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Abstract: We define twisted versions of the classical and quantum double ramification
hierarchy construction based on intersection theory of the strata of meromorphic dif-
ferentials in the moduli space of stable curves and k-twisted double ramification cycles
for k = 1, respectively, we prove their integrability and tau symmetry and study their
connection. We apply the construction to the case of the trivial cohomological field the-
ory to find it produces the KdV hierarchy, although its relation to the untwisted case
is nontrivial. The key role of the KdV hierarchy in controlling the intersection theory
of several natural tautological classes translates this relation into a series of remarkable
identities between intersection numbers involving psi-classes, Hodge classes, Norbury’s
theta class and the strata of meromorphic differentials.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. The last years have seen remarkable effort in the study of the double
ramification (DR) hierarchies, a family of integrable hierarchies parametrized by coho-
mological field theories and constructed using intersection theory of the DR cycle in the
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moduli space of stable curves. They were introduced in [Bur15b] in the classical setting,
and a quantization was defined in [BR16a]. These constructions play an important role in
shedding light on the interplay between intersection theory of the moduli space of curves
and integrable hierarchies. This provides a novel geometric approach to integrability of
evolutionary PDEs and their quantization in the Hamiltonian case, leading for example
to an entirely new class of recursion equations for their symmetries [BR16b,BR16a].
In an opposite direction, these techniques lead to new insight on the cohomology of the
moduli space of curves, see for example the so-called DR/DZ equivalence in [BGR19]
and its generalizations in [BS24], where integrability considerations are used to produce
a novel infinite family of tautological relations involving the double ramification cycle.
These tautological relations were recently proved in [BLS24b,BSS25]. In parallel, a new
system of tautological relation was proposed in [BLRS25], this time motivated by the
geometric representation of tau functions of the quantum DR hierarchies. These rela-
tions involve the double ramification cycle, but this time, they also include the so-called
Chiodo class. They are proved in [BLS24c]. Finally, to mention a few more directions,
the DR hierarchies are related to various topics, including modularity [vIR24b,vIR24a]
and Hurwitz theory [Blo22].

The goal of this paper is to initiate the study of a twisted version of the double rami-
fication hierarchies, where the twist consists in replacing the usual double ramification
cycle with either the fundamental class of strata of meromorphic differentials or the
k = 1-twisted double ramification cycles. Both of these classes represent a way to com-
pactify the locus of meromorphic differentials in the space of smooth stable curves to
its Deligne-Mumford compatification. These generalizations are based on similar ideas
and integrability and other properties like tau-symmetry, which we prove in this pa-
per, depend on similar cohomological relations satisfied by the corresponding cycles, in
particular the splitting property when intersected with boundary strata or psi-classes.

We then study the classical and quantum hierarchy associated to the trivial CohFT.
Here we find a somewhat surprising connection with the traditional, untwisted, DR hi-
erarchy, i.e. the (quantum) KdV hiearchy. We also find an explicit relation between the
meromorphic differential and twisted DR hierarchy via a simple change of dependant
variables. All this translates into a series of equalities of intersection numbers of inde-
pendent interest computing Hodge integrals on the strata of meromorphic differentials.
The study of its tau function provides more general relations with intersection numbers
for other tautological classes, namely monomials in psi-classes and Norbury’s class.

1.2. Plan of the paper. After defining the necessary algebraic setting of differential
polynomials, local functionals, Poisson structures and their quantization, and their formal
Laurent series counterpart in Sect. 2 we introduce the meromorphic differential and
twisted DR hierarchies in Sect. 3, where we prove their integrabilty and tau-symmetry
as well.

In Sect. 5 we compute the meromorphic differential hierarchy for the trivial CohFT,
showing first that it is described in terms of differential polynomials and local functionals
and identifying it with a quantization of the KdV hiearchy.

Section 6 is devoted to applications, in particular relations between the meromorphic
differential tau-structure and the classical and quantum Witten-Kontsevich and Brezin-
Gross-Witten tau functions of (quantum) KdV.

Sections 7 and 8 collect the longer proofs of all of our main results.

We specially acknowledge A. Buryak for a key observation which went into the
proof of the main theorem in the quantum setting. We are grateful to A. Sauvaget for
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insightful discussions on strata of differentials and his results on that topic. We also
thank D. Zvonkine and R. Tessler for helpful discussions.

2. Deformation Quantization of a Formal Poisson Structure

In this section we first introduce a formal Poisson structure and then describe a deforma-
tion quantization for it. This formal Poisson structure coincides with the formal Poisson
structure of the DR hierarchy in the appropriate setting.

Notation 2.1. We fix once and for all V a vector space of dimension N > 1 en-
dowed with a symmetric nondegenerate bilinear form n € (V*)®2. We fix a basis
(e1,...,ey)of V. Let nog :=1n (ea, eﬂ) and denote by n“ﬁ the entries of the inverse

matrix ((ﬂaﬁ)lga,ﬁﬁ\’)il‘

2.1. Formal Poisson structure. We want to define a space of functions on the (formal)
loop space of the vector space V. An element of this formal loop space can be heuristically
thought of as a map u : ' — V from the unit circle S' C C, but in fact is a formal
Laurent series with values in V, so that each of its compenents u*(x) for 1 < o < N,
along the basis {ey }1<o<n is only defined as a formal Laurent series

u (x) =Yy qn (ix)"

mez

of the formal variable x. In this context, functions and Poisson brackets on the space of
such formal maps are expressed either as power series of the Laurent coefficients g,
or, in more special cases, as local functionals whose densities are power series of u™* (x)
and their derivatives with respect to x.

2.2. Differential polynomials. Let ug, for ] < o < N,k € Zso, and € be formal
variables. We denote u® := ug. A differential polynomial is an element of the algebra
Ay = C[[u§]] [u%,] [[€]]. We make A, into a graded algebra by assigning deg (1) =
k and deg (¢) = —1.

We denote by A4l the degree d part of a graded vector space A, notice that Ag,d] =
Clluz, €111 with respect to the grading of the formal variables described above.

As outlined in the heuristic picture described above, we would like to describe dif-
ferential polynomials using another set of variables, namely the coefficients of a for-
mal Laurent series representation of the “map” u. This is made precise by consider-
ing new formal variables ¢, for 1 < « < N, m € Z and x, and the linear map

¢: Ay — B:=Clq%] [[920]] [[ix, (ix)~"']] [[€]] defined on generators as

u?‘r—)Zm(m—1)--~(m—s+1)qf,‘limxm_s, € €. (1)
meZ

ms

The symbol m% is called a falling factorial. The map ¢ is injective and we denote by
Ay its image. We interpret this map as a change of variables between u-variables and



281 Page 4 of 29 X. Blot, P. Rossi

g-variables and sometimes write (1) as an equality. The elements of A, have the form

d
fo=>53" 3 ey, omy)

n,0>0s=0 my,..., my€Z

1<ay,..., ap<N
n n
o oy 2D iy mj iymi—s 1
x g2 ,,,qmnnlzj 1M jmr =Sl )

where d; is a nonnegative integer for / > 0, and such that f (als’""a”) is either O or a ho-

mogeneous factorial polynomial of degree s in C [m1, ...m, |, i.e. a linear combination
. . S1 Sn L. n
of factorial monomials m7~- - -mj satisfying Y 7, s; = s.

ﬂl Br

Example 2.2. The differential monomial u;, ---u;; corresponds, in g-variables, to the
element of A, of the form (2) with
(@t _fmiomiE it =k 1=0, 5 =0 . 0 = B,
fnlé (mi, s M) = .
0 otherwise.

Note that m? . m,rjk is indeed a homogeneous factorial polynomial of degree Zle k.
Assingular differential polynomial is an element of the algebra A — ¢ [[#*]] [0
] [[e]1]. We make .Au into a graded algebra by assigning deg (uk) =k, deg(e) =
—1 as above, and deg(l) =1.

The map ( 1) extends to AL, "8 by mapping x > x and identifies the algebra .AL, with
its image A" in B given by elements of the form (2) where £, (0” """ ) e Clmy,...my
is a factorlal polynomial of degree less or equal to s. Notice the elementary fact that
a polynomial of degree s is uniquely written as a factorial polynomial of degree s and
conversely.

Example 2.3. The singular differential monomlaluﬁ ' urﬂk"x Jwith j > 0 corresponds

in g-variables to

[ koo k .
f(a1 ..... a”)(ml B mn)= my -~-mk 1fn=k,l=0,s=2i:1rk+], aizﬂi,
0 otherwise,

and indeed m%l . m%k is a polynomial of degree Zle ry = s — j < s and hence also
of degree s.

Example 2.4. Consider the singular differential polynomial, depending only linearly
on the u variables, of the form j>0 Car,juty x~7, where both sums are finite and
Ca,r,j € C. It corresponds, in g-variables, to the expression

ZZ (anrs rim )Q,%lmxm 5

s>0 meZ

where, indeed, ) ;_ cq,r,s—rm" is the general factorial polynomial of degree s.
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To summarize, we have

A, C A
12 12
Ay, C A" CB.

We define the derivation d : B — Bsimply as d, = %, the derivative with respect to

the formal variable x. It restricts well to both Azmg and A . Via the above isomorphisms,

the derivation d, corresponds to the derivations 9y := % + ) s Uhey % in A; " and
- k

O 1= D gm0 Uksl # in A, . Notice that this implies in particular uf = Bi‘u"‘.

In what follows we will effectively identify A, and A, (resp. A" and A,S;ng ) using
the above isomorphisms and even remove the subscripts from the notation.

‘We will carry out most of the constructions in BB, but sometimes obtain elements of
A% or A, in which case a u-variable representation as (singular) differential polyno-
mials will become available.

2.3. Local functionals. Let B := ClgZllg%,1l[€]]. The algebra B plays the role of
algebra of functions on the formal loop space of V in our heuristic picture. We define a
map [ - dx : B— Bby

/ fdx = Coef ;-1 (f = flgz0)-

We will also use the notation ? = f fdx. We have Im (0 : B — B) & @ C

Kerf~ dx. The kernel of the restricted map f -dx : A — Bisexactly Im (9, : A —
A) & C[[€]], thus we will identify the image | Adx with the quotient A/(Im (3, : A —
A) @ C[[€]]), which is called the space of local functionals, and the map f cdx t A—
[ Adx itself corresponds to the projection onto the quotient. Similarly, the kernel of the

restricted map [ - dx : A8 s Bis exactly Im (3 : A% — A%02) @ C[[e]] @ @,
thus we will identify the image [ .A%"8dx with the quotient A" /(Im (3, : AS"¢ —
Asing) ®Cl[e]]1® @), which is called the space of singular local functionals, , and the
map [ -dx : A5 — [ AS"2dx itself corresponds to the projection onto the quotient.

2.4. Poisson bracket. Consider the bilinear map {-, -} : B x B — B defined by

fgh=Yikges 208

o B :
keZ 9k—1 0g9°;_,

Via the map f .dx : B — B, the above brackets descends to the Poisson brackets
{-,}: BxB— B,anda simple computation shows that it can be written, for ?, g€ B,

as
_ 5f wp. 0%
2l = [ (25 gPa, =5 ) ax,
{f g} /(Su“n 5uﬁ> o
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where the variational derivative operator % : B — Bis defined as

Sf af
LIS > i)t a7
Su® aq%

meZ m
The variational derivative restricts to maps auia ;[ Asinggyx — Asing and auia [ Adx —
A and can be written in terms of the u-variables as

where f € AS"¢ (or f € A) is any representative of the equivalence class £, and a
simple computation shows that, when f € A" and g € [ A""8dx (or when f € A
and g € / Adx ), the above brackets can be written as

a 8g
ra =3 o (55).

s>0 S

Remark 2.5. The algebra of differential polynomials 4, and its quotient 4/(Im (9 :
A — A) ® C[[e]]), as well as the Poisson structure above, are the same as the ones en-
countered in the construction of the standard DR hierarchies (see e.g. [Bur15b,BR16a]).
However, in the context of the DR hierarchies a change of variables corresponding to
a Fourier series expansion of u (x) is used, as opposed to the Laurent series expansion
encoded by the map (1).

2.5. Deformation quantization.

2.5.1. Star product and commutator in the g-variables 'We now describe a deformation
quantization of the Poisson brackets we defined above. We follow the same procedure
as [BR16a], namely we first extend the algebras B to B [[]] and then introduce a star
product between its elements.
Let f, g € B[[h]]. We define the star product
N
f*g:= fexp (Zihkn“ﬁa o B )g,
k>0 D=1 0925

where the arrows specify onto which element, f or g, the corresponding derivative acts.
We denote by [7 g] = f xg — g * f the commutator of the star product and call it the
quantum bracket.

As it’s well known, this Moyal-type star product can be seen as naturally arising from
normal ordering of the g-variables, we refer to [BR16a, EGH10] for more details. This
star product is an associative deformation of the standard commutative product in 53 and
the first order term in 7 of its commutator is given by the Poisson bracket, that is

and
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2.5.2. Commutator in u-variables Similarly to what we did for the Poisson bracket, we
define a lift [-, -] : B[[R]] x B[[R]] — BI[[&]] of the above quantum_bracket with respect
to the natural extension of the integration map, [ - dx : B[[h]] — B[[%]], namely

d d d J
[f.g]:= fexp|) ihkn*f g-gexp | Y ihkn“f f
,; ;1 8q", 2 4| ag"

k=0 k=109, 4

Next we want to express the restriction to A% [[]] x i AS"2 [[R]]dx of this lifted
commutator in terms of u-variables. An element of AS"8 [[A]] (resp. A [[/]]) will still
be called a singular differential polynomial (resp. differential polynomial). We make
A¥"8 [[R]] and A [[A]] into graded algebras by assigning deg (u%) =k, deg(e) = —1,
deg (1) = 1 as above, and deg hh = —2.

Proposition 2.6. Let f, g € A€ [[h]]. Then

" a"
[F0.81=3 (=" ) S S

a0
n>1 ST >0 du, du,
sty >0
n B
[T, %P (si + i + 1)!8S+R+2"_1 g
X 9
(S+R+2n—1)! AN T

where we have denoted S =Y ;_,siand R =) _;_, ri.
Notice that, if deg(f) = d; and deg(g) = d, it follows from this formula that
deg ([f, gD =di+dr — 1.

Remark 2.7. When restricted to A[[h]] x f A[[h]ldx, we find that this commutator is

different from the commutator [-, -]J°® for the DR hierarchies, see formula (1.2) of
[BR16a]. Explicitly, let f, g € A with de%z(f) = d; and deg(g) = d, then [f, g]
coincides with the top degree part of [ f, g]°R,

Lf, §]DR = [ f, g] + terms of degree lower thand;| + dy — 1. 3)

2.5.3. Proof of Proposition 2.6 In this section we prove the commutator formula of
Proposition 2.6.

Ehrhart polynomials.
Let n > 1 be a positive integer and let dy, ..., d, > 0 be nonnegative integers. For
all nonnegative integers A > 0, we study
d dy
chomtAy= " Y ap-ap

a],...,anEZz()
aj+-+ap,=A

Lemma 2.8. C%% (A) is a polynomial in A of degree Yo' di +n —1given by

d 'd ‘ Y di+n—1
Lo S(A+n—DT

di,....d _ :
¢ (A)_(Zdi+n—l)



281 Page 8 of 29 X. Blot, P. Rossi

Proof. Let
Fu() =) a"z"

a>n
We have

Fiy @) Fa ()= Y CHb(A)
A>>"d;

and obviously C%1++% (A) = 0 when A < > d;. Moreover, we have

Fooy—o (L) e
n - dZ ]_Z_(l_z)n+1'

Thus

72 di
Fdl (Z) R Fdn (Z) = dl' .. dn'm

d—1
. . ivd—1)— i
Finally, using ﬁ =20 (H(dT))zZ] we get
5 .
J+> . di+n—1 S
Fr(z)---F; () =d!---d, J+X_di
2di—1

(A+n—1) B
=d!---dy, RS —

This proves the proposition. O

Computing f x g. When needed, we will stress the dependence of f € B[[A]] (resp.
f e AM™E[[h]] C B[[R]] or f € A[[R]] C B[[k]] ) on the formal variable x by
enriching our notations to f(x) € BX[[h]] (resp. f(x) € AS"®X[[h]] c B*[[h]] or
fx) € A*[[h]] € B*[[A]]). Accordingly, we define, for f(x) € B*[[h]] and g(y) €
BY[[h]],

(—T)
F@) xg(y) = f(x)exp (Zihkn"‘ﬂ T )g(y>,
= Dk—10q9";_,

where this formula should be interpreted as a Laurent series in both formal the variables
x and y. An expression of f (x)*g is obtained as a corollary of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.9. Let f(x) € AEX[[k]] and g(y) € ASPSY[[R]]. Then

h” anf 3”g
g =) (=)' — — (x) )
f; n! s1,.§20 814?11 o au‘?’l aM(V)lll T aurﬂ:
rl,.‘.,rnZO
HZ_] nakﬂk sk +re+ 1! g _
_1 R = 8 +R+2n 16 _ , 4
D S Rr— 1y & ) @

where R =) rjand S =) sjand 5, (x —y) =) - (l()f;—(;;l
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Let f(y) = > ,.cz fmy™ be a Laurent series. We have f51 S+(x—y)f(dy =
(f (x)); where (f (x)), =Y _,,>0 fmx™. Thus, integrating with respect to y formula (4)
and using integration by parts several times we get the following expression.

Corollary 2.10. We have

_ o P o f B r T1ioy n%PE (sg + i + 1))
f)ag =D (=D n! 2 augﬂ'.-.au?:(x)( D S R 20— D)

n>0 D51y, 80>0
Flyeeestn >0

al’l
X a§+R+2}’l7] ﬂl g ﬂn (x) .
Outy, -~ Ouy, .

Proof of the Proposition 2.9. When acting on a singular differential polynomial, we

have 5 5
— BS . m .
g~ 2 g

Thus the definition of the star product translates to

n

" a" d
F@rgm=3— 3 aufau ) )
-1 S1 Sn

B1 B
n>0 S1veesSn =0 ouy, -+ - duy,
Tyt >0
n
X l_[ (nakﬂk Z a;k (l'x)mfl imB;k (l-y)ml) )
k=1 m>0

The purpose of the rest of the proof is to show following equality

I1 (Z o3 (ix)" " imdlF (iy)_m_1>

k=1 \m>0
_ HZ=1 (sk +rr + 1)!
T O (S+R+2n—1)!

(=R (—iyrt gsrRen=ls (x — ). )

First using 95 (ix)™ = m%® (ix)" ™ and similarly for the variable y we rewrite each
sum on the LHS as
Do (i) imdk iy) !
m>0
— (_l)rk l'Sk+rk+1 Z (m +rk)Sk+rk+l (ix)milisk (iy)7Wl717rk .

m>0

Thus we rewrite the LHS of Eq. (5) as

n
LHS — Z (—I)R l-S+R+n Z l_[ (mk + rk)Sk+rk+1 (iX)M_n_S (l-y)—M—I‘L—R
M=>0 my,..., my>0 k=1
Z';:l mj=M

(6)
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We now study the term in parenthesis. After the change of indices in summations m; +r; =
a;, we see that this term is the polynomial studied in Lemma 2.8:

n
Z 1_[ (mk + rk)m — Csl+r]+1w~~,5n+rn+1 (M + R)

L a2.8 n: (g +rr + 1)! S+R+2n—1
emma r(1§+1R+2n_1)‘ M+R+n—1)"

Substituting this expression in Eq. (6), we see that the factorial polynomial arises as a
x-derivative 35*R+21=1 we get

n
- —1 Sk +re+1)! 1 =M
LHS = ~1 R .\n—1 nk—l aS+R+2n 1 M+R+n—1 M—n R.
> (=DF (=) STRrz D (ix) (iy)

M=>0
After the change of index in the sum A = M + R + n and remarking that the x-
derivatives kills the first terms of the sum, we can rewrite this expression using the
function 8, (x — y). We obtain the RHS of Eq. 5. This proves the statement.

Computing the commutator. We repeat the same computation for —g (y) » f (x).
We get a similar expression, but this time the series 8, (x — y) is replaced by the series

b_(x—y) = Zafo % This series satisfies [ f (y)6— (x —y)dy = f- (x) =
D ey Jmx™ and we gét a formula for —g x f (x). Adding the two contribution of
f (x)xg and of —g * f (x) one obtain the formula of the commutator of Proposition 2.6.

3. The Meromorphic Differential Hierarchy

3.1. Strata of differentials. Let g and n be two nonnegative integers satisfying 2g —
2+n > 0. We denote by M, , the moduli space of smooth curves of genus g with n
marked points, and denote by /Vg, » the Deligne-Mumford compactification of M, ;.
We choose to index the n marked points from O ton — 1.

Letm = (myg, ..., m,_1) € Z" satisfying

n—1
Zmi =2g—2.
i=0

We define the stratum of differentials of type m by

n—1
Hg (mo, ..., mu_1) = [C,xo, ...,xn_l] € My uloc = Oc¢ (Zmix,-)} .

i=0

It follows from the line bundle condition that a smooth pointed curve belongs H (mo, . . .,
mpy—1) if and only if there exists a meromorphic differential on the curve whose zeros and
poles occur only at the point x, ..., x,—1 with orders my, ..., m,—1. When m; = 0 the
marked point x; is neither a zero nor a pole, meaning that the meromorphic differential
is holomorphic and nonzero in a neighborhood of x;. If m contains only nonnegative
integers, the stratum is called holomorphic and its codimension is g — 1, otherwise, the
stratum is called meromorphic and its codimension is g, see [FP18]. Finally, we denote
by ﬂg (mo, ..., my_1) the closure of Hg (mo, ..., my—_1) in Mg,”.



Meromorphic Differentials, Twisted DR Cycles and Quantum Integrable Hierarchies ~ Page 11 of 29 281

3.2. Meromorphic differential hierarchy. The constructions and results of this section
work for any Cohomological Field Theory with unit (CohFT). We fix once and for all
the notations for a CohFT and refer, for example, to [Pan18] for a definition.

Notation 3.1. We fix atriple (V, n, 1), where (V, n) is an N-dimensional C-vector space
together with a nondegenerate bilinear form as already considered in Notation 2.1, and
1 € V is a special vector. We denote by ¢, : V& — H* Wg,n) a cohomological
field theory (with unit) with phase space (V, , 1). Let {ex}1<a<n be a basis for V and
let1 = A%, for some A% € C. Then we use the index 1 as a lower index in component
notations for tensors and formal variables associated to that choice of basis to denote a
linear combination of the corresponding quantities with index « and coefficients A%, for
instance % = A“%.
Definition 3.2. Let ¢, , : yen . H* W g,n) be a CohFT as introduced in Notation
2.1.Ford > —land 1 < o < N, the hamiltonian densities of the quantum meromorphic
differential (MD) hierarchy are the elements of 3 [[/]] defined by

(ih)$ N I
Hoa @)= 30 == D dih g, (X"

g.n>0 T omyy.e.mp€Z
2g+n>0 1<ay,...,an<n

2
—€
X ﬁ Al = l//(L)l-'-lcg,n+2 (eot ® ®;'1:1€a,- ® 1) s
Ho(—1my,.comp,2g—1=3"1_ 1 m;) il

where A (s) = 1+sA;+---+584, is Chern polynomial of the Hodge bundle, and where

Y; 1s the first Chern class of the line bundle over ﬂg,n whose fiber at a marked curve is
the cotangent line at its i-th marked point.

Notation 3.3. In the rest of the text, we denote by Hy the hamiltonian density of the
quantum meromorphic differential hierarchy associated to the trivial CohFT. We also
set hg := Hy|p=0 for its classical counterpart.

Remark 3.4. For a generic CohFT, the intersection numbers involved in H, 4 are not
polynomial in my, ..., m, but piecewise polynomial. Thus H, 4 (x) is an element of
B [[/]] with no interpretation as differential polynomial in the u-variables. For the trivial
CohFT (see Sect. 5) and certain CohFTs that we plan to describe in an upcoming paper,
these intersection numbers are polynomials of degree 2g, thus the hamiltonian densities
are singular differential polynomials given by

(ih)g o o (_l)g S1 Sn
Hyg(x)= Y ~— 3 > [mT"'m;T]

n. X 8 Zsl
g.n>0 S1seenssn 20 1<ay,...,0p<n
2g+n>0 Sp+e+s, <2g

—e? d+1
X -/; A —— ) ¥y con+2 (ea ®®?:1€01i ®1) ’
He(—Lmy,...omy,2g—1=>"1_ m;) ih

(7

. s Sn . . . .
where the notation [mlfl e m,T] means first writing the polynomial in terms of factorial

monomials and then extracting the coefficient of mAT' i me" In the special case of the
trivial CohFT, we even prove (Theorem 1) that the densitis Hy, for d > 0, are actual
(not singular) differential polynomials.
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The goal of the rest of this section is to prove that the quantum hierarchy we defined
is integrable and tau-symmetric. This is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. The hamiltonian densities satisfy two conditions:
o (integrability) let dy,dy > —1 and 1 < a1, a0 < N, we have

[ﬁal,dl 5 ﬁaz,dz] = 0,
o (tau symmetry) letdy,dr > 0 and 1 < a1, 1 < N, we have

[Hdlfl,alvﬁdz,az] = [Hdzfl,azvﬁdl,al]-

Remark 3.6. This tau-symmetric quantum integrable hierarchy reduces to a classical tau-
symmetric integrable hierarchy with densities given by hg ¢ := Hy «|n=0 and with the
Poisson bracket {-, -} introduced in Sect. 2.4. The integrability and tau-symmetry directly
follows from the equations of Proposition 3.5 upon dividing by % and then evaluating at
h=0.

Remark 3.7. In genus 0, the stratum of differentials corresponds to the fundamental class
of the moduli space of curves. Therefore, the hamiltonian density

Hd,a|e=h=0

coincides with the Hamiltonian density of the classical Double Ramification (DR) hierar-
chy in the dispersionless limit (¢ = 0), as defined in [Bur15b]. Moreover, since the Pois-
son brackets of the two hierarchies coincide, the classical hierarchy (H 4 o |e=h=0. {*, -})
is the DR hierarchy in this dispersionless limit, itself identified with the Dubrovin-Zhang
hierarchy in genus 0, see [BPS12] for a definition of the latter.

The proof is based on a splitting property of strata of differentials when intersected
with a y-class due to Sauvaget. This formula, as stated in [Saul9], only allows to insert
Y-classes on zeros. The more general formula allowing y-classes on poles essentially
follows from his work and is stated in a more general context in [CMZ22]. We restate
here the formula of Sauvaget, with i-classes on poles. We write this formula as an
equality of classes in H* (Mg n) and write explicitly the summation over graphs as it
is more convenient for our purpose.

Theorem ([Saul9], Theorem 6(2)). Fix s and t in {0, ..., n — 1} and suppose mg € 7
and m; € 7. We have

((mg + 1) s — (my + 1) Yr) Hg (my, ..., my)

Z Z Z Z HZ 1 ng1(M1,k1—1 Jkp l)

sel,teJ p>1 g1>0,80>0 ky,...,
g1+g2+p—l=g

X Hg, (Mg, —ky — 1,..., —kp — 1)

)P IIED SID SERL =L AN T A

tel,sel p>1 gi+ga+p—1=gki,....kp>0

X He, (My, —ky —1,..., =k, — 1),
where the first sum is taken over I UJ = {0, ..., n — 1}. We used M| to denote the list
(m;);es. Thenotation H, (MI, ki—1,...,kp— 1)@’}@2 (Mj, ki —1,...,—kp — 1)

stands for the class in Mg,n obtained by glueing ﬁgl (MI, ki —1,...,kp— 1) and
ﬁgz (M], —ki—1,...,—kp, — 1) at the p last marked points.
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Proof. The pushforward of the formula of Proposition 8.2 in [CMZ22] by the forgetful
map forgetting the multi-scale differential and keeping the pointed stable curve gen-
eralises Theorem 6(1) of [Saul9] by allowing -classes on poles. Then, just as The-
orem 6(1) implies Theorem 6(2) in [Saul9], we deduce the version Theorem 6(2) of
[Saul9] with ¥-classes on the poles which is presented here. O

The proofs of the two assertions of Proposition 3.5 are similar to the integrability
proof of [BR16a] and tau symmetry proof in [BDGR20]. We adapt their ideas in our
context.

Proof. (1) First, we justify that the hamiltonian H 4 is given by

- Q0%
Hot,d = Z ln! Z

g.n>0 mi,...,my €L
2g+n>0 > mi=2g—1
1=<Bi,..., Bn=n

Indeed, extracting the coefficient of (ix)~! in the generating series Hy, 4 (x) imposes
a zero/pole of order zero, which simply means an unconstrained marked point on the
stable curve, as the last marking of each stratum of differentials involved in the formula.
Now we have

2
— —€
Hg (_17 miy,...,my, O)A <_) Cg,n+2 (ea ® ®?:1601,’ ® 1)

ih
2

* (’Hg (=1,my,....,mp) A ( h )Cg,n+1 (ea ® ®?_1ea[)) :

where 7 : ﬂg, 2 —> Mg,nﬂ is the map forgetting the last marked point. We conclude
using the pull-back property of the yr-class.
Then, we remark that the intersection numbers involved in the commutator

Heyay * Haydy = Hoody % Hayd, -

correspond to the RHS of Sauvaget formula in case the psi-classes are at simple poles.
In that case the LHS of Sauvaget’s formula vanishes, and so does the commutator.
(2) Recall that the variational derivative % : B[[h]] — BI[h]] is defined as f—]; =

Yomez (x)™" ! af . We apply this operator to the integrability condition, which yields

5§ —

— § — — — 5 —
m [HOZ],d]v HO(Z»dZ] = [mHm,dn Hotz,dzi| + |:Ha1,d1’ mHaz,dz] =0.

Together with the fact that

9H, d
1 Oll 1
ot1 dy = Z (ix)~ ml = = Hal,dl—l,

mez

by the pull-back property of the -class, this completes the proof. O
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4. The Twisted Souble Ramification Hierarchies

4.1. Twisted double ramification cycles. Let g and n be two nonnegative integers satis-
fying2g —2+n > 0. Letm = (myg, ..., m,_1) € Z" satisfying

n—1
Zmi =2g—2.
=0

In [JPPZ17, Section 1.1], the authors define the k-twisted Pixton class Pg’k (A) €
H*(M,.,), ford, k > 0and A = (ag, .. ., a,—1) such that Y7~ a; = k 2g — 2 +n)
via an explicit tautological class formula and then define the rwisted double ramification
cycle as

DR (mo, ..., mu—1) = 27P5 (mo+1,... mu_1 +1).
In the meromorphic case, this class has the property of reproducing the weighted fun-

damental class of the moduli space of twisted canonical divisors of [FP18] which, in
turn, contains as an open set Hg (mo, ..., m,_1), but has in general irreducible compo-

nents that do not lie in ﬂg(mo, ..., mu—1). Morover the class DR (my, ..., mp,_1) is
polynomial of degree 2g in my, ..., m,_1 as proved in [Spe24,Pix23].

4.2. Twisted double ramification hierarchies.

Definition 4.1. Fixd > —land 1 < o < N.GivenaCohFT ¢y, : V" — H* (M,.,)

with a unit as in Notation 2.1, we define the hamiltonian densities of the quantum DR
hierarchy by

. H_ _72’
S gl X

(ih)®
o=y

n

g.n>0 mi,....mp€”Z
2g+m=>0 1<ay,..., oy <n
—€? d+1
X / A (7) A * Cg,n+2 (ea ® ®;'1:16a[ ® 1) .
DR; (=Lomy,comp,2g—1=3"1_1 m;) ih
Since DR; (my,...,my) is a polynomial in m1, ..., m, of degree 2g as proved in

[Spe24,Pix23], the hamiltonian densities H Oll) 51 (x) are singular differential polynomials.

The quantum DR! hierarchies satisfy the same integrability condition and tau sym-
metry property than the meromorphic differential hierarchy.

Proposition 4.2. The hamiltonian densities satisfies two conditions:

o (integrability) let dy,dy > —1 and 1 < a1, a0 < N, we have
—DR! —DR!
Hal»dl’ Hotz,dz =0,
o (tau-symmetry) let dy,dr > 0and 1 < a1, 21 < N, we have (tau symmetry)

DR! —DR! o DR! —DR!
|:Hd1—1,0t1’Hd2,Ot2 - dz—l,otz’Hdl,Oél :
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Proof. In [CSS21, Proposition 3.1], the authors give a splitting formula for the DR!
cycle. This formula is similar to the Sauvaget splitting formula for the strata of differ-
entials. In particular, the proof of the integrability and the tau symmetry of the DR!
hierarchy directly follows from the splitting formula of [CSS21] using the arguments
employed to prove the integrability and tau symmetry for the meromorphic differentials
hierarchies. O

Remark 4.3. In genus 0, the twisted DR cycle is the fundamental class of the moduli
space of curves, thus

DR!
Hy'g (X) le=0,n=0 = Hy,d (¥) le=0,h=0,

and the associated classical hierarchy is identified with the double ramification hierarchy
and the Dubrovin-Zhang hierarchy, see Remark 3.7.

5. Integrable Hierarchies Associated to the Trivial CohFT

In this section we state results on the meromorphic differential hierarchy and the twisted
DR hierarchy for the trivial CohFT ¢, ,(1%") = 1 € H(M,,) for g, n > 0 such that
2g —2+n > 0, with phase space V = (1), bilinear form n given by (1, 1) = 1 and unit
1. Since in this case N = dim V = 1, we suppress the greek indices (usually running
from 1 to N) from all of our notations.

5.1. Polynomial behaviour. First, the intersection numbers involved in the density Hy
satisfy the following property.

Proposition 5.1. Fix g,n > 0 such that2g — 1 +n > 0, fix 0 <1 < g and let d be a
nonnegative integer. The function

i,

suchthat2g —2—Y""_, m; < 0, is a polynomial in the variables my, ..., m, of degree
2g.

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 7.

It follows from this proposition that the hamiltonian density H,; of the trivial mero-
morphic differential hierarchy is a singular differential polynomial. This hamiltonian
density is actually a differential polynomial (not singular). This follows from the main
theorem.

5.2. Main theorem. We now formulate our main result. It describes a link between the
intersection numbers involved in H; and some intersection numbers on the DR cycle.
Fix a list of integers (ay, ..., a,) such that Z?:l a; = 0, we denote by

DRg (ar,...,ay) € H2(2g—3+n) (-A_/lg,n)

the double ramification cycle and refer, for example, to [JPPZ17] for a definition. We
recall that intersection numbers of any tautological class with the DR cycle are poly-
nomial in the variables ay, ..., a, of degree 2g, as proved in [Pix23,Spe24] or in the



281 Page 16 of 29 X. Blot, P. Rossi

appendix of [BR16a]. By extracting the coefficient of mi*l . m% in a polynomial in
my, ..., m, we mean first writing the polynomial in terms of factorial monomials and
then extracting the coefficient of the corresponding monomial.

Theorem 1. (Main theorem) Fix g, n > O such that 2g +n > 0, fix an integer | such that
0 <[ < g and let d be a nonnegative integer. Let (s1, ..., Sp) be a list of nonnegative

. . s Sn . .
integers such that y_;_, s; = 2g. Then the coefficient of mTl --mjy" in the polynomial

d
ﬁ VoA
He(—Lmi,.omp,28—2=Y m;+1)
vanishes if )i si # 28, and when ) [Lqs; = 2g it is given by the coefficient of
ay' -+ -ay" in the polynomial

d
/ Wo )»l-
DRgO0,ay,....an—)_ a;

.....

mial of degree 2g.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 8.

.....

1//6“1 ,and in [BSSZ15] an explicit expression is given for fDRgo,a. - i 1//6“1 .Both

expressions look similar and involve the function Sinl;;#, however it is nontrivial to
check the equality of Theorem 1 from these expressions.

5.3. Relation between the MD and DR hierarchies for the trivial CohFT. In [BDGR20,
Corollary 4.3] a system of hamiltonian densities for the trivial quantum DR hierarchy is
defined. One can write these densities as

iB)S

DR @ih) ST

e Y DS s a)
g.n>0 Y 81y >0

2 g+n>0

d+1 —€
X [ VoA <_> Usy w - Usys
DRgO0,ay,....an—Y_ a; ih

for d > —1, where we used S = Z'}Zl sj, and we refer to [Blo22, Appendix] for a
justification of this formulation. According to Proposition 5.1, one can write H; as a sin-
gular differential polynomial in terms of u-variables as in formula (7). Thus, Theorem 1
compares the coefficients of of H; and HER written with the u-variables, in particular
an equivalent formulation is

[0]
H; = (H}?R> , ford>—1,

where the square bracket [0] means extracting the degree 0 in H(})R, recalling that the
degree of a singular differential polynomial is determined by deguy =i, dege = —1,
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deg )]—C = 1,and deg h = —2. As a consequence we find that Hy is an actual (not singular)
differential polynomial.

In addition, since the highest degree of HL]?R is zero and since the quantum bracket
of the meromorphic differential hierarchy is the highest degree part of the quantum
bracket of the DR hierarchy (see formula (3)), we conclude that, for the trivial Co-
hFT, the MD hierarchy ((Hg)g>0 , [+, -]) is the highest degree part of the DR hierarchy
(Ha)g%y » [+ 1PR).

In the classical setting, when & = 0, the hamiltonian densities of the classical DR
hierarchy thR = H (?R|h:0 are homogenous of degree 0, thus, always for the trivial
CohFT,

ha = hQX,

recalling that hy := Hy|p—0. Moreover, the Poisson brackets of the MD and DR hier-
archies are identified in u-variables. Thus, the classical MD hierarchy ((hd)dzo, {, ~})
is identified with the classical DR hierarchy ((thR)dzo, {-, -], itself identified with the
KdV hierarchy by a result of Buryak [Burl5b, Section 4.3.1]. In particular, the quantum
MD hierarchy for the trivial CohFT gives a quantization of KdV different from the one
given by the DR hierarchy.

5.4. Relation between the MD and twisted DR hierarchies for the trivial CohFT. We
state a link between the DR hierarchy and the meromorphic differential hierarchies for
the trivial CohFT in the quantum setting.

Proposition 5.3. We have

DR! _
Hi™ = Hd'u(x):u(x)+%i—§'

This proposition is proved in Sect. 7.

6. Applications of the Main Theorem: Tau Functions of KdV

As a consequence of Theorem 1, the classical meromorphic differential hierarchy for
the trivial CohFT is identified with the classical trivial DR hierarchy, itself identified
with the KdV hierarchy. Thus, following [BDGR18, Section 3.3], one can construct
tau functions of KdV from the hamiltonian densities 4, and the Poisson bracket. In
this section, we give formulas for two tau functions of KdV enjoying particularly nice
geometrical interpretations of their coefficients: the Witten-Kontsevich tau function and
the BGW tau function. This yields non trivial formulas for Hodge integrals over strata
of differentials involved in A,.

More generally, in the quantum setting, Theorem 1 identifies the trivial meromorphic
differential hierarchy with the highest degree part of the trivial DR hierarchy. We explain
here how the Hodge integral involved in Hy relate to a quantum tau function of KdV
called the quantum Witten-Kontsevich series.

6.1. The Witten-Kontsevich tau function. The Witten-Kontsevich tau function is the
logarithm of the tau function of KdV associated to the solution with initial condition
u (x) = x. It is proved in [Kon92] that this is a generating series of intersection of
monomial of yr-classes.
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Proposition 6.1. Fix g, n > O suchthat2g — 1+n > Qandfixd,, ..., d, > 0. We have
/7 wldlwfn =C06f62g {"'{hd171a71d2}""}_1d,,}
g.n+1

In particular, for n = 1 we get

3g-1 3g—1
[ = [ Y3 g,
/Mgg ! Hg(—l,l,...,l,—l) 0 8

——
2g

. . 1
and this number is well known to be equal to g

Remark 6.2. The intersection number of any monomial of ir-classes can be obtained
- d dy - . .
from the numbers |- Meet Yy -+ -," via the string equation.

Proof. In[BDGR18, Section 3.3], tau functions of the DR hierarchy are constructed from
h?R and the standard hydrodynamic Poisson bracket. Since hy = h?R and the Poisson
bracket of the hierarchies are identified in u-variables, we carry this construction in the
context of the meromorphic differentials hierarchy. As defined in [BDGR18, Section
3.3], the coefficient €28 fotg, - - - tg, of the logarithm of the tau function associated to the
solution of the hierarchy 1% (x, £}') with initial condition u*' (x, £} = 0) = f (x, €) is
given by

{{Qo,dl,f_le},...,Edn} ,
ur=0% fx=0
where Q0,4 = hg—1+C with Q9 qlu,—0 = 0.Inthis formula, the quantity {{€0,4,. 14, } .
ey Edn} is a differential polynomial written in u-variables and we evaluate it at u; =
a)]c(f|x=0-

First, note that for the trivial CohFT we have h4|,,—0 = 0. Indeed, the evaluation
u, = 0 of a differential polynomial is equivalent to g, = 0, this selects in /4 intersection
numbers with the strata ﬁg (—1,2g — 1) which exist only for g > 0 and vanish because
of the residue condition. Thus Q0 4 = hg—1.

Now, the trivial DR hierarchy is KdV. Moreover, Kontsevich proved in [Kon92] that
the coefficient €281ty - - - 14, of the logarithm of the tau function of KdV associated
to the solution starting with the initial condition u*! (x) = x is fﬂg . lﬁldl SRR/
Translating this initial condition in g-variables gives u (x) =), ., q,,; (ix)™ = x and
thus

gm = (i) am,l-
This gives the desired result. O

6.2. The BGW tau function. The Brezin-Gross-Witten (BGW) tau function is the tau
function of KdV associated to the solution with initial condition

62

8(1 —x)*
In [Nor23], Norbury introduces a class ®, , and conjectured that the coefficients of the

BGW tau function are given by intersection of monomial of yr-classes with this class.
This conjecture was proved in [CGFG21].

u(x)=
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Proposition 6.3. Fix g, n > O suchthat2g — 1+n > Qand fixd,, ..., d, > 0. We have

/7 ®g7n+11/,f1 ...an = Coef 2, {"'{ha’l—l,ﬁdz}"' ,Edn}

g.n+l evaluation

with the evaluation at
g i+ form=o, ®
™ =10 for m < 0,

and x = 0. In particular, for n = 1, we get

_ (m; +1) _
/M Oy = 2 X I = / Vo hy

82 YIn=g mi+- +m,,—2y y(=1my,.omp,—1)
2y+n>0 my,...mp,>0

Remark 6.4. The intersection number of any monomial of 1/-class with the Norbury class
is obtained from the numbers fﬂg . Og n+1 I/ffll e wﬁl " using the dilaton equation, see
[Nor23]. ’

Proof. We use the same justification than for the Witten-Kontsevich tau function. In this

case, the initial condition u (x) = e—x)z translates in condition (8) in g-variables. O

8(1—

6.3. The quantum Witten-Kontsevich tau function. In [BDGR20], the authors introduced
quantum tau functions in the context of quantum DR hierarchies. The study of the
quantum Witten-Kontsevich series, that is the logarithm of the quantum tau function of
the trivial DR hierarchy associated to the initial condition u (x) = x, was initiated in
[Blo22] and pursued in [BB24] and [BLS24a]. We use the notation
(ta - Ta) oy div-eodn=0,820,0<l<g,

for the correlators of the quantum Witten-Kontsevich series, and refer to [Blo22, Section
1.3] for their definition.

Proposition 6.5. Fix g,n,l > 0 such that 2g — 1 +n > 0and 0 < [ < g. Fix
di,...,d, = 0. The number

-

Coef €2l pg— Z;J [ [Hdl—ls Hdz] ’ Hdn]
x=0

Qm:(_i)sm,l

equals

(‘L’()‘L'dl . 'Tdn)l,g—l if Y7 di=4g—2+n—1,
0 otherwise.
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Remark 6.6. Interestingly, a correlator <‘L’0‘L’d1 STy, )01g, for [ = 0, is given by a co-
efficient of one-part double Hurwitz numbers by [Blo22, Theorem 1]. Moreover the
correlators satisfying )/, d; = 4g — 2 + n, that is precisely the correlators produced
by the hierarchy of meromorphic differentials, can be assemble to form a solution of the
Hirota equations (i.e. the bilinear Hirota form of the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili hierarchy)
by a result of [Sha08,SZ07].

In addition, a general correlator (ro T4, + - Td, )l’g_ P for any [ > 0, is on the one hand

a coefficient of a Gromov-Witten invariant of CP! [BB24], and on the other hand a
coefficient of an intersection number with a Chiodo class [BLLS24a].

It is intriguing that these topics are related to Hodge integrals over strata of differen-
tials by Proposition 6.5, and it would be interesting to investigate more these connections.

Remark 6.7. Once again, correlators without the tg-insertion can be obtained from the
correlators with a tp-insertion using the string equation [Blo22, Theorem 2].

Proof. By definition we have

i1 DR DR
—DR —DR
(‘E()‘Edl-“‘l:dn)l’ _, = Coef 2 p-1 — [ [Hdl l’Ha'z ] ’Hdn ]

hn—1 (9)

u.v:5.€,l

where the bracket [-, -]PR is the commutator of star product of the DR hierarchy. We
explained in Sect. 5 that Hy is the top degree part of HL?R, and justified in Section 2.5
that the quantum bracket of the meromorphic differential hierarchy is the top degree
part of the quantum bracket of the DR hierarchy. Thus, replacing H:?R and the DR
star product in Eq. (9) by H; and the star product of the meromorphic differential
hierarchy selects the top level correlators. This top level is characterised by the condition
Z;’zl di = 4g — 2 +n — 1 by [Blo22, Proposition 1.38]. Moreover, the substitution
us = Js,1 translates into g,, = (—i) 8,1 and x = 0 as in the classical setting. O

7. Proof of Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3

In this section, we explain how Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3 follow from a formula
conjectured by Janda, Pixton, Pandharipande and Zvonkine, stated as Conjecture A in
the appendix of [FP18], and proved in [BHP+23].

The main ingredient is the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Fix g,n,l > O such that2g+n > 0and 0 <1 < g. Fixd > 0. Let
mi, ..., my, be some integers such that2g —2 — Y '_, m; < 0. We have

/ YA o
DR! (2g7272f’ LGy Ty

) kzo <24> K f <2g_2_zin:1 mimy,..my,—2, ..., —2) 1//61”[\ (w), (10

[ —
k

where p is a formal variable and A (1) = 1+ phy +- -+ pu8h,.
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Proof. In [FP18, Appendix A.4], a class

is constructed and we refer to this reference for its definition. The statement of Conjecture
Ais
1
DRg (m0,~-~amn) =Hg.(m0 ,,,,, mn)a

if there exists a negative integer in the list mo, ..., m,. Intersecting this equality with
1//6”1 and A (u) yields

f 1 . YA (u) = / Yt A (). (11)
DR, (2g—2-2"1_ mimy,....my) Hg,(2g7272?=1 mien)
The class Hg, (. ..., m,) is @ weighted sum over star graphs with a strata of meromorphic
differentials on the central vertex and a strata of holomorphic differentials on each leaf
of the graph. Since the 0-th marked point corresponds to a pole it lies on the central
vertex, so the class 1//6”1 lies on the central vertex. Moreover the full Hodge class being
a CohFT, it splits well when intersected with a boundary stratum. Thus, the contribution
of aleaf is given by the intersection number of the class A (w) on a strata of holomorphic
differentials. A direct dimension counting shows that the only non vanishing contribution

of a leaf is
/ 1
[ A =—.
Hye1 (0) 24

Thus, a star graph contributing to the RHS of Eq. (11) is necessarily such that: all marked
points are on the central vertex, moreover a leaf can only be of genus 1, connected by a
single edge of twist 1 to the central vertex and it contributes by 5. This gives the desired
conclusion. O

We now explain how this lemma implies Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We prove by induction on the genus that

isapolynomial of degree 2 ginmy, ..., m,. This intersection number appears as the term
k = 0in the sum on the RHS of Eq. (10). The rest of the terms on the RHS are of smaller
genera. Moreover, itis proved by [PZ] that the cycle DR;, (2 g—2— Z?:l mi,mi, ...,
my) is a polynomial of degree 2 g in my, ..., m,, and thus the LHS of Eq. (10) is a
polynomial of degree 2g. We deduce by induction the desired property.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. We first substitute m, =2g — 1 — Z?;ll m; and u = _l_%z in
Eq. (10). Then this equality of numbers translate in the following equality of generating

series
1 [—€2 9 -2 9
HPR' = Z = <—€ —) H; = exp <—€ —) Hy
= '\ 24 9g_» 24 3g_;
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Moreover, the operator aq% acting on a singular differential polynomial writes in u-

variables as aq% = Zkzo ajg (ﬁ) %. Thus, using the general identity of power

series exp (dy) f (x) = f (x +1), we obtain

HPR' = g, . =Hy

2
€
uo—>uo+ 5z Z

2. 1
u1—>u1+5z0x Z

1 €2
u(x)ﬁu(x)+ﬁi—2

8. Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 1. Equivalently, we prove
(0]
Hy=(HPR)". ford = 1.

where Hy is the hamiltonian density of the quantum meromorphic differential hierarchy
for the trivial CohFT, and H [IJDR is the hamiltonian density of the quantum trivial DR
hierarchy introduced in Sect. 5. In addition, we recall that the degree of a singular
differential polynomial is determined by

1
deg (u;) =i, deg(e) =—1, deg(h) =—2 and deg (—) =1,
X
and the upper index [0] stands for extracting the degree O in a singular differential
polynomial.

Before explaining the strategy of the proof, we introduce two singular differential
polynomials.

8.1. Preliminaries. Fix d > 0. We define

(ih)* S e
Ga= Y Yo Peamimp) Gy, (X)X

n!
g,nZO mi,..., mnEZ
2g—1+n>0
where Py 4 (my,...,m,) is the polynomial in my,...,m, given by

notation A (s) = 1+sAy +---+s584,. The polynomiality follows from Proposition 5.1.
We have o o
3G+ . —m—1 0G4
_— _— H
Su Z @) oGm a

meZ
and o .
Gy =Hy,

where the last equality follows from a direct calculation using the pull-back property of
the v/-class. Thus, the densities (G4) ;>( form a second system of hamiltonian densities
for the quantum meromorphic differential hierarchy for the trivial CohFT.
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We also introduce, following [BR16a], hamiltonian densities of the quantum trivial
DR hierarchy written in terms of the u-variables:

)8 ) ;
GdDR: Z (ln') Z [a-ll.”ahn]

g.n>0 T S1hensn >0
2g—14+n>0
d —e?
X I/IOA —_— “n"'”sn’
DRg— Z;’:l’ul ’’’’’ [ lh
for d > 0. We have
DR
8G 4 — gDR
Su d >
and they satisfy
DR __ DR
G, =H;" .

8.2. Strategy of the proof. The goal of the rest of the proof is to show that

S —
Gy =(GIR)", ford=o0. (12)
As a consequence we get
e\ [0]
— DR
5G 8 (Ga' ) ——\ 0]
Hd = d+1 = = (HL})R> s for d > —1.
du Su

which proves the theorem.

The equality (12) is obtained as an application of Lemma 8.1 stated below. This
lemma, and its proof, is an adaptation of a lemma of Buryak [Burl5a, Lemma 2.4] for
singular differential polynomials (instead of differential polynomials) and in the quantum
setting. We thank Alexandr Buryak for helping us to prove the quantum version of this
lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Supposewe have H = | (’g—? + O (e, ﬁ)) dxand Q = [ (Qo + O (¢, h)) dx
two singular local functionals of homogenous degree 0 such that

[0.7] =o.
Then Q is uniquely determined by H and Qq. In particular, if Qg = 0 then Q = 0.

Before giving the proof, we explain how formula (12) is deduced from this lemma.
We are going to prove the following equalities:

1. we have ;
Gi= (@)m:/(%ww h)>,
2. we have e 1 0 2
(] Ga =[] (G2F) = v 120
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3. we have

(G261 =0=[(a7%)" (7). a=o

Once this is established, it follows from Lemma 8.1 that G4 and the degree 0 of G L? R

— ———=\ [0] d+2
are uniquely determined by G| = (G? R ) and [ %dx, thus they are equal. This
is the desired conclusion.
We first prove the items 1, 2 and 3. Then we prove Lemma 8.1.

8.3. Proof of item 3. We justified in the preliminaries that Gy = H, then the inte-
grability condition of the quantum meromorphic differentials hierarchy gives the first
equality.

The integrability condition of the quantum DR hierarchies, proved in [BR16a], gives
[GPR GPRIPR = ( for d > 0. Moreover, each highest degree monomial in G2%, for
d > 0, is of degree zero. Thus formula (3) gives

———=\[0] /——=5\[0]
0= [(G5R> , (GIDR) i| + terms of lower degree,

or\ " e\ . . . .
where (G a ) , (Gl ) is of homogeneous differential polynomial of degree

—1 as one can check using Proposition 2.6. Thus it vanishes. This prove the second
equality of item 3.

8.4. Proof of item 2. In genus 0, the strata of meromorphic differentials and the DR

cycle are codimension 0 cycles in the moduli space of curves. Thus they are equal. A
d+2
direct calculation shows that the genus O contribution of G; and GdDR is given by %.

8.5. Proof of item 1. We have [BR16a, Section 3.1.1]

——=\ [0] w e
GDR> =f — + —uuy ) dx.
( ! 6 247
We now compute G1. The intersection numbers involved in G| are

n
ﬁ Yo, with2g—2->"m; <0, and0</<g.
He(2g—2—-"1_ mj,my,....,my) im1
By dimension counting, they can be non zero only for (g, n,/) = (0,3,0), (1,2,1),
(2,1,2), (1, 1, 0) and also possibly when n = 0. However, each n = 0 contribution to
G either belongs to the kernel of the integration map, so it does not contribute to G . As
we justified in the previous point, the genus O contribution of G is %. The contributions

(2,1,2)and (1, 1, 0) of [ Gdx are respectively

ﬁ Yora and ﬁ Vi 1o,
Hr(—1,3) Hi(—1,1)
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which vanish. Indeed, in both case the strata of differentials has a unique simple pole,
and thus by the residue condition these strata are empty. Finally, the contribution (1, 2, 1)
of G is computed as follows. Lemma 7.1 gives

1
ﬁ Yo 2/ VoA — 5
He=1(=mi—ma,mi,mz) DR;{ZI(—W—mz,mLMz) 24

when m +my < 0. Moreover, in genus 1 the DR- and DR! cycles are equal
DR;_, (—my —ma,my,m) = DRy (—mi — ma, my, my).

This follows from Pixton formula by applying known tautological relations between
divisors of M ,. Furthermore, the class A; is supported on the moduli space of genus
one curves of compact type, thus we compute the integral using Hain formula [Hail5].
We get

m3 +m3

/ Yoh =
DRg=i(=m1—ma,m1,mz) 24
Finally, gathering the different contributions and using m* = m2 + mL, we obtain

2 2 1 1 1
m1+m2+m1+m2 1

24 24 24°

/; Yokt =
Hg=1(=my—ma,my,ma)

Thus the contribution (1, 2, 1) of G is
2
230 Uy L uy
K ]G e PN R
[6 YR (48 x )
_ ——\ [0]
We conclude that G| = (G?R) .

8.6. Proof of Lemma 8.1. The key ingredient is the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2. Let P be a singular differential polynomial such that P does not depend
on € nor h and is homogenous of positive degree. Suppose that { [ Pdx, [ %dx} =0,

then
/ Pdx =0.

Before proving Lemma 8.2, we explain how it implies Lemma 8.1. Suppose a(l) and

—(2)
0
let

are two local functionals of degree O satisfying the hypothesis of Lemma 8.1, and
P=0"-0%= Y Bl
i,j>0

Suppose that P is nonzero, then let ip be the minimal power of % in P and let jj be the
minimal power of € in factor of A in P, so that P, j, # 0. Let us verify that P;, j,

satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 8.1. By definition of a(l) and 6(2), we have Py =0

so thatig+ jo > 0. In addition, since 6(1) and 6(1) are of degree 0, we get that the degree
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of Py, j, is positive. Moreover, it cannot contain a term «/x by hypothesis. Finally, since
the quantum commutator has the form (see Proposition 2.6)

[, 1=h{, 1 +Ruc, ),

where  is bilinear with respect to € and /, we deduce that
3
1 - u 0+2 jo+1
0=[P, H] = Hotleho { o ,-0,/—3! } +0 (W) 4 0 (),

and then { io.jos ) ‘;—?} = 0. Hence, by Lemma 8.2, we get P, j, = 0. This contradicts
our minimal assumption and we deduce P = 0. This proves Lemma 8.1.

Proof of Lemma 8.2. The proof is a direct adaptation of the proof of [Burl5a, Lemma
2.5] for singular differential polynomials. We expose here the modifications required to
generalize Buryak’s argument.

First, we verify that the lemma works if degP = 1. In that case, P can only contain
the following terms

n 1 ug
ugui forn >0, —, and — forn > 0.
X X

The first and second terms are in the kernel of the integration map. If P contains terms
of the third type, it cannot satisfy { f Pdx, f %dx} = 0. Indeed, it suffices to remark
that {f ux—g, i “—;dx} = fnugxldx and the singular local functionals fnuiidx, for
n > 0, are linearly independent. Thus P can only contain terms of the first type and then
satisfies [ Pdx = 0.

Now suppose that degP > 2. We define a lexicographic order on each monomial
using the order

—<uy<up<---,
X

this induces a total order relation between the monomials of P. Suppose that

aj o8

Uy Um . .
P = f (u) ———— +lower lexicographic terms,
X

with f () = Yyo0 fiuhand f; € C.Tfm = 0, then P = Y- fi'4 where n = degP,
but repeating our last argument shows that H [ Pdx, [ %dx} = O only if f; = O for

i > 1. Thus we directly conclude that P is a d,-derivative.
Now suppose that m > 1, we will show in the next paragraph that o, = 1. As a
consequence the singular differential polynomial

P — b, <x”(otm f(u)(l_[u ) o 1*‘) if m>2

1+1 : _
x”zz+1 0 itm =1
i>0

or
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has a smaller lexicographic order than P. Moreover, this singular differential polynomial
satisfies the three hypothesis of our lemma. Therefore, after repeating our steps a finite
number of times, we get that P is a d,-derivative.

In order to show «,, = 1, we introduce the following bracket between singular
differential polynomials

=Y (@) 55 - @) 52 ).

s
s>0

It is not the commutator of the star product, this bracket notation will only be used
throughout this proof. It is clearly explained in the proof of [Burl5a, Lemma 2.5] how

the condition {f Pdx, [ %dx} = 0 implies

f[uul, Pldx =0,

and the argument holds here for the exact same reasons. We deduce that [uuy, P]is a
0y -derivative. Moreover, we have

S f o) uf' - upr
, Pl = k+1)ag —ay —1 ! -
[uuy, P] ];< ) — e . X Uy 03

+ monomials of lower lexicographic order.

The only exception being whenever the term in parenthesis vanishes, that is when
m = 1 and o, = 1, but in this case we directly get the desired conclusion ¢, = 1. Now,
since [uu, P] is a d,-derivative we deduce from Eq. (13) that o, = 1 when m > 2.
This concludes the proof. O
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