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Wall-Crossings in Toric Gromov—Witten Theory I:
Crepant Examples
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Let X be a Gorenstein orbifold with projective coarse moduli gpaand letY be

a crepant resolution of. We state a conjecture relating the genus-zero Gromov—
Witten invariants ofX" to those ofY, which differs in general from the Crepant
Resolution Conjectures of Ruan and Bryan—Graber, and puaveonjecture when

X =P(,1,2) andX =P(1, 1,1, 3). As a consequence, we see that the original
form of the Bryan—Graber Conjecture holds fé(tl, 1, 2) but is probably false for
P(1,1,1,3). Our methods are based on mirror symmetry for toric ofd§o

53D45; 14N35, 83E30

1 Introduction

Inthis paper we use mirror symmetry to determine the retatigp between the quantum
orbifold cohomology of an orbifoldY and the quantum cohomology of a crepant
resolutionY of X in the casest = P(1,1,2) andX =P(1, 1,1, 3).

A Picture From Physics

Quantum cohomology and quantum orbifold cohomology ocaistiing theory as a
small part of a much larger picture. There is supposed to bedutinspace of physical
theories — thestringy Kahler moduli spaceM — and a bundle of algebras over this
moduli space formed by the chiral rings of the theories. Neaain limit points ofM,
calledlarge radius limit pointsor cusps the bundle of algebras is given by the quantum
cohomology or quantum orbifold cohomology of a target sp&Gceat a general point
of M, however, there will be no such description.

More precisely, near each cusp there are distinguisheddinates onM, calledflat
co-ordinatesand a distinguished trivialization of the bundle, calldthgtrivialization,
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such that when expressed in flat co-ordinates and with respdue flat trivialization
the bundle of algebras is isomorphic to the quantum orbifoldomology algebra of
X. From this point of view, theuuantum parameters; @ccurring in the definition of
the quantum produttare exponentiated flat co-ordinates on a neighbourhoodeof th
corresponding cusp M.

Different cusps can correspond to different target spaesin particular the quantum
orbifold cohomology QCY) of X and the quantum cohomology QQ(of a crepant
resolutionY of X are expected to come from different cusps of the same moduli
spaceM. Since QC{) and QCY) are supposed to be parts of the same global
family of algebras this motivates the conjecture, made imoua forms by various
authors and discussed in detail below, that @Céand QCY) coincide after analytic
continuation in quantum parameters. We have already semveuer, the first hint
that this conjecture is probably tooima in general: one should also take into account
whether or not the flat co-ordinates near the cusps assod¢@t®€ and toY coincide
after analytic continuation.

Overview of our Results

In what follows we build on work of Givental and Barannikovdonstruct a rigorous
version of this physical picture in the casads= P(1,1,2) and X = P(1,1,1,3).
Our key tool is (mathematical) mirror symmetry for toric ofds. Rather than give

a global construction of the stringy &ller moduli spaceM — we do not know
how to do this — we instead construct the so-calBechodel moduli spacé1g and
then identify subsets near certain cuspshty with the subsets of\f on which the
guantum cohomology of and the quantum orbifold cohomology &f are defined.
The B-model moduli spacé g is expected to coincide under (string theoretic) mirror
symmetry with the stringy Ehler moduli spaceM, but it has the advantage that we
can give it rigorous mathematical meaning.

We construct Mg from the toric data — it is the toric orbifold associated t@ th

secondary fan for the crepant resolutidrof X'. Rather than constructing just a family
of algebras overtMpg we construct a significantly finer structure calledvaiation

of semi-infinite Hodge structurer VSHS. This VSHS determines, as we will see
in Section2.2 below, a family of algebras oveMpg. It also, together with some

extra data canonically associated to each cusp, deterrftae®-ordinates and a flat

trivialization near each cusp, and allows us to compare #tesfiuctures associated

1See Sectio2.4below for the definition.
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to different cusps. The VSHS here consists of a vector bukdle Mg with flat
connection and a family of subspackg, y € Mg, in the fibers ofV. The vector
bundle V is infinite-dimensional and the subspad&gare in an appropriate serse
semi-infinite. The family of subspaced,} is an analog of a variation of Hodge
structure and it satisfies a version of Griffiths transvéssal- see Sectior2.2 The
extra data at each cusp consists obpposite subspacand adilaton shift Fix a cusp

in Mg and choose near that cusp. By parallel transport one can, for eaehMg,
regard Ex as a subspace of the fibst, and thus define &miting Hodge structure
Eim C Vy associatetito the cusp. The opposite subspace associated to the cusp is a
subspacé&/_ of Vy such thaE;m ®V_ = Vy, and the dilaton shiftis a non-zero element
of E;m. The opposite subspadé_ is uniquely determined by monodromy properties
— it is required to be invariant under the local monodromyuabthe cusp — and a
homogeneity condition (Theore®5); V_ is the analog of thaveight filtrationon a
limiting mixed Hodge structure.

We will see below that wher¥ = P(1,1,2), so its crepant resolutiolY is the
Hirzebruch surfacef,, the opposite subspaces at the cuspgv6§ associated tot’
and toY agree under parallel transport Wi. This implies that the flat structures
determined byX and Y agree: that not only the families of algebras Q¢(and
QC(Y), but also the flat trivializations and flat co-ordinatesoagsted toX andY, are
related by analytic continuation. We deduce:

Theorem 1.1 Let X = P(1,1,2) andY = FF,. There is a linear isomorphism
© : H,,(X; C) — H*(Y; C) between the Chen—Ruan orbifold cohomologybfand

the cohomology oY such that the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebra of
X with quantum parametay and the small quantum cohomology algebraYowith
quantum parametets, gy are isomorphic vi&® , after analytic continuation it , qp)

and the substitution

(1) th=-1 02 = 1/0Q
An explicit formula for © is given as equatiof69) below. Furthermore, the map

© and the specializatiofil) identify the quantum cohomology Frobenius manifolds
associated té& andy .

We will see further that whe/” = P(1, 1, 1, 3), so its crepant resolutioYi is the scroll

IF3, the opposite subspaces at the cuspstf associated tét’ and toY do not agree
under parallel transport id. This implies that the flat structures determinedbyand

Y are different they do not agree under analytic continuation. We have:

We considelE, to be an element of the Segal-Wilson Grassmannian, of
*Here Eim is roughly speaking the limit o, C Vy, asx approaches the cusp.



4 Tom Coates, Hiroshi Iritani and Hsian-Hua Tseng

Theorem 1.2 Let X = P(1,1,1,3) andY = F3. There is a linear isomorphism
©(q), which depends non-trivially oq, betweerH,(X; C) andH*(Y; C) such that
the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebra Xf with quantum parameteq
and the small quantum cohomology algebra afvith quantum parameterg , gy are
isomorphic viad(q), after analytic continuation i, gp) followed by the substitution

2 =1 o = V0.
The isomorphismB(q) matches the Poincaipairing onH*(Y; C) with the orbifold
Poincaé pairing onH;,(X; C).

An explicit formula for©(q) can be found in Sectio8.10 Note that the isomorphism
O(g) cannot be induced by any isomorphism of the quantum cohmygdFrobenius
manifolds associated t& andY, as it depends non-trivially oq.

Mirror Symmetry

Let us call the VSHS which we construct tBemodel VSHSMirror symmetry iden-
tifies the B-model VSHS with an object familiar in Gromov—Wit theory. Givental
has observed that if one encodes genus-zero Gromov-Witt@miants of X' in a
certairf Lagrangian submanifoldCy of a symplectic vector spacky then many
seemingly-complicated statements in Gromov—Witten theoe in fact simple geo-
metric assertions abouty [27]. Mirror symmetry identifies the B-model VSHS with
the so-called A-model VSHS, which consistsloé family of tangent spaces to Given-
tal's Lagrangian submanifoldCy. The A-model VSHS is canonically trivialized —
it is a family of subspaces of a fixed vector spd¢e — and mirror symmetry here
asserts that the B-model VSHS, expressed with respect flathevialization near the
cusp corresponding t&’, coincides with the family of tangent spacesdg . In the
cases at hand this follows from mirror theorems due to Gal¢ab] and Coates—Corti—
Lee-Tseng14]; it implies in particular that the family of algebra struoés overMpg
determined by the B-model VSHS coincides near the cuspstgfwith the quantum
orbifold cohomology ofY andY.

The Crepant Resolution Conjecture

The results we prove have the following consequence wher= P(1,1,2) and
P(1,1,1,3). We conjecture that this holds in general.

“This encoding is described in Secti@r8below; here the key point is that knowingy is
equivalent to knowing all genus-zero Gromov—Witten inaats of X'.
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Conjecture 1.3 Suppose tha#’ is an orbifold with projective coarse moduli space
X, and thatY is a crepant resolution of. Let Ly C Hxy be Givental’s Lagrangian
submanifold forX', and letLy C Hy be Givental's Lagrangian submanifold fur.
Then there exists a linear symplectic isomorphim Hx — Hy, satisfying the
conditions enumerated [[T1) below, such that after analytic continuation©f and
Ly we haVEU(ﬁx) =Ly.

We have not defined y and Ly at this point, so Conjecturk 3is necessarily slightly
vague; we give a precise statement as Conjeciutebelow. As we will see in
Sections3 and4, the symplectic transformatioi here records the effect of parallel
transport in the B-model VSHS (i.e. of parallel transporthe fibers of the vector
bundleV — Mpg).

Conjecturel.3is our version of the Crepant Resolution Conjecture. We nisaugs
its relationship to earlier versions of the Crepant Regmu€onjecture formulated by
Ruan and by Bryan—Graber. For the rest of this sectionXldbe an orbifold with
projective coarse moduli spaeeand letY be a crepant resolution .

The first attempt to describe the relationship between thel grpantum cohomology
algebra ofY and the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebratois due to Ruan.
He conjectured that the small quantum orbifold cohomoldgyt’ds isomorphic to the
algebra obtained from the small quantum cohomology diy analytic continuation
in quantum parameters followed by specializing some ofdéhusrameters to roots
of unity. Theoremsl.1 and 1.2 prove the Ruan Conjecture fot = P(1,1,2) and
X =1P(1,1, 1, 3); the relationship between our Conjecture and the RuapeCame is
discussed further in Sectidn4.

A significant strengthening of the Ruan Conjecture has bemposed by Bryan—Graber
[7]. They have modified their conjecture in the light of the epdas in this paper, but
initially they asserted that the quantum cohomology Frakeemanifolds associated to
X andY become isomorphic after analytic continuation in quant@amameters. Thus
Theoreml.1 proves the original form of the Bryan—Graber Conjecturelf¢t, 1, 2),
but Theoreml.2 does notprove the original form of the Bryan—Graber Conjecture
for P(1,1,1,3). In Theorem5.10 below we show that if the orbifold cohomology
of X satisfies a Hard Lefschetz property — this property holdsXoe= P(1,1, 2)
but not for X = P(1,1, 1, 3) — then our Conjecture implies the original form of the
Bryan—Graber Conjecture. In general, however, our Comjectoes notimply the
original Bryan—Graber Conjecture and we expect that therlas false. The most
recent version of the Bryan—Graber Conjecture includesitvel Lefschetz condition
as a hypothesis.
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We should emphasize that our results héoenot show thatt = P(1,1,1,3) is a
counterexample to the original form of the Bryan—Graberj€cmre. Itis possible that
there is a different path of analytic continuation and aedléht choice of specialization
(2) which produces an isomorphism of Frobenius manifolds. vigithink that this is
unlikely. Conjecturel.3 expresses the relationship between the quantum cohomology
algebras oft = P(1, 1, 1, 3) andY = [F3 which is forced upon us by mirror symmetry;
in this sense it is the natural conjecture to make. Furthegrtiee original form of the
Bryan—Graber Conjecture ignores some flexibility in paftthe structure — thdlat
trivialization andflat co-ordinates— which topological string theory suggests should
be background dependent rather than fixed. So we see no dmgpehson for the
original form of the Bryan—Graber Conjecture to hold. Coftyeel.3has been proved
in a number of local toric Calabi—Yau examples by Coafigd, [and in forthcoming
work Iritani will prove it for general toric crepant biratial transformations3g].

Singularity Theory

Our results also have consequences in singularity theosy.calstruct the B-model
VSHS from a so-called.andau—Ginzburg model Singularity theorists have long
known how to construct the germ of a Frobenius manifold froommadau—Ginzburg
model: for local singularities (germs of isolated hypeface singularities) this is due
to Kyoji Saito [46] and Morihiko Saito #7]; for global singularities (our case) this is
due to Douai—Sabbali §]. It has long been known also that there are in general many
possible germs of Frobenius structures for a given sintgylain our language, this
is the statement that one can choose from many possible ippobspaces. From
this point of view, the content of this paper is that more glotonsiderations —
monodromy and homogeneity properties — single out a caabojmposite subspace
associated to each cusp, and that the opposite subspaocemteskto different cusps
can be compared via analytic continuation.

Plan of the Paper

In Section2 we fix notation and develop our general theory: we define tiana of
semi-infinite Hodge structure, introduce Givental's syaapic formalism, and explain
what we mean by mirror symmetry. In Secti®dwe analyze the cas€ = P(1, 1,1, 3),
proving Theorenmi.2and Conjecturd.3. The argument which proves Theordm and
Conjecturel.3for X = P(1, 1, 2) is very similar and we summarize it in Sectibnin
Sectiorb we describe a more detailed version of ConjeciuBand prove that itimplies
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the most recent form of the Bryan—Graber Conjecture. Weladeawith an Appendix
A describing the Mellin—Barnes method for analytic conétion of hypergeometric
functions.
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2 Variations of Semi-Infinite Hodge Structure

In this section we fix notation for Gromov-Witten invarignggve an introduction
to Barannikov’s theory of variations of semi-infinite Hodgeucture, indicate how
this meshes with Givental’s geometric approach to Gromattew theory, and ex-
plain what we mean by mirror symmetry. We assume that theeraadamiliar with
guantum cohomology and quantum orbifold cohomology. Thantum cohomol-
ogy and Gromov-Witten theory of algebraic varieties hawnlguite widely studied:
good introductions to the field include Fulton—Pandhamjgaf22], Cox—Katz [L7],
and Horiet al. [32]. The quantum cohomology and Gromov-Witten theory of orb-
ifolds were introduced into mathematics by Chen and Rdanifl] in the setting of
symplectic geometry; an algebro-geometric version of i@ty has been developed
by Abramovich, Graber, and VistollL[2]. An overview of this material, in compat-
ible notation, can be found in Section 2 of Coates—Corti-{Iseng 14]. Givental
introduced his formalism inZ6] and gave an expository account of it &i7].
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2.1 Notation and Conventions

We work in the algebraic category and ov&r by “manifold” we mean “smooth
projective algebraic variety” and we use the terms “orbifadnd “smooth Deligne—
Mumford stack” interchangeably. Introduce notation atofes.

X a compact orbifold

X the inertia stack of. A point of ZX is a pair &, g) with x a point
of X andg € Auty(X)

I the involution ofZX which sendsx, g) to (x, g~ 1)

Hp(X; C)  the Chen—Ruan orbifold cohomology groupsiaf These are the
cohomology group$i* (ZX'; C) of the inertia stack

age a rational number associated to each compotierftthe inertia
stack. The grading on orbifold cohomology is shifted by the:a
a € HP(Xj; C) has degree deg = p + 2 ageft})

(a,8),, theorbifold Poinca pairing [;, a U1*4

Eff(X) the set of degrees of representable maps from possiligsta
curves toX (i.e. of degrees of effective curves i)
(r) the fractional part — |r| of a rational number

Example 2.1 Weighted projective spac@®(wp, w1, ...,W,) is the stack quotient
[(C™1 —{0})/C*] whereC* acts with weights—wp, ..., —W,. Components of
the inertia stack oP(wp, . .., w,) are indexed by

F:{Wﬁi‘ogk<wi,0§i§n}

via:
TPWo, ..., wn) = [ P(V)
feF
Here
Vi = {(x0, .., %) € C™! | x = 0 unlesswif € Z}
and

P(V') = [(V' - {0}) /]

so thatP (V") consists of those points @(wo, . . ., Wy) with isotropy group containing
exp(2rif) € C*. ThelocusP (V") isitself a weighted projective space. The involution
| maps the componeit(V') to the componenP (V(~="). The age of?(Vf) c T is
(—Wof )+« + (—wif).
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Example 2.2 The orbifold cohomology of(1, 1, 2) is
Hon(P(L,1,2;C) = H' (P(V°); C) & H(P(V3);C)
where:
P(V°) = P(1,1,2) age= 0
B(VZ) =P(2) age 1

The involution| is trivial.

Example 2.3 The orbifold cohomology of(1,1, 1, 3) is
Ha(P(L,1,1,3);,C) = H' (P(V?);C) & H2(P(V3); C) & H'}(P(V5); C)

where:

P(V°) =P(1,1,1,3) age=0
P(V3) = P(3) age= 2
P(V3) = P(3) age= 1

The involution| exchangeﬁ"(vé) and P(V%) .

2.1.1 Generators and Bases for Homology and Orbifold Cohomogy

We now fix notation for the homology and orbifold cohomolodttte spaces which
we will consider. When discussing = P(1, 1, 2):

1o isthe fundamental class Bf(\V°)

L is the fundamental class E’f(v%)
p s the first Chern class (O(1)) € H3(X; C)
and:
$o=1o $1=p ¢ = p° ¢3 =11
¢° = 2p° o' =2p ¢ =21o ¢° =21,
Note that, here and belowig;, ¢/) = 6.

When discussing the Hirzebruch surfdtg which is the projective bundB(O(—2)®
O) over P*:

py s the class itH?(FF,; C) Poincaé-dual to a fiber
p2 is the class iH?(FF,; C) Poincaé-dual to the infinity section
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and:

po=1 $1=p1 2 = P2 ¢3 = p1p2
¢° = pip2 ot =p2 ¢’ =p =1

The surfacdF; is the toric variety corresponding to the fan in Figare

Figure 1: The fan for the toric variefiy,.

It can therefore (see for examplé, [Chapter VII]) be constructed as the quotient of
(C2 - {0}) x (C2—{0}) by the action of(C*)?

sX

sy
stz

tw

(s,1):

S N < X

and its cohomology ring is

H* (F2; C) = Clp, p2l/ (P2, P3 — 2p1p2) -

When discussingt = P(1, 1,1, 3):
1o is the fundamental class Bf(V°)

1 is the fundamental class B’f(v%)
1z is the fundamental class Bi(V3)
p s the first Chern class (O(1)) € H3(X; C)

and:
bo=1 d1=p  G=p" d3=p da=11 ¢5=1:
o°=3p° o'=3" =3 =8l ¢'=31; =3

When discussing the projective bundig = P(O(—3) & ©) over P?:
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p1 isthe class iH?(F3; C) Poincaé-dual to the preimage ifi; of a
hyperplane irP?
p2 s the class iH?(F3; C) Poincaé-dual to the infinity section

and:
$po=1 ¢° = pipz
¢1= % Ot = pip2
$2 = % ¢* = P2
g3 = 2 —33p1 ¢ = —p1(p2 — 3p1)
¢4=—M ¢* = p2 — 3p
5 = % ¢° =3

The scrollF3 is the toric variety corresponding to the fan with rays

SN

and three-dimensional cones spanned by

{e1, &, €4}, {€1, 63, €4}, {€2, &3, €4}, {€1, €&, 65}, {€1, €3, 65}, {&, €3, 65}

It can be constructed as the quotient (@* — {0}) x (C?—{0}) by the action of
2
()

—s | sz
s 3tu
tv

(s.1):

< ©C N X

and its cohomology ring is

H* (F3; C) = C[py, p2]/ (P3, P5 — 3p1p2) -
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2.1.2 Gromov-Witten Invariants and Quantum Cohomology

We denote Gromov—-Witten invariants using correlatorstimgj with notation as in
[14):

3) (b, anpfe) = / e vt

g,nd i=1
The integral here means cap product with the virtual fundaaielass. If any of the
ki are non-zero ther8j is called agravitational descendant

Double correlators denote generating functions for Grediditten invariants:

. . d . .
(4) ((Oé]ﬂ/)ll, R akwlk>>f = Z Z % <0417/)I1> cee 7O‘k¢lk> TyTyeun 7T>8jn+k7d

deEff(x) n>0
wherer € Hy,(X; C) and:
4 [Qle X =P(1,1,2) orP(1,1,1,3)
Q= JaPr ~JaP2 _
These generating functions are formal series in the caates 72, 72,... 7N of
7 =111+ ...+ ™N¢n and the variable®QY2 or QY3 or Q1, Q.. We make these
latter variables, which are included to make the sed¢sdgnverge, into elements of
our ground ringA, setting:
CIQY3]  whenXx =P(1,1,2)
A=<C[QY?]] whenXx =P(1,1,1,3)
(CI[Q]_, Q2]| whenX =Foor X = F3
A is called theNovikov ring For later use, we define the rings:

Cl4[QY?] whenx =P(1,1,2)

Az} = (C[4[QY3] whenX =P(1,1,1,3)
C[4[Q1,Q,] whenX =TF,or X =TF;
ClzzY[QY3] whenXx =P(1,1,2)
Mzz Y ={ClzzY[QY3]] whenX =P(1,1,1,3)
Clzz Y[ Q1,Q2] whenX =TFoor X =3

Thegenus-zero descendant potentialXfis

d
ot )= Y 3 200

deEff(x) n>0
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wherety, ty, . .. are orbifold cohomology classes @handt(v)) = to+t1y+t2+
This is a formal power series in the co-ordinatgsof t = tlg; + ... + tNoy with
Taylor coefficients given by genus-zero Gromov—Witten irauats:

th .
]:‘9((1:0, tl, .. . Z Z <¢a1¢ qzbazrlzz)kz L) qbanq/}kn>ox7n’d

deEff(X) kq,....kn
n>0 «a1,...,Qn

Thebig quantum orbifold cohomologyf X is the family of A-algebra structures on
Hop(X's A) defined by

(5) (Ba* 08, Dy) gy = (D s D9)7 -

This family of products , is parametrized by in a formal neighbourhood of zerdn
Hep(X; C). Thesmall quantum orbifold cohomology X is arelated family of algebra

structures orH,,(A'; C) which will be described in detail in Sectidh4. Itis defined,

roughly speaking, by restricting the parameten . to lie in H3(X'; C) C Hp(X; C).

Remark 2.4 If X is a manifold then orbifold cohomology, quantum orbifolchoe
mology, the orbifold Poinc&rpairing, and orbifold Gromov—Witten invariants coincide
respectively with usual cohomology, usual quantum cohomlthe usual Poincar
pairing, and usual Gromov-Witten invariants.

2.2 Variations of Semi-Infinite Hodge Structure

The key notion in this paper is that ofvariation of semi-infinite Hodge structure
or VSHS. This was introduced by Barannikoy] [as part of his study of higher-
dimensional mirror symmetry. VSHSs occur both in the mathigral version of the
A-model (quantum cohomology and Gromov-Witten theory) iarttie mathematical
version of the B-model (singularity theory and Landau—®urg models). As we will
see, mirror symmetry in this context amounts to the assettiat the VSHS associated
with an A-model is isomorphic to the VSHS associated wittBishodel mirror.

A more traditional formulation of mirror symmetry is as thguality of certain families

of Frobenius algebras: small quantum cohomology on thed&-and certain Jacobi
rings on the B-side. As mentioned in the Introduction, one chtain a family of
Frobenius algebras from a VSHS by choosingpposite subspaand adilaton shift

In good cases — in thminiversalsituation — a VSHS, an opposite subspace, and a

®This just means that the right-hand side 5¥i6 a formal power series in the co-ordinates

72, N of 7.
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dilaton shift together determine a Frobenius manifold im $ense of Dubrovinlpj;
this is also known as #at structurein the sense of Kyoji Saitodg]. The method
of constructing flat structures which we describe here wagnailly developed by
Morihiko Saito 7] in the context of singularity theory, and was reformulaieterms
of VSHSs and applied to mirror symmetry by Barannik6éy: [

Notation 2.5 Let C{z,z 1} denote the ring of Laurent power series which converge
on{z:0< |z < €} for somee > 0 which depends on the series under consideration.
Let C{z} be the subring of£{z z 1} consisting of functions regular at= 0, and let
O(P*\ {0}) be the ring of holomorphic functions d* \ {0}. We have

Clzz '} =C{zt @z *O(P*\ {0})

Let (M, O) be a smooth complex analytic space or its formal germ. Whéns

a complex analytic space, we defid®,{z,z 1} to be the sheaf of relative Laurent
series inz: for an open sed C M, Or{z z 1}(U) is the set of functions which are
holomorphic on{(g,2 € U x C : 0 < |z < €(g)} for some positive continuous map
e : U — R which depends on the function under consideration. @g{{z} be the
subsheaf ofD,,{z z 1} consisting of functions regular at= 0. When (M, O) is

a formal germ, we consider Laurent seriexzinonvergent in an adic topology: for a
regular parameter systerh . .. ,t' on M we setO{z,z 1} := Cl[z z [, ..., 1]
andO{z} == C[4[t%,...,1'].

Definition 2.6 A variation of semi-infinite Hodge structu(® SHS) with baseM is
alocally freeO({z}-module £ of finite rank equipped with a fla-connectiof
V4 E— Q@0 &
and a pairing
()g EXE = Om{z}
which satisfy
Vi (f(a,2s) = (zXf(g,2)s+f(a,2) Vis
[V Vi = 2Vix y
(s1:%2) ¢ = (S2:8) ¢ sz
(f(a,-2s1,%2) = (s1,f(@,292) . = (0,2 (s1,%2)
ZX(s1.%2) . = — (VXS1,%2) ¢ + (51, ViS2) ¢

®A z-connection is a connection multiplied fay
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for all f € Or{z} and all vector fieldsX,Y on M. The pairing is assumed to be
non-degeneraté the sense that the induced pairing
(E/Z8) @0, (E/2E) = Opm
is non-degenerate. grading on this VSHS is aC-endomorphism Gr& — &£ such
that there exists a vector fielelon M and a constanD € C satisfying
Gr (f(a,2)s) = ((220, + 2E)f(q,2))s+ f(a,2) Gr(9)
(6) [Gr, V§<] — ZV§( + V[ZZE,X]
(220, + 2E) (s1, %), = (Gr(s1), %) o + (51,Gr(s2)) . — 2D (51, %),

forall f € Or{z} and all vector fieldX on M. The vector fieldg, which is uniquely
determined by Gr, is called thHeuler vector field

The analogy with a usual variation of Hodge structure comem fthe family of
filtrations --- >z 1€ > & D2 D -+ of £ o,z Om{z 771}. The existence of
the z-connection isGriffiths transversalityfor this family.

Remark 2.7 When defining VSHSs one can choose from many function rings in
polynomial functions, entire functions, formal power ssfiL?(St, C), etc. All the
VSHSs in our paper can in fact be defined over polynomial fanstin z. Also, the
A-model VSHS is always defined over polynomial functionsinWe chose the ring
C{z} for technical convenience: it lets us use the Segal-Wils@s$&nannian below.

Suppose that the VSHS is generated by one sectiagp together with its derivatives

2 Vi Vi€ L.

In this situation€ gives rise to damily of Frobenius algebrasver M. Let T* M be
the cotangent bundle o%1 and set

Oripm = @ Sym(Tu)

k=0
where T, is the tangent sheaf o¥1. Then&/z£ becomes ar- ,s-module via the
map
Symf(Ta) 2 XaXz -+ X — [V, Vi, -+ Vi So] € /28
or in other words
Tm 2 X— [V -] € End€/ZE).

Our assumption implies that there is an exact sequence

0 z OT*M —)(S/Zg—>0
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whereZ is an ideal sheaf. This identification 6f/z€ with Ot« (/7 gives&/zE an
algebra structure. The pairing, -) . induces a pairing /£ ©o,, £/z& — O and
makes€ /zE into a Frobenius algebra. Note that the ideal stead independent of
the choice of generatag, so even though different choices gf produce different
Frobenius algebra structures 6iizE they are all isomorphic as algebras.

Definition 2.8 A VSHS is said to beniniversalif there is a sectiorsy of £ such that
the O ,(-module map
(7) T 3 X— [Viso] € £/
is an isomorphism. This is equivalent to the natural contjowsi
TM — OT*.M — OT*M/I
being an isomorphism.
In the miniversal case each tangent spdgé1 is naturally equipped with a ring
structure, independent of the choice saf above. As we will see below, if we can

choose a “good” opposite subspace then this product steuatises from a Frobenius
manifold; this implies thag\1 has the structure of aR-manifold’ without any choice.

2.2.1 A Moving Subspace Realization

As was indicated in the Introduction, the A-model VSHS aisga family of subspaces
moving in a fixed symplectic vector spaééy. We now explain how to give such a
“moving subspace” realization of any VSHS.

Consider the universal cover: M — M and letH denote the space of flat sections
of ™ (€ @0,z Om{z 771}):

H = {se r (/\7, (€ ®o 1z Omiz, z‘l})) :Vis= O}

H is a freeC{z z 1} -module of the same rank & For eachg € M, we can embed
the fiber *&)q into H via the map.q, where

tq: (m°€)q > v— s € H such thas(q) = v.

’See Hertling—ManingQ] or Manin [42] for F-manifolds and Coates—Rualf] Section 6.2]
or Iritani [37, Section 3.2] for an expanded version of this remark.
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Let Eq C H denote the image of this embedding. Because the pafring, on £ is
VZ-flat, (s1,%), is a constant as an element@fz, z '} for anys;, s, € 7. Define
a symplectic formt2 on ‘H by

O(s1, %) = Res—o (51, %) . dz

In the graded case, the grading operator Gr inducé€s-endomorphism Gr ofH
satisfying
Gr (f(9)s) = (220,f(2))s + (2) Gr(s)

forall f € C{z,.z !} and alls€ H.

We construct our moving subspace realization first in the easere M is a complex
analytic space and the VSHS is analytic. Take a pginte M and fix a basis for
Eq,/ZEq, over C. Pick aC{z}-basisey, ... ey for Eq, such that ],...,[ex] is our
chosen basis foE, /ZEq, and choose local sectiossof £ such thats (go) = &(qo)-
Then for g nearqg the subspacé, is spanned ove€{z} by vectorsiy(s) and we
can write ,4(s) = Zszl sj(0,2¢g. Let §q,2) be the matrix with i(j) entry equal
to sj(0,2). There existse > 0 such that each matrix entrg;(q,z) converges on
0 < |7 < 2¢, and S therefore defines &> loop S' > z +— Sq,¢2) € GL(N,C).
This loop depends on the choice of local sectisps. .. ,sy. Removing this choice
we obtain, after fixing an isomorphisifiy, /ZEq, = CN, a holomorphic map from
a neighbourhood ofj to the Segal-Wilson Grassmannian L@ C)/L*TGL(N, C)
[43]; the choice of isomorphism here is the choieg][. . . ,[en] of basis forEq, /ZEq, .
At least locally, therefore, the assignment= E4 gives an analytic family of elements
of the Segal-Wilson Grassmannian. Wheét is a formal germ and the VSHS is
formal we proceed in the same way, obtaining insteadxaiet in the Segal-Wilson
Grassmannian. With these interpretations in place, we:have

Proposition 2.9 A VSHS with baseM gives a family of subspacé&, in H param-
eterized byM such that

o Eq is a freeC{z}-module of dimension equal to the rank&f
o XEq C z 'Eq for any tangent vectoX € TqM

o [q is maximal isotropic with respect to the symplectic fofin

In the graded case we ha(2E + Gr)Eq C Eq, so that in particulaGrEq C z 'Eq.

Proof The first three properties are obvious from the definitionngider the graded
case and take a local sectisiiq) = Zszl sj (0, 2g(q) of £ as above, wherg(q) is
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VZ-flat: g(q) = 1q'(g) for g € 7. Then:

Mz

1q(Gr(s)) = ) 1q (((2E + 229,)si(0. 2) §(a) + 5j(d, 2) Gr(g ()
j=1
JN
= (2E(si(a,2)8) + Gr(sj(a, 28))
=1
= (2E + Gr)y(s)
The left hand side here is an elementiyf. m]

2.2.2 Opposite Subspaces and Frobenius Manifolds

Definition 2.10 Given a VSHS with base\1, anopposite subspacat q € M is a
free O (P! \ {0})-submodule}_ of # such that the natural map

H_ D Eq—H
is an isomorphism. This implies that the projections
are isomorphisms.
Being opposite td{_ is an open condition oM. We can see this using the geometry
of the Segal-Wilson Grassmannian. By choosing an oppaditepsicel{ _ at g9 and
an isomorphisnzH_ /H_ = CN we can identify each subspa@& with a point in
LGL(N,C)/L*GL(N,C). ThenH_ is opposite afy if and only if the point in the

Grassmannian correspondinglfg is in thebig cell, and the big cell is an open orbit
of L"GL(N, C).

An opposite subspacH_ atqg € M also defines a trivialization of*& neardo:
(8) (T E) g =Eq = (EqNZH_) @ C{z} = (ZH_/H_) @ C{z}

for g in some open neighbourhood gf € M. We call this theflat trivialization
associated tG+{_ .

Proposition 2.11 Let H_ be an opposite subspace @ < M. Under the flat
trivialization (8) associated t6{_, the flatz-connectionv* becomes

(9) 2 — 2k + Ax
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whered is the connection defined by the flat trivialization ahds a z-independent
End@H - /H_)-valued 1-form onM. If moreoverH_ is isotropic with respect t&)
then the pairing(-,-) . induces and can be recovered from the symmeétribilinear
pairing:

C(HoJH) @ (- JH-) — C
[t] 1] (f, %), |

This pairing(10) is non-degenerate and satisfies:

(" ')m,m,
(10)

Z=00

(11) (Axv, w) = (v, Axw)

M- /M MM

If in addition the VSHS is graded artl_ is preserved by the operat@r then Gr
takes the form

(12) Gr= 229, + 2dg + Gro

whereGry € End(zH_/H_) is a constant operator induced by the actiorGofon
ZH_ C H. This Gry satisfies

(13) D (v, w) = (Gro(v), w) v, Gro(w))

H_ M- a0 T
whereD is the constant from DefinitioB.6.

HJH-

Proof Take a sectios of £ which corresponds to a constant vectork_ /# _ under
the trivialization @). Theny(s(g)) = Vo + w(q) for some constant vectap € zZH
and somen(q) € H_. Thusig(V4s(Q)) = zXq(S(a)) = zXW(q) is in EqNzH_. This
proves 0).

If #_ is isotropic with respect t@ then it is clear that the restriction df,-), to
7ZH_ N Eq takes values irC. Under the identificatiore{_ N Eq = zH_ /H_, this
coincides with the pairingl0). Non-degeneracy follows from the non-degeneracy of
the pairing (-, -) ., and equationi(l) follows from the V*-flatness of{(-, -) ...

If H_ is preserved by Gr then so B{_, and thus Gr induces a constant operator
Gro € End@H_ /H_); equations 12) and (3) follow immediately from 6). O

In the miniversal and graded case, the structures in Priopogillassemble to give a
Frobenius manifold with base an open subsetof Take an)-isotropic, Gr-invariant
opposite subspac# . Assume that there exists an eigenvecta]  zH_ /H_ of
Grp such that the corresponding sectish € £ under the trivialization § makes
(7) into an isomorphism. The eigenvectop] is called thedilaton shift The affine
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subspace/, + H_ meets eacliy in a unique pointq(Sp). Barannikov'speriod map
is

UM—H
q— q(0(0))-
The miniversality condition implies that the map

(14)

M — ZH_JH_
q+— [Z¥(q) — Vo)]

is a local isomorphism. The linear co—ordinates/ghgiven by this map are calldiht
co-ordinates By differentiating (L5) we obtain theKodaira—Spencer map

(15)

KS: T2 X+ Ax[vo] € ZH_/H

Pulling back the metrid-, -)
symmetric bilinear pairing:

a0 . ON zZH_/H_ along KS gives a non-degenerate
9 Tu9Ta— Ou

This is constant with respect to the flat co-ordinates, sdftaeco-ordinates” really
are flat co-ordinates for the mettig. The product on tangent spaces is defined by

Ax.v[Vo] = AxAv[Vo].

The identity vector fielce is given by
AdlVo] = [Vo].

It is easy to check that these data satisfy all the axioms Fypobenius manifold:

Proposition 2.12 Take anf-isotropic, Gr-invariant opposite subspadé_ and a
dilaton shift[vo] € zZH_/H_ such that the corresponding sectigne £ under the
trivialization (8) makes(7) into an isomorphism. Then the dafe e, g, E) defined
above determine a Frobenius manifold with base an open tsobsk1. In other
words:

(1) the Levi-Civita connectio/-C of g is flat

(2) (TqM, ., g) is an associative, commutative Frobenius algebra

(3) the pencil of connection§’y = V5 + \X is flat

(4) the identity vector fielck is flat

8Note that the metrig is a C-bilinear form not a Hermitian form.
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(5) the Euler vector field satisfigd7C)’E = 0 and
EgX,Y) = 9o([E, X], Y) + o(X, [E, Y]) + (o + 2 — D)a(X, Y),
[E, XeY] = [E,X]*Y + X<[E, Y] + [X, Y]
wherea is the eigenvalue dig] with respect tdsrg
In these terms(rg is given by
Gro (KS(X)) = KS ((2+ )X — 2VECE).

Remark 2.13 Even in the non-miniversal case, if the mdpjis injective with image
an affine subspace aft{_/H_ then we still refer to the linear co-ordinates o
given by (L5) asflat co-ordinates In this case the pullback of the pairing @i _ /H
via the Kodaira—Spencer map will not in general give a mairiche baseM. But
these “flat co-ordinates” and the constant pairingzén. /7 are what would remain
from the flat structure on the Frobenius manifold if our noimisersal VSHS arose as
a “slice” of a miniversal VSHS. This is exactly the relatibisbetween small and big
quantum cohomology.

2.3 The Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Symplectic Formalism

We now define a VSHS which gives rise, through an appropriatéce of opposite
subspace and dilaton shift, to the Frobenius manifold streon big quantum orbifold
cohomology. This is theig A-model VSH8escribed in the Introduction. As we will
see below, the moving subspace realization of this VSHSsdive family of tangent
spaces to Givental's Lagrangian cone.

2.3.1 The Big A-Model VSHS

Let H be a formal neighbourhood of zerokif, (X', A), whereA and associated rings
are defined in SectioR.1.2 Recall that, for a linear co-ordinate systet ..., ™ on
Ho(X, C), we have:

On = Al ..., ™V]
On{z) = MBI, ... ]
Ou{zz Y} = Mz z Y[t ]
The big A-model VSHS has bas¢ and is given by
ER = Hyn(X, €) ® Op{2}
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The flatz-connection is th@®ubrovin connection
N
Vi=2zd+ ) (danr) dr®
a=1

the pairing is
SAbig X SAbig — On{z}
(2 x 9@ — (f(-2,93) o1y
and the grading operator GER® — ££°% and Euler vector fieldE are
Gr = 220, + 2dg + Gry
E= Za: (1— deg¢“> Taafa _ pa%

a:degon =2

where Gg is the usual grading operator on orbifold cohomology

Gr0(¢a) = deg@a) Pa

and ci(X) = > .qegs,—2 PaPa- These data satisfy the axioms for a graded VSHS
(Definition 2.6) with D = dim¢ X', except that the ground rin§ there is replaced
here byA.

2.3.2 Givental's Symplectic Formalism

Following Givental 7], we now describe the genus-zero Gromov-Witten theory of
X in terms of a Lagrangian submanifolgly of the symplectic vector space

Hy = Hop(X:C) @ AM{z, 271} (the vector space)
Q(f, ) := Res—o (f(—2),92) ., dz (the symplectic form)
Relations between genus-zero Gromov-Witten invariantbe-String Equation, Dila-
ton Equation, and Topological Recursion Relations — ti@esinto very strong con-
straints on the geometry dfy : see Coates—Giventdl$, Proposition 1], Givental]7],
and Coates—Corti—lIritani—-Tsen@jd, Appendix B]. These constraints can be rephrased

as the statement that the tangent spacesidform the moving subspace realization
of a VSHS; we will see in the next section that this is the bignadel VSHS.

The spaceH v is the direct sum of Lagrangian subspaces

HE = Ho(X; C) ® A{Z}, Hy =7 Hom(X:C) @ Mz}
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and this polarization identifies the symplectic spakg (€2) with the cotangent bundle
T*”H}. We will regard the genus-zero descendant poted{%llas the formal germ of
a function onH?.. A general point of{?, takes the form

4@ = do + hz+ 2 + ...

whereqp, g1, . . . are orbifold cohomology classes dn. Setting

ty k=#£1
16 =
(16) Ok {tl—l K1

makesF$ into a function on a formal neighbourhcbdf the point—zin #%. This
change of variableg(2) = t(2) — z is called thedilaton shift

The Lagrangian submanifold v is the graph of the differential aF%. Since 79

is defined only in a formal neighbourhood efz € H®, L is a formal germ of

a Lagrangian submanifold 6F*#3. The polarizationHy = H3 ® M identifies
T*H L with H, and we regard’ » as a formal germ of a Lagrangian submanifold of
‘H x Vvia this identification. £y has a more concrete description as follows. A general
point of 2 » has the form

co N co N
SN d 6, X+ 3D p e

k=0 p=1 =0 v=1
where ¢t, ..., ¢N is the basis forHg(X'; C) such that(¢i, @), = &', and this
defines Darboux co-ordinatesy,, pi,, } on Hx. In these co-ordinate§ v is given by
_ 07y
aqy
so a general point od y takes the form:

el ¢ \"
an i@ Y Zﬁ<tw),...,t(w), o > o

deEff(X) a=1 ~Z=Y/ont1d
n>0

Py

The expression_zlfw here should be expanded as a power serigs’in Note thatL
encodes all genus-zero Gromov-Witten invariantstof

Turning off gravitational descendants, by setting

7 k=0
k=
0 k#0

°This just means thaf?. is a formal power series in the variablgs
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gives a familyr — J(r, —2) of elements ofLy parametrized byH. We call this the
big J-functionof X'. From (L7) we have:

N e X
(18) Jx(T,—Z)Z—Z+T+Z<<_Z_w>> Ba
a=1 T

As discussedf y has a very special geometric structure. Precise geometpedies
we need are given in Propositiéhl4 below. These imply that » is the germ of a
Lagrangian cone with vertex at the origin such that eachetaingpacerl is tangent to
the cone exactly alongT. Define a submersion:"Ly — H by

N ~d
ZCE TS D B GEACRICOR (O SN R AP
deEff(X) n>0a=1
Here we used the dilaton shiff(z) = t(2) — z as before. The String Equation shows
that 7(Jx(r, —2)) = 7, i.e. that theJ-function is a section of the map: Lx — H.
Denote byT. the tangent space 8y at Jy (7, —2).

Proposition 2.14

(a) The tangent space oy at(q,p) coincides withT, for T = 7(q, p).

(b) The tangent spack. is closed under multiplication by and has the structure
of a A{z}-module. Moreover, it is freely generated ovetz} by the partial
derivatives

0 0
ﬁ‘]X(T’ —Z), ey WJX(T, —Z)

(c) The fiber atr € H of the map7: Lx — H is given by
ZT, N (Hx, —2)

where (HX, —z) is the formal neighborhood 6fz in H x ; see[13, Appendix

B] for the definition of(”HX, —z) as a formal scheme ovéxr. The intersection
here should be interpreted as the sdRefalued points for an arbitrar -algebra
R whenr is anR-valued point oM.

Proof Part (a) is L3, Lemma B6] and part (b) isLB, Proposition B3]. We sketch the
proof of (c) following Givental 7). Takef € 77(r). The String Equation says that
7 € T{Ly. Thusf € zTiLx = T, by (a), and sor"(r) C zT,. In particular
Kerdi7 C zT,. Sincer’is submersive, both Kek 7 andzT. are codimension-(diril)
subspaces of -, so Kerdi7 = zT,. Part (c) follows. O
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Part (c) of this proposition shows théty can be reconstructed from its tangent spaces
as

(19) Ly = (ZTTO (”HX,—Z)>.

TeH

2.3.3 The Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Cone

Consider the map:
T E9 — Hi(X, ) © Ou{z, 7Y}

bo > 2 3(r,2)
ore

Using the well-known relationship between thdunction and the big quantum product

SR WA o P A

97 978 x\T, _7:1 ay PBs T 977 X\T,

we see thafl satisfies
(20) JoVi=12zdol
for any vector fieldX onH. ThusJ sends any?-parallel section to a constant section:
itidentifies the space dV*-flat sections of the big A-model VSHS — which we denoted
by H in Section2.2.1— with Givental's symplectic spac y. Proposition2.14b)
implies that the image of each fibéﬁ'ﬂ under] coincides, if we flip the sign o,
with the tangent spacg; to Ly

(21) E.(A) == J(ERD) = Tr|ps 2.

Thus the moving subspace realizatiBp(A) of the big A-model VSHS determines the
Lagrangian submanifold y via (19). SinceJoGr = (2282+2dE+Gro —2c1(X)/z) oJ,
we see that the grading operator actstog by:

(22) Gr|y, = 220, + Grg—2¢c1(X)/z

The standard opposite subspace for the big A-model VSHEjs This is clearly
isotropic with respect té); it is also preserved by Gr. The period mdg)associated

to this opposite subspace and the choieg E 1 € zH ,/H (the dilaton shift) is
7= 7 Ny(7,2):

(23) E-(A) N1+ Hy) ={z (.2} .

Since J(,2) = z+ 7 + O(z 1Y), the flat co-ordinates here are the usual linear co-
ordinates7' on H. The big A-model VSHS is miniversal, and these choices of
opposite subspack ,, and dilaton shift Yo] produce the usual big quantum orbifold
cohomology Frobenius manifold defined by Chen—Rud. [
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2.3.4 The Analytic Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Cone OverC

Suppose that the big quantum prodectin (5) is convergent as a power series7in
andQ. Then we can consider the big A-model VSHS and the Lagrarggibmanifold
over C by specializing all the Novikov variable®; to 1 as follows. By the Divisor
Equation (see e.g. Abramovich—Graber—Vist@li Theorem 8.3.1]) and equatioB)(
the big quantum product becomes

dalyo
24)  (atr0p,0y) = > > Q ﬁ!f COCT RO U A

deEff(x) n>0

wherer = ¢ + 7/ is the decomposition of into the non-twisted second cohomology
classo and the sumr’ of other components. Our convergence assumption therefore
implies that the specialization.|g,—1 is analytic on a domaity C H;,(X; C) of the
form:

U= {T = (0,7) © R(Jy0) < —M forall d € Eff(x)\ {0},

|| < e}

for a sufficiently bigM > 0 and a sufficiently smal > 0. Note that . for sufficiently
small values ofQ equalse z|g=1 With 7 = 7+ >, pilog Q;. In particular, the origin
7 = Q = 0 of H corresponds to the limit directioﬁ‘e(fd o) = —oo, 7 — 0in
U. This is called thearge radius limit The specializatiorfgig\q:l is defined as an
analytic VSHS on the badd in the same way as in Secti@i3.1 Because the map
is a solution to the differential equatioQ), the specialization

Tlg=1: E2%=1 — Han(X: O) @ Ou{z 2"}
is well-defined onJ and gives an analytic family of moving subspaces:
(25)  E;:=Jlo=1(Ex%lo=1) C Hrlo=1 = Hyn(X;C) @ C{z2 7!}

In view of the relationsX9) and 1), wedefinethe analytic version of Givental’s cone
to be the set

(26) Y= Brlosz
TeU

Note that the analytic version is no longer a germ at sometpdinfact if we work
with anL? version of the symplectic formalism, replaciftfyy |g =1 with H ,(X; C)®
L2(S!, C), then in a neighbourhood of the sectien— Jx(7, —2)|g-1, £3" has the
structure of a Hilbert submanifold dfl;,(X;C) ® L%(St, C) and this submanifold
is the graph of the differential of the analytic functid’?ﬁ\qzl. When the quantum
product«,|g—1 is analytically continued to a bigger domain, the analytize@tal’'s
cone L% can be enlarged to a bigger submanifold using the construetbove. This

is theanalytic continuation of Givental's corappearing in Conjecture.3.
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2.4 Small Quantum Cohomology

Small quantum orbifold cohomology is a family of algebraustures onH;,(X; C)
defined, roughly speaking, by restricting the parametef the big quantum product

- to lie in H(X;C) c Hp(X; C). In this section we make this precise, and also
explaln how small quantum orbifold cohomology arises fronoa-miniversal VSHS
— thesmall A-model VSHS

2.4.1 Small Quantum Orbifold Cohomology

From the equation2d), the big quantum produet. at a non-twisted second cohomol-
ogy classr € H?(X'; C) becomes:

(a'757 /7) ob — Z Qdefd ’ <Oé, 57 7>6X,/3,d
deEff(X)

This shows that the Novikov parameters keep track of the siotiEourier expansion
in T € H3(X,C) and that the produet. depends on only through theexponentiated
Kahler parameters . Thesmall quantum orbifold cohomologyf X' is the possibly
multi-valued family of algebrasH(,,(X'; C), oq) defined by

27) (@oqB: o= . o (@ BVoaa
deEff(X)
where the parameter lies on the torus
T = H3(X; C)/2riH3(X; Z)
andq® denotes the following possibly multi-valued function ®n
q*: T > [r] — exp( [, 7) € C* 7 € H3(X; C)

The cohomology groups here denote sheaf cohomabdgiye stackt and not of the
coarse moduli space.

In order to make geometric sense 27), we introduce co-ordinates on the toflisand
consider the associated partial compactification. pgset. . , p; be an integral basis of
the free part oH2(X', Z) such thatp; evaluates non-negatively on EX). We define
C* -valued co-ordinategj on T by

g:Y> [Tlp1+---+¢rpr] & e CX
and ford € Eff(X) we write:

o = g™ gl”
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Each exponenfd pi hereis anon-negative rational number. The co-ordinates.(. , o)
give a partial compactification éf , T — C', and the small quantum produeg de-
fines a possibly multi-valued family of associative algaliraa formal neighbourhood
of the origin inC". The origin of C" is called thdarge radius limit pointof Y.

Remark 2.15 When pulled back to a suitable finite coveF of C', the product
oq becomes single-valued. The multi-valuedness of the ptospbappens only for
orbifolds and introduces an orbifold singularity at theglaradius limit point.

In our examples we already chose suitable integral bfgésfor H2(X', Z) in Section
2.1.1 This gives co-ordinates olff, which we denote by, qp if X = F, or F3 and

by qgif X =P(1,1,2) or P(1,1,1, 3). In many cases, including the examples in our
paper, the small quantum produgg is known to be convergent in a neighbourhood
of the large radius limit point. In what follows we will asserthis, writingUa C C'

for the domain of convergence of and Ma = Ua N'T. Maj is called theKahler
moduli spaceor A-model moduli space

Remark 2.16 The Novikov variable®) andQq, Q. are not the same as the parameters
g and gz, g2 for small quantum cohomology. But the restriction of the gigantum
product«, to the locust € H?(X;C) can be recovered from the small quantum
productoq by setting

q=Q¢ wherer =tp
andX =P(1,1,2) orlP(1,1,1,3)

or
Tl T2 1 2
0 = Q1€" , 0 = Q€7 wherer = 77py + 7P

andX = [, or Fa.

2.4.2 The Small A-Model VSHS

Thesmall A-model VSHBas base\a . Itis the freeOaq, {z}-module
En = Hop(X; C) ® O, {2}

with flat z-connection given by

r
d
vi=zd+ xpioq)—qc_‘
i=1 I
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pairing given by
En x En — Oz}
(2 x 9@ — (f(-2,93) o1
and grading operator G€x — Ea and Euler vector fieldE given by

Gr = 220, + 2dg + Grg
: d
E— 2
;Mq BT

where Gp is the usual grading operator on orbifold cohomology ef(&) = > ; pipi -
The Dubrovin connectiorVV? here is independent of our choice of co-ordinates on
M, it extends to a connection dgi, with a logarithmic singularity along the normal
crossing divisom,qp - - - g = 0 (Deligne’s extension).

The flat z-connectionV* makes&a into a D-module in the sense of Givental4].
When we want to emphasize this structure, we will refe€foas thequantum D-
module See GuestJ8] and Iritani [35] for more on this.

One obtains the small A-model VSHS from the big A-model VSKS$dstrictingr to
lie in H?(X, C) and specializing Novikov variable®; to 1. In the moving subspace
realization, the small VSHS therefore corresponds a subfashtangent spaces to
Givental’'s Lagrangian con£g”, and to the following subcone a3

(28) U &

TEH2(X;C)
This “small subcone” has a standard slice,ghm@all J-functionwhich is obtained from
the big J-function by restrictingr to lie in H?(X'; C) and then setting the Novikov
variables to 1. In our examples we find, by applying the Divisquation to 18), that
the smallJ-functions ofP(1, 1,1, 3), F3, P(1,1,2) andF, are:

N o P(1,1,2)
@) ken@d -z B+ Y Sd ()

d: 2deZ a=1 Z(Z o TIZ)) 0,1d
d>0

N o IF2
(30) JFz(qL a2, Z) =Z (hpl/quPZ/z (1 i Z Z qlkq2| <Z(Z¢_ T;Z)) > ¢a)

k|>0a=1 0,1,(kI)

N g\ FALLI)
(31) lmm®@322&21ﬁ-§:§:$<ﬂ—w> oo
d: 3ds7 a=1 01d
>
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k,lZOa:l Ovlv(kvl)

N a F3
(32)  Juy(ch, 6,2 = 2f* " (1 " <z(z¢— w)> %)

These are multi-valued analytic functioosta — HZ,(X;C) ® C{z z 1}, for the
appropriate choice of target spage

The smallJ-function corresponds to the unit section&¥, i.e. z1Jx(q,2) = 1q(1).
Since in the cases at hand the small quantum orbifold coragyohlgebra ofX

is generated byH?(X; C), the small A-model VSHS is generated by this section
together with its derivatives. As discussed above Defimild, this makesEa /zEp
into a Frobenius algebra: the algebra structure here isrttadl sjuantum orbifold
cohomology ofX’ and the pairing is the orbifold Poin@pairing.

2.5 Mirror Symmetry

We now define th&-model VSHSliscussed in the Introduction, and explain what we
mean by mirror symmetry.

2.5.1 The B-Model VSHS

A Landau—Ginzburg modéh this context is a holomorphic family: Z — Mg of
affine Calabi—Yau manifolds — for us they will be algebraici te- together with
a function W: Z — C called thesuperpotentialand a sectionv of the relative
canonical sheaKz,,, which gives a holomorphic volume formy, on each fiber
Zy = 7~1(y). The base spac#tg of the family is called thé8-model moduli space
Landau—Ginzburg models which correspond under mirror sgtnnto the quantum
cohomology of toric varieties have been constructed by @alg23,25] and Hori—Vafa
[33]. In this section we explain how to obtain a VSHS — the B-mod8HS — from
a Landau—Ginzburg model.

Assumptions 2.17 We can assume (by deleting any points at which this condition
fails to hold) that for eaclys € Mg there exists a neighbourhodd of yp and a
constantM > 0 such that for ally € U, all the critical points oM, are contained in
the set{x € Z, : [Wy(X)| < M}. We further assume that:

(a) the family of pairs
(Zy,Nyo) where Nyo = {x: §R(Wy(x)ei6) < —M}
(y,e’) e U x &
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is topologically locally trivial onU x St
(b) allthe datar : Z — Mg, W, w are algebraic

(c) there is a completedhler metric onZ, such that the set
{xezy: | gradWy(x)|| < C}

is compact for som€ > 0

(d) the critical points oM, are isolated and generically non-degenerate

These assumptions are satisfied by the Landau—Ginzburgrsito P(1, 1, 2), F»,
P(1,1,1,3), andF3; furthermore (a—c) here have been proved for the mirror to a
general compact toric orbifold by Iritan8f, Section 4.2]. We will use condition (a)
when constructing a local system of relative homology gsoupondition (b) is much
stronger than we need: we use it only to ensure the convezgaincertain integrals,
and this certainly follows from a polynomial-growth condit on the integrand3®).

The remaining conditions allow us to use Morse theory. Agsion (c) implies that

we can choose a metric without introducing critical poirgsihfinity”: it holds for the
mirrors to toric varieties. In the examples at hand, thecatipoints of W, are always
distinct and non-degenerate: we denote theraqy. ., on.

Under our assumptions, a Landau—Ginzburg model deternaitesal systenRY on
Mg x C* with fiber over §, 2) equal to the relative homology group

Ry = Hn(Zy, {x € Zy : R(W,(¥)/2) < 0}).

Let O, <cx denote the analytic structure sheaf. The associated yoftal sheaf
RY = RY ® Opqyxcx has a Gauss—Manin connection, which is flat. We construct
flat sections ofR" using Morse theory, defining the cycl&(y,2), k € {1,...,N},

to be the closure of the union of downward gradient flowlinasthe functionx —
R(Wy(x)/z) from the critical pointoy of Wy. If the imaginary parts of the critical
values ofW,/z are all distinct then the image @%(y, ) under\W, /zbecomes a negative
half-line from Wy(o\)/z parallel to the real axis. The cyclék(y, z) form a basis for
the relative homology grouﬁ(\;z). Note that these sections become multi-valued under
analytic continuationI'k(y, 2 has monodromy in botlk andz.

The dual bundleR on Mg x C* has fiber overy, ) equal to the relative cohomology
groupH"(Z,, {x € Zy : R(W(x)/2) < 0}). This bundle also has a flat Gauss—Manin
connection, as well as a distinguished section

(33) v, 2) — exp(Wy/2) wy.
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The co-ordinates of this section with respectto the flat &doml tol'1(y, 2), . . . .['n(Y, 2
areoscillating integrals

(34) Iy, 2 = /F , )exp(Wy/ Z) wy
kY2

We will consider only sections dR represented by differential forms
(35) f(x, 2) exp (W(X)/2) wy, f(x,2) € (7 x id), Oz

such thatx — f(x, 2) is algebraic on each fibet,; note that integrals of such forms
over cyclesl'k(y, z) are convergent.

Definition 2.18 Given a Landau-Ginzburg modéfr: Z — Mg, W, w), we define
the associateB-model VSHSas follows. The base of the B-model VSHSAdg. Let
&g be theO x4, {2z} -module consisting of sections & of the form @5) with f regular
in a small neighbourhood af= 0. Let V* be the flatz-connection orfg given by

z __ GM
X =2V

where X on the left-hand side is a vector field obtg, VEM is the Gauss—Manin
connection onR, and X on the right-hand side denotes the standard lift to a vector
field on Mg x C*. The pairing orgg is defined as the dual to the intersection pairing
on relative homology groups:

R(\glv_z) ® R(\§I7Z) - C

As in Section2.4.2 the flatz-connectionVZ makeség into a D-module in the sense
of Givental P4]. When we want to emphasize this structure, we will refe€goas the
mirror D-module

The pairing onég is given, at generig, by
[s1,[s2]) / 51(—2) : (2
( (2miz) Z Ti(y, — Tk(y,2)
becausgT'k(y, —2) }k and{T'k(y, 2) }x are mutually-dual bases for the relative homology

groups. We now check that the data in Definithi8satisfy the axioms for a VSHS.

Lemma 2.19 The pairing (-,-) ¢, takes values IO g{z}. Also, & is a free
Omg{z} -module of the same rank &83.
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Proof The method of stationary phase gives the asymptotic expaiosgithe oscillat-
ing integrals:

(—2r2)"?

N T  MO)/Z(f (g
— (f( L 0) + O(z))

/ f(x, 2) exp (W(x)/2) wy ~
Ti(y,Z

for f regular atz = 0. Herez goes to zero in an angular sector where the order of
S(Wy(01)/2), ..., I(Wy(on)/2) is unchanged. The Hessian ¥4, at o; is calculated

in terms of local co-ordinates', . .., x" on Z, such thatu, = dx! A - - - A dX neara;.

At genericy, therefore, we have

N

f
([f x,2e/ 2wy ], [g(x, €/ wy] ) o Z %W +0(2)
B k=1 g

The first term on the right hand side here is tbsidue pairingof the element$(x, 0)
andg(x, 0) of the Jacobi ring o¥\y. The left hand side is holomorphic on<0|z < e
for somee; the above asymptotics imply that it is actually regulaz at 0.

In a neighbourhood of each poigte Mg, we can find fiberwise-algebraic functions
ok(X) € .0z, k=1,...,N, such that §x(x)] forms a basis of the Jacobi rintf\\y).

If y is generic then we can choosg such thatgi(oj) = j. Lets = [¢i(X)eV/Zwy]

be the corresponding section 8. Then the Gram matri>(s,§)gB is of the form
(qSi, <zﬁj)W + O(2) with the first term given by the residue pairing. The nonetegyacy
of the matrix (¢i, ¢;),, implies thats;, ..., sy form anO 4, {z}-basis ofég. ]

In our examples it turns out thdlg is generated by the single sectiddB) together
with its derivatives. In other words

(36) Es = O {ZH{ZTmg ) /{P(Y. 20, 2) : PZL(y,2) = O for all k}

and sog is generated as@-module by oscillating integrals. The family of Frobenius
algebrastg /zE5 determined by and the sectior33) consists of the family of Jacobi
rings UyeMB J(Wy) equipped with the residue pairing.

Remark 2.20 In the Introduction we described the B-model VSHS as a farily
subspacey, q € Mg, in the fibers of a vector bundé — Mg with flat connection.
The vector bundleV is &g D0 g {2} Omgiz, 71}, the family of subspaces is the

subbundle€g of V, and the connection oY is VEM.,



34 Tom Coates, Hiroshi Iritani and Hsian-Hua Tseng

2.5.2 The Mirror Conjecture and Mirror Theorems

We now formulate a mathematical version of mirror symmeirihe spirit of Givental's
ICM lecture R3].

Conjecture 2.21 Let Ep be the small A-model VSHS of'; recall that this has base
the A-model moduli spaceVis. Let &g be the B-model VSHS associated to the
Landau—Ginzburg mirror taX'; this has base the B-model moduli spatés. Let
A¥ C C be a punctured disc of radius There is an open sélg C Mg with
co-ordinategys, . ..,Y;): Ug = (Aj)r and a mapmir: Ug — Ma of the form

(Y1, ¥) — (01, ..., 0r) where o =vyiexp(filys,....w))
f(0,...,0)=0

such that there is an isomorphism of VSHSs:

(37) <8B,VZ, (-, ')83> =~ mir* <8A,VZ, (-, ')€A>
In the graded case this isomorphism also preserves thetopéna

The map mir here is called the mirror map. We have seen thAt$eSsEa and &g
give rise to families of Frobenius algebraSs /zEa gives the small quantum orbifold
cohomology algebra oft’ equipped with the orbifold Poincamairing, and€s /z&
gives the family of Jacobi ring@yeMB J(Wy) equipped with the residue pairing. Thus
Conjecture2.21limplies that there is a grading-preserving linear isomisiph

Miry : J(Wy) — Hgpp(X; C)

which matches the product on the Jacobi rif{gVy) with the small quantum product
omiry) and matches the orbifold Poinéapairing with the residue pairing.

How to Prove Conjecture2.21 In the examples that we consider below, Conjec-
ture 2.21is simply a reformulation of mirror theorems proved by Gitzrf25] (or
equivalently by Lian—-Liu—Yau4Q]) and by Coates—Corti-Lee-Tsentd]. But this
reformulation is essential to our argument in Secti8rad4: it allows us to give a
systematic construction of flat structures near the cuspiseoB-model moduli space
Mg, and to compare the flat structures associated to differesgsc We proceed as
follows.

The oscillating integrals34) form a basis of solutior8 to the mirrorD-module ;.
These solutions are multi-valued in bottand z. The system of differential equations

Recall that asolutionto a D-module is a solution to the system of differential equation
defining thatD-module.
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in y satisfied by the oscillating integrals is called tAEard—Fuchs system— see
equations 38), (40), (60), (63). Another basis of solutions to the Picard—Fuchs system
is given by the components of a cohomology-valued hypergéocrfunction called the

| -function | x(y, 2) — see equations3Q), (41), (61), (64). Thus the mirrorD-module

&g is isomorphic to theD-module generated by tHefunction. Thel -functions are
multi-valued iny but single-valued irz.

On the other hand, in our examples the small quantum orbdoltbmology algebra
is generated byH?(X’; C) and so the A-model VSHS, is generated by the small
J-function Jx(q, 2) together with its derivatives. This implies th&f is generated as
a D-module by the small-function. The small-functions are multi-valued iq but
single-valued ire — see equation20), (30), (31), (32).

A Givental-style mirror theorem states thtae |-function and the small J-function
coincide after a suitable change of variables-yq(y):

Jx(Ay),2 = lx(y,2

The change of variableg— q(y) here gives the mirror map in Conjectl2e21. Such
a mirror theorem implies Conjectuge21, as we can then define the isomorphis3w)(
to be theD-module isomorphism which maps:

)y > [eXxpWy/Dwy]  to  ZHx(y,2) =2z x(0,2) € tg((En)g)

The matching of gradings and pairings under this isomorphigll be explained in
Propositions3.3and3.6 below. O

3 Example: Fzand P(1,1,1,3)

We now apply our general theory to the cagés- P(1, 1, 1, 3) andY = F3. Following
the prescriptions of Giventa2p] and Hori—Vafa B3], we write down Landau—Ginzburg
models which correspond under mirror symmetryftpand tolP(1, 1,1, 3). Let Mg,
denote the base of the Landau-Ginzburg mirroFtoand let Mp(1 1,1,3) denote the
base of the Landau—Ginzburg mirrorl#¢l, 1, 1, 3). We construct the B-model moduli
spaceMg, described in the Introduction, as a partial compactifecatf Mp,. The
spaceMg consists of a copy oM, together with a copy ofMp(1,11,3) as a “divisor

at infinity”. We form a Landau—Ginzburg model with basdg by patching together
the mirrors tolF3 and P(1, 1,1, 3), and define the B-model VSHS to be the VSHS
associated to this Landau—Ginzburg model.
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The spaceMp has two cusps, one of which correspondsto and the other to
P(1,1,1,3). We show that there is an opposite subspace canonicalbgiased to each
cusp (Theoren3.5) and that these opposite subspaces give rise, in the sessdde
in the Introduction, to the small quantum cohomologyaf and the small quantum
orbifold cohomology ofP(1,1,1,3). We show that these two opposite subspaimes
not agreewith each other under parallel transportéig — this amounts to computing
the analytic continuation of the-function ly(y, 2 mentioned in Sectio2.5.2— and
from this we prove Theorerh.2and Conjecturd..3.

3.1 The Landau-Ginzburg Mirror to [F3

The Landau—Ginzburg mirror s is a family of algebraic torir: Z — Mp, together
with a superpotentialv: Z — C and a holomorphic volume form on each fibermnaf
Recall thatF3 is defined as a GIT quotient df°® by (C*)? where C*)? acts via the
inclusion:

(C*)? — (C*)° (s,t) — (s,5,5 5 t,t)
The mirror family 7 : Z — My, is given by restricting the dual of this inclusion
w1 (C*)° — (C¥)?
(Wi, . . ., Ws) — (W1WoWaW 3, WaWs)
to the open subsetty, C (C*)? defined by:

Mz, = {(1,y2) € (CP i # —
The superpotentidlV is
W =Wy + Wp + W3 + Wa + Ws
and the holomorphic volume formy on the fiberZ, = 7y, Yo) is:
o dlogwy A -+ - A dlogws
y dlogyi A dlogys,

We deleted the locug;, = —2% from Mg, to ensure that Assumptior&s17hold. It
is straightforward to show that the oscillating integrad)(satisfy the Picard—Fuchs
equations:

Do(D2 — 3D1)f = yof
D3Dy(D; — 2)(D2 — 22) f = ypyaf
(38) DID2(D2 — 2)f = y1y5(D2 — 3Dy)
D3D2f = y1y2(D2 — 3D1)(D2 — 3D1 — A f
D3f = y;(D2 — 3D1)(D2 — 3D1 — 2)(D2 — 3D1 — 22)f
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whereD; = zylaiyl andD, = zyzaiyz.

3.2 Mirror Symmetry for Fj

We apply Givental’s mirror theorem for toric varietie®5] Theorem 0.1]. The
| -function
(39)
)}<+P1/Z))+P2/Z HO (P2 —
—oo(P2 — 3p1 + M3
|IF3(y1ay2a =1z Z K L 3 2 I = 1—3K
oo Hme1(Pr + m23 [T (P2 + M2 [ =" oo (P2 — 3p1 + M3

wherepy, p, is the basis oH2(F3) defined in Sectior2.1.1, also satisfies the Picard—
Fuchs system38). It coincides with the small-function @2) after a change of

variables Y1, y») — (Q1, t):
Jr, (A1, 02, 2) = Iy (Y1, Y2, 2)

As we explained in SectioR.5.2, this proves Conjectur2.21for Fj.

SinceJdr, (01, 2, 2) = z+p1log s + P2 log gz + O(z~ 1), we can can read off the mirror
map §1,Y2) — (0, o) by expanding the -function as a Laurent series #Tt. This
gives:

01 = y1€xp (3 Z(l)"(?’lzk!)?!yi)

k>1
3k —1)!
G2 = Y2 €Xp Z(—l)kﬂ%ylf
1 (kh

and hence:

y1 = 01 + 60F + 903 + 560 — 30058 + ..

Y2 = o (1 — 201 + 50 — 3207 + 2860 — 3038 — ...
The mirror map identifies a suitable neighbourhdaaf y; = y, = 0 in My, with the
Kahler moduli spaceMa of F3; here €1, 02) are co-ordinates oM. This identi-

fication matches up the Jacobi ridg\y) of Wy, with the small quantum cohomology
algebra ofF3 at (g1, g2) and the residue pairing with the Poinearairing.

"This neighbourhood i&Jg from Conjecture2.21
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3.3 The Landau—-Ginzburg Mirrorto P(1,1, 1, 3)

The mirror family 7 is
7 Z=(C*)* — Mpa13 = (C¥)
(W1, Wy, W3, W5) — W1WWaWg
the superpotentialV is
W = w; + W + W3 + Ws
and the holomorphic volume formy on the fiberZ, = 7 (y) is:

_ dlogw; A dlogw, A dlogws A dlogws
N dlogy

The non-standard numbering of the co-ordinates here wiltdseenient later. The
oscillating integrals34) satisfy the Picard—Fuchs equation

Wy

(40) D3(3D)(3D — 2)(3D — 22)f = yf
whereD = zya—‘r’y.
3.4 Mirror Symmetry for P(1,1,1,3)

The mirror theorem we need here was proved by Coates—CegiIsengT4]. The
| -function

y:

41) | 2 =zyP/? 1

(41 lraara®g =2y d.%:ez TTo: )= (a) (P + b23TTb: oy—o(3p + b2 ~*¥
'd>0 O<b<d 0<b<3d

also satisfies the Picard—Fuchs equatié®).( It coincides with the small-function
(31) after the (trivial) change of variableg=vy:

Jp1,1,1,3)(@, 2 = Ip,1,1,3)(Y, 2

As discussed in Sectio.5.2 this proves Conjectur@.21 for P(1,1,1,3). The
moduli spaceMp(1 1,1,3) With co-ordinatey is identified via the mag = y with the
Kahler moduli spaceVa of P(1,1,1,3); hereq is once again a co-ordinate oWl 4 .
This identification matches the Jacobi ridg\V,) with the small quantum orbifold
cohomology algebra oP(1,1,1,3) at q, and the residue pairing with the Poinear
pairing.
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P2 = P2

p1

Figure 2: The secondary fan fd.

3.5 Constructing the B-model VSHS

We now extend the Landau—Ginzburg mirrorlaf to a Landau—Ginzburg model with
a larger base, defined in terms of the secondary faiirfqiFigure2). Takews, wy, Ws
as co-ordinates on the fib&y, so that:

ylyZ’ Y2

+ — +Ws

42 W, = wy + W
( ) y 1+ 2+W1W2VV§ W

The toric orbifold M associated to the secondary fan Ry gives a compactification
of Mp,. One co-ordinate patch an comes from the Khler cone off3, which is
the cone in the secondary fan spannedpby= (1,0) andp, = (0,1). The vectors
p1, P2 are dual to the co-ordinateg,y» on Mp,. The adjacent cone, spanned by
p1 = (—3,1) andp, = (0, 1), defines another co-ordinate patch.bf: let 1,1, be
the co-ordinates dual tp;, p». The two co-ordinate systems are related by:

N1 = y1_1/3 N2 = Yi/3Y2

Note thatny,n, are multi-valued and so are not honest co-ordinates\én One
should think of M as an orbifold and ofy1,1, as a uniformizing systetd near a
7./3Z quotient singularity ati(1, n2) = 0. In the co-ordinatesy(, v2), we have:

U% D192

+— +Ws
WiwoWg W

(43) Wy = wy +wWp +
We can therefore extend the family of tariand the superpotentidly, across the locus
{n1 = 0}, where we see the Landau—-Ginzburg mirroi?¢t, 1, 1, 3):

W = wq + Wy + W3 + Wi, W1W2W3W2 = Ug.

The locusy; = 0, 1y, # 0 in M is identified with the basé\1p(1,1,1,3) of the Landau—
Ginzburg mirror ofP(1, 1,1, 3) via the mapy = v3.

The base of our extended Landau—Ginzburg model, which viéhedB-model moduli
spaceMg, is obtained fromM by deleting the closures of the lo¢i;y, = 0} and

2This is the mirror partner of Remagk15
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p1=20

n2=0

1

y1=0 Y1=—5 y1 = 00

Figure 3: The B-model moduli spacels.

{y1 = —1/27}. Equations 42) and @3) define a Landau—Ginzburg model ou&g
which contains the Landau—Ginzburg mirrors fiéy and for P(1, 1,1, 3) as subsets.
The limit pointsy; =y, = 0 andy; = y, = 0 of Mg are called théarge radius limit
pointsor cuspscorresponding respectively iz and toP(1, 1,1, 3).

Let £ denote the B-model VSHS with baselg defined by the Landau—-Ginzburg
model just described. (See Definiti@ril8for the B-model VSHS.) We equif§ with
the grading operator Gi& — £ defined by

5
i=1
This satisfies the axioms for a graded VSHS with Euler fielddintension

0 0 .
E=2y— =29 — D =dimF; = 3.
2y, v, 02802’ 3
Remark 3.1 The superpotentialsi®) and @3) have isolated non-degenerate critical
points, and so the small quantum cohomology algebrizond the small quantum
orbifold cohomology algebra df(1, 1, 1, 3) are semisimple.

Remark 3.2 The mirror D-module develops a singularity along the lingg = 0}
and {y> = 0} = {yo = 0}. These are the solid lines in FiguBe It is non-singular
along the (dashed) linéy; = 0}.

3.6 An Opposite Subspace At Each Cusp

We now characterize those opposite subspaces for the BHWBHS which give rise,
via mirror symmetry, to the big quantum cohomology Frobsmanifolds forF3 and
for P(1,1,1,3). As we will see in the next section, these opposite sulesparenot
mapped into each other under parallel transport from cuspsp.
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The |l -functions @9), (41) defineD-module homomorphisms
Ieg: € — H'(Fa) © O {2271},

Ip(1,1,1,3)" 5|M]P’(1,1,1,3) — H(.)rb(]P)(lv 11 3)) ® OMH”(l,l,l,S){Z’ Z_l}

(44)

where we give the right-hand sides the triviakmodule structure. These homo-
morphisms are defined using the isomorphisd®),( by sending a representative
P(y,20,2) € Opmg{Z}(ZT\mg) 10 Z 'PIp, OF to Z 'Plp1113. This does not de-
pend on our choice of representatiPesince thel -functions satisfy the Picard—Fuchs
equations §8), (40). I, is a priori defined only in a small neighbourhood of the
cusp forlFz, but it can be extended to the whole 8g by analytic continuation (or,
which amounts to the same thing, by solving the Picard—Faghsations on this larger
region). The maps4d) sendVZ*-parallel sections of to constant sections, and thus
identify the spacé of flat sections o with Givental’'s symplectic vector space (with

Q=1):

Ip,: H = H (F3) ® C{z,27 '} = Hr,|o=1

Ipa113): H =2 Hyp(P(L1,1,1,3) ® C{z,z 1} = Hp@1.1,3)]0-1

As discussed in Sectiog.5.2 the mirror isomorphism 37) sends the generator

[exp(Wy/2) wy] of £ to the family of vectorsy — 1(y, 2) = J(q,2) lying on Givental’s
Lagrangian submanifold . The identifications45) are exactly those induced b§7).

(45)

An easy calculation using the explicit forms of thdunctions yields:

Proposition 3.3 Under the identification§45), the B-model grading operator corre-
sponds to the A-model grading opera(@p). O

The Hodge structur&y, near cusps behaves as follows. As, {») — 0, we have:
(46) Ty (Ey) ~ e 091P2109%)/2 (1 (o) @ C{2} + Oy, ¥2))

and asy, — 0 with y; = 0, we have:

(47) Tp,1,1,3)(Ey) ~ €109/ Z("'érb(P(L 1,1,3)) @ C{z} + O(Uz))

These are semi-infinite analogs of Schmid’s Nilpotent Ofbieorem #8] — the sin-
gularity of the Hodge structure near a cusp is asymptogicallen by the exponential
of nilpotent operators. This corresponds to the fact thdias quasi-unipotent mon-
odromy at each cusp, and so has a regular singular exteri3aigrie’s extension) on
a finite cover of a neighbourhood of each cusp.
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Definition 3.4 Thelimiting Hodge structureat a cuspc is defined to be a subspace
EIm of % satisfying

2
Ex ) ~ €Xp <Z Ni |09Xi> (Egm + O(xq, X2)>
i—1

whereN; are nilpotent operators and, x, are local co-ordinates centeredasuch
that £ has a logarithmic singularity along thg-axes. The limiting Hodge structure
actually depends on the choice of such co-ordifdtdsut in our examples we take
(X1, %2) = (y1,¥2) near the cusp; for F3 and &, x2) = (91, 92) near the cus, of
P(1,1,1,3).

The above calculation shows that:

I, (BO") = H' (Fs) ® C{z} = Hff [o—1

1

Te1.11.3)(Eey) = Ho(P(L, 1, 1,3)) @ C{z} = My 1 4 lo-1

We now construct an opposite subspd¢e for each cusge. We postulate that{
should satisfy:

(a) #_ is opposite to the limiting Hodge structuid™
(b) H_ is preserved by the grading operator Gr

(c) H-_ isinvariant under local monodromy, and moreover the mooograction
M satisfiesMN = id on z{_ /#_ whereN is the order of the local isotropy
group at the cusp

For [F3, the local monodromy means the monodromy around the gxes 0 and
y> = 0. The corresponding monodromy actions#n, are given by

M1 = exp(2rip1/2), M, = exp(2rip2/2).

ForP(1, 1,1, 3), the local monodromy means the monodromy coming from bificbd
loop [0,1] 5 t — (y1,12) = (0,€271¥/3). The corresponding action cHp(,1,1,3) is
given by

M = Moexp(2rip/2)

where

Mol p(1.1,1.3 = id, Mo(11) = als, Mo(1z) = azlg

13A co-ordinate change of the form lof) = logx + fi(X1, X2) with f;(0,0) = O does not
change the limiting Hodge structure, B§" depends only on the choice of “origin” of log:
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ando = exp(2ri/3). We haveN = 1 for F3 andN = 3 for P(1, 1,1, 3). Condition
(c) above implies that the connection 1-fonin Proposition2.11is well-defined on
an N-fold cover (uniformizing system) of a neighbourhood ofteaasp.

Theorem 3.5 Let ¢; and ¢, be the cusps ofMg corresponding tdF; and to
IP(1,1,1,3) respectively. For each; there exists a unique opposite subspate

satisfying conditions (a—c) above. Moreovét, corresponds undgn5) to the stan-
dard A-model opposite subspace:

Tis (Hey) = 2 'H'(F3) @ O(P*\ {0}) = Hy lo=1
Tr(1,1,1,3) (M) = 2 How(P(L,1,1,3)) @ O(PH\ {0}) = Hpy11.3)0=1

Proof We give a proof only forP(1,1,1,3). The 3 case is similar and easier.
Throughout the proof we identif${ with Hp(1 1,13)|o=1 Via the maplp,11,3) and
write H_ for HP(171,173)'HC_2.

Proposition3.3implies that the A-model grading operat@?2f preservesH _:
Gr = 220, + Grg—2¢1(P(1,1,1,3)) /z, c1(P(1,1,1,3)) = 6p.

On the other hand, the logarithmr6p/z = log(M3) of the cube of the monodromy
preservesH_, and so the “usual” grading operatord? + Grg also preserves{_ .
This means that{_ is a homogeneous subspace?f BecauseH_ is opposite to
E™, there is a uniqué€-basis{vy, . . ., 13, 1, ¢} of ZH_ NEMM such that:

v =p + 0@, ¢1=11 + 02, ¢2 =1z + O(2)

These elements must be homogeneous. Since Mo#nd exp(2rip/z) preserve
H_, Mg must also preservé{_. It is clear thatMg preserveﬁEﬂg‘, SO it acts on
ZH_N E'g;“ ThuszH_ N E'g;“ decomposes into eigenspaces fidyg; it follows that
¥ € H'(P(1,1,1,3)){z} and¢; € H' (P(V'/?)){z}. Homogeneity now implies that
o = 13-
SinceM? acts trivially onzH _ /#{_ it follows that £ log M3 sendsz#_ to #_. Thus
$zlogM® = 2rip preservesE!™ and z}_ simultaneously, and therefore acts on
ZH_N E{{Q‘ . By homogeneity again, we can write

vi=p+> ¢z lp

=0

for somecj € C. As p*~'vj € ZH_ NEL™ andp*~'y); is divisible byz, we know that
p*~'+i should be zero. This shows thgt= 0 and that); = p'. SincezH_ is spanned
over O(P*\ {0}) by ¢, ..., 3, 61, ¢, itfollows thatH _ = Hpy 15 ylo=1- D
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Monodromy properties also force, as we now show, the A-maxéI|B-model pairings
to coincide up to an overall scalar factor. In the next sectiee will see that the
compositionlly, o ]I];(ll 11.3) €xactly preserves Givental's symplectic form.

Proposition 3.6 Under the identification$45), the B-model symplectic form corre-
sponds to a scalar multiple of Givental’'s symplectic formparticular,H, is isotropic
with respect to the B-model symplectic form.

Proof We give a proof only forP(1, 1,1, 3); the F3 case is similar. Lei(-, -)B be
the C{z,z 1} -valued pairing orHp(1,1,1,3)|o=1 induced by the B-model pairing. The
definition of the B-model pairing shows that this is monodyeimvariant:

(MO‘7M5)B = (0‘75)5
Using Grip/z = logM3, we have

(48) (pa, B)g = (@, pPB)g

and soMo = M exp(—2rip/z) also preserves the pairing, -) ;. This implies that
(49) (H. (]P’(l, :I.7 1, 3)) , 1i/3)B =0 and (1i/37 1i/3)B =0

fori =1,2.

From the asymptotics4{) we know that for eachy 7—[;(1,171,3)](3:1, there exists a
family of elements{ay, } in Hp,1,1,3)|o=1 such that

oy, = exp(3plognz/2) (a + O(\)z)) € Ey—0,1,-
Foranya, 8 € Hg 1, 3, the B-model pairing ofv,, and 3,, takes values ifC{z}:

(atny, Brp) g = (a4 O(n2), B + O(n2)) g € C{Z}.
Taking the limity, — 0, we see thafa, ) 5 is in C{z}.
The compatibility of grading and the pairing gives that fantogeneous elements
a, € H (P(1,1, 1, 3)) we have:

220, (a, B)B = (dega + degs — 6) (a, ﬁ)B
- ((Cl(X)/Z) Ua, ﬁ)B - (Oé, (Cl(X)/Z) U ﬁ)B

The second line vanishes b4d). This means tha(a, ﬁ)B is homogeneous of degree
dega + degps — 6. From this homogeneity, equatiofd), the orthogonality49), and
the fact that(a,ﬁ)B € C{z}, it follows that the only non-vanishing pairings among
basis elements are

#p)e=@rpec (1), = (133), €
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with i+ = 3. This shows directly that{y, , ; 5) is isotropic with respect to the
B-model symplectic form. But the general theory of VSHS it 2.2 implies that
the B-model pairing also satisfies (see equatidt))(

(Oé Oq ﬁv ’7)5 = (Oé, B Oq ’7)5 for all «, 677 € H(.)rb(P(:L» 17 17 3))
because the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebra rierg¢éed byp. Thus

(-.-)g is completely determined by the valud,p®), and is proportional to the
orbifold Poincaé pairing. O

Remark 3.7 In proving the uniqueness in general of opposite subspamkpairings
which behave well under monodromy, the hard Lefschetz ptpmd the usualcoho-
mology of a projective orbifold will play an important rolelThis will be explained

in Iritani [38]. See also Iritani 37, Theorem 3.13] for the uniqueness of opposite
subspaces in the A-model. In the proofs above, we implicigd the hard Lefschetz
property ofH*(P(1,1,1,3)). A hard Lefschetz property farbifold cohomology is
discussed in Theorem 10below.

Definition 3.8 A polarization ofH at a cuspc is a decomposition
H=E" & Hs

whereE!lm is the limiting Hodge structure artl; is an opposite subspace.

The polarization at a cusp will be mappedlhy or IIp1,1,1,3) to the standard polariza-
tion:

+ - + -
My © M| or Hew119 ® Heai19) g,

3.7 The Polarizations Are Different

We now compare the polarizations at the cusps\ég corresponding tdf's and to
P(1,1,1,3). LetU: Hp,1,1,3)l0=1 = Hrs|g=1 be the linear transformation defined
by the composition

(Ip2,1,1,3) * Irg

H

and letU : Hpa,1,1,3)0=1 = Hrslg=1 be U followed by changing the sign af. The
transformatiorilJ (or equivalentlylU) measures the difference between the polarizations
at the two cusps. As we will see, the sign flip in the definitibfilacomes from the sign
flip which relates the A-model VSHS to the tangent spaces tei@al's Lagrangian
submanifold (see Sectich3.3.

Hp(1,1,1,3)|lQ=1 HrslQi=1
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Proposition 3.9 The matrix ofU with respect to the bases fbi;,,,(P(1, 1, 1, 3)) and
H*(F3) defined in Sectio2.1.1is:

1 00O 0 0
0O 1 00 0 0
0O 010 0 0
2V/3r1 231
(50) 02 000 sr(%fz SOR
T 21 21
-3z 000 sy e
8¢(3) 2v/373 2v/373
P5) 001 a@Eypz )3z

Here( is the Riemann zeta function. The linear transformatiooreserves the grading
and the symplectic forms but does not preserve the stangg@bite subspaces.

Proof Thel-functionslr, andlp@ 1,13 are theimages of the generator [éRQ(2) wy] €
& under the map$y, andlp,1,13). It follows that
U(lea113) = rslm=o

where we regardp(1,1,1,3) as a function ofy, via the mapy = Ug discussed above
Figure3. We calculateU (and hencel) by analytically continuingly, to a neigh-
bourhood of the large radius limit point fd(1, 1,1, 3) and then comparing it with
Ip1,1,1,3)- Using the Barnes method (see the Appendix A), one finds:

(51) Ip,(91,92,2) = 21 (14 2)° (14 &)1 (1 + B=%0)
(—1)< sin ( P2—23P17T) U|;|(_Ulz+p2/z

G 3sin(a + ) K2 T(1+ 2 4+ 59°T(1+ 2 +1)

We compare this with:

FA— (-9 +9°r(1+F) oJ™>* 15
Ip(1,1,1,3)(02,2) = ZZ 0 w3 e Zn AT
mol (1+3+53)°T(1+ 2 +m) ;
SinceU is equivariant with respect to the monodromy action arounedaxis {y, =
0} = {n2 = 0}, we havelUe?*%/2 = &m1P2/7[J and soU3p = p,U. Thus:
T(142)°T(1+2) sin(Znr)
3 .
F(1+ %) 3sin
CTA+2)°r(1+2)  sin(Zn)

F(%—i—%)s 38in(%77+%7r)
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T(1+2)°r(1+2)  sin(Znr)
r(i+%)°  3sin(Br+3in)
wherep; = p2 — 3p1, and the conclusion follows. The vald¢3) in the matrix forU

comes from the expansion of thiefunction:

I'(1+X) =exp (—7X + 7{_;)(2 — O3 O(x“))

27T _
z°0(1) =

where~ is Euler's constant. The transformatidh does not magp; ; ; 3) to Hy,
because the matri() contains strictly positive powers at O

Remark 3.10 The symplectic transformatioly always has an ambiguity due to the
monodromy action ori . This corresponds to the choice of branch cuts in the process
of analytic continuation.

Remark 3.11 A closely-related symplectic transformation (with= 1) occurs in
work of Aganagic—Bouchard—-Klemnm3[ equation 6.21]. They studied a phase-
transition from localP? (the total space of the canonical bundig.) to C3/Zs.
Our example here is a global version of this but is not Calédui-

3.8 The Proof of Conjecturel.3

In Theorenm3.12below, we prove Conjectur@lwhenX = P(1, 1,1, 3) andY = 3.
Conjecturel.3 in the Introduction follows from this and the definitio26) of the
analytic Givental’'s cone.

Theorem 3.12 Let B C Ha,|o,_; andEEGL13) - He(1119o_ be the moving
subspace realizatior{5) of the analytic big A-model VSHSs df; andP(1, 1,1, 3).
Then there exists a map from an open subset &f;,(P(1, 1, 1, 3)) to an open subset
of H*(IF3) such that, after analytic continuation if necessary,

DER9) — B,

whereU is the symplectic transformation from Propositigi$.

Proof We use Dubrovin’s Reconstruction Theoret8|[ This implies that the Frobe-
nius manifold given by big quantum (orbifold) cohomologyndae uniquely recon-
structed from one semisimple fiber as an isomonodromic deftion of the differential
equation

11,1, [0 1 1 B
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where GrGrg are grading operators. We know from the mirror analysis that
small quantum cohomology algebrasltf andP(1, 1, 1, 3) are semisimple. The big
quantum cohomologies df; and P(1, 1,1, 3) are therefore determinemb analytic
Frobenius manifold®y the small quantum cohomologies.

Write X = P(1,1,1,3) andY = F3. Let miry: Mg — H2(Y) and miry: Mg O

/\7;( — H2(X) be (analytic continuations of) the mirror maps. They axegiby the
coefficients ofz ! of the | -functionslg,, Ip1,1,1,3) in equations 39), (41). The mirror
theorems discussed in Sectidhg, 3.4imply that

Iv(&y) = Emiryy) and (&) = Emirv)

fory e /\75 andy € /\7;( respectively. These equations halgbriori in neighbour-
hoods of the cusps, but hold everywhere by analytic contimuaBy the definition of
U, we have

(53) U(EY

Y
mire) = E

miry(y)

fory € MVX. Take a semisimple poingg € My (in fact every point OWVX is
semisimple) and a small open neighbourhddgl of yp in MVX. Since the B-model
and A-model grading operators match (Proposito8) and the Euler vector field is
tangent tQ/WX, U induces an isomorphism of graded VSHSs:

(54) En i (Ue) = EX " lmiry(o)

Take a homogeneous opposite subsgdceof £ atyp. This gives rise to the opposite
subspaced y(H~) and Iy(H ") of £x ™9 and £1'"9 — these subspaces are oppo-
site in neighbourhoods afy := miryx(yp) and o := miry(yp) respectively — and
produces Frobenius manifold structufesn the analytic germs$H;,(X; C), 7o) and
(H'(Y; (C),To). Since these two Frobenius manifolds are the unfoldinthefsame
differential equation §2) at yp, by Dubrovin's Reconstruction Theorem we have a
natural isomorphism of Frobenius manifolds (Hg,,(X; C), 00) = (H'(Y;C), 7).
Forgetting the opposite subspace, we conclude that theaa isomorphism of the
underlying VSHSs, i.e. that the isomorphis&#)f extends to open neighbourhoods of
oo € Hyy(X; C) and o € H*(Y; C). The moving subspace realizations of the two big
A-model VSHSs are therefore related by a cons@fit, z 1} -linear transformation.
Equation 63) shows that this transformation 3. O

Remark 3.13 When reconstructing big quantum cohomology from small twan
cohomology, we could use quantukt?-generation in place of Dubrovin’s Recon-
struction Theorem. In fact, Dubrovin Reconstruction is acsgl case of quantum

“These Frobenius manifold structures are notin generakthetgm cohomology Frobenius
manifold structures, because in gendra(H ) # Hy andly(H ™) # Hy .
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H2-generation where the produEt , of the Euler vector field generates the total co-
homology. In our case, orbifold cohomolody;,,(P(1, 1,1, 3)) is not generated by
H2(P(1, 1, 1, 3)), butquantumorbifold cohomology is generated By?(P(1, 1, 1, 3)).
Reconstruction theorems of Hertling—ManB1], Iritani [35, Remark 4.10], and Rose
[44] are also applicable here. These are generalizations dfitee Reconstruction
Theorem of Kontsevich-Manir8p], where classicaH?-generation is assumed.

3.9 The Flat Co-ordinates Are Different

We can see the difference between the big quantum cohomdiogyenius mani-
folds for 3 and P(1, 1, 1, 3) more explicitly as follows. The vectots,(y, —2) and
U~ Yg,(y, —2) are on the conegy, and Lp(11.13) respectively. They expand as:

10F OF 1
opi + —°p§> S +0E?

(55) (Y, =2 = —z+ Tap1 + 2Pz — <_§0—71 1t 5,

aForb aForb 1
-1 ) — _ (3Z0 0 2\ —2
U (Iry(y: —2)) z+ ’tllg + t2(3p) ( ot 1% + T p ) = +0(z79)

where (1, ) and ¢1,t) are flat coordinates orﬂg associated with the quantum
cohomologies andFy, Fgrb are the genus-zero Gromov—Witten potentials fgrand
P(1,1,1,3). Combining §0) and 6£5), we see that

_2¢%¢_%a@wm%m
arE " TP o
From 61) we find

(56) L=

+1 t
o+ =11 = to.
2 31 2

00 n-1 1,3 b 00 n—1 23
_ k 5 For - k 2
t, = Z(_l)nnk—o(—+3) 3n+1 38 0o _ Z(_l)nM 342
n=0

Gn+1)y o GBn+2y 1t
and thus:
OFo 1 1 1093
57 370 _ 2 © 8 _ 11
(57) oty 21 2 5t 3 gl FH 11l

Combining 66) and 67) shows that the flat co-ordinate systems, {2) and {y, t2)
on Mg are different.

3.10 The Proof of Theoreml.2

We recommend that at this point the reader reviews the gyradescribed in Sec-
tion2.5.2
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The small quantum cohomology locuglp(1,1,1,3) of P(1,1,1, 3) is given by

{1 =0} ={t1 =0} = {r1 =0}

Along this locus, the two flat co-ordinates coincide: = t,. As q; = €1, g = €2,
andq = €2 we have

=1, O = 0.
We calculate the identification (along this locus) betwdsn quantum cohomology
algebras ofP(1,1,1,3) and F3 by first finding differential operators which rep-
resent our chosen basis fot;, (P(1,1,1,3);C) through derivatives oflp(1,1,13),
then commuting these operators past the symplectic tnanafmn U in the equality
[U(l]p(l,Ll,g)(y, —z)) = Iy, (0, y1/3, —7), and finally comparing the resulting derivatives
of Ir, with our chosen basis fdf* (F3; C). In detail, this goes as follows.

The opposite subspadk, at the cuspc, for (1,1, 1, 3) determines a trivialization
of £. Define differential operatorB;(z0) by

Po=1, P =20, P, = (29)?,
P; = (9)°, Py =y ¥3329)*, Ps =y~ 33209y~ 1/33(29)*)

whereo = yay The sectionsy = P;i(V5)[exp(W,) wy] form a frame of€ which is
constant with respect to this trivialization. In fact, from

1/3 2/3
(58)  Ipaiiy = yp/z< 7;/4 1y + 17y625 1 + 6>Z/61o+o( ))

one finds that:

Pilpa113) =P + o(z?) 0<i<3

P4|]P>(1717173) = 1% + O(Z_l)

P5|]P>(1717173) = 1% + O(Z_l)
and therefore that the differential operatdPg, ..., Ps correspond to the basis
1 p, pz,p3,1%,1% for the quantum cohomology algebra B{1,1,1,3). The ma-
trix of quantum multiplicationpoy can be obtained as the connection matrix\ef
with respect to the framée }:

000 O 0 Iy/3
100 0 0 0
010 0 0 0
z _
(59) =20 1001 0o 0 o0
000 %y o0 0
000 0 IyW3 o
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(Recall that the mirror map fdP(1, 1, 1, 3) is trivial, sog =y.)

On the other hand, the sectiossare not constant with respect to the trivialization
associated withH, . By usingPilg,|y,—0 = UPilp@1,11,3) and the expansiors), one
finds that:

i
Pilisl=o = () +0(z?) 0<i<2
P3lrs |y =0 = % —V3By"3p1 +0(z7)
Palpy|y—0 = —V3B1p1z+ Eﬂlpf +0(z7Y)

Psli,|y—0 = V382p1 + = ( Bap + yl/g) 0(z?)

whereg; = ﬁ%ﬁ From this, we see that the frame fgiven by
p1
e07 el> e27 e?n e4 + Zﬁ_e:)y 65
corresponds to the non-constant basis
2
17 E & \/éﬁ y1/3p17 51)’1/3 + Blpb \/éﬁZPl

37 97 27
for the quantum cohomology algebral®f. The Dubrovin connection for the quantum

cohomology ofF3 can be obtained from the connectid#®) by the gauge transforma-
tion ©(y, 2): Hyp(P(1,1,1,3)) — H*(F3) given by:

oy, 2(0) = (%)i 0<i<2

oy, 2(p%) = 52 — V3hy"3p1
O, 2(1) = %ym + 218} — 235
0. 2)(12) = V302p1

Therefore the quantum product Ipg/3 and byp, atq € Mp(1,113), are related by
conjugation byo(q) := ©(q,0):

P2 _ -1
( 3 O(Q17Q2)> (@.a)=(L 39 =06(a) (pOQ) ©(q)

It is easy to check tha®(q) preserves the (orbifold) Poin@pairing and grading.
BecauseO(q) preserves the unit angeq generates the small quantum cohomology
algebra,©(q) is an algebra isomorphism. This proves Theofieth O
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Remark 3.14 The symplectic transformatiofy does not induce an isomorphism
between the Frobenius manifolds associated to the big guaobhomologies of's
and P(1,1,1,3) but it does induce an isomorphism between the correspgrie
manifolds.

Remark 3.15 The basis change operatéi(q) becomes a ring isomorphism because
it preserves the unit. If we have a miniversal extended B-ehatbduli spaceM\B
corresponding to big quantum cohomology and a mibemodule& on it — in fact
we can reconstruct these from the small data — then the Haesigye operato®(q, 2)
between two flat frames can be extendedjta M\B. The operatoro(qg) will not
necessarily preserve the unit outside the original B-maueduli spaceMpg C /\75,
and so will not in general be a ring isomorphism there. A risgmorphism over the
whole of /\//\(B is given byv — @(Q)(Voq)@(C])_ll, but outside ofMp this will not

in general preserve the (orbifold) Poinearairing.

4 Example: F, and P(1, 1, 2)

We now consider the examples = P(1,1,2) andY = [F,, proving Theorenil.1
and Conjecturel.3. The argument is entirely parallel to that in Secti®mand so
we omit many details. The only significant difference is ie ttonclusion which we
draw. Since the opposite subspaces associated to the ocudf(d.f1, 2) andF, agree
under parallel transport — or, more concretely, becauseythmplectic transformation
U : Hp(,1,2) = Hr, in Proposition4.2 mapsHp, ; 5 to Hy, — it follows that the
flat structures associated {1, 1, 2) andF, agree under analytic continuation. This
implies that the big quantum cohomology Frobenius mansfdtd P(1, 1, 2) andF,
become isomorphic after analytic continuation, and hehatthe original form of the
Bryan—Graber Conjecture holds. See Appendix B for a momaeitary proof of the
crepant resolution conjecture in this surface case.

4.1 The Landau—Ginzburg Mirror to [,

The surfaceF, is a GIT quotient ofC* by (C*)? where C*)? acts via the inclusion:
(C)? = (€ (81— (5551
The mirror familyr : Z — Mg, is given by restricting the dual of this inclusion
m (C)* — (C*)
(Wi, - . ., Wa) — (WaWaWg 2, WaWy)
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to the open subsetty, C (C*)? defined by:

M, = {1 ¥2) € (€ y1 # 3}
The superpotentidlV is
W = W1 + Wo + W3 + Wy
and the holomorphic volume formy on the fiberz, = 7=(yy, y») is:
dlogwy A -+ - A dlogwgy
dlogy: A dlogy»

We deleted the locug; = % from Mp, to ensure that Assumptior’s17hold. The
oscillating integrals34) here satisfy the Picard—Fuchs equations:

Do(D2 — 2D1) f = yof
D?Dy(D; — 2)f = y1y3f
D2D, f = y1y2(D2 — 2Dg) f
D?f = y1(Dy — 2D1)(D2 — 2D — 2)f

whereD; = zylaiyl andD, = zyza%.

Wy:

(60)

4.2 Mirror Symmetry for F,

Givental's mirror theoremZ5, Theorem 0.1] implies that thiefunction
(61)
Yy PR T — 2p1 + M2
G50 Tnea(Pr + m22 T (P2 + M TT 2 (P2 — 21 + m2)
whereps, p is the basis oH2(F,) defined in Sectior2.1.1, coincides with the small
J-function 30) after a change of variablegi(y2) — (01, 02):
‘JFz(qla q27 Z) = IFz(y]J y27 Z)

The components off, (Y1, Y2, 2) form another basis of solutions to the Picard—Fuchs
system 60). As we explained in SectioR.5.2 this proves Conjecturg.21for F».

I]Fz(ylv Y2, Z) =

As before, we can can read off the mirror map, {») — (01, g2) by expanding the
| -function as a Laurent series aTt. This gives:

2
kK>1 14 I —4y1)

(62)
2GXp< Z (2k— 1)' 1) _ y2(1+ V21_ 1)

=S
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The mirror map identifies a neighbourhoodyaf= y»> = 0 in My, with the Kahler
moduli spaceM  of F»; here once agairg(, g») are co-ordinates oM . This iden-
tification matches up the Jacobi ridd/y) of Wy, with the small quantum cohomology
algebra ofF, at (g1, g2) and the residue pairing with the Poinearairing.

4.3 The Landau—Ginzburg Mirror to P(1,1, 2)

The mirror family 7 is
7 Z=(C*)°® — Mpa,1,2) = (C*)
(W1, Wa, Wy) — WiWoW5

the superpotentialV is
W =W + Wy + Wy

and the holomorphic volume formy on the fiberz, = 7=1(y) is:
dlogw; A dlogws, A dlogwgy

CUy —
dlogy
The oscillating integrals3d) satisfy the Picard—Fuchs equation
(63) D2(2D)(2D — 2)f = yf.

whereD = zya%.

4.4 Mirror Symmetry for P(1,1, 2)

A theorem of Coates—Corti—-Lee—Tserigl[ Theorem 1.7] shows that tHefunction

yd 1
Hb (p+bz)2Hb \—o(2p+ b2~

0< b< 2d

(64) lp@,1,2) (Y, 2 = ZWZ Z

d: ZdEZ

coincides with the small-functlon 29) after the (trivial) change of variablaes=y:

Jp1,1,2)(0, 2 = lp,1,2)(Y, 2

The components ofp(1,1,2)(y, 2) give another basis of solutions to the Picard—Fuchs
equation 63). As before this proves Conjectuge21for P(1, 1, 2). The moduli space
Mp(1,1,2) With co-ordinatey is identified via the majg = y with the Kahler moduli
spaceMa of P(1,1,2); hereq is again a co-ordinate oW a. This identification
matches the Jacobi ring(W;) with the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebra
of P(1, 1,2) atq, and the residue pairing with the Poinegrairing.
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4.5 Constructing the B-model VSHS

As in Sectior3.5, we extend the Landau—Ginzburg mirrorltf to a Landau—Ginzburg
model with a larger base defined in terms of the secondaryofafif (Figure4).

P2 =pP2

P1

P1

Figure 4: The secondary fan féb.

Takews, wy as co-ordinates on the fib&y, so that:

1%, 22 4,
1W4 Wy

(65) Wy = Wy +

Let M be the toric orbifold associated to the secondary fanFgr There are two
distinguished co-ordinate patches &, one for each maximal cone in the secondary
fan. Let {/1,y2) be the co-ordinates dual t@y( p2) and §1,n2) be the co-ordinates
dual to p1, p2) (see Figurel). As

pp =y, 2 v2 = y1' %Yo

we see thattfy, y2) is a uniformizing system neary 2Z orbifold point at ¢1,n2) = 0
In the co-ordinatesyg, vy2) we have

2
V2 D12
(66) W, =wq + + —— +Wsq
Y 1WL21 Wy
and so we can extend the family of teriand the superpotentiady, across the locus

{n1 = 0}. Here we see
W = W1 + Wy + Wy, W1W2W421 = U%

which is the Landau—Ginzburg mirror #(1, 1, 2): the locusy; = 0,y # 0 in M is
identified with Mp(1 1 2) via the mapy = 3.

The B-model moduli spaceVg here, which is the base of our extended Landau—
Ginzburg model, is obtained fromM by deleting the closures of the lo¢y;y, = 0}
and{y; = 1/4}. Equations §5) and ©6) together define a Landau—-Ginzburg model
over Mg which contains the Landau—Ginzburg mirrors 0 and for P(1,1,2) as
subsets. The limit pointg; = y>» = 0 andy; = y, = 0 of Mp are called thedarge
radius limit pointsor cuspscorresponding respectively &, and tolP(1,1,2). Let&
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denote the B-model VSHS with bagelg defined by the Landau—Ginzburg model just
described and equipped with the grading operator:

4
Gr[f(x,2e™/2wy] = [(2282 + ZZwiaw,> f(x, z)eWy/Zwy]
i=1
The Euler field and dimension here are
0

0 .
E=2y,— =2y,—, D =dimF, = 2.
2)’28y2 Uz@t)z 2

Remark 4.1 The superpotential®6b) and ©6) have isolated non-degenerate critical
points; this implies that the small quantum cohomology lalgeof IF, and the small
guantum orbifold cohomology algebra B{1, 1, 2) are semisimple.

4.6 An Opposite Subspace At Each Cusp

As before, thel-functions 61), (64) and the isomorphism3¢) define D-module
homomorphisms:

Is,: € — H'(F2) ® 07 {2271},

Ip(1,1,2): S|M]P’(l,l,2) - H(.)rb(]P)(la 1, 2)) @ OM]P(l,l,Z){Z’ Z_l}

(67)

by sendingP(y,z0,2) € £ = Onmg{zH{ZTpmg) t0 Z 1PIg, or to z *Plp@12). The
maps 67) send VZ-parallel sections of to constant sections, and thus identify the
spaceH of flat sections of with Givental’'s symplectic vector space:

Ir,: H = H (F2) ® C{z,2 1} = Hr,lo-1
Ipa12) H = How(P(1,1,2)) ® C{z,7 7} = Hraa2)lo-1

Herelr,, which isa priori defined only in a small neighbourhood of the cusplfer
is extended to the whole o¥g by analytic continuation.

Let c; andc, denote the cusps 0¥1g corresponding respectively iy andP(1, 1, 2).
We define opposite subspachs, and?#, of A by:

Ir, (He,) = Hr,lo=1 Ip1,2)(He,) = Hpaz)l0=t

These opposite subspaces are uniquely characterized lydmony and homogeneity
properties, as in Propositidh5, but we will not pursue this here.
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4.7 The Polarizations Match
DefineU: Hp(1,1,2)l0=1 — Hr,|o=1 to be the composition

(Tpa,1,2) "t Ik,
H Hr,lQ=1

Hp(1,1,2)| Q=1

and letU : Hpa12)lo=1 — Hr,Ja=1 be U followed by changing the sign of.
Arguing as in the proof of Propositiod19 shows:

Proposition 4.2 The matrix ofU with respect to the bases fét, (P(1,1,2)) and
H*(F,) defined in Sectio2.1.1is:

oNEFE O O

1

68) B
T2z

yra

The linear transformatiofr) preserves the grading, the symplectic forms, and the
standard opposite subspaces. O

Note that heréJ takes the form exé—%) 0 Ulz=co-

4.8 The Proof of Conjecturel.3

By applying Dubrovin’s Reconstruction Theorem, as in treopof TheorenB.12 we
deduce Conjecturgé.3and5.1for X = P(1,1,2) andY = F»:

Theorem 4.3 Let Ef2 C Hp,|_, and EFAL2) - He(112)o_y be the moving
subspace realization25) of the analytic big A-model VSHSs df, andP(1,1,2).
Then there exists a mdp from an open subset &f;,,(P(1, 1,2)) to an open subset
of H*(IFp) such that, after analytic continuation if necessary,

O(Ez) - %,

whereU is the symplectic transformation from Propositié:2 O
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4.9 The Proof of Theoreml.1

It remains only to prove Theorefhl But since the transformatioi maps:

¢ the big A-model VSHS foi(1, 1, 2) to the big A-model VSHS fof,

e the standard opposite subspal«ztg(1 12) [0 the standard opposite subsp&ﬁ!:]g2

o the dilaton shift 1 ZH]I:(l,l,Z)/H]I:(l,l,Z) to the dilaton shift 1€ zHp /Hp,
it follows immediately thatU induces an isomorphism between the big quantum coho-
mology Frobenius manifolds associatedto= P(1,1,2) andY = F,. To compute
this isomorphism explicitly, consider the discussion befBropositior2.12 The un-
derlying linear isomorphisn® : Hg . (X;C) — H*(Y;C) here is the isomorphism
ZH 3 /Hy = ZHy /Hy induced byU, s0© = Ul,—n:
O(lo) =1 o(p) = %

2 i

o) = (%) O(1y2) = —5(p2 — 2p1)
The map®© evidently preserves the Poinéapairings. It gives an isomorphism of
algebras between

<H(.)rb(X;(C)v'T> and <H.(Y; (C)v.f(T))
where we can read off the affine-linear identification of flatardinatesr — f(7)
from the bigJ-functions: U(Jx(r, —2)) = Jy(f(7), —2), and so
i
(70) f(7) = O(7) + —-(P2 — 2p).

Here we are considering the analytic version of Giventafaialism, with the Novikov
variablesQ, Q;, andQ, setto 1. Putting back the Novikov variables using the Diviso
Equation (see Remat16above) one finds that one can absorb the shift of the origin
in (70) into the specialization of quantum parameters:

Qi =-1, Q= iQ"2.

Theoreml.1is proved. O

(69)

5 A Crepant Resolution Conjecture

In this final section we formulate our version of the Crepaas®&tution Conjecture.

This is a more precise version of Conjectdr& from the Introduction. We discuss
its relationship with theorems of Lupercio—Poddar and ¥Wasand show that under a
Hard Lefschetz condition it implies the original form of tBeyan—Graber Conjecture.
We also indicate several aspects of the story which remabde texplored.
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Conjecture 5.1 Let X be an orbifold with projective coarse moduli spatend let
w: Y — X be a crepant resolution. Suppose that the big quantum poeudn (5)
for X andY are convergent as functions ofandQ, so that the analytic big A-model
VSHS of X (respectively oiY ) with Novikov variables specialized tois well-defined
over an open subset &f,  (X; C) (respectively oH*(Y;C)); see Sectio2.3.4

LetEY C Hxlg=1, EY C Hy|g-1 be the moving subspace realizatid@s) of the
analytic big A-model VSHSs o andY respectively. Define the limiting Hodge

structureEﬁYmJ associated ta € Hy(X; C) by:

X I H —0 /2 X
IElim,’r - UI_I[R,I € / Er—l—a

Hereo moves inH?(X; C) andlim,_,;,; denotes the large radius limit( fd o) —
—oo forall d € Eff(X).

There is a symplectic transformatidd: Hx|q-1 — Hy|g=1 and a mapY from
an open subset ifi; ,(X'; C) to an open subset ¢f*(Y; C) such that, after analytic
continuation if necessary,
T(EY) = B

and that:

(a) U is degree-preserving aritf{z, z 1} -linear

(b) U(pu) = (7*(p)U)U for all non-twisted degree-two cohomology

classes) € H2(X; C); here the product on the left-hand side is the

Chen-Ruan orbifold cup product and the product on the itigimid

(71) side is the usual cup product

(c) There is a pointg € ngb(X ; C) such that the standard opposite
subspacesiy|q=1 and Hy|q=1 are opposite tdj, — and to
U(Eq, ) respectively.

|im,7'0

LetU: Hx|o=1 — Hy|g=1 be U followed by changing the sign af Conjectures.1
and the definitionZ6) of the analytic version of Givental’s cone immediately Iynp
Conjecturel.3from the Introduction:

(72) U(Ly) = L3
Note thatU determines the majf uniquely (seeZ?3)):
U(ES) N (14 Hylo=1) = {1+ Y(r)/z+ O(1/7)}.

In terms of the Lagrangian cones, the base space of the bigdehVSHS arises as a
space parametrizing tangent spaces to the d@fieor £§". From this viewpoint, the
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map Y can be interpreted as the map between the moduli spacesgeitaspaces to
the cones induced from the isomorphi&m £3" = L{".

Remark 5.2 Even though the Gromov-Witten theories&fandY are defined over
Q, the transformatiorilU may only be defined ovef. This happened here for both
X =P(@1,1,2) andX =P(1,1,1,3): see Proposition.2and3.9.

Remark 5.3 The operatorU will be far from unique because of various degree-
preserving symmetries of the Lagrangian cones. The antpigtiilU by scalar mul-
tiplication (dilation symmetry) can be fixed by the conditit/(1) = 1 + O(z 1), but
there will also be discrete symmetries coming from monodroifrthe mirror VSHS.
The Divisor Equation implies that

(73)  Jx(7 + 0, —2)|o=1 = € 7/ Ax(r, ~2)| g el o € H3(x;C)

and in particular setting = 2rip, wherep € H?(X, Z) is an integral degree-two class
coming from the coarse moduli spae shows that multiplication by ex@wip/z)
preserves y. This symmetry comes from a monodromy around the large sdufiit
point. Part (b) can therefore be understood as a compstib#itween the monodromy
actions onH » and#y. There will also be discrete symmetries of other types; Isee t
discussion in Sectioh.5 below.

Remark 5.4 Whent € H(X; C) is sufficiently close to the large radius limit, the

limiting Hodge structurdﬂﬁ’fw exists and is calculated as:

o—l.rl

0J
X — i —o/zp X _ vix
(74) Eim - = lim e Er,, = Spany <8Ta (T’ Z)‘Qi:0>

1<a<N

Part (c) implies that in a neighbourhood of the large radima& I'lim ,_, 1. (70 + )",
the Frobenius structures associated to btAndY are well-defined.

Remark 5.5 We can restore the Novikov variables in equatiai2)(as follows.
Given the analytic Givental coné?", we can define &amily of analytic conescg”
parametrized by complex numbers Q...,Q, € C*:

5 =exp (Z pi log Qi/ Z) cen

i=1
Due to the discrete symmetries from Remé&rg Eg” depends only on suitable roots

Y™ . Q/™ of the Novikov variables. From equatiofi), the original Givental

cone over the Novikov ring\ can be interpreted as the completion of the family of
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cones{Eg”}Qe((cx)r at the originQ = 0. By using (b), we have a family version of
(72):

U(L%o) = Lilq
where 7* denotes the map between Novikov variables induced by thiebauk
7 H2(X) — H2(Y).

Remark 5.6 The method by which Conjectufe1 was proved here (see Sectiddis
and4) is applicable to a broad class of examples. Every time wavkaanirror for
small quantum cohomology we should have a similar explandir wall-crossing
phenomena in genus-zero Gromov—Witten theory. This has &egphasized in work
of Coates 12] and Iritani [38], which provides evidence that something very like
Conjectures.1 may also hold for more general crepant birational transiions.

Remark 5.7 Conjectureb.lis in keeping with ideas of Ruad¥]: that the Lagrangian
cones which encode genus-zero Gromov-Witten invarianenadrbifold X' and its
crepant resolutiorY should coincide after a symplectic transformation, and tha
total descendant potentials &f and of Y (which are generating functions encoding
Gromov-Witten invariants of all genera) should be relatgdhe quantization of this
symplectic transformation. These ideas were inspired syt of Givental 27], who
has found in a number of examples that operations in Gromdatei\theory which
in genus zero give a symplectic transformation of the Lagjeancone act on higher-
genus invariants by applying the quantization of that syaiid transformation (which
is a differential operator) to the total descendant poagénti

5.1 Consequences of Conjecturg.1

When Conjectur&.1 holds we can distinguish two cases:

() U(Hy)=Hy

(i) U(Hy) #Hy
In case (i), which occurs when matrix elementslbdo not contain positive powers
of z, the big quantum cohomology Frobenius structurestoind Y are related by
analytic continuation — exactly as in Sectid©. In this caseU can be thought
of as the well-known ambiguity of fundamental solutionshie theory of Frobenius
manifolds. In case (ii), which occurs when some matrix eleimef U contain strictly

positive powers ofz, U does not preserve the opposite subspaces and the Frobenius
manifolds associated t& andY will in general be different. In this cadd;(X’; C)
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andH*(Y; C) carry the samé--manifold structure but have different flat co-ordinate
systems. Note that case (i) happened Xoe= P(1, 1, 2) and that case (ii) happened
for X =P(1,1,1,3).

In the next two sections we will show that # satisfies a Hard Lefschetz condition
then case (ii) cannot occur, and thus that our Conjecturdiemthe Bryan—Graber
Conjecture.

5.2 Conjecture5.1and Theorems of Lupercio—Poddar and Yasuda

Theorem 5.8 If Conjecture5.1 holds therH;,(X'; C) andH*(Y; C) are isomorphic
as graded vector spaces.

Remark 5.9 Lupercio—Poddar and Yasuda have shown that’ifand Y are K-
equivalent orbifolds therH;, (X; C) and H*(Y;C) have the same Hodge numbers
[41,50]. Thus this consequence itselfis not surprising. We inelagroof only because
the isomorphism which we construct depel?ds the choice ofy in Conjectures.1(c),
and so from the point of view of Gromov—-Witten theory thereyrba nodistinguished
graded isomorphism betweet},  (X'; C) andH*(Y; C).

Proof of Theorem5.8 Let 79 € H2, (X) be as in Conjecturg.1(c). Equation {4)

orb
shows that the limiting Hodge structumﬁfm0 is spanned ovefC{z} by homoge-
neous elements ol x|g-1, and hence thaEﬁme is a homogeneous subspace of
Hx|g=1. BecauseH |q—1 is homogeneous and opposite]EﬁXwo, there is a graded
isomorphism:

Ho) = ZH /Y| =Bk, /2

On the other handlJ(Ef};, , ) is also homogeneous sindé is degree-preserving.

Using Conjecturé.1(c) again, there is a graded isomorphism:

H (Y) 2 2 /Y ‘Qi_l 2 U(Eitn, ) /20 (Eiln )

The mapU induces a graded isomorphisiy, . /ZEi = U(Ej, )/ZU(ER, ),

lim, 7o lim, 7o lim,m
and so the conclusion follows. D

In fact the isomorphism we construct depends only on thevatgrice class ofy in
Hp(X; C)/HA(X: C).
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5.3 A Hard Lefschetz Condition and the Bryan—Graber Conjectire

Theorem 5.10 Suppose that Conjectutel holds, thatY has complex dimension,
and thatX in addition satisfies the Hard Lefschetz condition

WU HI(X) — HOHI(X) is an isomorphism for all > 0

wherew € H3(X; C) is a Kahler class and is the Chen—Ruan orbifold cup product.
ThenU(Hy) = Hy .

In view of the discussion in Sectidnl, this implies:

Corollary 5.11 Conjectureb.limplies the revised form of the Bryan—Graber Conjec-
ture[7].

Proof of Theorem5.10 We need to show that matrix elementsléfdo not contain
strictly positive powers oz. BecauseU is a symplectic operator, the inverse Of
is given by the adjoinfU' with the sign ofz flipped. Thus it suffices to show that
matrix elements ofU~! do not contain strictly positive powers af By taking a
Jordan normal form of the nilpotent operatof(w)u on H*(Y; C), we obtain a basis
for H*(Y; C) of the form

(W) ¢ :1<j<1,0<i<a)} a>a>->a

such thatr*(w)@T1¢; = 0. We can assume that is homogeneous of degree-a; +
for some); € Z. Sincen*(w) is conjugate tav over C{z, z 1}, the Jordan normal
forms of w and7*(w) are the same. The hard Lefschetz condition gives the Lefsch
decomposition oH;,(X):

Hom(X) = 6D €P w*PHG ()

i=0 k=0

wherePHQr‘bi(X) is the primitive cohomology group:

PHpL (X) = {6 € Hi'(X) 1 w'1p = 0}

orb orb

The numbersy above are determined by the Lefschetz decomposition. Tienez
vy of the spectrum ofH (&) is:
2n _
ve = (i —m2dimHy(X) = > (—a + 2)

I8
i=0 j=1i=0
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On the other hand, the variangg of H*(Y) is:
[

I3
w= >N (gt a2 =ve+ > (1L +a)N?
j=1i=0 j=1
Since there is a graded isomorphidt (X) = H'(Y), we havevy = w and so
A\ = 0 for all j. Thus deg)j = n— g. ThenU~%(¢) is in Kerw3+*1) and also of
degreen — g. Using the Lefschetz decomposition f,,(X’; C) again, we see that
U~%(¢;) does not contain positive powers of ThusU~1(7*(w)'¢j) = w' U~Y(¢)
does not contain positive powers oeither. O

Remark 5.12 FernandezZ1] has shown that the Hard Lefschetz condition in Theo-
rem5.10is equivalent to the equality agé = agel (AX;) for all componentst; of the
inertia stackZ X’ . This condition holds fol?(1, 1, 2) and for any other two-dimensional
Gorenstein orbifold but not faP(1, 1, 1, 3).

Remark 5.13 Since the paper was written, a more general form of the Haisthetz
condition applicable to the case of partial resolutiondeequivalence is studied by
Iritani [37, Section 3.7].

5.4 Conjecture5.1and the Ruan Conjecture

As we have seen in Theorerfisl and 1.2, by proving Conjectur®.1we also proved
the Ruan Conjecture foA = P(1,1,2) and X = P(1,1,1,3). This is slightly
misleading, however, as in general our Conjecture only iesph modified version
of the Ruan Conjecture. This is explained in detail in CodRegn [L6, Section 8].
Coates 12] has proved our Conjecture, and hence the modified Ruan €ange in
an example for which the modified Ruan Conjecture and thénaligRuan Conjecture
differ: this example is the canonical bundlel&¢l, 1, 3). We expect that the original
version of the Ruan Conjecture is false in general.

5.5 Open Questions

We close by indicating several questions which deservéndurstudy. One such
direction involves real and integral structut®sn the VSHS. The B-model VSHS has a
natural integral structure, coming from the lattice of Mocgcles, but this is hard to see

8Since this paper was written, this question has been stinyiddtani [36].
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in the A-model. The study of real structures should leatl*tageometry of the khler
moduli space (see Cecotti—Vafd][ Dubrovin [20], and Hertling R9]). There should
also be a hidden real structure on Givental's symplecticef@#, and the symplectic
transformationU from Conjecture5.1 should preserve such real structures. The
specialization of Khler parameters fourely imaginarynumbers (such as® = 2ri,

72 = —mi + 37 in the caseX = P(1,1,2), Y = FF,) might be explained from this
viewpoint, as they can be read off frot(1).

One should also consider higher-genus Gromov-Wittenigwes. In Givental’s quan-
tization formalism R7], the total descendant potential corresponds to a quaiotizaf
the (genus-zero) Lagrangian cones and lives in a Fock spadeqed from#. This
suggests that the total descendant potential¥ @indY are related by

We do not give rigorous meaning to this formula here; the iddaat the two elements
Dy, Dy of different Fock spaces will be projectively identified Hyetchange of
polarizationU. More than a decade ago, Wittetf] introduced a quantum mechanical
system orH3(X) for a Calabi—Yau threefolk and showed that the total potential of
the B-model behaves like a wave function of this quantumesgstFormula 75) fits
with this picture. It again matches well with the ideas of Rulisussed above, and
also with recent work of Aganagic, Bouchard, and Klen8h [They argue that the
fundamental group of the B-model moduli space should actjaaritum symmetries”
of the total descendant potential. The monodromy aroundhtige radius limit point
is, as discussed in Remakk3, related to the Divisor Equation in Gromov-Witten
theory. When we have a crepant resolut®dn— X of X', there should also be an
“extra” monodromy action on the Gromov—Witten theoryYottoming from orbifold
loops around the large radius limit point faf; such monodromy will not in general
preserve the opposite subspak¢ for Y. We hope that these symmetries together
with a hidden integral structure will reveal a kindegpiantum automorphic propertf
the potentialDy .

Appendix A

In this appendix we give a brief account of the analytic awmndtion of thel -function
performedinbl). We use anintegral representation of Barnes type, follgW@andelas
et al. [8] and Horja B4].

Setp1 = p2 — 3p1, as in Figure2. During the analytic continuation we regapg and
p2 as complex variables and consider thunction as an analytic function iy, y»,
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p1, P2, andz. We obtain cohomology classes by, at the end of the processorT
expanding inp; and p, and then regarding; and p, as cohomology classes. We
have:

(76) Ir,(y1.y2.2) = 20(1+ 2)°D(1+ 2)r(1+ &)

Z y2+p1/zyr2n+pz/zz—2m

X
a0 D(L+ B+ n) (14 %+ mD(1+ % +m- 3n)

SinceI'@QT'(1 — 2) = 7/sin(rz) the coefficient ofy)™ /% in (76) can be written,
neglecting several Gamma factors and powers, afs:

3 I'(—2 +3n—m) sin(—27 + 3nr — mr) Nk
o T(1+ 2 +n)° ™
This is the sum of residues:
p1 b1 35—
(_1)mL Z Re%_n [F(S)F(l . S) ( z + S T) 1+p1/z ds
—~ I(1+2+5s)

For |y;| < 2% it can be replaced by the integral along a cont@y from s = ico

to s = —ico which runs along the imaginary axis fds| large and is such that
s=0,1,2,... are on the right hand side &@,, and thats = —1,—2,—3,... and
s=Q+R Ry 1My B2 areonthe left hand side @n:
osin(=27) 1 (-2 +3s-—mIET(L-9 sip/2
(—)" i " ds
™ 27w g F(1+2 +5)

This integral converges on the regipargfy;)| < =; see e.g. Horja34, Lemma 3.3].
For |y1| > 2% we can close the contour to the left, finding:

msm(% (-2 4+3s-mIET(L -9 gp,/z
1 R " 4d
o 2 Rensey 3[ TrEEe

n>0
in (& (-2 4+3s-—mI'(9r@a -
+(_l)mS|n(z7T) ZRQ%:—l—n ( z TS m) (5)3( S)yi+pl/zds
T 5o FP1+E2+5)

:

The residues a& = —1 — n vanish in cohomology, apf = 0, so thisis:
(—1)mn sin (ﬂ ) y(m—n)/3+p2/(3z)

nZE:O n! 3SIn(p17T—|— = 7T) I‘(]__|_ 4 m=n m— )3

Changing variables fromy{, y») to (1, v2) yields G1).
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Appendix B

Here we give an alternative elementary proof of the crepagsoblution conjecture
(Theorem1.1) for (1, 1,2) without using the notion of VSHS. The method here,
however, does not work beyond toric surfaces.

Recall the Landau-Ginzburg mirrors 6% andP(1, 1, 2) described in Sectiof. The
fact that the Landau-Ginzburg mirrors B85 andP(1, 1, 2) are contained in the family
{(Zy, W) }yer, Of Landau-Ginzburg models shows that quantum cohomology.of
andP(1, 1, 2) are deformation equivalent, since the quantum cohonyesdgomorphic
to the family of Jacobi rings 0#, under mirror symmetry. To show Theoreind, we
need to compare the flat co-ordinates and trivialization8.0andP(1, 1, 2). We will
do this by an elementary mirror analysis.

Let
T = Iw), IW)=Clz]/({dw)
yeMg
be the bundle of Jacobi rings and define a Kodaira—Spenceki8ag Mg — J by

KS: TMg o> v— Y(W) € 7,

where ¥ is a vector field onZ such thatd=(V) = v. This does not depend on the
choice of lift V. The map KS is the Kodaira—Spencer map for the B-model VSHS
discussed after Propositiohll This corresponds under mirror symmetry to the
inclusion H2(F,) — H*(F»). By pulling back the residue metric aff, we obtain a
non-degenerate symmetric-bilinear metric onT Mg. This turns out to be flat on
Mg. If one considers the frame of vector fields

1
w1 =+/1—4y10h + E(l —V1—-4y1)02, 2= 0o,

where g, = yiaiyi — this frame also appears 2§, Example 5.4] — then an easy
calculation shows thafKS(yi), KS(g))),, is the non-degenerate constant matrix

01
1 2)°
and that {1, 2] = 0. Thuse1, o are flat.

One can find a co-ordinate systemp,(d2) on a neighbourhood ofy{, y») = (0,0) in
Mg such thaty; = qia%:

a1

_ 14 m 1/2
(1+q)?’

Y2 = Ga(1+ ) Ny = 2 D2 =0y "Go.
1

Y1
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These flat co-ordinatesyq, ) are exactly the mirror mag) for F, and the frame
©1, 2 corresponds to the basis, p, of H2(F,). In the flat co-ordinates, the mirror
locus Mp(1,1,2) = {91 = 0} of P(1,1,2) is given by the equatioq; = —1. Take a
path from a neighbourhood gi = y, = 0 to that ofy; = vy, = 0 and choose a branch
of ,/q; as follows:

Va1 = —iA, gz =smallconst X € [0,1].

Following this path, we see thaH[(P(1,1,2)), oq) is obtained from Ki*(F2), oq)

by analytic continuation followed by the specializatign = —1,q2 = iy> = i,/3.
When \ — 1, the flat framep, > goes to

Y1 — —ii + 1'Uzi w2 = Uzi-

o 27709 M2

But the elements
0 1 0

A Wlumo’ 2% lnimo
in the Jacobi ring](Wy) on the locus{y; = 0} correspond under mirror symmetry to
the elements
., p
2
of the small quantum orbifold cohomology algebral(fl, 1,2). This explains the
correspondence of the basis

p1 — —11% +p, p2—2p.

By construction, this correspondence preserves the agghrcture and the Poinéar
metric.

References

[1] DAN ABRAMOVICH, TOM GRABER, AND ANGELO VISTOLI, Algebraic orbifold quantum products, in
Orbifolds in mathematics and physics (Madison, WI, 20pf) 1-24. Contemp. Math., 310. Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002.

[2] —, Gromov-Witten theory of Deligne—Mumford stacks. Prepr{2006), available at
arXiv:math.AG/0603151.

[3] MINA AGANAGIC, VINCENT BOUCHARD, AND ALBRECHT KLEMM, Topological strings and (almost)
modular formsComm. Math. Phys277 (2008), 771-819.

[4] MICHELE AUDIN, Torus actions on symplectic manifold®rogress in Mathematics, 93. Bikinser
Verlag, Basel, 2004.

[5] SERGUEIBARANNIKOV, Quantum periods. . Semi-infinite variations of Hodge tutes,Internat.
Math. Res. Notice€001), 1243-1264.



Wall-Crossings in Toric Gromov—Witten Theory I: CrepantBples 69

(6]

, Semi-infinite Hodge structures and mirror symmetry fofj@ctive spaces. Preprint, avail-
able atarXiv:math.AG/0010157.

[7] Jm BRYAN AND ToMm GRABER, The Crepant Resolution Conjecture. Preprint, availakle a
arXiv:math.AG/0610129.

[8] PHILIP CANDELAS, XENIA C.DE LA OSSA PAUL S. GREEN, AND LINDA PARKES, A pair of Calabi-Yau
manifolds as an exactly soluble superconformal thelnglear Phys. B359 (1991), 21-74.

[9] SERGIOCECOTTI AND CUMRUN VAFA, On classification oN = 2 supersymmetric theorie€omm.
Math. Phys. 158 (1993), 569-644.

[10] WEIMIN CHEN AND YONGBIN RUAN, A new cohomology theory of orbifoldComm. Math. Phys.
248 (2004), 1-31.

, Orbifold Gromov—Witten theory, i®rbifolds in mathematics and physics (Madison, WI,
2001) pp. 25-85. Contemp. Math., 310. Amer. Math. Soc., ProwideRI, 2002.

[12] Tom CoaTes, Wall-Crossings in Toric Gromov—Witten Theory Il: Local &xples. Preprint, avail-
able atarXiv:0804.2592v1.

[11]

[13] Tom CoATES, ALESSIO CORTI, HIROSHI IRITANI, AND HSIAN-HUA TSENG Computing Twisted
Genus-Zero Gromov—Witten Invariants, to appear in Dukehdiaiatical Journal.

[14] Tom CoATES, ALESSIO CORTI, YUAN-PIN LEE, AND HSIAN-HUA TSENG The Quantum Orbifold
Cohomology of Weighted Projective Spaces, to appear in Metthematica. Preprint, available at
arXiv:math.AG/0608481.

[15] Tom CoATES AND ALEXANDER GIVENTAL,, Quantum Riemann-Roch, Lefschetz and Sekre. of
Math. (2) 165 (2007), 15-53.

[16] Tom COATES AND YONGBIN RUAN, Quantum Cohomology and Crepant Resolutions: A Conjecture
Preprint (2007), available atrXiv:0710.5901v3.

[17] DaviD A. Cox AND SHELDON KATz, Mirror symmetry and algebraic geometriMathematical
Surveys and Monographs, 68. American Mathematical SqdrRetyvidence, RI, 1999.

[18] A. DouAal AND C. SaBBAH, Gauss-Manin systems, Brieskorn lattices and Frobeniuststes. |,
Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble$3 (2003), 1055-1116.

[19] Boris DuBroVIN, Geometry of 2D topological field theories, lintegrable systems and quantum
groups (Montecatini Terme, 1993)p. 120-348. Lecture Notes in Math., 1620. Springer, Berli
1996.

[20] B.DuBRrovIN, Geometry and integrability of topological-antitopologi fusion,Comm. Math. Phys.
152 (1993), 539-564.

[21] JaviER FERNANDEZ, Hodge structures for orbifold cohomolod3roc. Amer. Math. Soc134 (2006),
2511-2520 (electronic).

[22] W. FuLTON AND R. PANDHARIPANDE, Notes on stable maps and quantum cohomologylge-
braic geometry—Santa Cruz 199%. 45-96. Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 62. Amer. Math. Soc.,
Providence, RI, 1997.

[23] ALEXANDER B. GIVENTAL, Homological geometry and mirror symmetry, i@ (Zirich, 1994)
pp. 472-480. Birkhuser, Basel, 1995.

[24] , Homological geometry. I. Projective hypersurfacgs|ecta Math. (N.S.)L (1995), 325—

345.



70 Tom Coates, Hiroshi Iritani and Hsian-Hua Tseng

[25] , A mirror theorem for toric complete intersections,Tiapological field theory, primitive
forms and related topics (Kyoto, 199@p. 141-175. Progr. Math., 160. Birkhser Boston, Boston,

MA, 1998.

, Gromov—Witten invariants and quantization of quadratantitonians Mosc. Math. J.1
(2001), 551-568, 645.

, Symplectic geometry of Frobenius structuregiobenius manifoldspp. 91-112. Aspects
Math., E36. Vieweg, Wiesbaden, 2004.

[28] MARTIN A. GUEST, Quantum cohomology vi®-modules,Topology 44 (2005), 263-281.

[26]

[27]

[29] CLAUS HERTLING, tt* geometry, Frobenius manifolds, their connections, andctmstruction for
singularities,J. Reine Angew. Math555 (2003), 77-161.

[30] CLAUS HERTLING AND YURI MANIN, Weak Frobenius manifolddnternat. Math. Res. Notices
(1999), 277-286.

, Unfoldings of meromorphic connections and a constructibfrrobenius manifolds, in
Frobenius manifoldspp. 113—-144. Aspects Math., E36. Vieweg, Wiesbaden, 2004.

[32] KENTAROHORI, SHELDON KATZ, ALBRECHT KLEMM, RAHUL PANDHARIPANDE, RICHARD THOMAS,
CUMRUN VAFA, RaVI VAKIL , AND ERIC ZASLOW, Mirror symmetry Clay Mathematics Monographs,
1. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[31]

[33] KENTARO HORI AND CUMRUN VAFA, Mirror symmetry. Preprint, available atrXiv:
hep-th/0002222.

[34] PauL R. HorJa Hypergeometric functions and mirror symmetry in toricigdes. Preprint, available
atmath.AG/9912109.

[35] HIrROSHIIRITANI, QuantumD-modules and generalized mirror transformatidizgology 47 (2008),
225-276.

, Real and integral structures in quantum cohomology Ictorbifolds. Preprint, available
atarXiv:0712.2204.

[36]

[37]

, Ruan’s Conjecture and Integral Structures in Quantum Guihagy. Preprint, available at
arXiv:0809.2749.

[38]

[39] M. KONTSEVICH AND Y U. MANIN, Gromov-Witten classes, quantum cohomology, and enuinerat
geometryComm. Math. Phys164 (1994), 525-562.

[40] BONGH. LIAN, KEFENGLIU, AND SHING-TUNG YAU, Mirror principle. Il, Asian J. Math, 3 (1999),
109-146.

[41] ERNESTOLUPERCIO AND MAINAK PODDAR, The global McKay-Ruan correspondence via motivic
integration Bull. London Math. So¢36 (2004), 509-515.

[42] YuRrI I. MANIN, Frobenius manifolds, quantum cohomology, and moduli spakmerican Math-
ematical Society Colloquium Publications, 47. Americantidanatical Society, Providence, RI,
1999.

[43] ANDREW PRESSLEY AND GRAEME SEGAL, Loop groups Oxford Mathematical Monographs. The
Clarendon Press Oxford University Press, New York, 1986.

, Wall-Crossings in Toric Gromov—Witten Theory Ill, in pra@tion.

[44] MicHAEL Rosg A Reconstruction theorem for genus zero Gromov-Witterriants of stacks.
Preprint, available atath.AG/0605776.



Wall-Crossings in Toric Gromov—Witten Theory I: CrepantEples 71

[45] YONGBIN RUAN, private communication.

[46] Kyoui SaiTo, Period mapping associated to a primitive fofubl. Res. Inst. Math. S¢il9 (1983),
1231-1264.

[47] MORIHIKO SaITO, On the structure of Brieskorn latticAnn. Inst. Fourier (Grenoblg)39 (1989),
27-72.

[48] WILFRIED ScHMID, Variation of Hodge structure: the singularities of theipgmapping,Invent.
Math,, 22 (1973), 211-319.

[49] EbDwARD WITTEN, Quantum Background Independence In String Theory. Rrepmivailable at
arXiv:hep-th/9306122.

[50] TAKEHIKO YASUDA, Twisted jets, motivic measures and orbifold cohomoldggmpos. Math.140
(2004), 396-422.

Department of Mathematics, Imperial College London,
180 Queen’s Gate, London SW7 2AZ, UK

Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University,
6-10-1, Hakozaki, Higashiku, Fukuoka, 812-8581, Japan

Department of Mathematics, University of Wisconsin—Madis
Van Vleck Hall, 480 Lincoln Drive, Madison, WI 53706-1388SK4

t.coates@imperial.ac.uk, iritani@math.kyushu-u.ac. jp,
tseng@math.wisc.edu


mailto:t.coates@imperial.ac.uk
mailto:iritani@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp
mailto:tseng@math.wisc.edu

	1 Introduction
	2 Variations of Semi-Infinite Hodge Structure
	2.1 Notation and Conventions
	2.1.1 Generators and Bases for Homology and Orbifold Cohomology
	2.1.2 Gromov–Witten Invariants and Quantum Cohomology

	2.2 Variations of Semi-Infinite Hodge Structure
	2.2.1 A Moving Subspace Realization
	2.2.2 Opposite Subspaces and Frobenius Manifolds

	2.3 The Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Symplectic Formalism
	2.3.1 The Big A-Model VSHS
	2.3.2 Givental's Symplectic Formalism
	2.3.3 The Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Cone
	2.3.4 The Analytic Big A-Model VSHS and Givental's Cone Over C

	2.4 Small Quantum Cohomology
	2.4.1 Small Quantum Orbifold Cohomology
	2.4.2 The Small A-Model VSHS

	2.5 Mirror Symmetry
	2.5.1 The B-Model VSHS
	2.5.2 The Mirror Conjecture and Mirror Theorems


	3 Example: F3 and P(1,1,1,3)
	3.1 The Landau–Ginzburg Mirror to F3
	3.2 Mirror Symmetry for F3
	3.3 The Landau–Ginzburg Mirror to P(1,1,1,3)
	3.4 Mirror Symmetry for P(1,1,1,3)
	3.5 Constructing the B-model VSHS
	3.6 An Opposite Subspace At Each Cusp
	3.7 The Polarizations Are Different
	3.8 The Proof of Conjecture 1.3
	3.9 The Flat Co-ordinates Are Different
	3.10 The Proof of Theorem 1.2

	4 Example: F2 and P(1,1,2)
	4.1 The Landau–Ginzburg Mirror to F2
	4.2 Mirror Symmetry for F2
	4.3 The Landau–Ginzburg Mirror to P(1,1,2)
	4.4 Mirror Symmetry for P(1,1,2)
	4.5 Constructing the B-model VSHS
	4.6 An Opposite Subspace At Each Cusp
	4.7 The Polarizations Match
	4.8 The Proof of Conjecture 1.3
	4.9 The Proof of Theorem 1.1

	5 A Crepant Resolution Conjecture
	5.1 Consequences of Conjecture 5.1
	5.2 Conjecture 5.1 and Theorems of Lupercio–Poddar and Yasuda
	5.3 A Hard Lefschetz Condition and the Bryan–Graber Conjecture
	5.4 Conjecture 5.1 and the Ruan Conjecture
	5.5 Open Questions


