y (I'0) = Ni<i<,Y (e, ) and Y (') is
the locus in M, over which eg,,ek,, -, e, co-exist as effective curve/divisor
classes.

Because these ey, are effective over Yr, so we know that I' is a degeneration
of Ty, i.e. T' < Ty, and Yr C Y (T'y). By the construction of Ty, all these
er;; 1 <17 < p are the only type I exceptional classes associated to Iy which are
not —1 classes. Therefore it satisfies the special condition and I'g C A(n).

Thus we conclude that every stratum Ypr, T' € admse(n), must be contained
in Urea(n)—{r,} Y (I).

Secondly, we separate into two cases to determine the dimension of Upea (n)— ¢+, Y ().
If all the singular multiplicities are equal my = mg = - -+ = m,,, then C—M(E)E
has vanishing pairings with all the —2 type I exceptional classes of the general
form E; — E;. The admissible graphs in adms(n) are exactly those graphs whose
associated type I exceptional classes are either —1 or —2 classes. In this case,
the codimension of Upea(n)—g4,}Y (') is exactly two because all the codimen-
sion one admissible strata are parametrized by some very simple graphs °° in
admsa(n). The index set P can be taken to be the whole adma(n).

= codimcT .
50TIndeed, graphs with a single one-edge.
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If there exists a pair of singular multiplicities m; < m; for 1 <i < j < mn,
then C — M(E)E - (E; — Ej) < 0. Consider the admissible graph I'; ; with
a unique one-edge starting at the i—th vertex and ending at the j—th vertex.
Apparently it belongs to adma(n). Because m; < mj;, this graph I';; also
belongs to A(n). In this case, codimension of Urca(mn)—{y,1Y (I') is one. The
index subset P is then chosen to be the proper subset of admsa(n), removing all
the chain-like admissible graphs of the type I'; ; with single edges from i to j,
for all the pairs m; < mj, i < j. O

In the paper [Liu4], we have considered the set @ and describe a curve-
counting scheme based on ). In our current setting of type I exceptional classes,
define @ to be the finite set of all the classes E; =, ; Ej which pair negatively
with C —M(FE)E. The Set @) encodes all the possible type I exceptional classes
which can appear above the family M, — M,,.

Recall the definition of the type I exceptional cone over a point b € M,

Definition 7 Let b be an arbitrary point in M, define the type I exceptional
cone over b, ECp(C — M(E)E;Q), to be the real cone in H**(M, 41|y, R) gen-
erated by all the type I exceptional classes effective over b which pair with
C — M(E)E negatively.

According to proposition 4 of [Liu4], the cone is always simplicial, and we
call the primitive generators at the 1-edge the extremal generators of the cone.

Because the fiber bundle M, 11 — M, has no non-trivial monodromy, one
can discuss about the change of the cone un-ambiguously. The variation of
ECH(C — M(E)E; Q) with respect to b gives us important information about
how to organize the admissible strata Yr,T' € A(n).

Given a Y(T'), I € A(n), the type I exceptional cone EC,(C — M(E)E;Q)
may vary when b specializes to the boundary points [, Y1.

Let Cr denote the type I exceptional cone EC,(C — M(E)E; Q) constant for
all b € Yr. There is a distinguished locally closed subset St C Y(I'), Sr (should
be denoted by Se,. if we follow the notation in [Liu4]) over which the exceptional
cone ECp(C — M(E)E; Q) = Cr remain unchanged.

Because for all b € Yrv, their £C,(C — M(E)E; Q) remain constant °!,
St itself is a union of admissible strata and one may write Sr formally as

YF HYF/ er‘#@ YF/ :

Lemma 13 The union Urcam)Y (I') =Y, Uream)—{q,} Y(I') C M, is equal
to the disjoint union HFeA(n) Sr.

Proof: Following the proof of proposition [l for all Y over which at least
one type I exceptional class pairs negatively with C — M(E)E, Yr C Sr, for
some unique Iy constructed (in the proof of proposition [l through the usage
of proposition Bl) by the co-existence of different type I curves.

51'Which may be different from Cr though.
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On the other hand, an effective type I exceptional class pairing negatively
with C — M(E)E above Yr still remains effective and pairs negatively with
C' — M(E)E over the boundary 0Yr = Y(I') — Yr. But it may break into more
than one irreducible component. This implies that over any such degenerated
stratum Y C Y(T') there must still exist at least one type I class pairing
negatively with C — M(E)E.

This shows that Upcam)Y (I') € Urea(n)Sr. The opposite inclusion follows
from the inclusion Sr C Y/(T') for I' € A(n). Finally SN S =0 if T #T7 in
A(n). It is because Cr # Crs and by definition of St, they can not overlap. So
the union is a disjoint union. O

Among all such Sr, T' € A(n), one may introduce a partial ordering >, as
has been done in [Liub] for a slightly more general setting. The partial ordering
induces a partial ordering on the corresponding graphs in A(n), denoted by the
same symbol.

Definition 8 Let I'1,I's € A(n). The graph Ty is said to be greater than T'y
under the partial ordering >, denoted as I'y > I'e, if Cr, C Cr,.

Please refer to page B3 fig.7 for an example. In that example, the smaller
cone is generated by Ey — Fs — E3 — E7, Es, Es, Ey, E5, Eg, E7. The larger
cone is generated by E1 - EQ - E3 - E4 - E’77 EQ - E5 - E67 Eg, E4, E5, Eg,
Er.

A sufficient condition to check whether I'; > I's is the following,

Lemma 14 Suppose that Sy, = Y (I'y) intersects with Sr, non-trivially, then
I'y = Ts.

Proof: The follows from the fact that the cones get larger under degenerations
of points from b € Sr, to b € Sp,. O

Our goal is to study the local contribution of the algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant over Upea ()Y (I') and decompose the algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant AFSW s, , x1(a)— M, x7(ar) (1, C —M(E) E) or the restricted
version AFSWaiy, o xftr v M, x {2} (1, C — M(E)E), for some t7, € T(M), into
the various excess local contributions from Uprea(n)—{,}Y (I') and the residual
contribution from M,, — Urca(n)—{4,1Y (I') based on the following two simple
but fundamental observations,

Observation 1: The family algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariant is defined by
the push-forward into Ag(pt) of the cap product of a certain power of ¢i(H)
(determined by the dimension formula) with the top Chern class of the canonical
obstruction bundle ¢;op(H ® wl’;(vwmn)wcanon).

Observation 2: The residual intersection formula of top Chern class allows us
to decompose the total invariant contribution into the local contribution to some
closed subset of X = P M, xT (M) (Veanon) and the residual contribution. The
residual contribution again involves the top Chern class of a modified bundle
over a blown up space.
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A direct but probably naive approach is to set Z = w3y (Urea (n)— (.} Y (I')) C
X, the pre-image in the P(Veanon) of Uream)—{+,1Y ('), and then apply the
residual intersection formula (proposition § and lemma[[l) to the vector bundle
E =H ® 7% W canon, the section s = scanon and Z N Z(Scanon). The apparent
drawback of this approach is that the local contribution of the set Z(scanon) N Z
to the family invariant is very hard to enumerative directly, due to the compli-
cated geometric structure of Urea(n)—{4,1Y (I'), Z and therefore Z(scanon) N Z.

Instead we construct a more refined consecutive blowing ups of sub-schemes
in X and make use of Y(I') as the co-existence locus of all the type I excep-
tional classes e;, 1 < i < n effectively. In section 6.1, theorem 4 of [Liub] we
have demonstrated that (under some additional special assumption 52) the local
contribution of the family invariant to X x5z, Y(I') can be identified with the
mixed family invariant of C — M(E)E — 3, ., ek, over Y (I'). This motivates
us to consider the following refined approach in section Bl

5.1 The Repeated Blowing Ups of Sub-Loci in X

The element ~,, is apparently the largest element under > in A(n). Over the
open top stratum the type I exceptional classes e; are the —1 classes E;,1 <
i < n and the exceptional cone *® C,, it generates is the smallest.

List all the I € A(n) — {7, } and they form a finite graph (each I" € A(n) —
{7} being a vertex in the graph) under the partial ordering >. For all ' €
A(n) — {yn}, we consider the fiber product X x s, Y(T).

By definition the family moduli space M¢_n(g)p over M,, x T'(M) of curves
dual to C — M(E)E collects all the curves within the fibers of M,, 11 x T (M)
M, xT(M) which are dual to C—M(E)E. When we use the canonical algebraic
Kuranishi model, Z(scanon) = Mc—me)E for Scanon € T(X, H @ 7% W eanon)
(for the definitions of Scanon, Weanon, Please consult section 5.1 of [Liu3] and
section 5, proposition 9, 10 of [Liu5]). So Mce_Mm(e)E can be viewed as a sub-
scheme of X and the inclusion Z(Scanon) C X induces the natural projection
map to M,. The schemes Z(scanon) N (X Xur, Y(T)) = Z(Scanon) Xm, Y (T),
I' € A(n) — {7y}, are sub-schemes of Z(Scanon) and the ultimate goal is to
enumerate the residual contribution of (tz, € T'(M))

A‘FSWMn+1 x{tr My, x{tr} (17 C_M(E)E) =C1 (H)PgJrTankCVcanonfTankCWmnon ﬂctop(H®7T§(Wcanon)a

or

A]‘—SWMnH W T(M)—> My, xT(M) (17 C—M(E)E) = (H)pg +rankcVeanon —rankcWeanon mctop(H@)ﬂ—;{Wcanon)a

528ee theorem 4 of [Liu5] for details.
53Generated by E1, E2, E3, -, En.
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outside Urea(n)—{yn1Z (Scanon) X, Y (I') and show that under some addi-
tional assumption on ¢, the residual contribution localizes to lie above the open
sub-space X Xy, Ys,..

We achieve this by blowing up inductively along the various loci Z(Scanon) X M,
Y (T') (or more precisely their strict transforms under the previous blowing ups),
starting from the minimal I under > and running in the reversed orders of .
We will discuss extensively regarding the ambiguities involved in the orders of
the blowing ups and how “doesn’t” it affect the enumeration process.

Suppose that Y(I'2) C Y (T'1), I'1,T2 € A(n), and then Z(Scanon) X,
Y (T2) C Z(Scanon) Xum, Y (I'1), Cr, D Cr,. If Cr, is a proper sub-cone of Cr,,
then Y (I'y) = St, can never intersect St, non-trivially. Otherwise at any of the
intersection points the type I exceptional cone is Cr,, by the definition of Sr,.
But this intersection point is also in Yr,, or can by degenerated from points in
Yr,, i.e. it is in Y(I'y) — Yr,. Thus Cr, C Cr, (by degenerations of cones) and
is impossible by our assumption I'; > T'a, or equivalently Y (I';) D Y(T's).

Therefore in such a situation the graph I'y can never > I';. In fact lemma
[ and Spl n SF2 = Y(Fl) N sz = sz #+ ] implies I'1 > T's.

On the other hand, we have the following lemma regarding the possible
relationship between two admissible graphs in A(n),

Lemma 15 Let I';,Ts € A(n) be two distinct admissible graphs satisfying the
special maximality conditions (on page 7). If Y(I'1) N Y (T2) # 0, there are
three mutually exclusive possibilities.

(a). I'y = Ts.

(b) I's =T

(c¢). Neither T'y = T's nor I's > T'1. But there exists a “refined” T's € A(n)
such that T'; = T's for bothi =1,2. Le. I's is smaller than 'y, Ty simultaneously.

Proof of lemma [[8 This can be shown by contradiction easily. Assuming that
neither (a). nor (b). holds, then lemma [[d implies that both Sp, N Y (T'2) =
Sr, NY(T'1) = 0. Along with the fact that Sp, N Sr, = 0 for Cr, # Cr,, it
implies that

Y(Fl) N Y(FQ) C (Y(Fl) - Srl) N (Y(PQ) - sz).

Let b € Y(T'1) N Y (I'2). Because b ¢ Sr, U Sr, but b € Sr, N Sr,, EC,(C —
M(E)E; Q) contains both Cr,,Cr, as proper sub-cones. Let ex,, 1 < i < p
be the primitive type I generators of the simplicial cone EC,(C — M(E)E; Q).
Because ey, are represented by irreducible curves ey, - ex; > 0 for i = 7, then
by proposition Bl one can construct a I's € adm(n) associated with these ey,
1 < ¢ < p. By proposition Bl the co-existence of these type I exceptional curves
dual to eg,,1 < i < p, characterizes the admissible stratum Ypr, C Y (I's) over
which eg,, 1 <7 < p, are represented as smooth type I exceptional curves in the
fibers of Mp41 Xar, Yo, — Yr, and all e;,5 & {k1, ko, -, kp} are —1 classes.
By definition of £C,(C' — M(E)E, Q), ek, - (C —M(E)E) < 0,1 <4 < p and so
I's € A(n)
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By our construction of I's, we have b € S, since Cr, = EC,(C—M(E)E; Q).
It is apparent that b € Sp, N Y (I';) = Sr, N St,, for i = 1,2. Thus by lemma
M@ Ty » I's, I's > I's simultaneously. O

Remark 11 Because the ambiguity of choices of the point b, the graph I's con-
structed in the proof may not be unique.

To apply the residual intersection theory to Z(Scanon) X ar,, Y(I'), T' € A(n)—
{7} inductively, each Z(scanon) X, Y(I') € X = P(Vianon) determines a
blowup center and in the following we decide the order of blowing ups by up-
grading the partial ordering > into a linear ordering called .

¢ Definition of |=:

Initially define the current index set to be A(n). Because (A(n),>) is
a partial ordered finite set, there must be some (maybe non-unique) minimal
elements in A(n) which are not larger than other element in A(n) under >.

(1). List all the minimal elements in the current index set A(n) under
the partial ordering . Select one of them (this introduces some ambiguity if
the minimal elements are not unique®?).

(2). Remove the selected element from the current index set and list all
the minimal elements from the residual set. Define the new current index set
to be the residual set. Select one of the minimal elements again.

(3). Go back to step (2)., then repeat the above process and iterate.

(4). After a finite number of times, one will exhaust the whole A(n) and
determine a sequence of blowing up centers.

In this way we have determined a linear ordering on A(n), denoted by .

The discussion right in front of lemma [0 indicates the following: Suppose
that we blow up the strict transforms of Z(scanon) X, Y (I') following the
reversed ordering of |= starting from the smallest element in A(n) — {v,}. After
blowing up the strict transform of Z(Scanon) Xar,, Y (I'), in our set up we will
never blow up any sub-locus completely lying inside Z(Scanon) Xar,, Y (I'). In
fact, the strict transformation of any such sub-locus will be blown up prior to the
blowing up of the strict transformation of Z(scanon) X, Y (I'), due to the fact
they are smaller under the partial ordering >, and therefore the linear ordering

Let us blow up X inductively along the strict transforms of the various
Z(Scanon) X, Y (I'), T' € A(n)—{v,}. Let Dr C X, withT' € A(n), denote the
exceptional Cartier divisor blown up from the strict transform of Z(Scanon) X u,,
Y (') and denote the intermediate blown up scheme by Xr. Define X to be the
resulting scheme after blowing up all the (strict transforms of Z(Scanon) X,
Y(I'), T € A(n) — {y.}) and the projection map X — X can be factorized into
the compositions of the various intermediate blowing down map.

54This ambiguity does not affect the result of our enumeration. see proposition [[fl on page

=
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In the following discussion, we may pull back O(Dr) from Xr to X from
the various birational models (intermediate blowing ups) of X. To avoid com-
plicated notations involving the line bundle or divisor pull-backs, we skip the
pull-back notations consistently. The reader should be able to judge from
the context of the formula and restore the pull-back notations accordingly.

At the end of this subsection, we introduce an index set I C A(n) collecting
those I'" smaller than I' € A(n) under |=.

Definition 9 Let T' € A(n). The linear ordering |= among all the I' € A(n)
determines the ordering of the blowing ups to construct X from X. Define I
to be the subset of A(n) satisfying Ir = {I'|T =T, TV € A(n)}.

The index set It,I' € A(n) — {v,} collects all the admissible graphs I" in
A(n)—{yn} whose associated zero loci Z(Scanon) X a,, Y (I'") (or more accurately
their strict transformations) are blown up prior to Z(Scanon) Xar, Y (I').

We notice that I,, = A(n) — {7,}. The collection of index sets Irfor I" €
A(n) will be used to define the modified algebraic family invariant in the next
sub-section.

5.2 The Definition of Modified Algebraic Family Invari-
ants

In this subsection we define a version of modified algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant associated each I' € A(n). Recall that in section 5.3 on page
448 of [Liul], a version of modified family Seiberg-Witten invariant has been
defined in the differentiable category. The modified algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant we are going to define is its algebraic analogue.

The first step is to define a class o € Ko(Y (I') x T(M)), representable by
a locally free sheaf (vector bundle) on the connected space Y (I') x T'(M).

As usual we use e, eq, €3, -, e, to denote the n type I exceptional classes
over Yr. Let eg,,1 < i < p, be the type I exceptional classes over Yr which pair
negatively with the class C'— M(E)E.

As usual let I'e,, denote the fan-like admissible graph such that the type I
exceptional class ey, is effective and smooth/irreducible over the locally closed
Yp%i (consult section A for more details).

Proposition 12 Let 2y, — Y(Te,,) be the relatively minimal P! fiber bundle
associated with the type I class ex, = Ey, — Ejkv Ej, ..

Suppose that e}, < ey, - (C — M(E)E) < O,Zthen there exists an invertible
sheaf Qy, over Zy,, pulled-back from Y (Te,. ), an effective relative divisor Ay, C
S, — Y(Te,,) of relative degree —ey, - (M(E)E + ey,) and the following short
ezxact sequence of locally free sheaves,
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0 Roﬁ'* (OAk —my, By, — ijk s ® O, — R 7T* ZEM ® Ok,

— R'F. (Oek —m, B, — ijk s ® Oy(peki)(— Z miEp,) — 0.
1<I<k;

55

Suppose that e > ey, - (C' — M(E)E), then there exists an mvertible sheaf

Oy, pulled-back from Y (T'¢, ), an effective relative divisor Ay, C =, = Y (Te, )
of relative degree ey, - (M ( )E + ex,) and the following short exact sequence of
locally free sheaves on Y (T, ki),

0= R (On,, (Er, =Y Ej,,))@Qk, — R (02, (=, Be,— Y _mj, Ej,. ))®0yr,, (= > muE,)
Ik

Jk; 1<I<k;

— R'%. (O Z Ej.)) ® Qk, = 0.

Proof: The proof is almost identical to the proof of proposition 15 in [Liub] and
the reader can consult the cited paper for its derivation. Instead of using the P!
fibrations g, — Y(T¢,, ), we use the P! fiber bundles Z1,. Because the details
of the argument is almost identical, we omit it here. O

The following lemma characterizes the significance of the locally free sheaf
R'7%. (0=, (B, =X Ej.)).
i, i Jry Tk

Lemma 16 Let Ny(l"ekv) denote the normal sheaf of Y (U'e, ) C My,. Then there

exists a canonical isomorphism R7. (Oéki (Ey, — iji Ej,. ) — Ny(l"eki).

Outline of the Proof: The key idea is to study the canonical algebraic family
Kuranishi model of ey,

0— ROW* (OMn+1 (Ekz - Z E]kl)) = ROT‘—*OMWA (Ekl)

— RO, ((’)ij B, (Er,)) = R'm (O, s (B, — Z Ej ) =0

Then the lemma is a direct consequence of lemma 9 in section 6.1 of [Liu5], once
we realize that the birational projection (see lemma [l) =5, — Zj, induces an
isomorphism R', (Oz, (Ej E]k Ej.) = R'7 (O (B, — X, Ej.))
D k2 k2

55The symbol Eg, a < b, denotes the exceptional divisor in M, by blowing up the strict
transform of the (a,b)—th partial diagonal.
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Sr<i<p(RY

If at least one of ey, satisfies e} < ey, - (C' — M(E)E) < 0, then we define
T =0¢€ Ko(Y(T) x T(M)) following the rationale of theorem 3. of [Liu5] and
case II of the proof of proposition [ starting at page From now on we may
assume that 0 > ef > e, - (C — M(E)E) for all 1 <i <p.

Recall that it was defined in subsection Bl definition Bl that the index subset
Iy, collects the indexes in {1,2,---,n} occurring in e, = Ej, — ZM iy
k; and all its direct descendent indexes in the graph T'.

We define m € Ko(Y(T') x T(M)) as the following,

Definition 10 Let ex,, 1 < i < p denote the type I exceptional classes among

€1, €3, -, ey over Y (T') which have negative pairings with C —M(E)E. Suppose

that e3. > ey, - (C—M(E)E) for all1 < i < p, define v = [B1<1<p R 7s (Oek ®
‘ - = =k

1~ N
gcizaelk maEainzaM [ )®OY(F) (_ Zl§r<kz mrET?kl)_@lSlng Tx (OEkl (Ekl B

ZM J’w)) ® O, ®Ec] € Ko(Y(T') x T(M)). Otherwise®®, set mr to be zero.
Please compare the definition of 7 with definition Hl of f)quot on page

Lemma 17 The element 1 can be represented by a locally free sheaf of rank
Zlglgp er, - (er, + M(E)E + Zl§j<l ek, )

(OAk Ekl ZE]k ®le®gc@l<l<t<pR 7T* O—k Nn= kt Z ma ®(€C )®Oy F)(

Jky a€ly,

The symbol =, NZy, used here denotes the cross section of Zj, ly @ — Y(I')
(or Zy, lyry = Y(I') induced by Ej, (or E,) whenever ey, - e, = 1. It is taken

to be the empty set when ey, - ex, = 0.

Z mrEr;kl)~

1<r<k;

Proof: The lemma is a direct consequence of a collection of Oy (ry(— Zl§r<kl My Erk,)

twisted version of short exact sequences for different [,

0~ @pZi>lZlROfr* (Oékl NZx, @50_2

1~ .
— R 7 (OEM ® 5C—Zaezkl maEa) — 0
for all [ ranging in 1 < l < p and the Eo-twisted versions of the short exact
sequences in proposition The above sheaf short exact sequences are the
derived exact sequences of sheaf short exact sequences on Zg,, 1 <1 < p, of the
divisors Up>¢~1Zx, NEx, C Eg,. They truncate to short exact sequences because
0~ .
ROT. (OEM ®EC_ZGE% . Ea) = 0, due to the negativity of the relative degrees

l
k- (C—=M(E)E) = ey, - (C =3 ,c5, MaFa) on the P! fiber bundles.
1

2

561f some ey, satisfies €

<ep, - (C—M(E)E) < 0.
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The calculation on its rank follows from deg (Aki/Y(l"eki )) = e, - (M(E)E+

er;) = eki'(zaelki mqEqtey,) and deg((zp2i>l21 ékl)mékl/y(r)) = Zp2i>l21 Ch;*

€k, -
The explicit representative of 7 is locally free because each summand is a

zero-th derived image sheaf along a finite morphism onto Y (I"). O

The inductive definitions of the modified algebraic family Seiberg-Witten
invariants are parallel to the induction procedure in enumerating the local con-
tributions of the family invariants. The reader who wants to find out the geo-
metric motivation for our definition may consult section [ for the parallelism.
On the other hand, the current inductive scheme is also parallel to the definition
of modified family Seiberg-Witten invariants in the differentiable category. The
reader may consult subsection 5.3 of [Liul] for more details.

Recall (see section 6.5 of [Liu5]) the following definition of the partial order-

ing > among the pairs (T, Zei~(CfM(E)E‘)<O €;)-

Definition 11 LetT' > IV be two n-vertex admissible graphs and let e;, e}, 1 <
1 < n denote the type I exceptional classes associated with Yr, Yr/, respectively.

The pair (T, Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O €;) is said to be greater than (I, Ze’.-(C—M(E)E)<O e

under >, denoted as

(F7 Z ei) > (Plv Z e;)v

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 e}-(C—M(E)E)<0

if the following conditions hold.
(A). For all the indexes i, 1 < i < n such that the type I classes over Yr, e;,
satisfy e; - (C — M(E)E) < 0, then e} = e;.

and
(B). There 3 at least one € over Y, €}-(C'—=M(E)E) < 0 but the corresponding

J
e; over Yr with the same subscript j satisfies e; - (C — M(E)E) > 0.

The conditions (A). and (B). imply that some new type I class which pairs
negatively with C'— M(E)E shows up above the sub-locus Y C Y1 while the
original negative C' — M(E)E—paired e; persists to be irreducible over Yr: and
do not break up.

Refer to fig.5 below for an example®”.

We abbreviate the above partial order relationship by I' > I" if a multiplicity
function M(E)FE has been fixed throughout the discussion.

We have the following simple observation regarding > and .

Lemma 18 Let I' > 17, then T = T".

Proof: The cone Cr are generated by the effective type I classes e; such that
e; - (C —M(E)E) < 0 and some other type I —1 classes. By our assumption
on I' > I, these e; persist to become e} over Yr: with ¢ - (C' — M(E)E) < 0.

57To simplify the notations, the Zei-(C—M(E)EKO e; part has been skipped. this causes

no problem when a M(E)F is fixed throughout the discussion.
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6 6

fig.h
A pair of admissible graphs related by >, the graph on the right hand side is a degeneration
from the left hand side such that F5 breaks into Fo — E3 — E5 — Fg and the union of E3, E5, Fg.

As these €] are a subset of the generators of Crv, this implies that Cr» D Cr.
Therefore I' = I. O

The set A(n) is a finite set. Therefore there must be minimal elements (may
be non-unique) under the partial ordering >.

Definition 12 LetT' € A(n) be a minimal element under >. Define the modi-

fied algebraic family invariant .A]:én/\/}‘\4%+1 % ar, Y (D)X T(M)—Y (T) x T(M) (ctotat (1), C—
M(E)E-3_,. (c—m(p)p)<o €i) t0 be AFSWr, v v () xT(M)esy () x T(M) (Ctotal (T1), C—
M(E)E — Zei-(ch(E)E)<0 €;), where cioral(mr) is the total Chern class of

m € Y(T') x T(M) defined in definition I

Let T' be in A(n). Suppose that for all the elements in A(n) smaller
than (I', >, (c—m(p)E)<o €:) under >, the modified algebraic family invari-
ants have been defined already. Set the modified invariant attached to Yr,
AFEWM,, 41 xan, Y (D)X T (M) y () x T (0) (Ctotal (1), C—M(E)E=3 ", c_m(E)E)<0 €i)
to be,

Definition 13 Let m, 7 be the Ky theory classes by definition Il associated
with T, TV, respectively. Define A.FSW}‘V["H %2, Y (D)X T(M )Y (D) x T(M) (¢total (), C—
M(E)E = 3_...cc-mM(B)E)<o €i) to be

AFSEW M, 41 xar, Y (D) xT(M) sy (D) x (M) (Ctotal (T7), C—M(E) E— Z e)
e;(C—M(E)E)<0

- Z AISW*Mn+1XMnY(F’)XT(M)HY(F’)XT(M) (Ctotal(TF’)7 C - M(E)E
I>1

o8



One may argue easily that the procedure of the inductive definition always
continues until all the elements in A(n) are exhausted. Suppose that the pro-
cess halts before exhausting the elements in A(n). Namely, there exists no
I' € A(n) such that the modified algebraic family invariants have been defined
for all (Flaze;.(ch(E)EKo ;) < (0,22, (c-m(m)m)<o €)- 1 it is the case,
then for any T' € A(n) that the modified algebraic family Seiberg-Witten in-
variant is not defined yet, one must be able to find at least one IV € A(n) such
that (T, Ze;~(CfM(E)E‘)<O e;) < (I 2 ., (c—m(B)B)<o €i) and the modified al-
gebraic family invariant is not defined for (IV, Ze;»(C—M(E)E)<0 e}), either. Then
one may trace along the smaller and smaller elements under > (the procedure
involves choices and may not be canonical) and it has to stop after a finite
number of steps since A(n) is a finite set. But such a terminal graph T' has
to be a minimal element under > and its modified algebraic family invariant
has been defined in definition already. This generates a contradiction and
thus the above procedure never halts unless all the elements in A(n) has been
exhausted.

After a finite number of steps and the defining process has to terminate
at v, € A(n). In this case one defines AFSWiy . wrayosm, xr(an) (1, C —
M(E)E) by the following recipe,

Definition 14 Define AFSWiy | wr(myesm, xr(any (1, C — M(E)E) to be

AFSWt, o oxrnyosn, xron(LC-M(E)E)— Y~ AFSW*(ciotal(r), C—M(E) E— > ei)-
reA(n)—{vn} e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

Definition [[4 can be viewed as an extension of definition once we realize
that for v € adm(n), Y(v,) = My, v, > I for all T € A(n) — {v,} and

(7n50) > (I, X0, (c—m(B)By<o0 &) for all T € A(n) — {yn}.

Remark 12 Suppose that t;, € T(M) is a point of the connected component
T (M) (determined by the first Chern class C) of the Picard variety Pic(M).

There is a corresponding version of ‘“tp restricted” modified algebraic family
Seiberg- Witten invariants defined by inserting [tr] € Ao(T(M)) into each terms
in the definition. The resulting modified invariant is denoted by

AFSW it o1 xn, v (D) x T (M) (1) 7 (1) (Ctotal (T0)N[EL], C—M(E) E— Z €i),
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

or equivalently

AFEW M 41 xan, ¥ (D) x {1}y (D) x {21} (Ctotat (T0), C—M(E) E—~ Z €;)-
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0
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When the point ¢t;, € T(M) is determined by an algebraic line bundle L —
M with ¢1(L) = C, the “tp-restricted” modified algebraic family invariants
enumerate the curves dual to C — M(E)E resolved from the linear subsystem
of |L].

Remark 13 In the earlier paper [Liub], we had shown that under the Special
Condition, the dominated localized top Chern class contribution of Y (T') is
nothing but the mized algebraic family Seiberg- Witten invariant

AFSEW L, 1 xar, Y (D) xT(M) Y (D) x (M) (Ctotal (T7), C—M(E) E— Z €;)-
ei-(C—M(E)E)<0

When the Special Condition is not met, our definitions of the modified invari-
ants indicates that there are correction terms captured by the partial ordering >>
besides the dominated term.

A key proposition in proving the main theorem of the paper is the following,

Proposition 13 Let I' € A(n), then the modified algebraic family Seiberg-

Witten invariant AFSWiy, o, vy (M) y () xT(ar) (Ctotal (T7), C—M(E) E—
Zei~(CfM(E)E‘)<O e;) can be expressed as a homogeneous universal polynomial of
C?=C-C, C-c1(Kn), c1(Kar)? and ca(M) of degree n multiplied by ASW(C).

The universal polynomial depends on the graph I' and the singular multiplicities

M(E)E but does not depend upon the algebraic surface M.

When I' = 7, we set ciotal(7y,) = 1.
Proof: As all of the modified invariants AFSWiy | wr(aysm, xr () (1, C —
M(E)E) and 'A]:SWXLL+1><MnY(F)><T(IL{)r—>Y(F)><T(M) (¢total(Tr),C — M(E)E —
Yei(c—M(p)E)<0 €i): I € A(n) — {7}, are defined by inductive procedures
based on the mixed algebraic invariants, we prove that AFSW s, .\ x7(a)— M, x1(a) (1, C—
M(E)E) and all the A‘FSWMW,+1 X a1, Y (D)X T(M)—Y (D) x T (M) (Ctotal (r), C—M(E)E—
Dei(C—M(B)F)<0 €i): I' € A(n), can be expressed as universal (independent of
M) homogeneous polynomials of degree n of C-C, C-c1(Kar), c1 (Kar)-c1 (Kar),
and cz(M), multiplied by the algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariant ASW(C') of
C.

We present the detailed argument for AFSW s, xu. v(D) x T (M) Y (D) x (1) (Ctotal (TT), C—
M(E)E = 3., (c-m(B)E)<0 €i): I € A(n) — {y,} and the proof for the case of
AFSWr,,  x1 (M) M, x7(m) (1, C — M(E)E) is essentially parallel.

Recall®® that the fiber bundle projection map f, : M,41 — M, can be
constructed from M, x M +— M, through n consecutive blowing ups along
(codimension two) cross sections of the intermediate fiber bundles. This implies
that its pull-back to Y(I'), M, 41 %X, Y (I') — Y (I'), can be constructed from the
Cartesian projection Y (I') x M + Y (T") through n consecutive blowing ups along
cross sections of the intermediate blown up spaces. Schematically this implies

58 Consult lemma 3.1 on page 401 of [Liul].
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that we may apply the family blowup formula of the algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariants [Liu3] to relate AFSW s, .\ s v(0) xT(M)sY (0) xT(M) (Ctotal (TT ), C—
M(E)E = ., (c—m(B)E)<o €i) and the mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten
invariant AFSWy (1) x(m)x My (T) x T (M) (Ctotat (T1) N Ctatal(Unm(g) ), C). The
bundle Uy g) appearing in the identity is the relative obstruction bundle

UM(E)E = @1Sl§ngciz MaFEa ® Smlfl(C D (fnil;l|§/(F)T7\/Il/fl*,1Ml—1))

1<a<l—1
, gotten from applying the algebraic family blowup formula n times from
M, x M — M, to M1 — M,. The map f,_14lyr) : Y(I') = M; is the

f’nfl;l

composition Y(I") C M,, "— M.
We have the following simple factorization lemma regarding the family in-
variants,

Lemma 19 Let M x B — B be a product algebraic fiber bundle over a complete
and smooth base B and let C be a (1,1) class on the algebraic surface M, then
AFSWEsxmsp(n,C) = 0 for n & Ag(B) and is equal to ASW(C) - (fB n) for
ne Ao (B)

Proof of lemma [[% For simplicity we assume that £c has a vanishing second
derived image sheaf’ over T(M) x B. Consider the algebraic family moduli
space of U, M¢, over B. Because the fiber bundle of algebraic surfaces is a
trivial product, the space M is also a trivial product over B and the algebraic
family Kuranishi models of C are pulled back from T'(M) to T(M) x B. Let

(V, W, dyw) be one algebraic family Kuranishi model of C, where V., W are
vector bundles over T'(M) x B pulled-back from T(M).

Then for € Ax(B), k < dimg B, the mixed family invariant AFSW g« r5(n, C)

can be expressed as the push-forward of

/ o1 (H)omke (V-W)-LtaMD 4k [ (W @ H) A 0 [P(V)] € Ao(pt) = Z,
P(V)

into .Ao (pt) =7

Because P(V) is also a trivial product over B, ¢; (H)"e"ke(V-W)+a(M)=1+kn
ciop(W @ H) N [P(V)] = 0 for all k£ > 0. On the other hand, when n € Ay(B)
the mixed invariant can be expressed as (for some b € B)

/ cl(H)rankc(V—W)—l-l-q(M)ﬁctop(W|T(M)X{b}®H)ﬁP(V|T(M)X{b})./ n :ASW(Q)-/ 7.
P(Vir(amyx{s}) B B

The case when the second derived image sheaf of £¢ is not vanishing can be
discussed similarly and we omit the details here. O

59When we apply this lemma to the concrete situation below, this additional assumption is
satisfied.
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By applying lemma [[@ to our context, the above mixed invariant is equal to
ASW(C) - [3; Actotar(Tr) N crotar(Unacmy) N [Y (D))o

Our goal is to show that the intersection number an {ctotar(Tr)Nctotal (Unm(r))N
[Y(I')]}o is a universal homogeneous polynomial of degree n in terms of the
Chern numbers C2[M], C - ¢1(Kar)[M], c1(Kar)?[M] and co(M)[M]. If for at
least one type I class ex,, 1 < i < p, the inequality ef < e, - (C' — M(E)E)
holds, then 7+ = 0 and the mixed algebraic family invariant over Y (I') has been
defined to be zero.

So we may assume that e} > e, - (C'— M(E)E) for all 1 <7 < p. Then by
lemma [ the explicit expression of the class 7+ enables to conclude that,

Lemma 20 Let w; : M, — M be the composite projection map My — M" —
M to the i-th copy of M, 1 < i < n and [et®® E,p (for a < b) denote the
exceptional divisor of M,, — M™ associated with the (a,b)-th partial diagonal of
M™.

The image of the total Chern class ciotqi(r) under A.(Y(T)) — A.(M,)
can be expressed as a universal degree rankctr polynomial of the cycle classes
W:C € AQn—Q(Mn); Ea;b € -/4271—2(Mn)7 fOT a<b.

Proof: By the locally free representative of 7 in lemma [, one may write

Ctotal(TF) = Ctotal(®l<l<p(R Ty (OAk Ekl ZE]k ®le®80)®p>t>l>l7€ 7T* O— ﬂé Z meE ®(€C )

Jk, a€ly,

It suffices to show that the total Chern class of each of the locally free sheaves
RO%, (OAk (B, — ZM i )) ®Q, ®Ec and RO%, (O_k nEr, (- Zaelkl maEa)®
EC) is a polynomial in terms of all the flat pull-back 7 C' and all the E;;;, i < j.

Firstly recall how the invertible sheaf Ec — T (M) x M,,+1, n € N, has been
constructed.

Choose a point t1,, € T'(M) which corresponds to a invertible sheaf Lo — M
with ¢1(Ly) = C. Consider the universal invertible sheaf Ly, — T(M) x M,
then Lyniv ® w}(M)XMHMEO defines the invertible sheaf Ec over T (M) x M.
To pull it back to T(M) x M,11, we consider the projection T(M) x M1 —
T(M) x M™*! to the trivial product. By composing it with T(M) x M™*! —
T(M)"+ x Mt = (T(M) x M)™*! induced by T(M) > {t} — {t} x {tr,} X

- {tr,} € T(M)™*1, the pulled-back invertible sheaf is what we denote as E¢
throughout this paper. It is easy to see that the construction is independent to
the choices of t, € T(M).

Fix the P! fiber bundle = Hkl = Y (T,,) for some 1 < I < p, the relative

divisors Ay, = Y (I¢, ) and Zg, N Zx, = E, |z, are (multiples of) cross sections
=R

of the given P! fiber bundle =y, — Y(L,, ). For every direct descendent index
Jk, of ki in the admissible graph I', the exceptional divisor Ej,, determines

60They were denoted as Eq(b) € H2(My,Z) at page 402, proposition 3.1 of [Liul], in the
topological category.
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a cross-section of Zj, — Y (T¢,,) and the restriction of the invertible sheaf
Oz (E;), j # jk,, to this cross section determined by Ejkl is isomorphic to the

.:kl
pull—back Of OY(Fekl ) (Em”l(]kl -j);malﬂ(jkl g
It is easy to see by a simple induction argument that the derived image sheaf
ROT(Omp,, 1= ) = Go<icm—1(Oyr,, )(Ekyj, )¢ " for any direct descendent
1 "k - 1

y) from the base.

index ji, of ki. On the other hand, ci1(éclp, g, ) = a(my Lolyr,, )) =
Tk =k !
ﬂ';:lC|y(Fekl )- By combining these ingredients, the total Chern class of 7r can be

determined and must be an M-independent polynomial in terms of the various
W:O, Ei;j- etc. O

Remark 14 If one pulls back the invertible sheaf from Loypniy @ Lo — T(M)x M
by T(M)x Myi1+— (T (M) x M)™ !t which instead factors through the diagonal

. AT(M)xid, np1 o
embedding T(M) x M"™+! —M T(M)" Tt x M™ L then this invert-
ible sheaf differs from our Ec by an invertible sheaf pulled-back from the base
T(M)x M,. If one adopts this alternative invertible sheaf and calculates its first
Chern class, it will involves not only ¢1(Lo) but also ¢1(Luniv). On the other
hand, the algebraic family Kuranishi model it determines can be gotten from
(Veanons Weanons PVanon Weanon) DY twisting the invertible sheaf pulled-back from
T(M)xM,. Itis easy to see that the final answer of AFSWi vy a, sty (1, C—
M(E)E) is independent of the twisting on the algebraic family Kuranishi mod-
els. Our choice of Ec has the benefit of separating the contribution of ¢1(Lyniv)
to the family invariant through the factor ASW(C) (see remark[13).

Let I' € A(n). Then the type I exceptional classes ey, 1 < i < p, are
effective over Y'(I') and the type I exceptional classes e;, j & {k1, ko, ks, -+, kp}
are —1 classes. Recall from proposition B of section B that the smooth locus
Y(T') is the transversal intersection of Y(I'¢, ), 1 < i < p, where I'¢, is the
fan-like admissible graph associated with ey, (see section Bl). Then Y (T') =
M<i<pY (Tey,) and in Agimey(r)(Mn) we have the equality of cycle classes
[Y(I)] = Ni<p[Y(Tey, )]-

Recall codimcI' is the number of one-edges in I'. Each [Y/(I¢, )] is an al-

e, —c1 (K ek,
gebraic cycle class of dimension dimcM,, + — el ;VI"“/M") ki op —
codimcle,,. To calculate the cycle class explicitly, there are essentially two
equivalent methods. Either we consider the canonical algebraic family Kuran-

ishi model of ey, = Ey, — >, FEj, as was done in section 6.2, lemma 9 of

[Liu5], and Y/(T'¢, ) is the regular zero locus of the canonical obstruction bun-
dle, so [Y(Feki)] € Agn,codimcp% (M,,) represents the top Chern class of the
obstruction bundle and can be determined explicitly. Or one may apply the
algebraic family blow up formula to the class ey, = E, — > . Eiy,» one may
find the top Chern class of the obstruction bundle inductively. ]éy either means
the answer of [Y'(I¢, )] is expressible as
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m “Jk E Jk ,j,C € AQn—codimcl—‘eki (Mn)u

lgsgcodimcl—‘ekv r<s—1
K2
1 9 3 ccodimgle, . .
where ji < i <Jg < <UJg, * are the direct descendent indexes

of kl

By combining these calculations together, we find that the mixed fam-
ily invariant -A]:SWMnHanY(F)xT(M)HY(F)xT(M) (¢total(m),C — M(E)E —
Zeki (C—M(B)E)<0 €k;) can be expressed as ASW(C') times the an of a polyno-
mial expression of the various E;.;, 1 < i < j < n, ¢iotat(TMy), Crotar(fi_q , TMy),
and the various 7} C. 1

To determine the push-forward of the zero cycle class under Ay(M,,) —
Ao(pt), observe that the morphism factors through Ag(M,) — Ag(M™) —
Ao(pt) = Z. We notice the following facts:

(i). the projection M, — M"™ can be factorized as
codimension-two blowing down maps,

and

(ii). the well known blowup formula of Chern classes(see page 298, section
15.4 of [F]),

and the fact that

(iii). the exceptional divisor of a codimension-two blowing up along a smooth
center has the structure of a P! fiber bundle, the projectification of the normal
bundle of the blowing up center,

and

(iv). the restriction of the exceptional divisor to itself is equal to the first
Chern class of the tautological line bundle, and its various self-intersections can
be expressed by the Chern classes of the normal bundle (see page 47-51 of [F]
or page 270 of [BT] for a corresponding statement in the cohomology ring).

By combining (i)-(iv)., we reduce the intersection numbers of E;.;, ¢iotai(TM,,),
Ctotal (f7_1  TMy), ¥ C in Ag(M,,) to the intersection numbers of 7} ¢iorqr (T M)
and 7} C, 1<i<nin Ao(M™). As the only non-vanishing pairings among
these classes can be expressed as polynomials in terms of 7} C?, 77 C Ny (TM),
mre1(TM)? and 7}ca(TM), 1 < i < n, the integral valued intersection number
is a degree n homogeneous polynomial of C2N[M], CNecy (M)NM, ¢1(M)?*N[M],
co(M)N[M]. O

-1 .
% consecutive

Remark 15 When the irregularity ¢ = 0, ASW(C) = 1 because it is the top
intersection pairing of ¢1(H) on a projective space P(V). When q > 0, the
c1(Luniv 2
ASW(C) = Za+2b q.a beNu{o} fT (M) a'l NS# b‘ s chi = Tr(ar)« (%ﬂ
(2C+c1(TM))), chy = Tr(an« 1(Z+“) depends on the top intersection pairing

on T(M) and was calculated in [LL1], [LL2] in the topological category. Over
here Tpry : M x T(M) — T (M) denote the Cartesian projection to T'(M).
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Remark 16 In the above discussion, the mixed family invariant enumerates all
curves within the family M, 11 X, Y (I') = Y(I') and dual to C—M(E)E. We
do not require the image curve in M to lie within a particular complete linear
system associated with a holomorphic line bundle over M. In case we restrict
the holomorphic structure to a ty, € T(M), one may insert the zero cycle class
{tL} into the family invariant. This has the effect of reducing the torus T (M)
to a single point and the modified mized invariant associated to Y (I') is of the
form

AFEW M 41 xan, ¥ (D) x {1y (D) x {21} (Ctotat (1), C—M(E) E— Z ei)
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0
and the generic modified family invariant is of the form
AFSEWis, o x (e oMy x 23 (1, C — M(E)E).

An analogue of proposition[Id holds while we replace ASW(C) by ASW([tL],C) =
1.

5.3 The Combinatorics Involved in the Enumerations

In this subsection, we address the combinatorial issues regarding the linear

ordering = and the partial ordering >, J, involved in the blowing up construc-

tion and the inclusion relation on the various restricted family moduli spaces

MC—M(E)E—Z xu, Y(I'), T € A(n). As will be demonstrated
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

later, it has significant implications on the enumeration problem.
Let us start by noticing that,

€4

Lemma 21 The localized top Chern class contribution along Dr,

> (=1 e i(E @rer. O(—Dr)|p. ) D [Dr]

1<i<e

can be identified with

> (1) e i(E @rery myny(20 O(=Dr)|pr)DiH [Dr].

1<i<e

Le. in evaluating the localized contribution of the family invariant along Dr,

one may remove those O(Dr+) with Y(I'")NY (T) = 0.

Proof: The defining section of O(Dr/) vanishes exactly on Dr.. If Y(I) N
Y (') = 0, Dy is totally disjoint from Dr in the space X. Thus, the line bundle
O(Dr/)|py. is isomorphic to the trivial bundle C|p.. Therefore they can be
removed from the expression involving Chern classes of O(Dr/)|p.. O
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Because of lemma P11 in identifying the localized top Chern class contribu-
tion from Dr we may discard all the Y'(I'"), I'" € I, which do not intersect Y (T")
at all. Consider all the Y'(I'), TV € Ir, and digest briefly the geometric structure
of Mc_m(eye X, Y (I') relative to the various Mc_nm(g)e X, Y (I') which
touch it non-trivially.

Proposition 14 Lete;, and e;, 1 < i <n be the type I exceptional classes over
Yr and Yy, respectively. The restriction of the family moduli space Mc_m(e)E
to Y(T'), Mce_meye Xum, Y (I') = Z(Scanon) X u,, Y (I), can be identified as the

scheme theoretical union of the images of the primary component MC—M(E)E—Z X M,

ejie; (C—M(E)E)<0 &

Y (T) and of the union of secondary components,

UF/GIFMC_M(E)E_Z / an (Y(F) m Y(FI))

ejie),(C—M(E)E)<0 €j

under the natural inclusions M C Mco_Mm(BE
CiM(E)E*Zei;ei4(C—I\/I(E)E)<0 € (E)

and MC*M(E)E’ES;;e;.(cwawKo o C Mc_m(p)E; Tespectively.
Proof of proposition [# Firstly we identify them on the set theoretical level.
Let 2 € Mo_m(e)p XM, Y(I'). The point z represents an algebraic curve
dual to C — M(E)E above a point in Y(I'). Suppose that z is in the subspace
Me_me)E XM, ST, then z is above a point b € St and EC,(C' —M(E)E; Q) =
Cr. Then ¢; with ¢; - (C — M(E)E) < 0 are exactly the generators of Cr. This
implies that the effective curve dual to C — M(E)E represented by z must
contain irreducible components dual to each of the e; € Cr. Thus, z is in the

image of MC’M(E)E*Z%;ei«ch(E)EKo C Mco_m(E)E-

If z€ Mc_me)e ¥, (Y(T) — Sr), then z is above a point %' b € Y(T') —
Sr C Urrea(my;r<rSr. In particular, b € Yo for some IV € A(n). Let e} with
e, (C—M(E)E) < 0 be the type I exceptional classes over Y which generate
the simplicial cone Cr/. Then a similar argument applies as well and z is in the

image of M s C Me .
& CiM(E)E?Ze;;eéz(C—l\/I(E)E)<O € C-M(E)E
To identify them on the scheme theoretical level, simply realize that the

difference of Z(Scanon) Xar, Y (T') from Z(83,,0n) X, Y(I') can be analyzed
by the various analogues of s2,,,,, and W .., involving 3./ c_mp)m)<o €
over Y, Y(I') N Y(T') # (. By induction, we may get the equality on the

sub-schemes of X. O

7

Remark 17 In the special case when (I, Y. nvmymy<o €) > I, X0 (c-mm)p)<0 €5)
i i

(consult definition [ for its definition), we have Y (I'") C Y(I') and M _yp g XM,
(B) Ze;-(C—M(E)E)<O €j
Y () is naturally embedded into MC—M(E)E—Z e, X, Y(I') as
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0
62 ;
a sub-scheme®. Thus we may ignore such MC—M(E)E—Z » XM,

e -(C=M(B)E)<0 €j

61The subset is a consequence of lemma [[F and lemma [
62 And therefore into Me_me)E XM, Y(T) automatically.
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Y () in the above union.

¢ Heuristically we may interpret the blowing ups of (the strict transform
of) Mc_m(e)e X, Y (I'') into Drs and factorizing scanon by Drv as a mean of
removing the contribution of the top Chern class of 7% W canon @ H from the im-
age scheme of MO—M(E)E—Z Xz, Y(I') inside Me_m(g)E XM,

e; (C—M(E)E)<0 €

Y (T'). This explains why the localized contribution is expected to be related to
some sort of mixed family invariant attached to M C-M(B)E-F

e (C—M(E)E)<0 7

over Y (I'), as had been demonstrated in theorem 4 of [Liu5].

It is vital to reflect and ask the following question,
¢ Question: How to enumerate/identify the exact localized contribution of top
Chern class along Dr? Do we expect the answer to be expressible as a mixed
invariant or do we expect to get additional “correction terms”?

If there are additional correction terms, we have to understand where do
these terms come from!

In fact when we blow up the various Dr/, I € A(n), I' = I, we have
also blown up along the image of Mch(E)E—E » X, Y(IY) in

¢l (C=M(B)E)<0 j
MC—M(E)E X, Y(T) , with T'> T as well.

This suggests that we have also removed “accidentally” some additional

contributions of the family invariant from M _yz E-3 e, X, Y (T')

e; M(E)E<O
as well®. Therefore, we should expect to identify the localized contribution with
a “modified” object instead of a normal mixed family invariant of C —M(FE)E —
Eei~M(E)E<O €; over Y(F)

This explains why in the definitions of the modified invariants, there are
“correction terms” from IV <« T besides the dominated leading term. While
these correction terms appear naturally in our current setting of the blowing
up construction and the residual intersection theory, it is also needed to avoid
the troublesome problem of over-subtracting (see the beginning of section 6.5
of [Liub] for an explanation).

The complete answer to the above question will be given in section [l where
we identify the localized algebraic family invariant contribution along Dr with
AFSW* inductively. Before we present the proof, some additional knowledge

about the geometric/combinatorial structure of M¢c_wn(g)g is essential.

Consider the partial ordering 1,

Definition 15 Let I',T" € A(n). The pair (F’Zei»(C—M(E)E)<O e;) is greater
than (F/vZe;-(C—M(E)EKO el) under 1 if

(i). Y(T)NY (L) # 0.

(ii). The combination of type I classes Zei»(C—M(E)E)<O ei_Ze’.-(C—M(E)E)<O e}
is semi-effective over Y (T) NY (V). Le. the combination is either identically
zero or is represented by effective curves over Y(I') NY (I).

63by the observation in remark [[7

67



fig.6
a pair of admissible graphs in adm(6) related by the 3 partial ordering.

Geometrically the partial ordering 1 signalizes that some of the type I curves
dual to e;,e; - (C — M(E)E) < 0, break into more than one component over
Y(T')NY (I') and these €, e’ - (C'—=M(E)E) < 0 are dual to certain components
among them. When I' O I, the semi-effectiveness of Zei-(ch(E)E)<O e; —
Ze;~(CfM(E)E‘)<O e} over Y(I')NY (I") implies that MC?M(E>E72Q-(C—M(E)E)<O .
Y(T) N Y (') is embedded into MC—M(E)E—Z ) o X, Y(I) N

e/ (C-M(B)E)<0 i

Y (I”). In other words, the image of MC—M(E)E—Z

e, X1, Y(I)
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 *
in Moc_ngye Xum, Y(I') does not capture Mc_n(gye above Y (I') N Y(IY)

tel d the two loci Z(s? =M d
accurately an e Two locCl1 (Scanon) C_M(E)E_Zci-(ch(E)E)<o . an
Z(Scanon) = Mc—m(p)e may differ over Y/(I') N Y(TV).

Refer to fig.6 for an example%.

Remark 18 These two partial orderings > and 1 are exclusive in the fol-
lowing sense that if (I',3 .. (c—m(p)B)<o€i) > (F/vZeg-(C—M(E)EKO el), then
the expression Y. («c_m(pym)<o€i — Eei-(ch(E)E)<O e} is anti-effective over
YI)nY(I') = Y(I'). Thus, the (I',3 .. (c—m(m)m)<o €i) cannot be greater
than (T, Ze;-(ch(E)E)<O e}) under 1.

Consider the following setting among three admissible graphs. Fix a I' €
A(n) and let I'1 € It satisfy Y(I') N Y (I'1) # (0. Let I's € adm(n) with T's < T,
I'; < T4, be an admissible graph. This implies that Yr, C Y/(I') N Y(I'y).

In the following proposition we discuss the few possibilities which can occur,

Proposition 15 Suppose that Ty € A(n), then Yr, € Sr for some IV € A(n).
IfT'y € A(n), take I" =Ty itself.
As usual, let €}, 1 <1i < n, denote the type I exceptional classes over Yr.
Then either

64To simplify the notations, the Z e; parts have been skipped.

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0
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4 - 4

fig.7
a pair of admissible graphs in adm(7) related by the > partial ordering.

(]
(&)

o
(&)

(&)

fig.8
following fig.7 above, the inserted admissible graph € adm(7) in the middle
is C than the admissible graph on the left hand side, but > than the admissible graph
on the right hand side. this situation corresponds to proposition [ case (b).

(a). (T, Zei»(C—M(E)E)<O ei) > (I, Ze;»(C—M(E)E)<O €;)-
or (b). 3 anintermediate I € A(n), I' # T, such that (I, 3., (c-m(pymy<o €i) 3

(r, Ze;'-(C—M(E)E)<0 e;/) and (L', Ze;/-(ch(E)E)<O ef) > (I, Zei~(C—M(E)E)<0 €;)-

Suppose that I is as described in the statement of the proposition, then
Y(T') N Spr # 0. It implies that I' = I and then I € Ir.
The figure 7, 8 illustrate how proposition [ holds in a special case.

Proof of proposition[[& If 'y € A(n), take IV =T'5. If T'y & A(n), by proposi-
tion [l and lemma [[3 Yr, C Sp for some IV € A(n). We know that I cannot
be T" itself. Otherwise it implies immediately that Cr D Cr, because now we
have Yr, C Spr» = Sr (where the exceptional cone is equal to Cr) and because
Yr, C Y(T'1). But this implies that I'; > I" and then such a I'; can NOT be in
Ir. A contradiction to our assumption!

Therefore one may replace I'y by some IV € A(n). In any case we still have
V(M) NY(T) 5 Y(T2) NY(T) # .

Consider the cone Crv. Because Y, C Srv, the extremal generators %° of Cr»

65].e. primitive generators of one-edges (extremal rays) at the boundary of the cone.

69



are exactly the type I exceptional classes over Yr, which pair negatively with
C —M(E)E. On the other hand, Yr, C Y/(I') (therefore S NY (') # 0 and
this implies that Cr C Cr.
We separate our discussion into a few cases.

(A). Suppose that all the extremal generators (among the type I exceptional
classes) of the simplicial cone Cr remain to be the extremal generators of the
simplicial cone Cr/: As we know Cr # Cr-, there must be additional extremal
generators of Crv away from the boundary of Cr. Then Y(T') is the locus of
co-existence of the type I classes e;, e;- (C —M(E)E) < 0. Then Y (I") is char-
acterized (by propositionHl) as the co-existence loci of all e;, e;-(C—M(E)E) < 0
and some other type I exceptional classes. So we know Y (IV) C Y(I') and we
have,

(T, > e;) > (I, > el).

e (C—M(E)E)<0 el -(C—M(E)E)<0

(B). Suppose that at least one of the extremal generators (among the type I
exceptional classes) fails to be an extremal generator of Crs. Then the curve it
represents must break into more than one irreducible component above Y (T'2).
Define an index set P C {1,2,---,n} to consist of all the subscripts i of e; such
that the extremal generator e; of the cone Cr fails to be an extremal generator
of CF/.

By proposition 4 of [Liud], each e;,i € P, can be expressed uniquely as an
effective integral combination of the extremal generators of the simplicial cone
Crs. Let the index set P C {1,2,---,n} consists of all the subscripts j so that
e} involve in the integral effective combination of at least one e;,7 € P. Then
we may write e; = > pu ¢i,j€}, with ¢; > 0. We know that >, pc;; > 1 for
all j € P".

Then the collection of type I classes e},i € P”, generate a simplicial sub-
cone C of Crv. Because ¢] - €} > 0 for i # j in P”, by proposition B of section
B 3 an admissible graph I such that e = e} for i € P” and e} are —1 classes
for i ¢ P"”. The co-existence locus of e],i € P” characterizes the closure of
the admissible stratum Y (I'') with Cr» = C and since (by definition) €7 =
e, j € P, they are exactly the type I exceptional classes above Y~ which pair
negatively with C' — M(E)E.

Apparently by the construction of I'” we have%,

T, > el) > (T, > el).

e/ -(C—M(E)E)<0 e}-(C—M(E)E)<0

We may rewrite Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O e; — Ze;’»(C—M(E)EKo ¢! as

Z ei—l—z ei— Z e = Z ei—l—z Z cijej— Z ey

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0;igP  i€P  jeP” e;-(C—M(E)E)<0;igP  i€P jEP” jepr

66Because non —1 classes e/ are selected from e;.

70



= Z e; + { Z ((Z C@j) - 1)63—’}.

e;(C—M(E)E)<0;i¢gP jEP" i€P

The first sum in the final expression is semi-effective over Y (I') because it
is a semi-effective combinations of some e;,i ¢ P which are effective over Y (T').
On the other hand, the second sum in the final expression is semi-effective over
Y (I'") because (i). Each €7, j € P" is effective over Y(I'") and P" is defined to
be the index set containing all the j such that e = e/ are used in expressing
e;,1 € P.
So for any fixed j € P”, the sum ), pc;; > 1 and therefore (3, pcij) —
1 > 0. So the sum of these two expressions is still semi-effective over the
intersection Y(I') N Y(I'). So the existence of such an intermediate T has
been proved. O
As a consequence of proposition[[H the image of the moduli space MC_Z o XM,
efi-(C—M(E)E)<O i
Y(I') into Me_m(m)e XM, Y(I) is either contained directly in the image of

M Xz, Y(I) in Me_wmeye X, Y (T) itself or is contained
Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O €

in the image of some intermediate MC—M(E)E—Z o X, Y(I').
c;’-(C—M(E)E)<O i

This gives an additional hierarchical structure among the various M _ (B)E-Y" o
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 *
When we attempt to identify the localized algebraic family invariant contri-
bution to Dr, the above observation motivates us to reduce the list of blowing

ups preceding I'; I, by the following recipe:

Definition 16 Define the subset Ir C It by removing all those T' € Ir such
that (i). SpNY () =0 or (it). A" € Ir with (I, 3.0 (c—mp)py<0 €) >

(T, 2 er (c—M(B)E) <0 €1)-

The reduced index set Ir collects all the I € It which satisfy either (T, Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O e;) >

/

(I, Ee;-(C—lvl(E)EKO e;) or (I, Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O ei) 3 (I, Ee;-(C—M(E)E)<0 €.
The set It inherits a linear ordering from Ir, still denoted by [=.
For all T' € A(n), we can define the corresponding Ir by the recipe of defi-

nition [[8l The next lemma characterizes the relationship between the index set
I and Ir when I' < T'.

L_emma 22 Let T € A(n) and let T € Ir satisfies (Fv_zei»(_()—M(E)EKO ei) >
(I 2z (c—m(m)E)<0 €i). Then the reduced index set Iz of I' is the set of ele-
ments I’ in It satisfying,

(i). Y(T) N Sp # 0,

(ii). T' is smaller than T under the linear ordering ®7 |= in Ir.

67Consult page B3 for its definition.
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D

€;-(C—M(E)E)<0

€5—

Proof: It is apparent that when Y(I') C Y(I'), the condition Y (T') N Spr # 0
(the direct consequence of I'" € I) implies Y(I') N St # 0. On the other hand
T < T'and I' C T imply (see the next footnote below on page @) T o I'”.
Thus to show that the condition (ii) is satisfied it suffices to show that for all
I € It — I, cither it is due to

(1). T’ is larger than or equal to I' under the linear ordering |=, or

(2). Y(T) N Sp =0, or

Suppose that IV € Ir — I, but the conditions (1). and (2). do not hold. We
plan to show that (3). has to hold. Because of the violating of (1). an (2)., T
is smaller than T under the linear ordering = and Y (T') N S # 0.

Then by the definition of It, the assumption that I is not in Ir and by
proposition M3 ( notice that I satisfies the assumption of this proposition),
there must exist some intermediate I € Ir C A(n) such that

(T, > e;) 3 (T, > ey > (I, > el).

i (C—M(E)E)<0 el (C—M(E)E)<0 el -(C—M(E)E)<0

The condition (I', -, (c_m(pypy<o €) I (I, Xoer (c—mm)m)<0 € ) 18 equiv-
alent to the semi-effectiveness of Zei-(ch(E)E)<O ei_Ze“(CfM(E)EKo el over
YTy nY(T) # 0.

By our assumption on T in the statement of this lemma, (T, Zei-(ch(E)E)<O e;) >

(T, Za-(C—M(E)E)<0 €;). This implies that for all the type I exceptional classes
above Yr satisfying e¢;- (C—M(E)FE) < 0, €; = ¢; is the corresponding type I ex-
ceptional class over Y and there are some additional €, with &s-(C'—M(E)E) <
0 other than those e;, ¢; - (C — M(E)E) < 0.

This implies that the class Zéj~(ch(E)E)<oéj — Zei-(ch(E)E)<O e; has to

be effective over Y (T') = Y(T), which is a subset of Y (T).
Thus,

> ed+{ ) ei— >, €} = > €=

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 ei-(C—M(E)E)<0  e!/-(C—M(E)E)<0 2;-(C—M(E)E)<0

is effective over the intersection of Y (I'”)NY (T) and Y/(T), Y (I")NY (') N
Y(T) =Y ((")NY(T). In particular, the final expression is semi-effective over
6 Y(I")NY(T) (since Y(T) C Y(T).

This implies that

T >, e > >, > e

2:-(C—M(E)E)<0 e/ (C—M(E)E)<0 ei(C—M(E)E)<0

as well (the > inequality within the formula is already known).

68The argument essentially shows that ' > T, and I’ 3T imply T 0 T/,
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So the element I must be removed from [ in forming I_F and is not in I_Fv
either. O

Fixing a I such that EF, Yei(c—M(B)E)<0 €i) I (I, Ze;’»(C—M(E)EKo e,
the reduction from It to Ir enables us to group the family moduli spaces above
Y(I'), Me—m(eye X m, Y (I'), of all the I', satisfying (I'”, Ee;’-(C—M(E)E)<0 ey >
(I, X e (c—M(m)By<0 €;) together as sub-moduli spaces of Mc_wm(m)E X,

Y(I'"). Instead of blowing up all these Mc_mgyp X, Y (I”) individually,
we blow up the whole Mc_n(gye X, Y (I”) at once 9.

For all IV € Ir, it satisfies either (I', 3-., (c_m(m)m)<o &) > (I, Ee;»(C—M(E)EKo el),
or (I3 .. commym<o€) I (I 2 (c-m(m)m)<o €;)- For the enumeration
purpose, we would like to rearrange the blowing up orderings (by ) such that
those I, with (I', 3", (c_m(m)p)<0 &) > (F’,Zeé_(ch(E)EKO e}) are blown
up later than those related to I' by 1. -

To achieve this goal, introduce a new linear ordering among Ir, denoted by
',

3

Definition 17 Let I'y € Ir. Define the “accumulation” Ap, = {1} i T <
I'. Define Ar, = {I'|lI' < I';,IV € It} if Ty © T. For all Ty € I, each
accumulation Ar, has a unique smallest element under |=.

Define a new linear ordering = on It by the following recipe:

(i). Suppose that both T'1 and Ty are simultaneously C T or < T, define 'y
is greater than I'y under & if the smallest element within the accumulation Ar,
under |= s larger than (under |=) the smallest element of Ar,.

(ii). Suppose that Ty < T but To C T, define 'y is larger than T's under b,
i.e. Fl = FQ.

The heuristic motivation for such a new linear ordering is that the precedence
among the sequence of blowing ups should be determined by the corresponding
precedence of the smallest graph under |= in the set Ar,.

In the new linear ordering F, those IV with IV < T" accumulate at the larger
end of Ip.

Definition 18 Define I_I?> C It to be the set of all elements I in It such that
/

the following condition (I', 3. . (c—m(mymy<o€i) > (I, Ze;-(C—M(E)E)<0 er) holds.
Then definition [7 implies that an arbitrary element in fl?> is greater than
(under the newly defined ) an arbitrary element in It — I

The revised linear ordering - will play an essential role in the enumeration
of the algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariants in the next section.

69Tn section B}, proposition [[@ implies that the re-grouping of the restricted family moduli
spaces like this does not affect the localized contribution of the family invariant along Dr,
thanks to the birational invariance of Segre classes of normal cones.
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6 The Inductive Proof and the Identification with
the Modified Family Invariants

The goal of this section is to finish up the proof of the main theorem by identi-
fying the localized contribution of the original algebraic family Seiberg-Witten
invariant of C — M(E)FE over Dr with the modified algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant defined in subsection

In subsection i we have introduced the reduced index sets It (see definition
[[@), its subset I (see definition[§) and the new linear ordering - (see definition
[[7). We may modify the original blowing up sequence by blowing ups the (strict
transforms) of all the Mc_vpye X, XY (I") € P(Veanon) for IV € Ir instead
of Ir, starting from the smallest element under |= or F and along the reversed
E or b orderings.

In section Bl we prove the independence of the localized top Chern class
contribution along Dr to the detailed history of the blowing ups performed
ahead of I' under the reversed ordering of = or F.

In section B2, we present the key argument to identify the integral of the
cap product of top power of ¢;(H) with the localized contribution of top Chern
class along Dr with the modified algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariants.

Then in section we finish the proof of the main theorem in the paper by
combining the discussion in section B Bl Bl and the current section.

In section 2l we show with the help of Géttsche’s argument that AFSWiy e pesnty xqen 3 (1, C—
23" F;) can be realized as a counting of discrete number of nodal curves in a
generic d-dimensional linear sub-system of a 56 — 1 very ample line bundle
L— M.

6.1 The Independence of the Localized Top Chern Class
Contribution to the Orderings of the Blowing Ups

It makes sense to ask the following question:

Question: For a fixed I" € A(n) — {7}, is the localized top Chern class contri-
bution over Dr independent ° to the “history” of the sequences of blowing ups
we had performed on X before the one associated with I'? Different choices of
earlier blowing ups leads to mutually birational divisor Dr. Thus it becomes a
non-trivial question to ask. More precisely suppose that we blow up the scheme
X =P(Vcanon) along the strict transformations of M¢_npyp X, Y (I) fol-
lowing the reversed ordering (It, =), (Ir, ) or (Ir,F), do we get “identical”
localized top Chern class contributions upon the resulting exceptional divisor
over Mo_m(gye Xum, Y (') in the three different cases?

The answer to this question is affirmative as will be shown in the proof of
the following proposition.

70By ’independence’, we do not mean for arbitrary blowing ups. See below for more details.
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Before we state our result, let us introduce some notations.

Denote the consecutively blown ups of X = P(Vianon) along the strict
transformations of Mc_nmmye Xum, Y(I'), IV € Ir following the reversed or-
dering of = by Xr. The 7x. : Xr — M, x T(M) is the projection map to
M, x T(M). Some repeated applications of the residual intersection formula
of top Chern classes, proposition B results in the residual obstruction vector
bundle W}chanon ®H Qrrerr O(—DF/).

Likewise we denote the consecutively blown ups of X along the strict trans-
formations of Z(scanon) X, Y (I') = Mc_m(pye X, Y (I'), I € Iy with the
reversed ordering of = (or =) by Xt with the projection map 7. : Xr — M, x
T(M) (or Xp with the projection map Mg Xt — M, x T(M)). We denote
the corresponding exceptional divisors by Dps (or Dr/), IV € Iy and the corre-
sponding residual obstruction vector bundle is ﬂ'}(FWcamm QH®r/ 7. O(—Dr)

(or ﬂ'}(FWcamm @ H®pcp, O(—Dr)), respectively.
By blowing up the strict transform of Mc_m(p)e XM, Y(T) in Xr, Xr

or XF, denote the blown up schemes by Xr, Xr and X, respectively. We
denote the blown up exceptional divisors from the strict transformations of
Me-ymeye Xum, Y (T) = Z(5canon) X, Y (I') in Xp, Xr, Xr by Dr, Dr, Dr,
respectively.

By applying lemma [[1], we get the corresponding localized contributions of
the top Chern classes for 7% Weanon ® H®rver. O(—Dr), or for W;—(F Weanon ®

H ®F’€fr O(—Dp/) or for W}chanon QR H ®F’Efr O(—f)p/) along Dr, Dp and

ﬁp, respectively.

These three spaces X, Xr, Xp are all birational and all of them map onto X
through the blowing down projection maps. The following proposition asserts
that the images of the localized contributions of top Chern classes along Dr,
Dr and Dr in A. (X) are all equal and provide an explanation.

Proposition 16 The images in AdimeX —rankcWeanon (X ) 0Of the localized con-
tribution of the top Chern class for i Weanon @ H ®ricr, O(—Dr/) over the
strict transformation "' of Me-mee Xm, Y(T) in Xr, the localized contri-
bution of top Chern class for W}FWCWW ® H ®pier. O(=Drr) over the strict
transform of Mc_meye X um, Y (') in Xr, and the localized contribution of top

Chern class for 71';( Weanon @ H @picr, O(—Dp/) over the strict transform of
r

Moy Xum, Y(T) in Xr are all equal to each other.

Proof: The key issue is to understand why the re-grouping of elements related
by > and the changing of the orderings from | to  do not affect the image
cycle class of the above localized contributions of top Chern classes.

By using the residual intersection formula of the top Chern class, i.e. propo-
sition B it implies that the images in A.(X) of the three localized contributions

71 Along the blown up divisor Dp C X above the strict transformation of Me_m(E)E X M,
Y(T') in Xp.
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of the top Chern classes along Dr, Dr, and Dr can be identified with the
push-forwards into A.(X) of

CrankcW canon (W}F Wcanon®H®F’EIr O(_DF’ ))_Crankcwcmwn (W}F Wcanon®H(_DF)®F’EIF O(_DF’))u

CrankcWeanon (WEFWcanon@)H@F’EI} O(_DF’ ))_Cmnkcwcanon (W}FWcanon@)H(_DF)@F’ elr O(_DF’ ))7

and

CrankcW canon (W;}chanon@)H@F/eH O(_f)l“’ )= Crankc W eanon ( Wcanon@H(_f)F)@)F/ elr O(_ﬁF’ ))7

F}F
respectively.

On the other hand, because Dr, Dr and Dr map into X Xz, Y(I') under
the projections, so the images of the localized top Chern classes in A.(X) factor
through the map ir. : A.(X xp, Y(I')) — A(X).

On the other hand, j : X — X x5, Y(T") C X is open in X and by proposition
1.8. on page 21 of [F] we have the following exact sequence,

A (X xp, V() Z5 A(X) Lo A(X = X xpy, V() = 0.

For any cycle 3 in X — X x;, Y(T), its Zariski closure 3 in X defines a
cycle in X. This extension of cycles defines the right inverse of j*. Thus for
each o € A.(X), there exists a unique "2 cycle class | xxp, v(r) € Im(irs) such
that @ — afxx,, v = j*a. From now on we refer to Q| x x p, v(r) informally
as the component of « inside the subspace X x s, Y (T).

Because the A.(X) images of the three intersection pairings are in I'm(ip.),
it suffices to consider the push-forwards of the three top Chern classes in the

first group, Ctop(ﬂ-}(r Wcanon ® H ®F’€Ir O(_DF’ )); Ctop (W;”—(chanon ® H ®F/€fF

O(—Dr)), and ctop(w}( W anon @ H @, O(—ﬁp)), and identify their com-
T

ponents " inside X x 7, Y(I'). Then consider the push-forwards of the second

group of three top Chern classes, ctop(w}(FWcanon ®@H(—Dr) ®rcr. O(—Dr)),

CtOp(W}chanon@)H(_DF)@F/eRO(_DF’))7 and Ctoz)(W;}chanon@)H(_DF)@F/eE
O(—Dr/)) in A.(X x s, Y (T), and identify their components inside X x 57, Y'(T').

¢ Case I. We identify the A. (X X, Y(T'))-components of the push-forwards
of the top Chern classes within the first group. The identification of the second
group is similar, and will be handled in Case II below. Introduce three divisors
& D, = (UF’GIFDF’) Cc X1 =Xr, Dy = (UFlejFDF/) C X9 = Xr and D3 =

72 As ip, may not be injective, the uniqueness of the class in A. (X x 57, Y(I')) is not ensured.
Nevertheless its image in A.(X) is.

730ver here we do not intend to claim that the push-forwards of these top Chern classes
are all equal in A.(X). In fact their j*-restrictions in A.(X — X Xz, Y(I')) may be different.
The object we really care about is the differences of the push-forwards of top Chern classes
and the cycle classes extended from A.(X — X Xz, Y(I') have to cancel out completely.

74We introduce the new notations X,, D, to avoid writing parallel formulae repeatedly!
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(UI‘VETF.{)I—V) C X3 = Xp. The restriction of the vectors bundles involved in
the first group are pull-back from X7, X5, and X3, respectively. We define
7wx, : Xo— My, xT(M). The yet-to-be-identified classes are Ctop(ﬂ';(i W anon ®
H® O(-D,)) for a = 1,2,3. By applying the residual intersection formula, i.e.
proposition B to the Dy, Dy and D3, these top Chern classes can be re-written
as

Ctop(ﬂ—;(awcanon@H)ﬁ[Xa]_ Z (_1)i_lcrankcwwmm—i (T‘—;(a Wcanon®H) (Da)i_l[Da]u

1<i<rankcWeanon

fora=1,2,3.

The image of the first term into A. (X)) is apparently independent of a and has
a unique component in X Xz, Y(T"). So it suffices to show that the components
in A.(X xu, Y(T')) of the push-forwards of the second terms involving D, are
a-independent.

Firstly recall that when D, is a divisor, the total Chern class ¢iotai(O(D,)) =
14 D, and the total Segre class stota1(O(Dg)) =1+ Zj>1(—1)ng is the total
Segre class of the normal cone $tptq1(Dq, Xs). So for a = 1,2,3, the push-
forwards of the second terms can be re-expressed as the push-forward of

TNa = {Ctotal ( (T‘—;(a Wcanon ® H) |Da) M Stotal (Dau Xa)}dich—ranchwnon

into A.(X).
Define h, : X, — X to be the blowing down projection maps for a = 1, 2, 3.
Now recall the following proposition 4.2.(a) on page 74 of [F].

Proposition 17 (Fulton) Let f : Y — Y be a morphism of pure-dimensional
scheme, Z C'Y a closed sub-scheme, Z' = f~Y(Z) the inverse image, g’ : Z' —
Z the induced morphism.

Suppose that f is proper, Y irreducible and f maps each irreducible compo-
nent of Y/ onto Y, then

gx(s(Z",Y")) = deg(Y')Y) - s(Z,Y).

In our context, the blowing down map h, : X, — X is proper, and deg(X,/X) =
1 (because they are birational). The sub-scheme Z = h,(D,)x s, Y (T'). Because
h,, are composite blowing down maps, D, x a7, Y (T') = h; *(he(Da) X ar, Y(I)).
Both of X, and X are irreducible and h, maps X, onto X.

By applying proposition [ for all 1 < a < 3 the push-forward-images of
the above classes 7, in A.(hqe(D,)) are equal to

{Ctotal((ﬂ';(wcanon & H) |ha(Da)) N S(ha (Da)7 X)}dichfranchmnon .

Then the fact that the I'm(ir.) components of their push-forwards into
A.(X) are equal follows from the following observation,
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Lemma 23 Let h, : X, — X and D,, 1 < a < 3 be as described above. Let the
family moduli space of C — M(E)E, Mc_mpye C X, denote the sub-scheme
defined by the canonical section scanon Of Tx Weanon @ H. Then for a =1,2,3,
the sub-schemes hq(Da) N (X X1, Y(D)) = ha(Da) X1, Y (') C X all coincide
and are all equal to the finite union Ur e Mc_mpye X, (Y(I)NY(T)).

Proof: It is easy to see that the change of the linear ordering from | to
in It does not affect the total locus which is blown up. Thus we know that
ha(D2) = h3(D3) = Uper.Me—mp)e X, Y (I). So their intersections with
X X, Y(I') are equal.

On the other hand, to argue that hi(D1) xar, Y(I') = ha(D2) xpr, Y(T') =
UrerrMeome X, (Y(I7) NY(T)), it suffices to show that for all IV €
Iy — Ir, the corresponding sub-scheme Me_mE)EX M, (Y(I") ﬁY(I‘)) has been
included in the union of closed sub-schemes Urcz. Mc_me)e X, (Y(I7) N
Y(I')) already.

We may assume that Y(I'V) N Y(T') # 0 or the statement is trivial to prove.
By lemma [[3, we know that there are three exclusive possibilities (a). IV > T,
(b). T' =T, (¢). AT € A(n) such that both of I', TV >~ I'”.

Suppose that Sp NY(T') = . We argue that we may replace IV by some
I with Sp» NY(T) # 0. We already have S N Y(T') = () by our assumption.
We know that Y (I'V) N .St = (), too. If not, the hypothesis Y/(I') N Sr # 0 and
lemma [ imply I > T" and therefore IV |=T'. Then such a I'' cannot be in the
index set It at all. As both (a). and (b). fail, it falls into the situation (c). that
SrNY () = SpNY(T) = 0. From the proof of lemma [[H we know that for
“all” b € Y(I') NY (), there exists a I'” € A(n) such that b € Sp» NY(T') # (.

From this digestion we learn that Upcj,. 7. Mco_me)s X, (Y (IV)NY(I))
can be replaced by the union Urrer..s., ny ryzeMco-m(E)E XM, (Sp/ N Y(F)).

According to definition [[f on the reduced index set Ir, any I € Ir with
St NY(T) # 0 is thrown away to form Ir exactly when there exists an-
other I € Ir with (I, -0 c_m(mymy<0 €) > (s s (c—m(m)m)<o €5) and
(T, 2 o—mmymy<0€) I T 2 (com(mymy<0 €)-

However the >> relationship (see definition [[d) between I'” and I implies
Y(I') D Y(IV). This implies that MC—M(E)E Xz, St C MC—M(E)E X M,,
Y (T'"). So we have the inclusion

UF’GIF;SF/ mY(F);e@Mch(E)E X M,, (SF/QY(F)) C UF//efFMCfM(E)EXMn (Y(P/I)QY(F)).

By combining the inclusions we know that hi(D1) Xz, Y(T') must be in-
cluded in ho(D3) X, Y(T'). But the reversed inclusion ha(Ds2) X, Y(I') C
hi(D1) xp, Y(T') is apparent. So we have hy(D1) X, Y(I') = ho(D2) X,
Y (T') = h3(D3) X, Y(I') as sub-schemes of X and the lemma is proved. O

As usual let iy, (p,) : ha(Da) < X be the inclusion maps. The above lemma
tells us that the restriction of h,(D,) to X x s, Y(T') coincide. On the other
hand the normal cones Cy_(p,)X can always be written as the unions of irre-
ducible normal cones supporting over irreducible components of the sub-schemes
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ha(Dg). By separating the irreducible components of hy(D,) in X x 7, Y(T)
and the zariski-closures of h,(Dg) N (X — X Xy, Y(T)), we may write each
Ch.(D)X = Ch, (Do) xa, v () X UC;,, with C;, supported over the zariski-closure
of ha(Da) N (X — X xa1, Y(T)) = ha(Da) X2z, (M, — Y(T')) in X. Then it is
easy to see that the components along X x a7, Y/(I') of iy, (p,)«{5(Ch,(p.)X)} =
iha(Da) s {8(Chy (Do) x s, Y (1) X ) }Hih, (D)« {8(Cq) } is exactly in, (D,)« {8(Ch, (Do) x s, v (1) X ) }
while iy, (p,)«{s(C,)} are the extension A.(X — X xy, Y(I')) = A.(X)) of the
restricted Segre class iy, (p,)«{5(ha(Da) X a1, (Mn =Y (1)), X — X xar, Y(I'))}.

By the above lemma, we know that the X x,z, Y(I')-components of the
total Segre classes ij,, (p,)«5(ha(Da), X) coincide for all 1 < a < 3. By capping
with ¢rora1 (7% W eanon @ H), we conclude that the components in X x, Y(T')
of Z.hCL(Da)*{Ctotal ( (T‘—;(Wcanon & H)) N S(ha (Da)7 X)}dich—ranchmnon are all
the same. So Case I is proved.

¢ Case II: The identifications of the components in X x 7, Y(I') of the second
groups of three top Chern classes are rather parallel to the previous argument
in Case I, with some minute difference. We define X; = Xr, X5 = X and
X} = Xr. Define b, : X/, X to be the projection maps.

Then the total transformations of D, C X, under the pull-backs of the
blowing down maps X — X, define Cartier divisors in X/ and we skip the pull-
back notations and denote them by the same symbols S D,. Set D} = DyUDr,
D}y = Dy U Dp and D4 = D3 U Dr.

Then we show that the push-forward of ciop (7%, Weanon®O(=Dy,)) to A.(X)
have identical components in A. (X xz, Y(I')) for a = 1,2, 3.

Following the previous convention let iy, (pr) : ha(Dy,) < X be the inclusions
into X.

Lemma 24 Let D} = D, U Dy, Dy = Dy U Dr and Dy = D3 U Dr be de-
fined above. Then for a = 1,2,3, the components in X X, Y(I') of the push-
forwarded Segre classes i (pry«s(hy,(Dy,), X) are all equal.

Proof: From the argument in Case I, we know that we only need to prove that
h, (D) xar, Y (T) = ha(D}) N (X Xz, Y(I)) are all equal. We notice that for
all three 'a’ we have h)(D}) = hi(D1) U ki (Dr), ht (D)) = hb(D2) U hh(Dr),
and y(D}) = Hy(Ds) U hs(Dr).

Firstly we notice that h/,(D,) are nothing but the h,(D,) in Case I. On the
other hand, despite that Dr, Dr, ﬁp are different exceptional divisors blown
up from the strict transformations of Z(Scanon) X, Y (I') in three mutually
birational spaces X, Xr, X, their images under h}, h% and h% are identical and
their common image is Z(8canon) X, Y(I') = Mc_me)e X, Y(I'). So by
combining these conclusions we have hl, (D) = hq(Da) U (Z(Scanon) X a1, Y ().

Thus A (D)) x ar, Y (') are nothing but hq(Dg) X ar, Y (D) U (Z(Scanon) X m,,
Y(T)). By lemma PR the sub-schemes hq(Dqy) X az, Y (I') has been shown to be
a—independent, so we conclude that h/(D’) Xy, Y (I') are a—independent as
well. O

75This is consistent with our earlier convention.
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Once we identify the X xpz, Y (I') components of their Segre classes, the
rest of the proof is almost identical to Case I. We omit the details. The proof
of proposition [[H is finished. O

6.2 The Identification of the Localized Contribution with
the Modified Algebraic Family Invariant

In this subsection, we proceed to identify the integral of the intersection pairing
of the localized contribution of top Chern class with the modified algebraic
family Seiberg-Witten invariant defined in section

The push-forward into A.(X) of the localized contribution of the top Chern
class defines a cycle class of grade dimcX — rankcWgnon- In order to get
a numerical invariant € Z, we can either pair it with the suitable power of
the tautological class ¢; (H)%mcX—rankcWeanon on the projective space bundle
X = P(Vcanon) and push-forward the resulting class into Ao (pt) = Z, or we may
fix a point t;, € T(M) and pair the push-forward of the localized contribution
of top Chern class with ¢ (H)dmcX-rankcWeanon=a 0 [¢;] and then " push it
forward into Ag(pt). Over here [t1] represents the zero dimensional cycle class
of the point ¢;, and the integer ¢ = dimcT (M) denotes the irregularity of the
algebraic surface.

Now we are ready to identify the yet-to-be-enumerated intersection pairing
involving the localized contribution of the top Chern class,

Z (_1)iilcT‘ankcwcanon_i (Tf}wcanon@H@F’EIF O(_DF’ )|DF )D{_‘—l [DF]ﬁcl (H)dimCX7T(lnkCWCanon

1<i<rankcWeanon

with the modified mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariant

A}—SW}KWMAanY(F)XT(M)HY(F)XT(M) (ctotal(mr), C—M(E)E— Z €;).
e;(C—M(E)E)<0

And identify

Z (_1)iilcT‘ankCWcanon7'L— (ﬂ-}{wcanon®H®F’€Ir O(_DF/ )|D1" )D{"—l [Dr]ﬂcl (H)dich*T‘lnkaca"""7qﬂ[tL]
1<i<rankcWcanon

with the T (M)-restricted version of modified mixed algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant AFSWhr s v(0)x {2}y () x {11} (Ctotat (T7), C —M(E) E —
Eei»(C—M(E)E)<O €i).

Because the identification of the latter objects is completely identical to the
identification of the former, if we replace c; (H)%mcX—rankcWeanon=a A [¢;] by
i (H)dimeX—rankcWeanon we will discuss only the former case in the proof.

761t depends on whether we counts curves in the non-linear or linear systems.
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Please consult subsection for the definitions of the modified algebraic
family Seiberg-Witten invariants and the construction of 7.

The main tools we will adopt are the machineries developed in subsection
(proposition B) and section B (proposition B , @ [ and lemma [[T]).

Proposition 18 Given an n-vertex admissible graph T' € A(n) C adm(n), the
integration into Ao(pt) = Z of ¢y (H)¥meX—rankcWeanon capping with the push-
forward of the localized contribution of the top Chern class along the blown up
divisor Dr,

Z (_1)i_lcrankcwcanon*i (W}Wcanon®H®F’€Ir O(_DF/ )|DF )D%:l [DF]
1<i<rankcWcanon

in A.(X), is equal to the modified mized algebraic family invariant AFSWiy v (ryx (M) (T) xT(M) (€t
M(E)E = 3., (c—M(B)B)<o €i) defined in subsection 2.
Likewise for an arbitrary point t;, € T(M), the integral of the pairing of
ci(H)dimeX—rankcWeanon=4 N [t ] with the image of the above localized contri-
bution of top Chern class along Dr into A.(X), is equal to the modified mized
algebraic family invariant

AFEW M 41 xan, ¥ (D) x {1 by (D) x {21} (Ctotat (), C—M(E) E— > €;).
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

Because the ty-restricted version is completely parallel to the non-restricted
version, we only offer a proof for the non-restricted version. Please consult
remark [[9 on page @0l right after the end of the proof.

Proof of proposition The proof of the proposition involves an induction
on the element I' € A(n) based on the linear ordering = (see page B3 for the
recursive definition of ).

Firstly, we provide a simple computation on the dimension formula which
motivates the appearance of 7 in the modified family invariant. Because X =
P(Veanon) = My x T(M), dimcX = rankcVcanon — 1 + dimeM,, + q. Thus,
dimcX —rankcW canon = dimcM,+q+rankc(V canon—W canon)—1. Based on
the fact that (Pv_,, .. W.onons Veanons Weanon) 18 the canonical algebraic family
Kuranishi model of the class C — M(FE)E, we know that

(C—M(E)E)? — c1(Kup,, 1 /m,,) - (C—M(E)E)
2

Tcmkc (Vcanon _Wcanon) =1 _q+pg+

C? —c1(Ky)-C — Zlgign(m? +m;)
5 )
by surface Riemann-Roch formula. From this we can infer the relationship
between the raised power of ¢; (H) in the intersection pairing (which is also the

=1—q+py+
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expected algebraic family dimension of Mc_n(g)g) and the singular multiplic-
ities m;,1 <1 < n.

On the other hand, by a direct computation the expected (family algebraic)
dimension of the space MC—M(E)E—Z X, Y(T) is given by

e; (C—M(E)E)<0 7

potdimoy (@ CMEE? —aKasi i) C=MEE) S~y

2 e; (C—M(E)E)<0

n (Eei»(C—M(E)E)<O ei)? +c1 (K, /m,) - (Zei»(C—M(E)E)<O €i)
5 .

e?_cl (KNIn+1/Mn )-€i the
3

By using dimcY (T') = dime M, +Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O z
above expression can be simplified to

(C —M(E)E)* — c1(Kns, i /m,) - (C — M(E)E)
2

=py + dimcM, +

+H oY e - (e + 3 ¢; — (C—M(E)E))}.

e;-(C—M(E)E)<0 j<isej-(C—M(E)E)<0

A direct comparison with the formula of rankc7r shows that this correction
term matches up with the rank of 7 ® H found in subsection lemma [
This explains morally why we need to insert crop(r @ H) = >/ 0prar € (mr) N
ci(H)remkem =l in the corresponding modified algebraic family invariant. The
dimension count singles out the role of 7--as a mean to compensate the dis-
crepancy of the expected family dimensions between Mc_np)p and
MC—M(E)E—Z X, Y(I'). In the latter half of the proof, we

e; (C—M(E)E)<0

will see why a correct choice of 7+ (not only the rank itself) is essential in our
identification.

€4

We start from the simplest case when I' € A(n) is a minimal element of
A(n) under =. Under this assumption, Ir = () and T" is a minimal element
under >. The minimality assumption of I' under > implies that there can be
no I'' with S NY(T') # (. In such a case the space Sp C Y (I') (over which
the type I exceptional cone Cr is constant) itself is a closed subset of M,,, and
therefore is equal to Y(I"). The consequence Sp = Y (I') implies that all the
type I exceptional curves dual to e;, with e; - (C'—M(E)E) < 0, remain smooth
and irreducible throughout the whole Y (I"). In particular, no curves dual to
such e; can break into more than one irreducible component over Y (T').

By lemmal[[T], the sum 77 Y i<i<rankoWomon (_1)i710rankcwcanon7i(W}Wcanon(g
H)Dlif1 [Dr] is nothing but the localized contribution of the top Chern class de-
fined in section 6 of [Liub]. By proposition 11 of [Liu5] and our knowledge that

771t is simplified as there is no blowing up ahead of the one parametrized by T'.
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the type I exceptional curves dual to e;, with ¢; - (C'— M(E)E) < 0 remain
irreducible and smooth throughout Y (I'), these imply that the natural bun-
dle map mx W¢,,0n @ Hlxx,, vmyxran = Tx Weanon @ Hlx o, v(r)yxT(a)
(see proposition 9 of [Liu5| for its construction) is injective over the whole
X xu, Y(I') x T(M). In terms of the notation of proposition [ of the cur-
rent paper or proposition 12/corollary 3 of [Liu5], the union of cones U;~oC,,
corresponding the kernel of the bundle map is empty. Thus the simplifying
assumption in section 6.1 of [Liu5] has been satisfied automatically because
the restricted family moduli space MC—M(E)E—Z X, Y(T) =
e; (C—M(E)E)<0

Z(52amon) * M, Y (I') does not intersect with U;»oC,, = 0 at all. The ar-
gument of theorem 4 of [Liu5| is then applicable and we may identify the

integration of the top intersection pairing of the localized top Chern class

along Dr (over Y(T)) and ¢ (H)%meMntranke(Veanon=Weanon)+4=1 o 78 he

AFEW M, (1 x T (M) ar,, Y (D)sy () x T (M) (Ctotal (1), C—M(E)E=3 ", (c_m(E) ) <0 €1)-

which is nothing but the modified invariant AFSWi  «r(an)x o, v (D) v (1) x7(ar) (Ctotat (1), O —
M(E)E=3_.. (c—m(p)B)<o €i) by definition[[A Consult section 6.1-6.4 of [Liu5]

for the details of the identification. 7

€4

Next we consider the general (and a priori more complicated) situation when
I" is not minimal under |=.

Induction Hypothesis: Assuming that for all the IV € It (i.e. T = T"), the
integral of the following top intersection pairing with localized contribution of
top Chern class

Z (_1)i_1crankcwwmm—i(W}Wcanon & H ®F”EIF/ O(_DF”)lDF/ )

1<i<rankcWeanon
ﬂD%Tl [DF’] N 1 (H)dimc M, +rankc (Vcanon _Wcanon)+q_1

have been identified with the modified algebraic family invariant,

A}—SW*MTLHanY(Ff)xT(M)HY(F/)xT(M) (ctotar(1r7), C—M(E)E— Z €;)-
e}-(C—M(E)E)<0

As usual e} are the type I exceptional classes over Yr/ and 7 is the associ-
ated tau class defined for I by definition [ on page

By proposition [[6, one may “collapse” the blowing up sequence indexed
by It (following the reversed ordering of =) to the new blowing up sequence

78We skip the push-forward operation into A. (X) on the localized top Chern class by inter-
preting the cap product with the complementary power of ¢1 (H) as capping this natural Chern
class pull-back by Dr — X. To simplify our notations, we will adopt the same convention
afterward. The reader should be able to recover it from the context.

™1In the following inductive argument, a specialization of our argument for the general case
also provides a proof for the special case.
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indexed by the reduced index set It (see definition [[H for its definition) following
the reversed linear ordering of F without changing the answer. As was argued,
the permutation and the collapsing of blowing up centers not affect the result
of the localized contribution of top Chern class. Thus the yet-to-be-identified
intersection pairing is equal to %°

i=rankcWcanon

{ (_]‘)iilc”’ankcwcanonfi(
i=1

7% Weanon@HSpe 1. O(=Dr)NDE N[ Dr]Ney (H)4me Matranke(Veanon =Weanon)Fa-11

Among the many different blowing ups indexed by the graphs I'' € I, when-

ever I'" € I the restricted family moduli spaces MC—M(E)E—Z / o XM,
el (C—M(E)B)<0

X M,

7

Y (T') can be viewed naturally as sub-schemes of MC—M(E)E—Z .
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

Y (T') (by adjoining curves in MC—M(E)E—Z , to the exceptional

efi-(C—M(E)E)<O €i
curves dual to Zei»(C—M(E)E)>O;e;-(C—M(E)E)<O e}) and therefore sub-scheme of
MC—M(E)E X M, Y(F)
Under the reversed F linear ordering of blowing ups, these blowing ups with
I’ e f1?> are performed at the very end of the linear chain of blowing ups
parametrized by Ir. Thus we may decompose Iy = I_F>> [1(Ir — I_F>>) and use
residual intersection formula to re-write the above intersection pairing as

i=rankcW canon

{ Z (_1)i_1crankcwcanon_i(Tr}(rwcanon ® H ®F,€jr‘*j1?> O(_‘[)F/))
i=1

mf)ijl N [f)F] Ner (H)dimcMn-i-mnkc (Vcanon_wcanon)"l‘q_l}

i=rankcWcanon

-0 X (—1)’”cmnkcwmmm(ﬂj;w Weanon@HEr, efp;rr, O(=Dry))

Vel i=1

ﬁD%Tl n [[)F/] e (H)dimcMnernkc (Veanon 7Wcanon)+q71}'

In the second term of the above sum (i.e. when I € I7), the index set
restriction “T'y € Ip;l": F T';” is the same as the alternative restriction “"I"; €
(IF — II>‘>) H{F1|F1 S II>‘>; I’ > 1—‘1}”.7 81 ~ ~ ~
By the definition/construction of It and Iz, all elements ' € (Ir —I7) sat-
isty (I, 2 e, co—mmypy<0 €) 3 (T 2 er (cmmimymy<0 € ) Thus (I, 320 oMy my<0 €1)

80The space Xr with the exceptional divisor DF denotes the blowing up of XF. The hatted
divisor DF/ have been used in the previous subsection already to denote the exceptional
divisors blown up following the reversed linear ordering of - inside I.

811t is because I is identical to 3> on the subset I?? and by the definition of F (see definition

[[D) the elements in I are larger than all elements in Iy — I2")
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(r-, Ze;’~(CfM(E)E‘)<O e!) as well since we know I € I, By the discussion of
lemma P2 the alternative index set restriction on I'y can then be replaced by
the equivalent one “I'; € Ir”. Then by applying proposition [[@ to It and I,
we may “un-collapse” to restore the reduced index set It back to It without
affecting the result of the intersection pairing. This implies that the second
term of the above expression can be expressed as (observe that the hat of Dr
or Dr, has been removed)

i=rankcWcanon
i1 %
- § { § (_1)1 c"‘ankcwcanon_i (FXWCGWO'”@H@FI EIF/O(_Dpl))
rer® i=1

ﬂD%Tl N [DF’] Ne (H)dimcMn-i-mnkc (Vcanon—Wcanon)-i-q—l}_

Then by the Inductive Hypothesis on page B3 above, the integral of each
of these terms is equal to a modified algebraic family invariant attached to I and
the original yet-to-be-identified intersection pairing of the localized contribution

of the top Chern class with ¢; (H)%mcMntrankc(Veanon=Weanon)+d=1 i5 equal to
82

i=rankcW canon

/j%r{ ; (_1)i_1cTankCWcanon_i(F;}FWCGHOHQ@H@FlGI}‘*I}?O(_DFI))

ﬁbijl n [DF] Ne (H)dimcMn-i-mnkc (Vcanon_wcanon)"l‘q_l}

= Y AFSWin s v (0 x Ty (0 < (vn) (Ctotar (Trv), C—M(E) E— > €;)-
rer> ¢! (C—M(E)E)<0

If we can identify the first term in this sum with

AFSEW M, 41 xar, Y (D) xT(M) =Y (D) x (M) (Ctotal (Tr), C—=M(E) E— Z €i),
ei-(C—M(E)E)<0

then by definition [[3 the total expression is exactly what was defined to be the
modified algebraic family invariant attached to T,

AFEW 41 xan, ¥ (D) xT(M)sy () x T (a) (Ctotal (1), C—M(E) E— Z ei)
e;-(C—M(E)E)<0

and then the identification is complete.

82This inductive pattern is exactly why we had defined the modified invariants earlier on
page in this way.
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In the rest of the proof we identify the first term of the last sum with
the specific mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariant associated with
Ctotal(TF)-

Following the same convention as in [Liu5], we let k1 < kg < --- < kp be the
subscripts such that ey, - (C' — M(E)E) < 0 for all 1 <4 < p.

Case I: In this case we deal with the more interesting situation that eii >
er; - (C—M(E)E) for all 1 <i <p.

Step One: Firstly we make use of the assumption e > ey, - (C'— M(E)E),
1 <7 < p and show the following Chern classes identity for Vyot,

Lemma 25 Let g : X Xpp, Y(I) = Y(T) x T(M) and 7 : Y(I') x T(M) —
Y(T') be the natural projection maps. Let Vguor be the quotient bundle of
Wcan0n|y(p)xT(M) as was defined on page[Zll. Let mr be the tau class defined in
definition [I1l on page [20.

Suppose that ef > ey, - (C — M(E)E) for all 1 < i < p, then there is an
identity among the top Chern classes over X x s, Y(T'),

ctop(H @ 75 Vuot) = Crop(H @ 7, 71) N cop(my 7 Ny (1) X).

Proof: Let Qg, and E¢ be the line bundles associated to the invertible sheaves
Qy, and E¢ which appeared in definition [ (see also proposition [[2)).

Define the vector bundle Gr = H® 7; ©1<i<p way(p% yMuly )y ® Qi ®
Ec — X xp, Y(I') to be a rank dimcM,, — dimcY (I') = codimcI' vector
bundle over X x 7, Y(T) 8.

By prop B on page Bl in subsection B2, definition Bl on page BA and the
tensor product formula of the top Chern classes, we know ciop(H® W;unot) =
Ctop(H (024 W;unot)-

Thus we have

Ctop(H ® 7T;‘fquoif) - Ctop((H ® 7T;(/quoii - GF) ® GF)

Recall that by proposition B in section ** Blthe space Y (T') = Ni<i<pV (T,
is a transversal intersection of smooth loci Y(I'¢;). We also know from lemma 9
of [Liu5] that all the Y'(I'e, ), being the family moduli space of ey, are defined

by regular global sections of R, (OZ E (Ek,)) over M, determined by
jki

ki

the morphism of locally free sheaves 8°

RO’]T* OE’% — ROW* (Ozjk Ejki (Ekl))

83Notice that Gr is constructed from NXanY(F)X twisted by Qg, and Ec on direct
direct factors.

840r equivalently by proposition 4.7 on page 426 of [Liul].

85The former is invertible, while the latter is the canonical obstruction bundle of ek,
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and RO, (OZ B, (Eki)|y(r%,)) ~ Rlm, (Oék.(Eki_ij. EJk,L)) gNY(FCk.)Mm
Ik, i i i i

the normal sheaf of Y (Te,,) in M.

By definition [[[, lemma A and definitionHl the class unot—@lgigpNy(Feki yMaly my®
Qi ® E¢ is equal to 1 (expressed here by a difference of vector bundles rather
than the corresponding locally free sheaves), and is represented by a vector bun-
dle of rank rankcV gy — codimcY (I'). This and the Whitney sum formula of
the top Chern class imply that cop(H® W;unot) = Crop(H® W;TF) N ctop(Gr).

Because for the type I exceptional class e, = Ej, — iji Ej,, the smooth
locus Y (I'e,. ) € My, has been the regular zero locus defined by the canonical
global section of We, = RO, (OZ E, (E),)), defined by the canonical al-

ik,

L
gebraic Kuranishi model of e, (see section 6.2 of [Liu5]). So We, [y, )=
Ny(ka_ yM,,. By lemma 10 of *¢ [Liub], this implies that the top Chern class

i

ctop(W;(WrNY(Fﬁki)Mn|Y(F) 9 le) QH® EC) on X X M, Y(F), where Y(F) =
M1 SiSPY(Feki ), is equal to the top Chern class of the un-twisted version ctop(Nﬁ; (7Y (Ley, yMuly ry)-
Because this is applicable to all 1 < ¢ < p, we find that c;p(Gr) =
Ctop(m;m{ Ny (ryMp). The proof of this lemma is complete. O
Secondly we consider the normal cone (into its compactification) C 5, a Y(F)X r C

P(CXFXMnY(F)Xr @ 1) of the closed embedding X1 x5, Y(I') € Xr.

Consider 87 the blowing up along Xr x,7, Y(I') x {0} ¢ Xp x C. The
exceptional divisor of this blowing up is isomorphic to P(C XFXAIHY(P)XF @1).

As it projects onto X x5, Y(I') x {0} € X x C under Xp x C — X x C, by
the universal property of the blowing up (proposition 7.14. on page 164 of [Ha)),
P(CXFXZ\/InY(F)XF @1) maps onto the exceptional divisor ® P(Nx,,, ymX @
1) of the blowing up along X Xz, Y(I') x {0} € X x C. Then it induces a
surjection of the normal cones CXFXNInY(F)XF = Nxx,, v@X and we have

the following commutative diagram,

Xr xn, Y(I) — CXFXM Y(F)XF - P(CXFXMHY(F)XFGBI)

[ Im |~

Xxu, YI) — CxyxpyymX — P(Cxyx,,yyX @1)

As the exceptional divisor Dr maps into Y (T") under Xr — M,, we have
Dr c Xr X, Y(T'). Our original intersection pairing involving Dr can be

pushed-forward by (7,). (here 7, : Xp — Xp is the blowing down map) into

86This lemma implies that the restriction of the top Chern class of a vector bundle E to
the regular zero locus Z(s) with codimension rankcE of its regular section s is equal to the
restriction of the top Chern class of E ® Q, twisted by a line bundle Q. Notice that it holds
only because we are working in A.(Z(S)) instead of the whole space X.

87following chapter 5 of [F].

88The embedding is regular, so we use NXanY(F)X and CX><MHY(F)X interchangeably.
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Ao(Xr s, Y(I)) and it defines a zero dimensional cycle class lying inside
Xp X M, Y(F)

Either by a direct computation on the localized contribution of top Chern
class (involving the Segre class of some normal cone), or by the technique of the
deformation to the normal cone (consult chapter 5 of [F]) from Xr Xar, Y(T') C
Xt to Xr xu, Y(T) C CXFXM Y(F)Xp, one may replace the total space Xt by
a linearized object of the same dimension, namely the projectified normal cone
P(Cxxy, Y(F)Xp @ 1) or its affine part 8 CprM Y(F)Xp

Define 7y : P(CXFXMny(F)Xp @® 1) — Xt xa, Y(T') to be the projection
map. To get a global intersection pairing on P(CXFXMTLY(F)XF @ 1) which is
refined to our localized intersection pairing, we twist the bundle w;w;Wcanon
by O(Pw), where Pos = P(Cg ., vrXr) C P(Cx ), yr)Xr © 1) is the
divisor at infinity. As our intersection pairing is localized at the zero section
Xt xa, Y (D) (totally disjoint from P..), the fact that O(P o0) s trivialized over
the affine cone C¢ . Y(F)Xp allows us to remove the O(P,) tensor product

effectively in our calculation %°.

Consider the pull-back of the H-twisted short exact sequence 0 — W .| —
W anonly (myx(m) = Vauot = 0 (consult page Bl in section Bl) by (mymn7y)*,
91 . .
. the short exact sequence exists on the whole space P(CerMny(F)Xp ®1).
By proposition [0 we know that the residual intersection formula of W ¢qnon
and of W are compatible. We may replace the above top intersection

—canon

pairing of the localized Chern class by

{Ctotal((ﬂ'hﬂf) (Trqwcanon H)®F/el}—fl?>O(_W?DF’))mstotal(WT(DF)vCXFXMny( XF)}dzch rankc W

——canon

Netop (T ) (HET;V guor) ) ((muey) HY Mot ramke (Vecnon=Wenon) a1,

By lemma 23 we may replace the top Chern class ciop (77 f)* (HR75V guot))
by Ctop((mams)* (H @ 757r)) N Ctop((memgmnmy) Ny 0y My,), which is the same as
Ctop((ma )" (H @ m57r)) O rop(Tnmp) " Nix sy, v (1) X)-

On the other hand the projection of normal cones 7¢ : CXFXM Y(F)Xp —
Nx x,,, v(r)X induces (by pull-back) a tautological section of (w7 )* NXanY(F)X

over Cy (F)Xp and 93 its zero locus is exactly Xpx YV (T) C Cxrxar, Y(F)X

Xr X My, Y
Therefore the cycle class [Xt x 7, V()] C A. (Cxrxar Y(F)X r) represents
the cap product of the fundamental class with the top Chern class ciop((Th7mf)*Nx i\, v (1) X)-

89We prefer the former if we want the space to be complete.
90,5 far as our intersection cycle does not overlap with Po.
91The map 7, was defined in the above commutative diagram on page 7

92This is the benefit of adopting the projectified normal cone P(C ¢ Xr @ 1) than

X X, Y(T)
the original space Xr, a replacement of tubular nolghborhood in the C*° category.
931t extends to a section of (mpmys)* Nxx, v(m)X ® O(Ps) on P(CXFXM Y(F)XF @ 1).
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Thus we may replace this top Chern class ciop((7r7Tf)*Nx x,, v () X) in our

pairing by the zero section cycle class [Xr x a7, Y (I')] of the compactification of
the normal cone. Consequently, we can restrict the intersection pairing to the
zero section X1 Xy, Y (T') of its normal cone in X and get

{Ctotal (7‘—;: (W;wcanon@)H)@F/e]}fﬂ? O(_f)f"))ﬁstotal (7Tr (DF)7 CXF XMny(F)XF)}dich—ranch

——canon

NCtop (W}t (H®7T;Tr))ﬁcl (WZH)dimC Mp+rankc(Veanon =Weanon)+a—1 ¢ Ao (XF X, Y ().

& Let us summarize: In step one we have succeeded in restricting the top
intersection pairing to the subspace Xr x M, Y (I') by using some novel property
of unot. The class ¢op(H® W;TF) has appeared because of lemma PH

Step Two: Consider the bundle map 7 (7; W20y () x7(an ®H) = 75 (T, W00, @
H) induced by H-twisted version of the 7, —pulled-back vector bundle map
Winon = W o, over Y(I') xT'(M) (see page2l) pull-back by 7. Our goal is

to explain why we may use the top Chern class of 7} (7; W ¢, v (r)x7(ar) @ H)

to replace the complicated bundle 7} (7; W o0, @ H) ® O(= > pvcr. 1> Dr)
r

in the localized contribution of top Chern class.

Observe that for all T € It—I7, (T, > e (C—M(B)E)y<0 €i) 3 (I, Ze;/-(C—M(E)E)<0 el.
This condition 1 (consult definition [[H for its definition) implies that the sub-

scheme MC_M(E)E_Z&L-(C—M(E)E)<O e, %21, Y (T)NY (IY) can be embedded into

M aam)s-3° X, Y(D) N Y(I).

eéz(C—l\/I(E)E)<0 i
Then by proposition [[d and the remark [A right after its proof, we may de-

compose Mc_n(g)e X m, Y (I') into the union of the natural image OfMC—M(E)E—Z X0,

e;(C—M(E)E)<0

Y(I') and the image of the union Up/cp M

Y()NnY(T'). %

On the other hand, by using the induced bundle map m; W¢_, .|y (1) x1(a) @
H— 71, W00, ®H (consult page2Tlin section) and by using X D Z(sg,,,0,) =
M , we realize that the image of the unio

C_M(E)E_Zei-(C—M(E)E)<O ¢, We realiz imag union

_ o

UFIGIFMC*M(E)E*Z%.(cfm(E)E)<o e XM, Y(F)QY(F ) n MC—M(E)E c X,
the excess component, is nothing but the projection image of the intersection
of the section s° and the kernel cone, Tr w3, = oH (8%amon N (Ui»0C)p,)).%

canon canon

_ _ r XM,
c M(E)E Zc;-(C—M(E)E)<O €

Therefore the blowing ups of these loci into the union of divisors U, ¢ f,. > Dr
has fitted into the framework of proposition@under the identification 7; W, [ x x s, v/(1) @
H=E~F=mW ® H over Xp x 7, Y(T).

——Ccanon

94We have changed the index set of the union of sub-schemes from Ir to Ir by remark [[7
on page

95The kernel cone means the algebraic sub-cone associated to the kernel semi-bundle of the
map 7Ty Wegnon @ H = m; W Q@ H.

canon
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Then by proposition @ the push-forward of the localized contribution of the
top Chern class into X X, Y/(I') under 7,

T hax {Ctotal (7Th (Wqﬂcamm H)®F’€fr—fl~>> O(_-[)F’ ))mstotal (7Tr (-[)F) CXF X a1, Y (T) XF)}dzch —rankcW__.
into % A.(X xr, Y(T')) is numerically equivalent (=) to the top Chern class
Of T‘—;Wganon|Y(F)XT(M) ® H7
By the definition of numerical equivalence (see page Bd, definition Hl), the
push-forward to Ag(pt) of their pairings to arbitrary complementary dimension
cycle classes in X x 7, Y (T') are identical. So the original top intersection pairing
can be replaced by the much simplified version,

= Ctop (W;WEanon|Y(F) < T(M) ®H)QCtOP(W;TF®H)ﬂ01 (H)dimcMnJrrankc (Veanon —Weanon)+q—1 ,
for the purpose of evaluating their push-forward to Ay (pt).

¢ To summarize, we have succeeded in casting the original intersection pair-
ing to one on the smooth space X Xz, Y (I') which only involves the top Chern
classes of Ty W¢,,,0nly () x7(ar) ® H and 7 @ H and the cycle class ¢; (H).

Step Three: Finally we are ready to identify the last expression in Step Two
with the mixed algebraic family invariant. Recall the tensor product formula of
the top Chern class,

Ctop(ﬂ';TF ®H) = Z Ct(F;TI‘) Ney (H)mnchF*t.

0<t<rankctr

If we insert this identity into the final expression in Step Two, we get

* o * k. —t+di M kc(V, —-W —1
= > Cop (T3 W eanony () x(an) @H)Ne, () 70) Ney (H) ke~ dimeMutranke(Veanon =Weanon) ta-1,
0<t<rankctr

Recall that from lemma 6 of [Liu5], ((®vs, ~ wo.  ,V W

canon canon) Canon) with
Viinon = Veanon is the canonical algebraic family Kuramshl model of the class

C—M(E)E = 3., (c—m(E)E)<o €i Over the space M, x T'(M). As we have
pointed out on page 8] at the beginning of the current proof that after adding
the “correction term” rankcr,

rankct + dimc M, + rankc (Vcanon - Wcanon) +q-1

is nothing but the expected family dimension of the new class C — M(E)E —
D ei (C—M(B)B)<o €i over Y (I') x T'(M).
96Remember that rankc W20, = rankcW.

—Cll’!LO?’L
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Therefore the push-forward of top intersection pairing

kot —t+dime M, kc(V -W -1
Ctop(W;Wganon|Y(F)><T(M)®H)mct(7T;7T)mcl(H)Tan cr—t+dimc My, +rankc(Veanon canon)+q

in X xur, Y(I') = P(Veanon) X, Y(I') = P(Viy0n) Xum, V(L) to Ao(pt)
is equal to the mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariant

AFSW M, 41 xar, Y (D) xT(M)s Y (D) x (M) (€t (1), C—M(E) E— Z ei).
ei-(C—M(E)E)<0

Thus the total summation over ¢ is

Z»A]:SWMn+1><MnY(l“)><T(M)»—>Y(I“)><T(M) (ct(mr), C—M(E)E— Z ei)
o<t ei-(C—M(E)E)<0
= AFSWit, 1 xaa, Y (D)X T(M) =Y (T) x T (M) (Ctotat (T7), C—=M(E) E— Z e;)-

ei(C—M(E)E)<0

We are done with the Case I!

Case II: If there exists a type I exceptional class ey, such that 0 > ey, - (C —
M(E)E) > €} , mr has been defined to be zero in section EZ on page In this
case we derive a vanishing result on the top (= dimcX — rankcW canon) inter-
section pairing of ¢; (H) with the localized contribution of top Chern class. It is
well known that if the total grading of an intersection pairing of characteristic
classes exceeds the dimension of the space, the intersection pairing is equal to
zero. Our goal is to show that the cap product of the localized contribution of
the top Chern class with ¢; (H)%meMntranke(Veanon=Weanon)+4=1 yanishes due
to dimension count.

For notational simplicity, we assume that e, - (C' — M(E)E) > e . That is
to say, we take ¢ = 1. Because our argument only makes usage of the dimension
count, we do not lose any generality in adopting this convention.

Step One: Firstly we derive a lemma which will be used later.

Lemma 26 Let g : F — B be a finite rank vector bundle over B. Let sg
denote the zero section embedding sg : B — F. Let r > rankcF be a positive
integer. Then for all 8 € A.(B) such that siotar(F) N B has no grade < r
components, the following identity holds,

SF*{ﬁ N Stotal(F)}r = {F;‘ﬁ}r

Proof of the lemma: For all & € A, (B), where r is a fixed natural number
> rankcF, we have (see example 3.3.2. on page 67 of [F])

S;‘SF*{Q}T‘ == CrankcF(F) N {a}r == {Ctotal(F> N O‘}TfrankcF-
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One can extend this equality trivially to all a € A5, (Y (T, )) with grading
> r as they do not contribute to both sides of the identity.

Therefore by the reciprocity property of the total Segre class and the total
Chern class and by taking a = ssotai(F) N B, we find sjsps{siotar(F) N B} =
{B}r—rankcF for all B satisfying the grading assumption in the lemma.

And therefore sp.{siota(F) N B}, = {78} because the Gysin homomor-
phism satisfies sj = (75) " (please consult page 65, definition 3.3. of [F]). The
lemma is proved. O

Step Two: The yet-to-be-identified intersection pairing

i=rankcW canon

{ Z (_1)iilcrankcwcanon_i(Tr}{rwcanon ® H ®F/ETF—TI?> O(_‘[)F/))

i=1
ﬂﬁ%_l n [ﬁp] Nel (H)dimcMnernkc (Veanon 7Wcanon)+q71}

can be pushed-forward as a zero dimensional cycle class into AO(XF X M,
Y(I')). Because that Y/(I') C Y(T, ), Xrxas, Y () € Xrxay, Y(Te,, ). Similar
to what was done in step one of Case I, we may deform to the projectified normal
cone and replace Xp x M, Y(T') C Xt by the inclusion into the zero section of
the projectified normal cone of X x 7. Y (Tey, ),

X, V(1) € Xr xar, Y(Te,) CP(Cy oy, v, AP @ 1),

Correspondingly, we twist the obstruction vector bundle w;w;Wcanon by %7

O(Ps).
Then the derived exact sequence of locally free sheaves

RO, (OM(E)E-i—Ekl ®&c) — ROm(Ompyp ® Ec) = R, (OEM ® Ec—M(B)E)

induces a short exact sequence analogous to the short exact sequence on page
EIl One can interpret the construction of this new sequence as a special case of
the general construction once we “formally” consider ey, to be the unique type
I exceptional class which pairs negatively with C' — M(E)E. For notational
simplicity, we still denote the corresponding sequence of vector bundles by the
same notation ® as before, 0 — W_.. 5 Wegnon — Vguot +— 0. This
sequence breaks Wmnon|y(p)xT( M) into the factors W, ,,on and Vo In the
current context, the symbol V4,0 means the vector bundle associated with the
locally free summand of R'r, (ngl ® 507M(E)E)' Then by proposition [, we
may identify the above expression with

97The twisting of this line bundle O(f’oo) does not play an essential role in our argument, its
presence only makes the notations slightly more complicated. Nevertheless we do not remove
it in Case II as we do not always keep our cycle disjoint from Poo.

98In our current argument only the ranks of these bundles matter. As far as we do not use
specific properties of these bundles, the slight abuse of notations does not cause trouble.
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{ctotar((mgmy)” (Ecanon®o(f)oo)®H>®F/€I}—f12> O(_W}DF'))mstotal (m-(Dr), CXF XN,ny(F)XF)}dichfW

——canon

ﬁCtOp(W;? (W;unot ® 0(1500) ® H)) Ne (H)dimc Mptrankc(Veanon=Weanon)+q—1

Now we push forward this grade zero cycle class into Ag(P(Nx ., Y(I.,, )X D
1)) by ° 7p.. Take Py, = P(NXXMny(Fekl)X) to be the divisor at infinity in
P(NXanY(F%l )X @ 1). By proposition § and the observation/argument used
in proposition [[G the mp. push-forward of the localized contribution of top
Chern class {ciotai((mgms)* (W ® O(Py) @ H) ®rel—1> O(=m3Dr)) N

—-canon
s(m(f)p), CXranY(F)XF)}dimcxfﬂwmn can be written as the difference of

two localized contributions of top Chern class,

{Ctotal (ﬂ—;wcanon ® O(POO) ® H) M Stotal (Z(écanon) X M, Y(F)7 NX X My, Y(Fckl )X)

——canon

—Ctotal (F;wcanon®O(POO)®H)mStOtU«l (UF’EI}—I}» Z(ﬁcanon) X M, (Y(P/)QY(F))7 NXXZ\/InY(Fckl )X)}dich—W ’

where the section s

—canon

is the induced section of 7; W ® H by

——cCanon

* o
7TXVV anon|X><MnY(F) = W

C ——cCanon

and s2,,,,, and the sub-schemes Z (s.q7,0p) % a1, Y (I') and Upv e 1. 7 Z (Scanon) X M.,
(Y(I") n Y(T')) are embedded in the zero cross section X xu, Y(I'e, ) C
Nxxar, v(re, )X

Set Z = Z(§canon) X My, Y(F) and Zy = UF’Gipffl?Z(ﬁcanon) XM, (Y(F/) N
Y(T)) and iz, : Z, C P(NXXMHY(F%I)X @1) fora=1,2.

We will give a uniform argument for both a = 1,2 that the top intersection
pairings

7:Za* {Ctotal (W;Ecanon(gO(Poo)®H)m5total (Za7 NX X My, Y(l"ek1 )X)}dichfranch

——canon

* * * dimc M, +rankc (Vcanon _Wcanon)"l'q_ 1
Netop(Tay, s ¥ ey X5 Vuot @O(P o )@H )Ner (my i ¥ P, )XH)

vanish identically.

Step Three: Because e < e, -(C—M(E)E), one observes that the expected
dimension of the family moduli space of C' — M(E)E — ey, over Y (¢, ),

(C—M(E)E —er,)* — c1(Kns, i /i) - (C— M(E)E — ey, )
2

9 Here 7p : P(CXFXMHY(FGM )X B1)— P(NXanY(Fekl yX @ 1) is the projection map.

dich(l"ek1 )+pg+
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il B Cl(KA4n+1/Mn) " Chy + (C - M(E)E - ek1)2 - cl(KMn+1/Mn) ) (C - M(E)E - ekl)

) e
= dimcMp+pg+ 5 5

(C —M(E)E)* — c1(Kn,,i/m,) - (C — M(E)E)

< dimcM, + pg + > ,

strictly smaller than the expected family dimension of the class C' — M(E)E
over the family M,,. We use this observation to derive the vanishing result.

Define B = X xu, Y(Ie,, ), F = NXXMny(p%l)X, wr:FCPF®1) and
Jz., + Za C X X, Y(Fekl) = B. Then iz, can be factorized as tg o s © jz,.
Because both Z, C X xp, Y(I') C X X, Y (D¢, ), there is a short exact
sequence of normal cones (see example 4.1.6. of [F] for its definition),

0 Hj}aNXXMnY(FekI)X — CZaNXXMnY(Fekl)X — CZaX X M, Y(F ) — 0.

ekl
By the product property of the total Segre classes for short exact sequences
of cones, the final expression in Step Two can be re-casted into

LFx SF*jZa* {Ctotal (ﬂ';ﬂcanon®O(Poo)®H)mStotal (Za7 X x M, Y(Fekl ))ﬂstotal (]}a F)}dichfrankcﬂ

canon

(eiop(Thpon) (T Vguot GH)EO(Poc) e (1 gy H) 1M Framke Veanon =Weanon) +a-1

= LF« {SF* {jZa* (Ctotal (ﬂ-zwcanon@H)mstotal (Za7 X x M, Y(Fekl )))mstotal (F)}dimxfrankcw

Netop (w; (w; unot®H)®O(Poo))mcl (w} H)dimc My +rankc(Veanon—Weanon)+q—1 }

Define 5 = jZa*(Ctotal (wgﬂcamnééﬂ)ﬂswml(Za, XanY(Fekl ))) e A (Xan
Y(Fekl)) and set r = dimcX — rankcW onon- Then {8 N siorar(F)}r is the
push-forward of the localized contribution of top Chern class over Z, C F into
Ar(X %1, Y (T, ). Then by e.g. proposition 13 of '° [Liu5], {8Nssota1 (F)}s =
0 for all s < r. Namely, the localized contribution of top Chern class is the lead-
ing (lowest grading) term of the intersection pairing.

Then the assumption of lemma of Step One is applicable and we know
sE«{ B N Stotai(F)}r = {mS}r. Because the bundle projection 7g : F — B =
X xum, Y(Le,, ) is flat of relative dimension rankcF, and the inclusion ¢ is a
proper morphism, and by theorem 3.2.(c)-(d). on pages 50-51 of [F], and the
fact that the flat pull-back 7§ : Ar_rankcr(B) — A (F) lifts the gradings up
by rankcF, we may rewrite the above intersection pairing as 10

ok (mpE) MM trenke(Veanon =Weanon) 0 ey (1 (1 o) (75 Vauor GH)RO(Poc)))}

100We had used this fact earlier in the proof of proposition [ too.
101 A fter we introduce g into our formulae, the cycle class is not “refined” in X X ar,, Y(Fek1 )
any more!

LF*{W;‘{B}dich—ranch

——canon
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= LF« {7";‘ ({ﬂ}dichfmnkcﬂ —rankcFMC1 (H)dimCM" +mnkc(vcanon7Wmnon)+q71>ﬁct0p(L;‘W;’(F@l) (ﬂquuot@H)@O(Poo»}

canon

——canon

= 1p{Tp ({ﬂ}dimcy(rekl )—rankeW Ney (H)dimcx—’l‘ank}CWcanon )NCtop (Z.;“W;(Feal) (W;unot@)H)@O(Poo))}

= L« {W;{Bﬂcl (H)dzch—Tanchcanon }dich(Fckl )7Tankcﬂcamm7(dich7TanchmnOn) }ﬁctop (W;(F@l) (W;unot@)H)@O(Poo)) .
We have used dimcX — rankcF = dich(l"ekl) in the above derivation.
Yet the grading dich(l"ekl) —rankcW .onon — (dimeX —rankeW canon)

of {e} is exactly the difference between the expected family dimension of the

class C' — M(E)E — ey, over Y(T, ) and ' the expected family dimension of

the class C — M(E)E over M,
As we assume e < ey, - (C'— M(E)E) < 0, we have already shown at the

beginning of Step Three that this grading is negative. Therefore

* dimc X —rankc'W _
me{BNc (H)*™e © Canon}CY(Fﬁkl)frankcﬂ dimeX —rankcWeanon) = 0

canon (

and therefore the whole intersection pairing vanishes. In particular its push-
forward into Ag(pt) = Z is zero. As this holds for both Z; and Z, the original
intersection pairing (their difference) is also zero. We are done with Case II.

As we have finished the identification with the mixed algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariants in both cases, we have finished the proof of proposition

O

Remark 19 In the proof of the propositionI8, we only discuss the non-restricted
case. If one specifies a point t, € T(M) and would like to count curves in
Me_mpye whose images in M are in the linear system |L| specified by the
point tr,, there are two viewpoints one can adopt.

(1). By restricting to a point t, € T(M), effectively one shrinks T (M) to a
point. One can think of this procedure as a formal reduction of the irregularity
q — 0 and the rest of the deduction is identical to the ¢ = 0 case, where T (M)
does not play any role here.

(ii). Alternatively, one may replace the family moduli space Mc_n(p)Es
the total projective space bundle X = P(Vicanon), €etc., by their t;—restricted
counterparts, Mc_sm(eye X7y {tL} and X Xpopn {tr}, respectively. One
may insert the cycle class [tr] € Ao(T(M)) into the intersection theory prod-
uct and therefore replace the power ci(H)4meMntranke(Veanon=Weanon)+a=1 py,
[tr] N ey (H)dmeMatranke(Veanon=Weanon) =1 gnd the rest of the discussion goes
through without any change. By either angles the reader should be able to make

102\We have used the observation that rankcW2,,,,, = rankc W implicitly.

canon
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the suitable adjustments in all the formulae and finish the proof. We do not
repeat the redundant details here 103,

6.3 The Proof of the Main Theorem

We are ready to combine all the results proved in the paper to prove the main
theorem of the paper,

Theorem 1 Let § € N denote '°* the number of nodal singularities. Let L be
a 56 — 1 very-ample line bundle on an algebraic surface M, then the number of
0 modes nodal singular curves in a generic § dimensional linear sub-system of

|L| can be expressed as a universal polynomial (independent to M) of c1(L)?,

c1(L) - e1(M), ci(M)?, ca(M) of degree §.

For the invertible sheaf £ = & — M x T(M) parametrized by a coho-
mology class C € HYY(M, Z), we may extend the definition of k—very ample-
ness by assuming the surjectivity of the restriction morphism ROWT( M)x (E) —
ROy (£ @ Ogxr(ary) for all length k + 1 sub-schemes Z C M.

Remark 20 Let § € N denote the number of nodal singularities. Let C be
a cohomology class in HY(M,Z) and let L — M x T(M) be the invertible
sheaf with c1(i%,L) = C, where ipr = M x {0} C€ M x T(M). Suppose that
L is 50 — 1—very ample and one can find generic & dimensional non-linear
sub-system of the projective space bundle P(mp(nr)« (E)*) >~ P(Veanon), then
one may formulate a corresponding theorem for L, parallel to theorem . The
universal polynomial associated to L is the product of the universal polynomial

found in theorem O and®> ASW(C).

Proof of the main theorem: Let L be a line bundle over M with ¢;(L) = C,
then L determines a unique point ¢, € T'(M) in the connected component of the
Picard variety. As usual T'(M) represents the component of Picard group of M
parametrizing the line bundles with first Chern class C. Let my = mg = --- =
ms = 2 and let Mc_ng)e denote the algebraic family moduli space of curves
dual to C' =23, E; which projects to Ms x T'(M). Then M¢c_n(gye X1(M)
{tL} is the sub-moduli space of curves whose projection into M lie in |L|. Let
My denote the pre-image of V', a general § dimensional linear subsystem of
|L| under the projection map Mc_wm(gye X1(m) 1L} — |L|, then My can be
viewed as the LIQ(ML —q(M)+py(M) — é-fold generic hyperplane intersection
of [L] = P(Veanon) X1y {tL}, intersecting with the family moduli space of C'—

103 please compare with remark[If] located right after the definition of the modified algebraic
family invariants.

1041 the proof of the main theorem, we switch from n to 6, fitting to Géttsche’s convention.

105Refer to remark [[A
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M(E)E, Mc_m(g)e- It can be also viewed as the set theoretical intersection
resembling the following intersection theoretical product,

. 2_ .
Crop(T Weanon © H) N ¢ (H)AimeMs+ === a(M)py (M) =80 (y [ 4]

where Mc_np)E 18 represented by the top Chern class of the canonical
algebraic obstruction vector bundle 7% Wegnon ® H over X = P(Vgnon) and
[X X7 tr] € Adimex—q(X) is the fiber cycle class determined by the point
tr,.

This object is nothing but the mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten in-
variant of C' — > 2E;, with an additional [t1] inserted, to restrict £ to L, i.e.
AFEW My x ey Myx {0} (1, C = 23 i Ei).-

By the discussion presented in subsection below, if we choose the linear
subsystem V' generically, then the set My can be decomposed into a portion
over Sy;, My Xz, (Ms —Urea(s)—{+,} Y1) and the excess component My X p;
(Urea)— {23 Y1)-

By proposition Bl the 56 — 1-very ampleness condition on L implies that
My X p5 (M5 —Urea(s)—{+,} Y1) has the structure of a finite scheme which maps
into the generic stratum Y,,;. ILe. its image will miss all those Yr associated
with fan-like T' € adm2(9). In particular, both My Xz (Ms — Upeas)Yr) and
My X1, (Urea(s)Yr) are closed sub-schemes of X.

We emphasize that we do NOT use the very ampleness condition on L to
gain any regularity of the sub-scheme My X r7; (Urea(s)—{qs1YT)- Instead, the
machineries developed earlier in this paper, namely residual intersection formula
of top Chern classes, recursive blowing ups of X = P(V anon) in subsection b1l
and proposition [ remark [ etc., allows us to identify through an induc-
tion argument the intersection numbers represented by My Xz Y, ie. the
top intersection pairing of the push-forward of the localized top Chern class of
T% Weanon @ H over My X, Yo, with a complementary power of ¢; (H), with
the modified family invariant AFSW* of C' — M(E)E over Ms x {t1}, namely
the difference of AFSWy, \ xqtyosMsx it} (1, C — M(E)E) and the sum of a
hierarchy of the modified mixed algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariants of
C—M(E)E - 3., (c-M(p)B)<o € above Y(T'), for various I' € A(6) — {5}
Thus we may identify the degree of the finite cycle class [My Xp (Ms —
Urea(s)—{rs} YT)] in Ag(pt) = Z with the modified algebraic family Seiberg-
Witten invariant, AFSWi . e xron (Lt C =232 ;<5 Ei), defined
following remark [[2 and parallel to definition 4l

According to proposition [l remark M@ and remark M@ this modified fam-
ily invariant can be expressed as ASW({tr},C) times a universal degree &
polynomial of C2,C - ¢1(M),c1(M)? and ca(M). Because ASW({tr},C) =

2
e1 (H)Pa=at—"520C DO )] 2 1and C2 = L-L, C-c1 (M) = —L-Ka,
c1(M)? = Ky - Ky, the integer can be expressed as a universal polynomial of
L2,L . KM,KM . KM and CQ(M).

On the other hand, the symmetric group of § elements, S5, acts naturally
and freely upon the open stratum Y., whose underlying set is the set of all
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ordered distinct d-tuples of points in M. This free action induces free actions
upon the sub-scheme My x 7 Yo, and the smooth ambient space X Xz, Yy,.
We have the following proposition, whose proof will be postponed after we have
finished the proof of our main theorem.

Proposition 19 Assuming that My x ar; Yy, CV X Msx{tr} (C X) is a finite
sub-scheme. Then the push-forward of the zero cycle [My X, Yo,] € Ao(X)

into Ao(pt) is equal to §! times “the number of d-node nodal curves”, ds(L),
defined 1% by Gottsche [Got].

When L is 36 — 1-very ample, the sub-scheme W C V x Mio in the proof of
proposition Bllis a finite scheme for a generic choice of § dimensional linear-sub-
system V' C |L|. Under such an assumption, My X Y, is a finite scheme as
well. From proposition [@d we know that the degree of [My X, Yo,] is equal
to &! - ds(L). As we have assumed that L is 50 — 1-very ample, Gdottsche (in
proposition ) has shown that ds(L) actually represents the number of §—node
nodal singular curves in a generic § dimensional linear-subsystem V.

As we have identified the degree of [My Xz Yy;] by two different ways, we
find that the number of é-nodes nodal curves in a generic ¢ dimensional V' C ||
(counted with multiplicities), ds(L), is equal to %AfSW}‘WHl w{tr s Myx (e} (1, C—
23 1 <,<s Ei). By proposition [3 and its ending remark [[@ it is a universal de-
gree § polynomial in terms of the four variables L?, L - Ky, Kar - Ky and
co2(M). So we have finished the proof of our main theorem. O

Remark 21 If we replace the singular multiplicities 2 by m1 = mg = -+ =
mg = m > 2, and replace the 50 — 1—very-ampleness condition on L — M by
an ((m+1)(m+2)

2
generalized to count curves with § ordinary multiplicities m singularities

And the argument is completely parallel to the above argument.

— 1)0 — 1—very-ampleness condition, our main theorem can be
107

At the end of this subsection, we offer a proof of proposition [[d cited above.
Proof of proposition @& We observe that the canonical algebraic obstruction
vector bundle 7% W ¢gnon @H of the class C—M(E)E restricts to an S; invariant
vector bundle over X X n;wr(ar) (Yo, x {tr}). This is easy to check by using the
definition of W anon (see section 5.1, definition 5.3 of [Liu3]) and the fact that
different exceptional CP's are completely disjoint and are permuted transitively
under an induced S; action. Then 7% W g4non @ H descends to a vector bundle
on the free quotient (X Xz, Yo5)/Ss X(ary {tL}, denoted by Waescend-

As usual let M3 denote the Hilbert scheme of M parametrizing the length
36 sub-schemes of M. Consider the universal sub-scheme Zz5(M) C M x M3l
and the projection maps,

106 Consult the discussion in next subsection.

1
107 m('rng ) 2)

in a general ( ¢ dimensional linear sub-system of |L|.
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Zss(M) 25 p130]

lpss

M

The fibration of universal divisors (curves) D +— |L| of the linear system
forms a divisor in M x |L|, and is called the universal divisor. The line bundle
O\1xm (D) for the universal divisor D C |L|x M is equivalent to Tl L®
ﬂ'I*leMH‘L‘H, twisted by the hyperplane line bundle H — |L|. Then we may

consider ¢3s54p5s(L @ H) = H® g354p55L = H® Las, of rank 36 over |L| x M3,

The smooth quotient space Y., /Ss parametrizes the un-ordered é-tuples of
distinct points in M and is embedded naturally onto the top open stratum of
MUl On the other hand, let 1, s, --,xs be distinct § points on M. Then
[11<i<s Spec(Onr e, /m3; ) is a length 35 sub-scheme of M. This enables us to

embed the top open stratum of M into M. Denote this composite inclusion
by Is : Yo, /Ss + M B, Then we first notice that IT%(Lss @ H) = Wescend, i-e.
the descend of our canonical algebraic family obstruction bundle coincides with
the obstruction bundle defined by Gottsche 198 when they are both restricted
to the top open strata. Again it is because when the § blowing up points are
distinct in M, the corresponding exceptional divisors E; C Msi1 X, Y (75),
1 <i <4, are all disjoint.

Then we have the following short exact sequence '0°

0 OM<5+1><M5Y’YJ X{tL}(_2 Z EZ)®f(;1’C = OM<5+1><M5Y’YJ X{tL}®f(;1‘C = 022 ®f¢;1£ =0,

- 1<i<s BilMs g1 x g Yo
1<i<é

which is the fundamental building block of the ¢y -restricted version of the
canonical algebraic family Kuranishi model of C — M(E)E.

The push-forward of O,y x v, (=2 1<ics Bi) € Omyyyxar, vy, to M x
Y, defines an ideal sheaf of a universal sub-scheme. It is invariant under a free
Ss action and we denote its free quotient under Ss by the new notation Z,;.

On the other hand Ms1q — M x Ms projects to the trivial bundle M x
Ms over Ms. So the Msy1 Xy, Yy, — M x Y,,-push-forward of the above
short exact sheaf sequence results in an Ss invariant short exact sequence which
descends to a short exact sequence on M x (Y, /Ss),

()0 — Iz, ® L (’)MX(YWJ/&;) @7 L — Oz, ®@pl, L~ 0.

Over here m, : M x (Y,,/Ss) — M and p,, : Z,, — M are the natural
projection maps.

108 Consult subsection B4
109Recall fs1: Msyq — My = M is the composition of fs, fs_1, ... f1, where f; : M; 41—
M; are the projection maps of the universal spaces, introduced in section
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On the other hand ' g35| 7., : Z35 — M3 and the pre-image of the subset
I15(Y,, /Ss) € MB% under (g3s|z,;) " (inside the universal sub-scheme Z3;5(M))
splits into a disjoint union of the form [, 5 Z;, where each Z; represents a non-
reduced sub-scheme of relative length 3 over the base IIs(Yr,/Ss).

And there is a corresponding short exact sequence,

(#4)0 = @1<i<sTz, @ P3sL = Oy (anyngs (15 (v, /55)) © PasL = OHISI_SS 7, @ P3sL = 0.

We claim that the push-forward the former short exact sequence (x) of Z.,

along M x (Yy,/Ss) — (Y45/Ss) is isomorphic to the ITj pull-back of the g3s.-

push-forward of the short exact sequence (*%) on [, ., .5 Zi, due to the following
commutative diagram of maps, o

Qs
Zys > Yy;/Ss
TS 115

Zgs(M) L5 p130]

, with 75 : Z,, — Z35(M) being the canonical inclusion.

Therefore we can identify the descend bundle W jescend = qw*pme@H, with
IT5g35+ 055 (L) ® H. Moreover, because of the following commutative diagram on
the bundle maps,

* * *
H ' ”\L\wa/s5HY75/sng*PwL

|

* * *
H — W\L\XMBS]»—»M[%] QSJ*pg(;(L)

the descend of the canonical section scanonh LIx Y, corresponds to the II}-
pull-back of a section of ¢35.p%s(L)®H and a ray 1in the projective space | L| rep-
resents an algebraic curve in M singular along the sub-scheme [ [, .5 Spec(Ox, ar/ mil)
iff the values of the canonical section Scqnon at each of the points 1 x o(z1 X
o X -+ X x5) € P(Veanon), 0 € Ss, vanishes.

By our assumption in the proposition, My x s Yy, has been assumed to be
a finite sub-scheme of V' x Ms C X Xy {tr}. Because My Xy, Yo, can be
identified with the zero locus of scanon in V' x Yy, then according to Section 14.1
of [F], one may define a localized top Chern class of 7% W cqnon ® H|VXY75 with
respect to scamm|Vwaé inside Ag(My X ar, Ys,). Because we have identified the
descend bundle W gescend 0f m5% W eanon ® H|X><M§y76 with IT5¢ss.p5s(L) ® H,
the image of My X, Y, in (X Xz, Ye,)/Ss can be identified with a finite
sub-scheme C |L| x Mg)o, denoted as W in the proof of proposition 21

Since the localized top Chern class is defined by the local datum, i.e. the
total Segre class of the normal cone of the zero locus and the restriction of the
total Chern class of the vector bundle to the zero locus, the localized top Chern

110For the definitions of the maps gss, pss and the Hilbert scheme M 391 please consult the
beginning of subsection 41
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class of Wgescenda along My X, Y, /Ss is equal to the localized top Chern
class of ¢3s5.p55(L) @ H over W.

Since the quotient map X X Yo, — X Xar, Yo, /Ss is an un-ramified
covering map of degree ¢!, by proposition 14.1. (d).(iii). of [F], the degree of the
localized top Chern class of 7% W canon @ H along the zero locus My Xz, Yo,
is 0! times the localized top Chern class of W gescend along the quotient of zero
locus My X, Yo, /Ss.

Because W — pt factors through W C V x Mio — pt, the degrees of the
localized Chern class of Wdescend|V><Y.yé along My x a, Y, /Ss and the localized
Chern class of ¢35.p%5(L) ® H along W are equal and their common value is
equal to

/V|XM6 636(H®L36)_/|V><M5 c1(H)5ﬂ625(L35):/ ) ca5(Lss) = ds(L).

M3,

Thus the degree of [My X, Yo,] is 0!ds(L). The proof of proposition [ is
finished. O

6.4 The Finiteness Result of Mc_nmee X, Y,

In this subsection, we survey the finiteness result based on Gottsche’s argument
in [Got].

Recall the following definition of k-very ampleness of a line bundle on M,
due to [BS].

Definition 19 A line bundle L on an algebraic manifold is k-very ample if for
all length k + 1 sub-scheme Z C M, the following restriction map H°(M, L)
H°(M,0z @ L) is surjective.

The 1—very ampleness is equivalent to the usual very ample condition, by
page 120, prop. 7.3. on page 152 and remark 7.8.2. on page 158 of [Ha).

Definition 20 Let M3 C M9 be the closure (with the reduced induced struc-
ture) of the locally closed subset Mg,o which parametrizes sub-schemes of the

5 . o
Jorm [1;_, Spec(Onra, /M3y ,,), where x1, 2o, -+, x5 are distinct points in M.

The symbol M ™ denote the Hilbert scheme of finite sub-schemes of length n
on M, and let Z, C M x M™ denote the universal family of sub-schemes with
projection py, : Z,(M) +— M and q, : Z,(M) — M™. Then L, = (¢,)«(pn)*L
is locally free of rank n on M. Tt is easy to see that MJ is birational to M)
and we set ds(L) = fMg c25(Lss).

Recall the following proposition due to Gottsche. It is a word by word
duplication of proposition 5.3. of [Got]. We include it here for the convenience
of the readers.
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Proposition 20 (Géttsche) Assume L is 36 — 1 very ample, then a general

& dimensional linear subsystem V C |L| contains only finitely many curves
C1,Co,Cs5, -+, Cs with > § singularities. There exists positive integersny,no, - -+, N
such that )", n; = ds(L). If furthermore L is (56 —1)—very ample ( 5-very ample
if 6 = 1), then the C; have precisely 6 nodes as singularities.

For completeness, we include its original proof here.

Proof (due to Gattsche): Assume that L is (39 — 1)-very ample. We apply the
Thom-Porteous formula to the restrictions of the evaluation map H°(M, L) ®
Opizs) = Las to M$ and to MY — Mg,o' As L is (36 — 1)-very ample, the
evaluation map is surjective. Then ([F] ex. 14.3.2) applied to MJ gives that for
a general §—dimensional sub-linear system V' C |L| the class d,, (L) is represented
by the class of the finite scheme W of Z € MJ with Z C D for D € V. The
scheme structure of W might be non-reduced. The application of ([F] ex. 14.3.2)
to M3 \MgO and a dimension count give that W lies entirely in Mio.

Now assume that L is (5§ — 1)—very ample. Let V' C |L| again be general
d—dimensional subsystem of | L|. The Porteous formula applied to the restriction
of L3543 to MSH and a dimension count shows that there will be no curves in
V' with more than § singularities.

Let Mg{o c M be the locus of schemes of the form Z; U Zy U Zs3---U Zg,
where each Z; is of the form Spec(Ops .z, /(m? + zy)) with z,y local parameters
at z; and let M be the closure. If a curve C with precisely & singularities does
not contain a sub-scheme corresponding to a point in Mg
Mg,w then it has 0 nodes as only singularities. It is easy to see that Mg‘{0 is
smooth of dimension 49. Applying the Porteous formula to the restriction of
Lss to M2
Mg,o and a dimension count we see that all the curves in V' with § singularities
have precisely § nodes. O

In the following, we generalize Gottsche’s argument to our context. Let
M(E)E =), 5 2E;. Namely, m; = 2 for all integers 4, 1 <14 < §. A line bundle
L — M with ¢;(L) = C determines a unique point in the connected component
of Picard group, T'(M ), denoted as t1,. The fiber product Mc_wm(gye X {te}
is the algebraic family moduli sub-space of curves in the fibers of the family
Ms41 — Ms projecting onto curves in |L|. Then there exists a natural map

Me—me)e Xron {te} = |L].

Proposition 21 Let L be a 36—1-very ample line bundle over M. Let M(E)E =
Y 1<ics 2E;, and let My denote the pre-image of a general 6 dimensional linear
subsystem V C |L| under Mc_wpye X1 {tr} — |L|. Then the fiber product
MV X Ms (M(; _UFEA(tS)—{’yg}SF) OfMV — M(; and M5 _UFEA(ts)—{’Ys}SF C M5
is a finite scheme and its image under the projection map to M; lies in the
generic stratum Y, .

Proof: It is not hard to see that the image My Xy, Y,; — V corresponds to all
the curves in the linear sub system V' which has at least § distinct singularities.
The space Y,; parametrizes all the ordered distinct § points on M, and the
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image of My Xz Y, in Yo, are the ordered J-tuples of singular points of the
curves. According to proposition (by Gottsche), there are at most a finite
number of singular curves in V' with exactly ¢ distinct singularities.

This implies My Xz, Yy, to be a finite scheme. On the other hand, the
image of My — M;s may have non-trivial intersections with the various subsets
Sr, T e A(6) — {s}-

To prove the proposition, it suffices to show that the image My — M;s
intersect with Yr trivially for all the chain-like 1*! T' € adma(§). Then My X
(Ms —Upea(s)—{~s}Sr) can be identified with the space My x s, Yo, and it has
been shown to be a finite scheme which projects into Y,; automatically.

To show that the image of My +— M; avoids all the Yt for chain-like T,
we fix an arbitrary b € Yr and show that b is not included in the image of
My — M;s for generic choices of V.

Lemma 27 Let T’ € admz(8) be a chain-like admissible graph. The fiber above
the point be Y(T') € Ms of Msy1 — Ms determines a 0— consecutive blowing
ups of M, denoted by M. As usual, let By, Es,---, Es denote the § exceptional
divisors in M of the blowing down map f : M — M. Then [xO5 (=235 Ei)
is an ideal sheaf C Opr of a finite sub-scheme of M of length 34.

Proof of Lemma Firstly we prove that f.Oy (=2 . 5 F;) is an ideal sheaf
by showing that it is a sub-sheaf of Oy,.

To see this, we notice that O (=23, .5 Ei) C Oy and thus f,O5 (=23, 5 Ei) C
f+Oy;. On the other hand, the exceptional divisors of f : M — M are all
rational, this implies that f.Oy; = On. Thus, f.O5 (=2, 5 E;) is a sub-
sheaf of Oy;. Let Z be 12 the sub-scheme of M defined by the ideal sheaf
T, = .Oy(=2% 2 E).

Secondly, we prove that the length of Z is bounded by 34 from above. This is
achieved by an induction argument on §. For § = 1, there is a unique exceptional
divisor Fy. Let z € M be the blowing up point. It is easy to see that Oz =
On/Tz 2 O,/m?2 and Z is of length 3=3-1=3-4.

For § > 1, suppose that for all the smooth algebraic surfaces M and all 4-
consecutive blowing ups, M, of M, the ideal sheaf f.Oy (—23,.5 E;) is known
to define a length < 3§ sub-scheme of M, we would like to show that for §+1, and
the J+ 1-consecutive blowing ups M of M, the ideal sheaf f,O; (—2 dicsr Bi)
defines a sub-scheme of M of length < 3(6 + 1).

We notice that f : M — M can be factored into f : M + M and f: M
M, where M is a one-point blowing up of M, with the exceptional divisor Ej,
and M can be constructed from M by 6-consecutive blowing ups.

By induction hypothesis, f,O;(—2 Y ocicsr1 Pi) defines an ideal sheaf on
M of the sub-scheme, Z C M of length < 34.

Then

FOy(=2 Y E)=F.(0u(-2 > E)@f Oy(~2E))) = 1,005 (~2E)),
1<i<6+1 2<i<i41

111 Consult definition [fl and the comment afterward.
112The Z has nothing to do with the various Z used in the previous sections.
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and

FOu(=2 Y E)=f(f.0(=2 Y E))=F(I;®0y(-2E)).

1<i<6+1 1<i<6+1

By using the exactness of the sequence, 0 — f.Z; — f.O5 — f.O5,

and the fact f,O;(—2F;) being an ideal sheaf of M of co-length 3, the length
of the sub-scheme defined by f. (Zz®O;(—2F)) is bounded by length(Z)+3 =
30 +3=3(0+1) from above.

Thirdly, we show that the equality is saturated, namely length(Z) = 36
for all § € N, when I' € A(J) is a chain-like admissible graph € admz(0).
We prove this by contradiction. We know that for § = 1 the equality always
saturates. Suppose that there is some chain-like admissible graph I" and for some
b € Yr, the fiber M of Msyq — Mg above b, f : M M, such that the ideal
sheaf f,O0,;(—2>,.5 Ei) = Lz is of length < 36. We may assume additionally
that the smallest natural number 0y > 1 satisfying the above condition has
been chosen. Le. for all natural numbers § smaller than §y and any chain-like
admissible graphs € admg(d), the ideal sheaf always defines length 346 sub-
schemes in M.

Apparently the question is of local nature, so we may assume that we are
blowing up consecutively at the origin 0 € C? = M. Suppose that the connected
graph I € adma(dp) is a linear chain and the i—th vertex is the unique direct
descendent of the ¢ — 1—th vertex, for all 2 < i < §y. Let z,y be the affine
coordinates around the origin 0.

Consider the blowing down of M along the last exceptional divisor Ej,,
f : M+ M. Then M is a dy — 1 consecutive blowing ups of M at 0. Define
T2y = Oy Iz, = f+Oy(—Es,) and Iz, = f.O5(—2E;5,). Let Iz, be an ideal
sheaf of co-length 2 in-between Zz, and Zz,, i.e. Tz, D Zz, D Zz,. Then for
f:MHM,Wehave

> Ei—Es) 2 fo(0y(=2 Y E)®Iz) D f.(Oy(-2 > E)&Iz,)

i<o—1 i<o—1 i<8o—1

D f(Oy(=2 Y E)®Iz)=[0y(=2) E).

7,<60 1 7,<60
The minimality of o implies that f*OM(—2 > i<sy—1 i) is of co-length
3(do—1) in Opr. Because [ Oy (=237, c5, 1 Bi) D fiOp (=237, <5, Ei) is of co-
length < 3, there must be some a € {0, 1,2} such that f, (O (2351 Ei)®
IZa) ( ( 2 ZZ<50 1 ) ® IZa+1)'
Define f*( A (=2 Ei<60—1 E;) ®IZQ) = Ty for such an a. Consider a poly-
nomial g(x,y) € C[z,y] vanishing along the sub-scheme Z.
The sheaf identification f, (O (-2 Yi<so—1 Bi) ® Zz,) = Iz induces an

identification ¢ : D(M,Zz) — T(M, f. (O (=2 3,501 Bi) ® Iz,).
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Then the image 4 (g) of g in ['(M, f. (04 (=23"ic5,—1 Bi) ®17,) defines a
zero locus in M. Suppose that g can be chosen such that 1, (g) does not vanish
identically on F1, Es, - - -, Es,—1, then the zero locus Z(¢,(g)) = {x|va(g9)(z) =
0,2 € M} in M is nothing but the strict transform of Z(g) = {z|g(z) = 0,z €
M} under the 6y — 1—consecutive blowing ups.

By the choice of a we know that f*OM(—Q Yicso1 Bi) @Iz, =1z as
well. So the defining equation ¢, (g) vanishes along the length a + 1 sub-scheme
Za+1 D Z, automatically.

We demonstrate the existence of some counter-example violating the above
assertion in the following lemma After it is achieved, then the co-length
of fiOy (=237 <5, Fi) has to be exactly 3o and therefore the minimal do
violating the saturation condition can never exist. Then the proof of lemma
is finished. O

The following lemma supports the counter-example needed in the proof of
lemma P71

Lemma 28 Let M = C? and let T be a connected chain-like admissible graph
in adms(8y). As above fix a point b € Yr and therefore a &y-consecutive blowing
up of M at its origin 0. Let a be chosen as above and let Z,, Zo41 be the length a
and a+ 1 sub-schemes ofM defined above. Given any nonzero g € H°(M,Zy),
let g € HO(M, O,;) be the defining equation of the strict transform of the locus
Z(g) in M (well-defined up to a C* multiplication). Then there exists a nonzero
g € H°(C% 1) such that & € HO(M, 0y (23 cics,_1 Ei) ® Iz,) but & ¢

HO(M, 0y (21 ci<50-1 Bi) ©T2,.,)-

Proof of lemma P& By the embedded resolutions of singular curves in algebraic
surfaces, (for example consult 8B, page 160-166 of [Mum)]), the rational double
point in a singular curve in C2? defined by the equation 22 %0-1) can be
resolved into smooth points by consecutively blowing up dg — 1 times, each upon
the unique singular point of the intermediate strict transforms.

Algebraically blowing up a point corresponds to replacing the coordinates
(z,y) by (2,9 )(= £,y) (or (2',y') = (z,%)) in the defining equations. And
under the first set of change of variables the equation becomes

= y2(

_ T _ T _ _
x2 _ y2(50 1) (_ .y)2 _ y2(50 1) _ y/2((_)2 _ y/2(50 2)) _ yl2($€/2 _ y/2(60 2))'

Y

Firstly, the strict transformation of the zero locus in the one-point blowing
up of M at the origin, defined by 2’2 = /2(%=2)_ has a rational double point
(Aszs,—5 singularity) at 2’ = y’ = 0 and it intersects with the exceptional divisor
(defined locally by ¢’ = 0 here) with a singular multiplicity u = 2. By induction
one realizes that the original singular curve gets resolved into a smooth curve
after dop — 1 consecutively blowing ups and the resolved smooth curve intersects
with the last exceptional CP* (dual to Ejs,_1) at two distinct points. This
can be seen by observing that the o = 2 case corresponds to nothing but the
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ordinary double (nodal singular) point. The blowup sequence determined by
b € Yr determines a sequence of 6y — 1 points in a sequence of the first 6y — 1
exceptional P!, each representing an exceptional divisor in the intermediate
blowing ups. Apparently the blowing-up centers in resolving z? = y2(%—1
to a smooth curve may not be identical to the first dg — 1 blowing-up centers
determined by b € Yr. On the other hand, the change of variables on page
161, in the subsection (8.6) of [Mum] allows us to move the locations of the
intermediate singularities that are blown up. We proceed as the following.

Firstly notice that it requires at least 269 — 1 affine coordinate systems to
cover the 8y — 1 distinct exceptional P! of M + M and the punctured neigh-
borhood of M around 0. Let (x,y) be the affine coordinate of M at 0 and let
(X2i-1,Y2i—1), (®2i,y2:), 1 < i < §p — 1 be the dual affine coordinates on the
neighborhoods of the i—th exceptional P!. For a fixed i, they satisfy the follow-
ing transition rules T2i—1Y2i—1 = 24, ﬁ = Y2i. The locus Y2i—1 O To; = 0
corresponds to the i—th P!, To determine the transitions of coordinates among
different ¢, it suffices to work out the transition for the adjacent pairs.

The blowing up sequence determined by b determines dp—1 points vy, va, - - -, Vs, _1
in the 69 — 1 exceptional P! of M M, respectively.

Firstly focus on the exceptional P! representing the dp — 1-th divisor Es, 1.
Because Z; = vg,_1 is a point in this P!, either it is covered by the coordinate
system (25, -3, Y25,—3) With yas,—3 = 0, or it is at the origin of (xas5,—2, Y26,—2)
coordinate system.

By choosing either (u,v) = (Z25,—3, Y26,—3) OF (U, V) = (Y2502, T25,—2), We
assume that (u,v) is a coordinate system around the dy — 1—th exceptional
P! containing th point vs, 1 such that v = 0 defines the exceptional curve
locally and w is a local uniformizer of the exceptional curve. We choose the
constants o, 3 € C, and A € C in the quadratic polynomial gs,—1(u,v) =
(u — a)(u — B) + Av according to the value of a € {0, 1,2}.

Notice that when a # 8, the equation v?gs,—1(%,v) = u? — (a + Buwv +
aBv? + Av® = 0 represents a curve with a rational double point at the origin
of (u,v). We know that v = «, u = 8 are the affine coordinates of the two
intersection points of the resolved smooth curve with Es,_1, locally defined by
v=0.

Case 0: Suppose that a = 0, then set A = 0 and choose generic « and 3 to move
the two intersection points of the resolved smooth curve with the exceptional
curve Fs,_1 away from the blown up point Z; = vs,_1 off c M M.

Case 1: Suppose that a = 1. Firstly choose 8 = 5y such that u = (3 is the affine
coordinate of blown up point Z; in M. Thus the smooth curve resolved from the
nodal curve locally defined by v?gs,—1(%,v) = u? — (a4 B)uv + affv? + Av® = 0
vanishes along the length one sub-scheme Z;. Notice that in terms of the local
uniformizers (v — By),v at (o, 0) the first jets of gs,—1(u,v) are determined by
a — o and A. We choose a generic a, o # 5y and A such that the resolved
smooth curve does not vanish along the sub-scheme Z5. This is possible because
the length 2 sub-scheme Z5 C M determines a tangent direction of M at 7,
and the generic choices of a and A can prevent the locus gs,—1(u,v) = 0 from
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being tangent to this tangent direction specified by Zs at Z;.

Case 2: Suppose that a = 2. As before we choose 8 = Sy such that u = fy is
the affine coordinate of the blown up point Z; C P!. The rest of the discussion
depends on Zs explicitly. If the length two sub-scheme Z5 represents the tangent
direction to Es,_1 at Z, then we take a = [y and A # 0. If Z determines
a tangent direction of M at Zy other than the tangent direction of Fs,_; at
Z1, then we choose a pair of non-identically zero o # [y and A such that
the conic determined by the equation gs,—1(u,v) = 0 is tangent to this given
direction specified by Z;. Because the first jets of gs,—1 at (u,v) = (8o,0) are
not identically zero, it is apparent that the polynomial gs,—1 does not vanish
along Zs.

Definition 21 A polynomial f(z,y) € Clx,y] is said to be leaded by the variable
x of degree two if it only contains monomials xSyt with 0 < s < 2. It is said
to be leaded by the variable y of degree two if it only contains monomials of the
type 5yt with 0 <t < 2.

It is easy to observe that if a polynomial is leaded by = (or by y) of degree
two, then y2f(%, y) (or 2?f(z, L)), f(x+a-y,y) (or f(x,y-+bx)) are still leaded
by z (or by y) as well.

We employ the following inductive procedure with decreasing i, 1 < i <
o — 2, to determine the transition maps between different coordinate charts
and g;. Starting from gs,—1 = gi+1 with i = dg — 2.

Case I: If g;41 is leaded by x2;+1 or y2;12, then consider the following transition
rule.

(i). Suppose that the point v; is in the open subset of the i — th P! covered
by the coordinate system (x2;-1,0) with an affine coordinate (ag;—1,0), then
set ($2i71 - 0421'71) = Y2i+1T2i4+1, Y2i—1 = Y2i+1; ($2i71 - 0421'71) = T2+2,
Y2i—1 = T2i+2Y2i+2 for the coordinate transitions.

(ii). Suppose that the point v; is not in the open subset of P! covered by the
coordinate system (z2;—1,0), then it must be covered by the affine coordinate
system (0, y2;) with an affine coordinate ys; = 0. We set y2; = Z2;12Y2i+2,
Toi = X242} Y2i = Y2i+1, T2i = T2;4+1Y2i+1 for the coordinate transitions.

It is apparent that our choices of transition maps are consistent with the
transitions of dual coordinates (z2;4+1,Y2i+1) <> (T2i42, Y2i+2) defined earlier.

Define g; as (z2i—1 — ;)2gir1(Z2=2=% yo; 1) (in alternative (i)) or g; =

Y2i—1
y%igiﬂ(%, y2;) (in alternative (ii)) if g;11 is leaded by 2,11 of degree two.
Define g; as (z2i—1 — ;)?gis1(@2i-1 — i, z;’fﬁ) (in the alternative (i))
or gi = (x2i)*git1(2i, 2
degree two.
Case II:
If g;+1 is leaded by yo;41 or x9;42, we consider the following alternative
scheme instead.

) (in the alternative (ii)) if g; is leaded by ya2;42 of
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(i)’. If v; is in the open subset of the i—th P! covered by the coordinate system
(0,y2;) with an affine coordinate (0, 32;), then set (y2; — B2i) = T2i+1Y2i+1,
T2; = T2i4+15 (yQZ — ﬂQZ) = Y242, T2 = T2;+4+2Y2i+2 for the coordinate transitions.
(ii)’. If the point v; is not in the open subset of P! covered by the coordinate
system (0, y2;), it must be covered by the affine coordinate system (x2;—1,0)
with an affine coordinate z9;—1 = 0. Then we set yo; = Z2;4+1Y2i+1, T2; = T2i11;
Yo2i = Y2i4+2, T2i = Toi+2Y2i+2 for the coordinate transitions.

Define g; to be (y2; — 32)> ghLl(Uz:”mB2 ,Y2i — B2i) (in the alternative (i)’) or

ygigiﬂ(%, y2i) (in alternative (ii)’) if g;41 is leaded by a;42.
y21 Bai

Define g; to be x3,g;41 (72, ) (in the alternative (i)’) or 23, g;+1 (w2, Z—;Z)
(in alternative (ii)’) if g; 41 is leaded by y2it1-

It is easy to check that the two-variable polynomial g; is still leaded by one
of its variables of degree two.

If « > 1, decrease ¢ by one, ¢ — ¢ — 1, and repeat the above process until
i1=0.

Finally when i = 0, jump out of the defining loops and define'!? (x,y) =
(x1y1,y1) and (X,y) = (z2,22y2). Define go(x,y) =y gl( ,y) if g1 is leaded
by @1 or g of degree two. Define go(x,y) = x2¢g1(x, Y) if gy is leaded by 1 or
yo of degree two.

The union of the zero loci in M defined by g; = 0,0 < i < dyp— 1 on the
09 different coordinate charts form an algebraic curve intersecting F;, 1 < i <
0o — 1, with multiplicity two. By our construction of gs,—1 above, it vanishes
along Z, but not along Z,;. Because this curve is a divisor in M , it is defined by
a global section gy € HO(M, Oy (=23 1cics,—1 Ei)®Iz,). By our construction
we know that o & HO(M, 0y (=23 ;5.1 Bi) ®I7,,,).

The explicit form of gy on all 269 — 1 coordinate charts can be determined
by the ¢;,0 <i <y —1 (on the dy charts) and the transition maps among dual
charts covering E;. On the other hand, f|M Urcicay 1B ° <M — Ui<i<so—1E; —

113

M — 0 is an isomorphism under the blowing down map. Under this iden-
tification (x,y) = f*(2,9), go(x,y) defines a polynomial € HO(M,O);) =
Clz,y]. Because go is a global section of Oy (=23 ;5,1 Fi) ® Zz,, go €
HO(M f*( ( 221<1<50 1Ei)®IZa)):HO(MvIZ)-

The pair (go, go) satisfy the requirement in lemmaB28 So the proof of lemma
B8 is finished. O

From lemma P17 we know that for all chain-like T’y € admz(d), the scheme
Z defined by the ideal sheaf Ty = f.O (=235 E;) is of length 34.

This implies that for any chain-like Ty € admz(6), a point b € Yy, C Ms,
is in the image of My Xz, (Ms — Upea(s)Sr) if there exists a point ¢ € My
above b such that its image inside the § dimensional linear sub-system V under
My +— V lies in the kernel H*(M,Z;® L) of H*(M, L) — H°(M,0z®L). 1
the corresponding curve represented by the point ¢ vanishes along the length 35
sub-scheme Z.

113 Because we blow up 0 € M.
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By the 36 — 1-very ampleness condition on L and the argument of Géttsche’s
proposition 20, for generic choices of V' C |L| there can be no such curve. So
the proof of proposition 21l is complete. O

7 Appendix: The Relationship with the Gromov-
Witten Invariant

In the previous section, we have given an algebraic proof that the “number of
d-nodes nodal curves” in a general § dimensional linear-subsystem of |L| can
be expressed as a universal polynomial of L - L, L - ¢;(Kpr), c1(Kar)?, ca(M).
This “number of nodal curves” is understood in the sense of Gattsche (see
proposition ) and our proof involves the various constructions in the algebraic
family Seiberg-Witten theory. The reader working on Gromov-Witten invariant
may desire to understand the relationship between the “family Seiberg-Witten
invariant count” and the Gromov-Witten invariant count. As sometimes it may
lead to some misunderstanding of the result, so we offer some clarification here.

Firstly, for the difference between the usual “algebraic” Seiberg-Witten in-
variant (over B = pt) and the topological version of Seiberg-Witten invariant
(which is equivalent to the “right genus” Gromov-Witten invariant of an alge-
braic surface by [T1], [T2], [T3] and [IP]), please consult sub-section 4.3.1 of
[Liu3]. So we will focus on the difference of our “number of nodal curves” and
the usual “wrong genera” Gromov-Witten invariant.

Given a holomorphic line bundle L on M, the adjunction formula, C? 4
c1(Kar) - C =2¢(C) —2 with C = ¢1(L), predicts a preferred genus of curves in
|L]. An identical adjunction formula holds in the pseudo-holomorphic category
as well. Taubes had used the pseudo-holomorphic curve counting of the preferred
genus in developing his “SW=Gr" theorem, [T1], [T2], [T3] etc.

On the other hand, in the standard GW invariant the genus of the source
curve is not pre-determined by the class C = c¢;(L) € H?(M,Z). In fact,
for all ¢ € N, it makes sense to define the genus g Gromov-Witten invariant
GW,4(C') which enumerates the virtual number of (pseudo-)holomorphic maps
representing C' € H?(M,Z) from source curves with genus g.

The fundamental observation which relates the “nodal curve counting” with
the number GW,(C) is that a genus g < g(C) (pseudo)-holomorphic curve tends
to develop ¢g(C) — C nodal singularities. It is because a (pseudo)-holomorphic
map from a genus g, g < ¢(C) curve, ¥, mapping into M cannot be em-
bedded (or it violates the adjunction formula) and tends to develop isolated
singularities in its image (if it is not multiple-covered or bubbling off multiple
coverings of two spheres). The nodal curve singularities are preferred because of
dimension reason. Suppose that the image of ¥, has developed singularities at
x1,%2, -+, Tk € M with singular multiplicities my,ms, - - -, my for some k € N.

Then the adjunction formula for singular curves, exercise 1.3 and corollary
3.7 of chapter V of [Ha], implies that
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29— 24> mi(m; —1) = C* + c1(Kur) - C.
i<k

On the other hand for g > 2, the expected dimension of the Gromov-Witten
moduli space is equal to

C2+01(KM)'C mz(mz—l) 02—61(KM)'O ml(ml—l)
* 2 P> 2 B 2 > 2

/ c(M)—2(g—1)+dimcMy = —c1(Ku)-C
g i<k i<k

where w is both (i). the expected dimension of Gromov-Taubes
moduli space (see Taubes [T3]) and (ii). The C dependent term of the sur-
face Riemann-Roch formula and closely related to the dimension of the (non-
)linear system associated to a given C € H?(M,Z). On the other hand, the
expected dimension of algebraic curves carrying k singularities with multiplic-
ities my, ma, -+, my is at most w - ZKK&(@ — 2). Because
m(m—1) < m(m+1)—4 for m > 2 and the equality saturates only when m = 2,
the curves with singular multiplicities > 2 are of lower dimensions in the moduli
space of genus g curves. A closer look at the type of the curve singularity shows
that any double point other than nodal (A;) singularity drops the complex di-
mension of the deformation space of curves by at least two. Therefore a generic
genus g immersed curve dual to C develop § = g(C) — g nodal singularities.

When one works in the C*° category and perturbs the almost complex struc-
tures of the algebraic surface M to a generic one, one expects the pseudo-
holomorphic maps to develop nodal singularities. Thus both family Seiberg-
Witten invariant of C' —23", ., s E; and Gryc)—s(C) are objects enumerating
d-nodes curve dual to C.

The fundamental question we have to clarify and answer is,
Question: Do 5 AFSWiy, s (ayes v xran) (1 C =21 <4< 2Ei) and the Ruan-
Tian version of GW(¢)—s(C) “always” enumerate the “number of nodal curves”
in a totally identical way?

Certainly there are many important cases that they do enumerate the same
numbers, e.g. when C is a primitive cohomology class of a K3 or T, etc.

But the general answer of this question is “No”. In the following we offer an
explanation of the causes.

1. The Gromov-Witten invariant enumerates the “number of (pseudo)-holomorphic
maps” instead of immersed curves (viewed as divisors in M). When the co-
homology class C is primitive, i.e. it is not a multiple of any other element
in H2(M,Z), each holomorphic map determines uniquely a nodal curve and
vice versa. But when C becomes non-primitive, sometimes there can be mul-
tiple coverings of holomorphic maps such that the image (without counting
multiplicity) is dual to %C , for some m € N. These multiple coverings of
holomorphic maps contribute to GWy(c)—s(C) as well. But they do not cor-
respond to immersed nodal curve dual to C' and are mostly ignored by the
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scheme of family invariant. In general, the object GW,(C) is Q valued, re-
flecting the orbifold structure of the space M, ,. On the other hand, either

STAFSW scrnyps v xran (1, C=2 3,5 Ei) or L AFSWiscten pos s x gy (1 C—
23 i< Ei) is always integral valued.

2. In the algebraic category, it is highly non-trivial to make the appropriated
moduli space of curves defined as the zero locus of a transversal algebraic sec-
tion. This applies to both family Seiberg-Witten invariant and Gromov-Witten
invariant. When the moduli space is not transversal, one interprets the invari-
ants as some types of virtual number counts. Without any transversality re-
sult, the correspondence between algebraic family Seiberg-Witten invariant and
Gromov-Witten invariant is not transparent at all. If one decides to work in-
stead in the symplectic (pseudo-holomorphic) category, it is usually easier to get
the transversality result of the appropriated moduli spaces by choosing generic
almost complex structures tamed by a simplectic structure on M. On the other
hand, at this moment it is not clear how to define the “number of nodal singular
curves” of a general symplectic four-manifold without selecting special classes
C or almost complex structures J. In the situation when one can make sure the
cut down moduli space consists of a finite number pseudo-holomorphic nodal
singular curves, one has to identify the algebraic family Seiberg Witten invari-
ant with its topological cousin “Family Seiberg-Witten invariant” and employ
the technique of Taubes’ “SW=Gr” to compare the solutions to family Seiberg-
Witten equations and the smooth curve resolved from the nodal singular curves
in M.

Unluckily the gluing machineries of Taubes in his seminal long papers [T1],
[T2], falls out of the algebraic category. Thus one may desire a purely algebraic
method to determine the family algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariants or relate
them with the Gromov-Witten invariant.

3. In Goéttsche’s definition, the “number of nodal curves” is defined for L to
be 56 — 1—very ample. Under this assumption, there is a well defined integer,
gotten by counting the discrete number (with multiplicities) of nodal curves. On
the other hand, when L fails to be 56 — 1—very ample, generally speaking we
do not expect %A}—SW?WHIx{tL}Hng{tL}(laC =23 .5 Ei) to calculate the
number of nodal curves. In general, we have to subtract all the contributions
from type IT exceptional curves [Liu6] as well. The result is usually manifold
dependent and involves some generalization of the technique used in this paper.

One exception is the case that M = K3 or T% when all the contribu-
tions from type II exceptional curves are known to vanish due to the fact
SW(2C) = 0 for any C € H*(M,Z), M = K3 or M = T*. The details
about the contribution of the type II curve multiple-coverings will be devel-
oped in a separated article and we do not elaborate it here. In these cases, the
numbers %A]—'SW}‘WHI w (M) My x1 (M) (1 C =237, 5 ;) are actually equal to
“the number of nodal singular curves” dual to C, understood as a virtual in-
tersection number. When C' is primitive, this number coincides with the usual
Gromov-Witten invariant ([BL1], [BL2]). When C is not primitive, the number
of immersed nodal singular curves dual to C differ from the usual Gromov-
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Witten invariant count as the former does not count the multiple covering maps
of curves from the fractional multiples of C. This fact can be seen from the
discrepancy between the Yau-Zaslow formula and Gathman’s calculation [Gat]
of GW4(C) of a 2-multiple of a primitive class in the K3 lattice.

In Gathman’s calculation, he considers an algebraic K3 surface which is the
double-covering of P? ramified along a generic sextic curve. He considers the
class C, C? = 5, to be twice of the pull-back of the hyperplane class from P? and
the answer he got for GWo(C) was N5+ g Na, where Y75 Nsq® =TI~ W
is the generating function of the Yau-Zaslow formula. In his calculation, he
had used a degenerated complex structure to enumerate curves and the 176256
rational curves from his (i)., (ii)., and (iii)(b). can be thought to be the degen-
erations from nodal pseudo-holomorphic rational curves of generic S? families
of almost complex structures. On the other hand, the 324 rational curves from
his (iii).(a). are honest double coverings of primitive rational curves and can
not be degenerated from immersed pseudo-holomorphic nodal curves.

This example indicates clearly that Yau-Zaslow conjecture is not about the
prediction of Gromov-Witten invariant at all. The prediction of Yau-Zaslow
conjecture coincides with the Gromov-Witten calculation only for the primitive
classes when the multiple coverings addressed in 1. do not occur. Therefore it is
dangerous to mix up “the number of nodal rational curves” with “the number
of holomorphic maps to rational curves” and identify them conceptually.

Moreover when the class C is not primitive, in Gathman’s calculation the
contributions from the multiple coverings does show up in the correction term
and it is desirable to find out the relationship between them explicitly.

In the symplectic category if one can prevent the discrete number of pseudo-
holomorphic maps with nodal curve images to converge to some multiple cover-
ing of curves in the most general content (this is not achieved at this moment),
then a multiple covering formula (presumably determined by certain intersection
numbers on M, ,,) should allow us to relate the number of nodal singular curves
dual to C' with the numbers GW,(C') and the formula should be of combinatorial
nature.

4. When the geometric genus p,, is greater than zero. The usual GW,(C) counts
are mostly zero except for a finite number of classes (direct related to the so-
called Seiberg-Witten basic classes for Kahler surfaces). Yet AFSW™ still picks
up non-trivial contributions. This can be seen by the lower ¢ formula calcu-
lated by Vainsencher/Kleiman&Piene[][]. The reason behind the discrepancy is
that GW,(C) (like Taubes’ version of Gromov-Taubes invariant) are symplectic
invariants. The algebraic surfaces are Seiberg-Witten simple type that classes
with positive moduli space dimension 02_01(%)0 have vanishing invariants.

Algebraically it is reflected in the fact that there is a p, difference between the

w (assuming ¢(M) = 0) and

C%2—C-c1(Kar)

dimension of the projective space pg +

the expected Gromov-Taubes dimension of the curve 5
For a very ample line bundle L such that Kj; ® L is ample, this gives a
trivial rank p, complex obstruction sub-bundle above M, = |L|, which causes
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the usual Seiberg-Witten invariant of ¢;(L) = C and the sub-sequent family
invariant of C'— >, m;E; to vanish.

This is why the hyperwinding families of K3 or T had been used to count
the nodal curves in [Liul]. The algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariants and the
family algebraic Seiberg-Witten invariants are defined such that for such L, they
remove the trivial rank p, obstruction bundle from |L| and shift the expected
dimension of the moduli space up by p,. This causes the algebraic family
Seiberg-Witten invariants to be “enumeration invariants” but not the usual
symplectic invariants under deformation. The way that we realize ASW or
AFSW*, etc. to be invariants is through a different route: After calculating
ASW, AFSW or the modified invariants AFSW™, they can be expressed in
terms of some datum which depend on only the homotopic type of the algebraic
surface and C.

5. Another significant difference between the algebraic family Seiberg-Witten in-
variant of immersed curves and the Gromov-Witten invariant of maps is that (as-
suming p, = 0 for simplicity) when the appropriated moduli spaces are transver-
sal and the dimensions of the compactifying boundary components drop, the
former object enumerates all the irreducible as well as reducible nodal singular
curves dual to C while GW,(C') encodes only the irreducible nodal curves dual to
C'. The rough reason is that according to Taubes, SW(2C — ¢1(Kar)) = Gr(C)
enumerates the connected as well as disconnected smooth curves dual to C.
Based on this philosophy that the enumeration of the family invariants of a
given family should include connected as well as dis-connected smooth curves
within a family, the modified family invariants of the universal families also
enumerate reducible nodal curves where two curves intersect at normal crossing
singularities (and the normal crossing singularities get resolved after the blow-
ing ups). On the other hand, reducible nodal curves with multiple irreducible
components can not be the pseudo-holomorphic image of irreducible Riemann
surface. Thus, reducible nodal curves can only be viewed as the images of semi-
stable maps while the source curve is parametrized by a point in the boundary
point M, — M, ,, for some pair of (g,n), and is of lower expected dimension.

This symptom is purely of combinatorial nature and should be cured by
re-developing the generating series.
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