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ABSTRACT. We propose to study the quantum Schubert calculus for Schubert varieties,
and investigate the smooth Schubert divisors X of the complete flag variety F¢,. We
provide a Borel-type ring presentation of the quantum cohomology of X. We derive the
quantum Monk-Chevalley formula for X by geometric arguments. We also show that the
quantum Schubert polynomials for X are the same as that for F'¢,, introduced by Fomin,
Gelfand and Postnikov.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a forthcoming paper [LRY], the first and fourth authors, together with Rietsch, initiate
a Peterson program for all Schubert subvarieties X, p of flag varieties G/ P, including mirror
symmetry for Schubert varieties as one remarkable ingredient. They construct a uniform
Landau-Ginzburg model mirror to X, p, generalizing the constructions in [Rie08, RW24],
and conjecture that its Jacobi ring is isomorphic to the small quantum cohomology ring of
Xuw,p whenever X, p is smooth and Fano. This strongly motivates the study of quantum
cohomology for smooth Schubert varieties. A natural starting point is provided by smooth
Schubert varieties in the complete flag variety F/, == {Vi < --- <V,,_; < C" | dimV; =
i,V1 < i < n}, which is the quotient of G = SL(n,C) by the Borel subgroup of upper
triangular matrices in G. Let F} be a fixed one-dimensional vector subspace of C". In this
paper, we focus on the Schubert divisor

X ={Ve e Fly, | 1 <Vy1},

and study it systematically from the viewpoint of quantum Schubert calculus. Although
X looks rather special and very close to the flag variety F'¢,,, we emphasize that our main
results for X already suggest features of what a more general theory for smooth Fano
Schubert varieties would look like; see the discussion at the end of the introduction.

We briefly recall the framework of Schubert calculus. Schubert problems, which count
the number of geometric objects with given geometric constraints, are fundamental to
enumerative geometry. Here the central objects are flag varieties G/P together with their
Schubert subvarieties. The classical Schubert calculus, in modern language, is about the
study of the integral cohomology ring H*(G/P,Z). The Schubert classes o* of the Schubert
varieties form an additive basis of H*(G/P,7Z). A satisfactory description of this ring
typically consists of the following three parts:

(1) A ring presentation of the form H*(G/P,Z) = Z[x]/I.
1
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(2) A (manifestly positive) formula of the Schubert constants c;, in the cup product

c'Uao’ =), ¢, 0"
(3) A Schubert polynomial &,(x) € Z[x] that represents the Schubert class o in the

aforementioned ring presentation Z[x]/I.

(%

We refer to the very nice article [BGP25] and the references therein for the progress of

classical Schubert calculus with an emphasis on the case G = SL(n,C). With
Gromov-Witten theory introduced in the 1990s, the classical cohomology H*(G/P,Z) can
be  deformed to  the  integral (small) quantum  cohomology  ring
QH*(G/P,Z) = (H*(G/P,Z) ® Z|q],*x), by incorporating 3-pointed, genus-0

. . . . . d
Gromov-Witten invariants. In particular, we can write % x 0¥ = Zmd Niy'o®qd, where

Ny D= Cyp- There have been extensive studies of the quantum Schubert calculus, namely
of the quantum versions of the above (1)-(3) for QH*(G/P,Z) (see e.g. the survey [LL17]
and the references therein).

All the Schubert varieties, including flag varieties as special cases, have CW complex
structures by Schubert cells. In return, the integral cohomology of a Schubert variety X,
inside G/P is torsion free, and has an additive basis of Schubert classes indexed by the
Weyl group elements u satisfying v < w with respect to the Bruhat order.

Question 1.1. What is the Schubert calculus for Schubert varieties?

The natural inclusion ¢ : X,, < G/P induces a surjective ring homomorphism
 : H*(G/P,Z) — H*(Xy,Z) with kernel I, = (o" : u £ w). Hence, the classical
Schubert calculus for Schubert varieties is trivial in the sense that all points (1)-(3) can be
reduced to that for the flag varieties, at the price that the ring presentation
H*(Xy,Z) = H*(G/P,Z)/I, is mnot good enough. We  refer
to [ALP92, GR02, DMR07, RWY11,DY24| for the study of the ring presentation of the
cohomology of Schubert varieties.

The quantum Schubert calculus for Schubert varieties is highly nontrivial. First of all,
we have to restrict to the smooth ones, since there is no Gromov-Witten theory for singular
(Schubert) varieties yet. To our knowledge, there have been very few pioneering studies
[Pec13,MS19,HKLS25] in different contexts. The odd symplectic Grassmannian IG(k, 2n+
1) is a smooth Schubert variety of the symplectic Grassmannian IG(k,2n+2), a flag variety
G/P with G = Sp(2n,C). In [Pecl3], Pech studied the case k = 2, which happens to
be a general hyperplane section of the complex Grassmannian Gr(2,2n + 1). She did a
relatively complete quantum Schubert calculus for a non-homogeneous Schubert variety for
the first time, by providing a ring presentation, the quantum Pieri formula (a partial formula
for the quantum version of point (2), see also [GLLX25]), and the quantum Giambelli
formula (i.e. the quantum version of (3)). In [MS19], Mihalcea and Shifler provided the
(equivariant) quantum Chevalley formula for IG(k,2n+1) by using the curve neighborhood
technique [BM15]. In [HKLS25], Hu, Ke, Li and Song provided a ring presentation for the
quantum cohomology of the blowup of Gr(2,n) along Gr(2,n—1) for the purpose of studying
mirror symmetry, which happens to be a Schubert divisor in a two-step flag variety. The
special case when n = 3 is the blowup of P? at a point, which has been well studied much
earlier. Despite being a very natural extension from the viewpoint of Schubert calculus, the
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quantum Schubert calculus for smooth non-homogeneous varieties is still largely uncharted
territory, with many aspects awaiting exploration.

Let F, denote the standard complete flag. Each permutation w € S, labels a Schubert
variety X, of dimension ¢(w) defined by rank conditions of the form X,, = {V, | dim(V; N
F;) > m(i,j,w),Vi,j}. Note that the permutation wg = n---21 in one-line notation is the
longest element in S, and s; := (i,7 + 1), ¢ < n, denote the simple transpositions. Note
X = Xugsn1 = Xuwgs;» while all the other Schubert divisors X, 2 < 7 < n — 2, are
singular.

Denote the following n x n matrices

1 q1 r1  q1
-1 z2 @ -1 2 ¢
-1 zp2 dn—2 -1 xp_2 gn—2 —4n—14n-2
-1 Zp1 gna -1 zp1 —qn-1Tn—1
-1 T -1 Ty
by My, and Mx,, ,  respectively. Write
n n
(1.1) det(I,, + A\Mgy, ) :ZE;W, det (I + AMx, . | :ZE;W.

The coefficients £}, E" may be viewed as quantlzatlons of the i-th elementary symmetrlc
polynomial e(z1,--- ,x,). Moreover, we notice Ef = E} and E? = (2, — q¢n_1)E""1,
while the difference between EZ" and E is a bit involved for 1 < ¢ < n. As shown
in [GK95, CF95,Ki96], there is a canonical ring isomorphism
®q:QH*(F€n,Z)—>Z[a:1,-~ ,qn_l]/(E{‘,---,
~  Zlzi, ,xn)

Its classical limit at q = 0 gives Borel’s ring isomorphism ¢ : H*(F¥¢,,7Z) — ()

197 Cn
[Bob3], where e]' = el'(x) denotes the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in variables
X1, ,ZTp. Our first main result is a similar quantum ring presentation for X.

y Ty qly - Eg)

Theorem 1.2 (Borel-type ring presentation). There is a canonical ring isomorphism

7Qn—1] /(E{La te

In particular, we obtain the canonical ring isomorphism ¥ : H*(X,Z) =

‘IJQ:QH*(sz)—)Z[Ila"')xnaql)"' n— laEn 1)

Lz, xn]
(e en_pen
obtained in [GR02, RWY11] by taking the classical limit at q = 0. By “canonical” above,
we mean that x; represents the first Chern class of a specific tautological line bundle (see

Equation (2.8) for F'/,, and Equation (2.10) for X).

For any u € Sy, the Schubert class % in H?/("(F?,,,7Z) is given by the Poincaré dual of
the homology class [Xygu] in Hap(wg)—20(u)(F'¢n, Z). The pullback Schubert classes {£* :=
(™) bu<wos,_, form an additive basis of H*(X,Z), and the divisor classes £%’s generate
QH*(X,Z) as a Z|q]-algebra. Whenever referring to a transposition ¢;; = (¢, j), we always
assume i < j. We say u <j ut;; (resp. u <} ut;;) in the (quantum) k-Bruhat order, if both
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i <k < jandl(ut;;) =(u)+1 (resp. (uti;) = £(u) —£(t;;)) hold. Our second main result
is the following quantum Monk-Chevalley formula, in analogy with the quantum Monk’s
formula for QH*(F4,,Z) [FGP97] or more generally the quantum Chevalley formula for
QH*(G/P,Z) [FW04]. It is a special case of the quantum version of point (2) for X but it
determines the entire quantum product because the divisor classes generate QH*(X,Z).

Theorem 1.3 (Quantum Monk-Chevalley formula). Let 1 < k <n —1 and u € S,, with
u < wosp—1. In QH*(X,Z), we have

ERrgt = g 4y " ehgy o gp g+ Y €% Gn1 — Okn—1€ 1,

where the first sum is over u <gutqy, < wosSn—1, the second sum is over u<Zutab with b < n,
and the third sum is over (w,a) that satisfies wtqy, <g w and u <,_1 wtyy, € Sy.

By Remark 4.12, the permutation w in the third sum satisfies w < wgs,—1; the same is
true of ut,p, in the second sum.

In the above expression of £% x &%, the first two sums are obtained by truncating the
quantum product o°* x ¢, and the third sum is about the quantum terms involving ¢,—1
and appearing in 0% x (o" U o®"~1). We emphasize that the minus sign in the fourth part
is necessary and has a geometric explanation, which gives rise to a key ingredient in our
geometric arguments. Intuitively, a smooth curve with two marked points of degree d with
dn—1 = 1 lies on X if and only if the two marked points are both on X. For stable maps, an
additional correction term must be taken into consideration, due to the presence of nodal
curves. The fourth part may or may not be canceled by the third part.

Example 1.4. For the Schubert divisor Xy,,s, of F4s, we have

€952 4 €59 = €959 1 4 (@g€ + o) — s = £ + guay;
E5158 % €58 = £529158 L ()  (qa&€%1°2 4 q3€°251) — q3£°1%3.

To show the vanishing of Gromov-Witten invariants of higher degrees, we need a special
treatment with involved geometric arguments for degrees of the form (0,---,0,1,---,1,2),
in addition to the use of the standard curve neighborhood technique developed by Buch
and Mihalcea [BM15] for Gromov-Witten invariants of other higher degrees.

Remark 1.5. Our proof of Theorem 1.3 is purely geometric, and all morphisms involved
are torus-equivariant. Consequently, Theorem 4.2 extends equivariantly by simply
interpreting Ny, &d as equivariant quantum Schubert structure constants for FU,.
Therefore, the equivariant quantum extension of Theorem 1.3 is simply obtained by adding
into it the single term (wg — u(wg))E™ , where w;’s denote the fundamental weights.

We work only in the non-equivariant setting in the main text, to keep the presentation
concise and aligned with the predictions of the Peterson program [LRY].

The Schubert polynomials &,, € Z[z1,- - ,xy], w € Sy, were introduced by Lascoux and
Schiitzenberger [LS82], and satisfy ®(c") = [&,,] in Borel’s presentation of H*(F¢,,7Z).
Moreover, every &, admits a unique linear expansion &,, = Zah.-.inq@ille?g . ~-e;‘;11.

In [FGP97], Fomin, Gelfand and Postnikov introduced the quantum Schubert polynomial
GZ; = Z Oéil...in,lEilEiQQ . En—l

tn—1"
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They showed that ®,(c") = [G,] under the aforementioned canonical ring isomorphism @,
for QH*(F'¢y,,Z).Our third main result is the following. Recall the ring isomorphism ¥, in
Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.6 (Quantum Schubert polynomials). For any w < wgs,—1, we have
W, (§") = [67).

The key ingredient in our proof is a careful application of Theorem 1.3, combined with a
transition equation (in Proposition 5.3), showing that quantum Schubert polynomials can
be completely determined by a very small part of the quantum Monk-Chevalley formula.
This principle was noticed and applied early in [LOTRZ25, Theorem 4 and Remark 3.15]
in the study of a combinatorial model for quantum double Schubert polynomials for F/,,.

On the one hand, even though the quantum (resp. classical) Schubert polynomial of
the class €% for X is the same as the corresponding polynomial for the class o% for F¢,,
the quantum cohomology ring structures differ substantially. As Theorem 1.3 shows, the
expansion of &% &7, for X is not obtained by simply truncating the formula for F¢,,. Thus
the naive linear pullback o% +— (*(c%) = £" does not extend to a ring homomorphism
QH*(F(,,7) — QH*(X,Z).

On the other hand, the following modified pullback is a ring homomorphism.

Theorem 1.7 (Quantum Lefschetz hyperplane principle). There is a ring homomorphism
g QH*(Fy,Z) — QH*(X,Z), defined by 0 — &% and g; — gq; for 1 <i<n—2, and

o1 é—sn—l + Gn_1, gn—1 qn71§3n71 + %21—1.

Notable features of the main results. A fundamental insight of Dale Peterson [Pet97]
assembles the spectra of the quantum cohomology rings QH*(G/P) = QH*(G/P,7Z) @7 C,
as P varies, into the Peterson variety in the Langlands dual complete flag variety; see
[Rie03, Chow22|. In the forthcoming work [LRY], a Peterson program is proposed for
Schubert varieties in arbitrary flag varieties. As mentioned earlier, our main results above
indicate features of a more general theory of smooth Fano Schubert varieties predicted in
the Peterson program as follows.

(1) Theorem 1.2 suggests that the quantum cohomology of a smooth Fano Schubert
variety in a partial flag variety F'0,, ... .., should admit a presentation governed by
a matrix generalizing Mx,, . ,.The known ring presentation of QH*(F'y, ... n,n)
in [AS95,CF99,Ki99a] has the quotient ideal generated by non-constant coefficients
of a matrix characteristic polynomial. Related matrices arise in an intermediate
study of the Peterson program for Schubert varieties in F'¢y,, ... »,.n, and specialize
to Mx,, . _, in the present case.

(2) Theorem 1.6 reflects a predicted functoriality for the quantum cohomology of
smooth Fano Schubert varieties. By [Rie03, Proposition 11.1], a Schubert class o
in QH*(Fly,.... n,:n), viewed as a regular function on the corresponding Peterson
stratum, coincides with the restriction of the regular function ¢ on the Peterson
stratum corresponding to QH*(F¢,). The Peterson program predicts an extension
of this phenomenon to smooth Fano Schubert varieties, and Theorem 1.6 provides
evidence for this prediction.
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Our main results may also have an impact in the wider field of genus zero Gromov-Witten
theory.

(3) Theorem 1.3 is very likely to play an important role in the study of Galkin-Golyshev-
Iritani’s Gamma conjectures I and II [GGI16] in the case of X5, ,, following the
strategy in [HKLS26].

(4) Through private communication with Galkin and Iritani, we learn that our Theorem
1.7 may be viewed as a special case of a new formulation of the quantum Lefschetz
hyperplane principle at the level of ring homomorphisms in their forthcoming paper

[G1].

The results of this paper, together with the earlier work on odd symplectic Grassmannians
[Pec13,MS19] and blowups of Grassmannians [HKLS25], provide further motivation for a
systematic study of quantum Schubert calculus for smooth Schubert varieties.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the necessary background.
In Section 3, we derive the ring presentation of QH*(X,Z) by investigating the quantum
differential equations. In Section 4, we provide the quantum Monk-Chevalley formula,
by investigating the moduli space of stable maps of certain degrees and using the curve
neighborhood technique for higher degrees. Finally in Section 5, we show that the quantum
Schubert polynomials for X coincide with those for F¢,, by using induction based on a
transition equation for quantum Schubert polynomials.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Ki Fung Chan, Neil J.Y. Fan, Hua-
Zhong Ke, Tuong Le, Leonardo C. Mihalcea and Konstanze Rietsch for helpful discussions.
C. Li is supported by the National Key R & D Program of China No. 2023YFA1009801
and by NSFC Grant 12271529.

2. NOTATIONS
We review some background, and refer to [BB05, GR02, CK99] for more details.

2.1. Combinatorics of S,. The symmetric group S, is generated by simple reflections
si = (i,i+1), 1 <7 < n. Every element w € S,, can be written as w(1) - - - w(n) in one-line
notation, and its length ¢(w) is the cardinality of the inversion set {(7,7) | ¢ < j, w(i) >
w(j)}. The (unique) longest element in S, is given by wg := n---21. For any permutation
w, we have £(wow) = £(wy) — £(w).

Whenever referring to a transposition t,p := (a,b), we always assume a < b in this paper.
Let u,w € S,,. We say u<w (i.e. u is covered by w), if there exists t4, such that w = uty
and ¢(w) = £(u) + 1. Then u < w in the Bruhat order, if v can be transformed into w by a
series of transpositions ¢;; that each increase the inversion number by 1. Note that v < w

holds if and only if for any 1 < j < n, the increasingly sorted list of w(1),--- ,u(j) is less
than or equal to that of w(1),--- ,w(j) in the usual partial order. In particular, we have
(2.1) u<wosp—1 =n---4312 <= u(n) # 1.

Note (tgp) = 2b—2a — 1. Let 1 < k < n. The quantum Bruhat cover <7 is defined by
u<?uty, ifand only if A(ute) = 0(u)—L(ta).
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We can further define the (quantum) k-Bruhat cover by
(2.2) u <putq if and only if l(uty) =£4(u) + 1 and a < k < b;
(2.3) u <} ute if and only if  l(ute) = €(u) — l(te) and a < k < b.

2.2. Schubert varieties of F/,. Consider the complete flag variety
Ft,:={Vi <---<V,1 <C"|dimV; =4,V 1<i<n}.

Let Fy € F{, be the standard complete flag in C". For any permutation w € .S,,, we define
the Schubert cell X, C F,, (associated to F,) by the following rank conditions.

Xy ={Ve € Fb, | dim(V, N Fy) = #{k € Z>o | k < p,w(k) < q},V 1 <p,q<n}
Then X, = CHw) | and XN Xy =0 for any u # w. The Schubert variety X,, is given by
Xy = X5 ={Va € Fl [ dim(V, N Fy) > t{k € Zoo | k < p,w(k) < ¢},V 1 <p,q<n},
and admits a cell decomposition by Schubert cells (with respect to the Bruhat order):

(2.4) Xw=| | X5
u<w

In particular, F'¢,, is the (biggest) Schubert variety X,,,. The Schubert divisors are given
by Xuwgs;» 1 < ¢ < n — 1. Throughout this paper, we will focus on the Schubert divisor
Xuwos,_1, whose defining rank conditions can be reduced to the single one:

(2.5) X = Xupsn ={Ve € Fl,, | F1 C V1 }.
Let pr : F¢,, — Gr(n — 1,n) be the natural projection that sends V4 to V,,_;. Then the
divisor X can be viewed as the zero locus of a section of the line bundle over F/¢,,

(2.6) ACwn,l = pT*OGr(n—l,n)(l)'

We notice that Xy,s, = Xugs,_, i smooth and isomorphic to an F'¢,,_i-bundle over
P2 while the varieties X,,s,’s are all singular for 1 <i <n — 1.

2.2.1. Topology of Fi,. For w € S,, denote by ¥ € H*(W)(F/(,, 7) the Schubert class
defined by the Poincaré dual of the homology class [Xuwgw] € Hog(wow)(F'ln,Z). We have

(onu,aw) = /Fﬁ o U = <[Xu]70w> = 5%“"

Here (-, -) denotes the Poincaré pairing for F'¢,,, and (-,-) (resp. dy,,) denote the Kronecker
pairing (resp. symbol). It follows from Equation (2.4) that H*(F¥,,Z) = @,,cg, Zo®.

Denote the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in variables x1,--- ,x;, as

(2.7) ej = e (x1, -+ ,Tn).

i =
The following result is due to Borel [Bo53].
Proposition 2.1. There is a canonical ring isomorphism

b H (Fly,Z) — Z[xy,xa,- - ,xn]/(eqf,eg,~- e”) )

’r n
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Denote Vy = {0} and V,, = C™. Let S; be the i-th tautological subbundle of F'¢,,, 0 < i < n,
namely the fiber of S; at a point V, € F/,, is given by the vector space V;. By “canonical”
in the above proposition, we mean

(2.8) (I)il([l'i]) = Cl((Si/Si_l)v) S HQ(FEH,Z).

2.2.2. Topology of X. It also follows from the cell decomposition Fquation (2.4) that
H*(X,Z) is torsion free and has an additive basis {PD([Xuw])}w<wosn 1 Let
{€"Yw<wys, , denote the dual basis with respect to Poincaré pairing, namely
(PD([X4]),&Y) = ([Xul,&") = dyw for any u,w < wosp—1. The natural inclusion map
t: X < F/, induces a surjective ring homomorphism
vooifw< _
(2.9) NP, Z) — HY(X,Z); (o) =48 WS v,
0, otherwise.
We therefore call the classes £ the pullback Schubert classes. Moreover, the following ring
presentation was obtained in [GR02, RWY11].

Proposition 2.2. There is a canonical ring isomorphism

VU HY(X,Z) — Zlz1, @2, ,xn) [ (], €5, ep 6”71) .

Here by “canonical”, we mean

(2.10) \I/_l([{L‘Z]) = Cl((L*Si/L* i_l)v) € HZ(X, Z).

2.3. Quantum cohomology. To simplify the descriptions, we only review the necessary
notions for Y € {F¥,, X}. Both F¥, and X are Fano with the first Chern class

(2.11)

(Y) 20°1 +20%2 4 -+ 4 20°"2 + 2001, i Y = Fiy,
c pu—
1 QLS 4 2652 4o QESN-2 | £t ify = X.

(See [LRY25] for a criterion for a factorial Schubert variety of general Lie type being Fano,
as well as a formula of the first Chern class.) Uniformly denote by v* the cohomology class
o (resp. £“) labeled by an appropriate permutation w for Y = F'¢,, (resp. X).

Let Mo, (Y,d) denote the moduli space of m-pointed, genus-0 stable maps (f : C —
Y;pty, -+ ,pt,,) of degree d € Ho(Y;Z). For each i, let ev; : Mo, (Y,d) — Y denote the
i-th evaluation map, which sends (f : C — Y;pty,---,pt,,) to f(pt;); let £; denote the
i-th universal cotangent line bundle on My, (Y,d). The Gromov-Witten invariant with
gravitational descendants, associated with nonnegative integers a; and cohomology classes
v e H*(Y) = H*(Y,C), is defined by

m

(e Tag 72, s Ta Y g = / T(er(£o) U et ().

[Mo,m (Y, d)]Vir -5
Here [Mo (Y, d)]"™ denotes the virtual fundamental class, which is of expected dimension

dimY +m—3+ [, c1(Y). In particular, Gromov-Witten invariants of degree d vanish unless

d belongs to the Mori cone NE(Y) = @?:_11 Z>0[Xs;] C Ha(Y,Z) of effective curve classes
of Y, which we simply denote as d > 0.
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Let {vu}u € H*(Y) be the dual basis of {y"}, with respect to the Poincaré pairing.
The (small) quantum cohomology QH*(Y) = (H*(Y) ® C[q], %) is a C[q]-algebra with the
(small) quantum product defined by

(2.12) P = DY Y Ye)bsar e

deNE(Y) W
where ¢? := qfl . ~~qZT11 for d = Z?;ll d;j[X,,] € NE(Y). The quantum variable g; is of
degree

1, if Y = X and j =n — 1 both hold,
(2.13) degq; = / a(Y) = ) J
[X.,] 2, otherwise.

Whenever H*(Y,Z) ® Z[q] is closed under the quantum multiplication x, we call it the
integral quantum cohomology, simply denoted as QH*(Y,Z).

3. A BOREL-TYPE RING PRESENTATION OF QH*(X)

For Y € {F{,, X}, we denote
(3.1) H(Y) = H*(Y) @c CIH[A a1, , 1]

In this section, we introduce Givental’s J-function JY (¢, /) of Y, viewed as an element in
H(Y). We then prove the Borel-type ring presentation of QH*(X) in Theorem 1.2, by
finding quantum differential equations that annihilate JX (¢, k).

At the beginning and end of this section, we identify both first Chern classes in
Equation (2.8) and Equation (2.10) with x; by abuse of notation. Then
Vi =x1+wx24---+xjfor 1 <j<n-—1 Denotingt=> " tix; € H2(Y), we view the

t
quantum variables g; as functions on H2(Y'), by letting ¢; = ef[XSJ‘ 1" = eli=ti+1, Then it
follows from 8ij = f[ X, that

¢t = elat = eJaitiimvic1) = oy Bilti—tip ) — gt 'qg[’ll.

From Proposition 3.3 through Theorem 3.10, we use ¢*z; for X to distinguish it from x;
for F¢,, in order to avoid confusion. For any f(x,h) € H(F¥,), by f(*z,h) we mean the
element in H(X) simply obtained from f(z, k) by replacing all x; with (*x;. In particular,
by ¢*t we mean ), t;t*x;.

3.1. Givental’s J-function of X. The (small) quantum connection acts on the trivial
H*(Y)-bundle over H2(Y') x C*. Its derivations along the H?(Y)-direction are given by

o 1 .
Vaitl ::87ti+ﬁxi*, ISZSTL,
where h is the coordinate of C*. This quantum connection is flat, with the fundamental
solution L(t, k) to the quantum differential equation V » (L(t, h)a)) = 0 given by [Gi96]
at;
t
_t e hax
L(t,ha = e fa+ Y Y (< Tu)g2a7"d"
420 w —h— Cl(ﬁl)
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Here a € H*(Y'), and we take the expansion m = Zizo(—l)”lh_i_l(cl(ﬁl))i.
Definition 3.1. Givental’s (small) J-function of Y is deﬁned by

JY(t,h) := L(t,h) ™" _€h1+§:§: 01dVQ)
d#0 w

TV (to, 8, 1) == e % T (L, ).
Here 1 =+ is the identity element in H*(Y).
Proposition 3.2 ( [BCKO08, Theorem 1]). Givental’s J-function of F¢, is given by

JE (¢, h) = e%(z qdjjzn (w,h)), where
d>0

- dig—d T =Ty + (dij —d; y)h
T @ n) = > <H H (=1)™ J P J
d; =11

Zj 0,5 =di <j<i'<i J

< H H Hk:—oo(wj -y + kh) ) 1
d; i—d. v n— TL.
1)< Hk ot (wj — Ty + kh)’/ 1<j<n-1 Hk 1;( T + kh)

=—00
1<] <i+1

Here the sum is over nonnegative integers d; j, with 1 < j <i¢<mn —1.
Proposition 3.3. Givental’s J-function of X is given by
An—
JX(t k) = e Ipg, x (5t h),

where
, Jao
Ianx(t,h) :6h<zqdjjfn($,h) H ( J;n+kh)>
a>0 k=1

0
with the empty product [ read off as multiplication by 1 by convention.
k=1

Proof. Expanding Iry, x(t, h) in powers of h™!, we obtain

1
IFme(t: h) =1+ ﬁ((}n—ll + t) + 0(5_2)

Recall from Equation (2.6) that the smooth Schubert divisor X is realized as the zero locus
of a section of the line bundle £, , over F¢,, with ¢;(L, ,) = 0°*~' = —x,. By using the
quantum Lefschetz theorem [Ki99a, Theorem 1] (see also [CG07, Corollary 7]) with respect
to F¢, and X', we obtain

i fd O_S —
T (qno11 4+ "t h) = Ipg, x(tFt, h) = e%(z qdjje"(L*.%, h) H (—=*zp, + kh)).
d>0 k=1
This implies JX (1*t, h) = e_%%lpgn7x(b*t, h). O

IThe function Iry, ,x in [CGO7, Section 9] is a multiple of ours by & with the identification z = A.
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3.2. Quantum differential equations of X. In this subsection, we will investigate
quantum differential equations of X, namely differential operators that annihilate

JX(t, h).
For any polynomial P(x,q) € C[:c q] we write

SR IR

with 2% = ;vlf coepling ¢t = qfl e qn’fll and the coefficients Afl € C. Take the conventions:

0 0 0 0
3.2 h = (h—,h— - ,h—), = (q1,q2, - , ,
( ) at[l,m} ( atl 8t2 8tm) Q[l,m} (Q1 q2 Q’m)
where ¢; = e'i~ti+1 whenever it is treated as an operator. We then denote

0

0 0 d
P g = P(h—2— § § Ad (B yingr g

and call the differential operator P(ha, q) the quantization of P(z,q).

Recall from Equation (1.1) that E' = E(z,q) are the coefficients of the expansion of

the polynomial det(I, + AMpy, ) = >, EPA" in variable ), with respect to the matrix

r1r  q1
-1 22 @
-1 x3 @3

Mrpy, =

n

Proposition 3.4 ([Gi97, Theorem 4]; [Ki99b, Theorem II]). Let Dn(hat,q) be the
quantization of E'(x,q). Then D”(hat,q)(JFZ" (t,h)) =0 for any 1 <i <mn.

Definition 3.5. Viewing q; = €'i~%+1, we define the operators

T,S,Po : H(Fl,) — H(X),

. fdo— n—1
T(er Z qdfd(x, h)):=enr Z qdfd(L*:c, h) H (—t*z, + k),
d>0 d>0 k=1
fd O—Sn—l)_l

€qudfdiL‘h —eh qufdbzch) H (=" + kh),
k=1

d>0 d>0

Po(er S ¢ fale ) =" 3 ¢ falia, ),

d>0 d>0,dy_1=0

0 -1
where the products [[ and [ are read off as multiplication by 1.
k=1 k=1
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Lemma 3.6. As operators from H(F{y,) to H(X), we have

0 0

0
g T = ISl = b

[h 87%7

Po] = @, T] = [@,S] = [@1, Po] = 0
forany 1 <k<mnandl<Il<n-—2. Moreover, we have

0 0
(33) _haTOQn—loT:TOQn—la qn-10T =So0qgy1, T= _SohaT+ (1+L*xn)]P)O7

as operators acting on e'/" > d>0 q®f4(z, 1) where fy are independent of t;.

Proof. Note that | 40°" ' = dp—1 and that the operators T and S are affected only by the
power dy,_1 of g,—1 = et»~17tn_ Thus the identities in the first half of the statement hold.

d -1

n—1
-1 0 T(e"" Y " g fa(a, b)) =" > ¢"ga(v k) [] (" + kh)
d>0 d=(dy1, ,dn_1),dn_1>1 k=1
=So QTL—l(et/h Z qdfd(xa h))?
d>0

where g4(t*z,h) = fa, . dp_o.dp_1—1)(t*T, ). Thus the second identity in Equation (3.3)
holds. Denoting ga(z,h) = fa, . dp_s.dp_1—1)(T, 1), we have

To g 1(e’"Y " ¢ falx, h)) =T (" > q"ga(w, h))
d>0 d=(d1, ,dn_1),dn_1>1
dn—1
=ett/h Z qga(v*z, h) H (—t*xyn + kh)
d=(d1, ,dn-1),dn—1>1 k=1
S hain o gn_1 0 T(et/" ;) ¢ fa(z, h)).

Therefore the first identity in Equation (3.3) holds as well.

The last identity in Equation (3.3) follows directly from the definition of the operators
S, T, Py. Precisely,

9 i/n d
—So haTn(e "N g fa(z, )
d>0
:(*L*.’L’n) . eb*t/h Z qdfd(L*QL’, h) + (*L*.Tn + dnflh) . eL*t/h Z qdfd(b*$, h)
d>0,d,—1=0 d>0,dn—1>1
=T(e!/" Z ¢ fa(z, h) — (14 z,)Po(et/" Z ¢ fa(z, ).
d>0 d>0
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Proposition 3.7. For the quantizations D?(h%, q1n—1)) of Ef(z,q),

9 d
Dn FY N ATV n— I * 5 g
7 (hat[lynVQ[l,n—Z]v( h(’?tn) o q 1)( Fén,X(L t h)) 0

holds for 1 <1i <n —1. Moreover, we have

(3.4) (=Dp=1 + Dy 23¢n-1)(Ire, x ('t b)) = 0.

Proof. 1t follows directly from the definition that T(J¥(¢t,h)) = Ips, x(:*t,h). By
Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 3.6, for 1 < ¢ < n — 1, we obtain

0

875[17”] ’

D (a3 () & 401) (P (1)) =T 0 DY ) (I (1, 1) = 0.

)

By Lemma 3.6, all g, (‘% commute with T, S, Py for 1 <1 <n—-2,1 <k <n-—1. It follows
that [D4,S] =0, [D%,T] = 0 and [D%,Po] =0 for a € {n —1,n —2}. Using the identities in
Equation (3.3), we have

(—=DpZ1 + DpZ3an—1)(Ipe, x (£, 1)

(=D74 + Dy 300-1) (T (8, 1))

0
= (D" 1o (So hg — (14 " 20)Pg) + D" "2 0 S0 gy 1)(JF (¢, b))

B,
= (8o (fg) o Dl +S0 DT 0 guoy — (1+"a)Po o D) (7 (1,1)
=S(DM(JF (8, ) — (1 + 1*2,)Pg 0 D=1 (JF (8, h))

= — (14 t*z,)Po o D=1 (JF (¢, h)).

Here the fourth equality holds by noting D' = (h%)DZj +D""2¢,—1 and DI (JF) = 0.
Write D'~ {(JFé (¢, h)) = 3,50 4,1 Ai, where each A; is independent of g,—1. Then it
follows from 0 = D2(JFn) = (hzl-0 DI~} + Di=30g,—1)(J ") that hy2-(Ag) = 2, Ao = 0.
By the projection formula, we have [y 1xUt*(alb) = [, t(1x)U(aUb) = [, (—zn)UaUb.
Thus if 2, Ua = 0 € H*(F{,), then t*a = 0 € H*(X), following from the surjectivity of ¢*.
Conseqeuently, we have Py o D"~ 1(J(t,h)) = 1* Ay = 0. O

Lemma 3.8. Both of the following identities hold.

dn—1

X/ % _dn—1 "
n= ’ - ' I ) )
(hgy— F an-1)JX (1) = €70 (=) e, X (4, )
9 * _9n—1 0 N
<h8tn — ) It h) = h (ha—tn)IFen,X(L t,h).
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Proof. By Proposition 3.3, JX(1*t,h) = efanileng(L*t, h). Then the statement follows
from direct calculations by the Leibniz rule:

0 . e o
(hatn_1)(JX) = (—qn-1)e” " : Ipe, x +e 0 - (hatn_l)(lpgmx),
a _n—-1 _9n— 8
(ha)(JX) =qure” T Ipg x e T (h%)(IFZn,X)'

O

3.3. Proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.7. As shown in [ST97, Proposition 2.2]
by Siebert and Tian, the quantum cohomology QH*(X) of the Fano manifold X is of the
form Clz,q]/14, provided that H*(X) = C[z]/I and I, is generated by the corresponding
quantized relations in QH*(X) of the generators of I for H*(X). Such relations can be
found, by the following standard method due to Givental.

Proposition 3.9 ([Gi96, Corollary 6.4]). If a differential operator P(h%, eli~ti+1 p)

A

satisfies the equation P(ha@ti, eliztivi p)(JY (t,h)) = 0, then P(z;,q;,0) =0 in QH*(Y).

We will first describe QH*(X), and then prove Theorem 1.2 as a consequence, by using
[FP97, Proposition 11}, which is a variation of [ST97, Proposition 2.2].

Theorem 3.10. Let x; := x;(t*x,q) be given by det([, + AMMy) = S o XiA" with respect
to the matrix
T @
-1 'zy
. -1 xg g3

Mx =
-1 L*xnfl + gn—1 anl(_b*mn + %171)
-1 Ty — Gn—1
Then xn = (*x, — qn_l)Eﬁjll(L*xl, e T 1,q1, 0, Gn—2). Furthermore, the quantum

cohomology ring of X is canonically given by

X
QH*(X) = (C[L*:Ela'” 7L*Jjn7qla"' 7Qn—1] (XlaX?)"' 7Xn—la*7n) .
L"Tp — Gn-1

Proof. By Proposition 3.7 and Lemma 3.8, for any 1 <7 <n — 1, we have

_9n-1 n 8 8
0=e "7 Dj (hm7Q[l,n—2}a (—haTn) ° qn—1)(IFe,,x)
o 0 0 0 0 9 ¥
=D; Ui@fu,nfz] ; hatn_l + o1, hatn Gn—1,q[1,n—2) (hatn Gn—1) © gn—1) + hG1 + h Gg)) (J7%)

where G1 = Gl(h%, q) and Gy = Gg(h%, q) are differential operators. Therefore by using
Proposition 3.9, we have

D?(L*xlu e )L*xn—Qu L*.’L'n_l + dn—1, L*xn —Qqn-1,491,492," " ,dn—-2, Qn—l(_L*xn + Qn—l)) =0
in QH*(X). That is, x;(¢*x,q) = 0 holds in QH*(X).
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The next two equalities follow directly from Lemma 3.8 and Proposition 3.7 respectively.

9 d
— D" X(n h
( n—l( 875[1,n72] ’ Oty—1

D
+ qn-1, Q[l,an]) + Dn—g(hiﬂ

0
T E— n— + D:::Z hi, n— n— I N — 0’
8t[1,n71} q, 2]) 2( at[17n72] qn, 2})6] 1)( FY ,X)

dn—1

=e T (= Dini(h

where H; = H 1(h%, q) is a differential operator. Therefore, by Proposition 3.9, in QH*(X)
we have

_E:llzll(b*xlv T 7L*xn—27 L*l’n—l‘i‘Qn—ly q1, - ;Qn—2)+EZ:§(L*$1; e 7[’*:[;77,—27 q1, - 7QTL—2)q’n—1 = 0.
The left hand side of the above equality equals —EZ:ll(L*azl, e U Tpo1,q1, 0+, Gn—2) and
_ Xn(b*%q)

hence equals g — by Laplace expansion of matrices. Then we are done by using
Proposition 2.2 and [ST97, Proposition 2.2]. O

Now we are ready to show the ring presentation of the integral quantum cohomology
QH*(X,Z) in Theorem 1.2, as well as the ring homomorphism in Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Abusing the notation for (*z; and z;, we notice
My = AMxA~! with A = I, + gn—1Bn—1,n, where B, _1, is the matrix with 1 in the
(n — 1,n)-entry and zeros elsewhere. Hence, the matrices Mx and My have the same

characteristic polynomial, implying EZ‘ = y; for all 1 < ¢ < n. Again we note
Xn__ — E"1 Thus all B}, -+, E" |, E""| vanish in QH*(X) = QH*(X,Z) ® C, so

Tn—qdn—1
do in QH*(X,Z). Their evaluations at ¢ = 0 give the ideal I = (ef,--- ,62_1,62:}),
providing the ring presentation H*(X,Z) = Z[z1,- - ,z,]/I by Proposition 2.2. Therefore
the statement follows from [FP97, Proposition 11]. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Define ;(x;) = x; and ¢3(g;) = ¢; for 1 <i <n — 2. Define

L;(ajnfl) =Tp-1+ gn-1, LZ(-rn) = Tn — 4n-—1, L;(anl) = —Qn-1Tn + %21—1-

This induces a ring homomorphism ¢} : Z[z, q] — Z[z, q] with

;;:
LZ(EZH([E,Q)) - Ezn(.%'l, Tt ,l’n_Q,LZ((IEn_l),LZ(I'n),QL Tt 7Qn—27[/:;(qn—1)) - Xl(x7Q)

for all 1 < 4 < n. That is, ¢;(Ej(v,q) = EP(z,q) for 1 < i < n — 1, and
L(ER(z,q)) = (zn — qn-1)E""1(x,q) by the proof of Theorem 1.2. Hence it further
induces a ring homomorphism

Zlz,q] Zlz, q]
o QH(Fln,Z) = — . = QH"(X, 7).
! TUUOEL B (B B BN
Hence, we are done, by noting ¢% = [z + -+ + z;] on the left hand side, and &% =

[x1 + -+ 4+ z;] on the right hand side. (In particular, {1 = [—zy,].) O
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4. QUANTUM MONK-CHEVALLEY FORMULA FOR X

Let Y € {F{,, X}. By d we always mean d = (dy,--- ,dy_1) = Y17, di[Xs,] € Ha(Y,Z).
For 1 < a < b < n, we denote
b—1
(4'1) Qab == Z[st']v Qab := GaGa+1 " Qp—1 = q*°
i=a

The following quantum Monk’s formula for F'/,, was proved in [FGP97, Theorem 1.3] (see
[FW04] for the quantum Chevalley formula for general G/P), where <, (resp. <) denotes
the (quantum) r-Bruhat order defined in Equation (2.2) (resp. Equation (2.3)).

Proposition 4.1 (Quantum Monk’s formula). Foru € S, and 1 <r <n, in QH*(F¢,,7)

we have
§ O-Utab 4 § qcko,utck .

u<rutap u<tut o,
Since {c"},, form a Z[q]-basis of QH*(F¢y,7Z), we can write

v u w,d d__w
o' x0o :E Nywqio®.
w,d

We further denote by N w,d dyw

v,uJu

, the coefficient of ¢%c® in the product ¢ x (¢ U o). In

particular if v = s, and d # 0, then the classical Monk’s formula expresses o% U o as a
sum of distinct %, which contribute nonzero quantum Schubert structure constants (equal
to 1) only if d = ayp and @ = wty,. Therefore, the quantum Monk-Chevalley formula in
the form of Theorem 1.3 is equivalent to the following description.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 <r <n-—1andu € S, withu < wpsp—1. In QH*(X), we have

Eragt= N NP4+ Y ONDE Y N 8§ = g6

wwWeSp—1 dp—1=0 dp_1=1

The constraint w < wgys,—1 is a priori required in the second and third sums of the formula
€% x &%, but turns out to be redundant (see Remark 4.12).

This section is devoted to a proof of the above theorem. We use the current form in
Theorem 4.2, to indicate our approach: degree-d Gromov-Witten invariants of X with
dn—1 < 1 can be reduced those of F'/,,, while those with d,,_1 > 2 vanish.

1. Degree-d Gromov-Witten invariants with d,_; < 1. In this subsection, we
compute Gromov-Witten invariants (/3,7)9 2,4 of X with d,,—1 < 1.

4.1.1. Unobstructedness of moduli spaces. Recall the line bundle L, , over F'¢,, defined in
(2.6), the zero locus of a section s of which defines the smooth Schubert divisor X.

Lemma 4.3. Let f : P — X be a morphism satisfying f«[P'] = d with d,,_1 < 1. Then we
have HY(P, f*Tx) = 0.
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Proof. Set E :=L,,, ,|x = Nx/py,- The exact sequence
0—=Tx = Tpy,|x > E—0,
pulling back to P!, and then tensoring with Opi(—1), induces a long exact sequence:
o= HOPY (FE)(—1)) = B (P, (FTx)(=1) = H (B, (f* T, x)(~1)) = -

Since Ty, is globally generated and vector bundles over P! split, we have

(f*Tre,|x)(=1) = @Opl(ai - 1)

with a; > 0 for all . Thus HY(PY, (f*Tre,|x)(—1)) = 0. On the other hand, (f*E)(—1) =
Op1 (dp—1 — 1) with d,,—; < 1, which implies

(4.2) dim HY' (P, (f*Tx)(-1)) < 1.

Suppose (f*Tx)(—1) = @, Op1(b; — 1), Equation (4.2) implies all b; > 0 except at most one
bi, = —1. In other words, f*Tx = €, ;) Op1(b;)O(—1) with b; > 0 or f*Tx = P, Op1 (b;)
with b; > 0, which implies H!(P!, f*Tx) = 0. O

Piroposition' 4.4. Let d > 0 with dp,—1 < 1. Then Lhe virtual fundamental class
(Mo k(X,d)"'" coincides with the usual fundamental class [Mo (X, d)].

Proof. Let ft : Mog+1(X,d) — Mox(X,d) be the forgetful morphism obtained by
forgetting the last marked point (which is the universal curve over My (X, d) [BM96]).
For any (f : C — X;pt1, -+ ,ptx) € Mox(X,d), by using Lemma 4.3 and following (the

proof of) [FP97, Lemma 10], we have H'(C,f*Tx) = 0. Therefore we have
R'ft.ev; 1Tx = 0. Then by [BeFa97, Proposition 7.3], [Mox(X,d)]"" is the usual
fundamental class [Mg (X, d)]. O
4.1.2. Computation of Gromov-Witten invariants with d,—1 = 1. In this subsection, we

always assume d > 0 with d,,_; = 1. For a decomposition d = d'+d", we always require both
d >0 and d” > 0. Recall the natural projection map pr : Ff,, — Gr(n — 1,n) = (P*~1)*.
Note that H := pr(X) is a hyperplane in (P*~!)*. The inclusion ¢ : X < F/, induces a
natural inclusion Mg (X, d) — Moo(Fly,, t.d) denoted as ¢ by abuse of notation. Denote

A° = {(f : C — Fly; pt1,pta) € Mo2(Fly,uid) | f(pt;) € X, pr(f(pt1)) # pr(f(pt2))};
B:= {(f :C — Fily; pty,pla) € Mo,z(Ffmb*d) | pr(f(pt1)) = pr(f(pt2)) € H}

Since d,—1 = 1, pro f(C) is a line in (P"~1)*, containing pr(f(pt1)), pr(f(pt2)). It follows
that f(C) C X for any stable map f in A°, because the line through the two distinct points
pr(f(pt1)), pr(f(pt2)) in H must lie in H. Note that A° is a Zariski open dense subset of

t(Mo2(X,d)). Thus for the evaluation maps ev; : Mo o(F¥y, t.d) — F{,,, we have
(4.3) eop (X)) Nevy '(X) = AUB, with A:= A° = (Mg2(X,d)).
Here we note that Mo (X, d) is proper, so (Mg 2(X,d)) is closed in Mo o(Fly, t«d).

Denote by X}, 4 = ekal(X) C Mo i (Fly,, t.d) the space of stable maps whose last marked
point is mapped to X. A stable map (f : C — F{,, pt1,pt2) in B is of the form
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(1) C = Cy UCq, where the marked points pty, pty are contained in Cf;
(2) f1 = flc, is a stable map to pr—!(p) for some p € H;
(3) f2 = flc, is a stable map to F4,,.

Actually, we can take C7 to be the union of components of C' which is maximal with respect
to (1) and (2). The union of the remaining components C5 is connected since the image
pr(f(C)) is a line. As a result, B can be written as the following union, in analogy with
the boundary divisors of the moduli space of stable maps (see e.g. [FP97, Section 6.2]).

(4.4) B = U Bd/,d”> with Bd/,d” = X37d/ X x Xl,d”-

d'+d'""=d

d/ _,=0
Here the fiber product over X stands for the constraint fi(pt3) = fa(pt) € X for the nodal
point of C. By direct calculations, we have

dim By g» = (tad', c1(F)) + dim X + (1.d”, c1(Fl)) — 2 = (14d, c1(Fy)) + dim X — 2.
That is, B is of pure dimension. Note .A and B are both of codimension 2 in Mg 2(F¥,, t.d).
Proposition 4.5. Let d > 0 with d,_1 = 1. For u,w € S, with u,w < wysS,_1, we have

(€€ = (0" Uo™1,0% Uo™ )il | — 5 )il

u w
(0", 0% 0 0,3,0°

q9”9n—1

Proof. Note that the Schubert divisor X defines the Schubert class o*»~* = PD([X]), and
ev;” L(X) are divisors of Mo 2(Flp,id). As discussed above, we have the decomposition
ev; (X)) Nevy H(X) = Mo2(X,d)U U(d,d,,) X3 4 X x X7 g7 with each irreducible component
of codimension 2 in Mg 2(F¥y,t.d). Hence, we have

u Sp—1 W Sn—1\Fln
(c“Uo™ =t 0" Ua™ 1)y 4

= / evio Uevso” Uevio® 1 Uevg o1
[Mo,2(Flp,ixd)]

= / evio" Uevyo®
[evl_l(X)ﬂevgl(X)}

= / evio" Uevso® + Z / evic" Uevso®.
[Mo,2(X,d)] (d',d") [Xg,qr x x X 1]

The first term in the last equality is equal to
/ F(evio" UevyoV) = / evit o' Uevs* oV = (£, {w)&,d.
[Mo,2(X,d))] [Mo,2(X,d)]

Note evy X evy : X3 ¢ xx X140 — X x X factors through

€ev] Xevg

X3,d’ Xx Xl,d” i) X37d/ — " X x X,

where ¢ is a fibration with generic fibers of dimension the same as that of the generic fiber
of the evaluation map Mo 1 (Fly,tsd ) — Fi,, namely of dimension (t.d”, c1(Try,))+1—3.
Hence, ¢«[X3 4 Xx X147] = 0 unless (1.d”, c1(Tre,)) = 2, ie. d" = [X,, ] = an—1n. In
this case, Mo 1(Fly,d") = F£, ([Str02]), thus X3 o x x X1 g7 — X3 4 is of degree 1. Hence,
we have
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E / evio" Uevyo® = E
(d’,d'") [ngd/ XXXLd//} (d’,d")

= Z / (evy X evy)*(o" K o™)
) (X3,4]

(dlvanfl,n

/ ¢* o (ev) X eve)*(c" K a™)
[(X3,0 xx X7 ]

evio" Uevyo® Uevso® 1,

(dlvanfl,n)

/[Mo,g(Fen,L*d/)]

Recall that d],_; = 0. If d’ # 0, then by the divisor axiom, we have f[ﬂo,g(FZn,L*d’)] evio U
evyo” Uevzo®-t = [ 4 0%t fﬂw(Fﬁn o) CVTO" U evs0"” = 0. Hence, the above sum is

nonzero only if d = a1, = d”, in which case we have

* * _w __ * _u * _w * _Sp—1 __ u _w _Sp—1\F¥C
/ evio“Uevyo —/ evyo“UevyoUevso® ! = (o, 0", 0" 1) 3.
[XS’d/XXxI’d//}

(d’,d") [MO,S(Fen,O)]

Hence, the statement follows. ]

4.1.3. Computation of Gromov- Witten invariants with d,,—1 = 0. The analysis for d,,_1 =0
is similar to but much simpler than that for d,_1 = 1.

Proposition 4.6. Let d > 0 with d,—1 =0 and d # 0. For u,w € S, with u,w < wySp_1,
we have

(&, §w>éf2,d = (", 0" U Us"_1>§éﬁ*d'

Proof. For i € {1,2} and (f : C — Flpn;pti,pta) € evi_l(X) C Mo 2(Fly, 1.d), we have
pr([f(C)]) = 0, so that pr(f(C)) consists of a point in P*"~!.Moreover, pr(f(pt1)) =
pr(f(pt2)) = previ(f)) € H. It follows that f(C) C X. Hence, ev; *(X) = «(Mo2(X,d))
for any i € {1,2}. Recall £* = 1*¢" and note PD([ev; '(X)]) = evfo®»~1. Hence, we have

[Mo,2(X,d)]

= / (evio" Uevso®)
[Mo,2(X,d)]

:/ B evio" Uevyo®
[1(Mo,2(X,d))]

:/ evio" Uevyo Uevyo® L. O

[Mo}z(an,L*d)]

(&, §w>§f2,d :/ evitfo" Uevyt o

4.2. Vanishing of Gromov-Witten invariants with d,,_; > 2.
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4.2.1. Vanishing by curve neighborhood technique. We use the curve neighborhood
technique developed by Buch and Mihalcea [BM15], to show the vanishing of
Gromov-Witten invariants of degree d with d,—1 > 2 and d # ajp + an—1 1.

Definition 4.7. Let d > 0 and u € S, which further satisfies u(n) # 1 for Y = X. The
curve neighborhood Fg(Xu) of Xy of degree d is a reduced subscheme of Y defined by

Ty (X.) = er(eUfl(Xu))-

The permutation z; € S, associated with d > 0 is defined by using the Hecke product e
on .S, as follows. Note

) if % ’
wes — {ws if {(ws;) > (w)

w, otherwise.
Take a sequence (v, j,, Qiyjo, -, j,) of maximal elements o, = ‘Z;;Z'lr [Xs,,] with
respect to d; that is, each ¢, is maximal in the sense oy, j, € A, = {agw | d — g —
Sl i g, > 0} with g, — i, = max{b—a | au € A,}. Then k depends only on d, and

2d 7= tiyjy @ lingy ® - @ Liyjy € S
is also independent of the choice of a sequence of maximal elements with respect to d.
Proposition 4.8 ( [BM15, Theorem 5.1]). ngn (Xu) = Xuez,, forue S, and d > 0.

Lemma 4.9. Let d > 0 with d,—1 > 2. Then we have {(zq) < (d,c1(Tx)) — 1, with equality
holding only if d = ay + ap—1,, for some i.

Proof. Take a sequence (v, j;, Qigjys -+ * 5 @iy j,, ) Of maximal elements with respect to d. We
may arrange that j, = n for 1 <r < d,_1 (by noting that the corresponding transpositions
of the form t., are disjoint with that of the form ¢, with b < n; otherwise, b = ¢, and gy,
would be a bigger element than «.y). Note £(tq) = 2b — 2a — 1 = 2|agp| — 1, L(tan @ tpn) <
L(tan) + L(tpn) — 1 (since tgy (resp. tp,) has a reduced expression ending (resp. starting)
with s,_1). Hence, k > d,,—1 > 2, and we have

U(zq) < L(tine---o tidn_ln) + g(tidn_1+1jdn_1+1 oot j)

dn_1 k
<Y ltipn) = (dna =D+ D> Uti,)
r—1 r=dp—1+1

=2|d| —k— (dp-1—1)

S 2|d| — dn—l — (dn—l — 1) = <d, Cl(TX)> - dn_l + 1.
Hence, ((z4) < {(d,c1(Tx)) — 1, with equality holding only if £ = d,,—1 = 2. When equality
holds, all the above inequalities are equalities. In particular, d = oy, + o, for some 7 < j,
and Lty ® (Sn—1tjn)) = L(tin ® tjn) = L(twm) + Ltjn) — 1. Consequently
tin ® (Sn—1tjn) = tin(Sn—1tjn), and it has a reduced expression ending with s,_1. It follows
that tin(sp—1tjn)(n — 1) > tin(sp—1tjn)(n). This results in a contradiction i > t;,(j) in the
case j <n — 1. O

Proposition 4.10. Let d > 0 satisfy dp,—1 > 2 and d # i + ap—1n for 1 <i <n—1.
Then for any B,y € H*(X), we have (3,7)0,2,4 = 0.
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Proof. Take any u,v € S, with u,v < wps,_1. Note I‘ff(Xu) C Fgﬁ"(Xu) = Xyez, by
Proposition 4.8. Since d,,—1 > 2 and d # oy + p—1.5, by Lemma 4.9, we have

dim T (X)) < dim(Xyes,) = £(u @ 2g) < (u) + £(2q) < £(u) + (d, 1 (Tx)) — 1.

Denote PD([X,]) as [X,] by abuse of notation. Using projection formula, we have

[ et Uesx) = [ (emh (i) 0 Moa(Xa)] ™) UK,
[Mo,2(X,d)]¥*" X

The cycle (evs)(ev;'([X,])) is supported on the curve neighborhood T'X(X,), and the
pushforward (ev2).(evi([Xu]) N [Mo2(X, d)]VF) is non-zero only if the curve neighborhood
I'¥(X,) has components of dimension

expdim Mo o(X,d) — (dim X — £(u)) = (d,c1(Tx)) — 1+ £(u).
However, such components do not exist by the above estimation of dim Fé( (Xu)-

Hence, ([Xu], [Xu])o2,4 = f[ﬂoyz(X,d)]vir evi ([Xu]) U ev3([Xo]) = 0. Since {[Xu]}ucwosn
is a basis of H*(X,Z), the statement follows. O

4.2.2. Vanishing for specific degrees. It remains to show the vanishing of Gromov-Witten
invariants for d = o + p—1,n-

Let us consider
P = Fgl,...,n—Q;na Y = {Vo cP ’ Fl c Vn—2}-

We have a natural projection 7 : X — P by forgetting V,,_1. The fiber over a point of Y is
P!, while the fiber over a point of P\ Y is a point. Note

dim P = dim X, dimY =dimP — 2.
Proposition 4.11. Letd = ajp+an—1,, wherel <i < n—1. Then for any b1, f2 € H*(X),
we have (1, B2)0,24 = 0.

Proof. We discuss the degrees in two cases.

Case ¢ = n — 1. In this case, m,d = 0. Therefore any stable map of degree d is contained
in a fiber of m at some point of Y. This defines a morphism from the moduli space to P
whose image is contained in Y. Denoting ev = ev; X evy and by A the diagonal map, we
have

Moa(X,d) —=> X x X

| |

P—2 ~PxP
The space Mo 2(X,d) has expected dimension

dim X +degyq? ; +2—-3=dimX + 1.

28pecial treatments for Gromov-Witten invariants of specific degrees were also required in certain blowups
of Grassmannians in [HKLS24, Lemma 3.7] and [HKLS25, Theorem 4.1 (b)].



22 CHANGZHENG LI, JJAYU SONG, RUI XIONG, AND MINGZHI YANG

The image of ev lies in the preimage of Y of X xp X, which is a P! x P'-bundle over Y.
Thus its dimension is

dimY +2=dimX — 2+ 2 = dim X.
Thus ev.[Mo2(X,d)]'" = 0.

Case ¢ < n — 1. We have a similar commutative diagram

Moa(X,d) —== X x X

| o

evp

MO,Q(P, W*d) —— P xP.

Note that degy ajjy1 = 2 = degpmajjy1 for 7 < n —2, degyoapop-1 = 2
= degp myap—2n—1 — 1 and degy o,—1,, = 1. Hence, we have
exp dim Mo o(X, d) = dim X + degy ¢ +2 — 3,
exp dim Mg 2(P, med) = dim Mo o(P, mxd) = exp dim My 2(X, d) — 1.
Moreover the map 7 cannot be surjective, since any stable map in the image has an extra

constrain that C' meets Y. Combining with the known fact that Mg (P, m.d) is irreducible,
this reduces one more dimension:

dim(im(#)) < dim Mo (P, m.d) — 1.
As a result, ev,[Moa(X,d)]""" is supported over
(m x m) " H(im(evp o 7).
Since the fibers of m x 7 have dimension at most 2, it has dimension at most
dim(im(evp o 7)) 4+ 2 < dim(im 7) 4 2
< dim Mo 2(P, mwd) — 1 + 2 = exp dim My 2(X, d).
If evi[Mo2(X,d)]"'" # 0, then equality must hold throughout. Since m x 7 has two-
dimensional fibers only over points of Y x Y, equality can hold only if evp restricts to a
morphism Z; — Z3 that is generically finite, where Z; is a component of im 7 of codimension
1 in Mo 2(P,md) and Z3 is a component of im(evp o) contained in Y x Y. By (the proof
of) [BCMP13, Lemma 3.8], Z3 is contained in a locally trivial fibration over Y; C Y with

fiber Ff* 4(¥), where Y7 denotes the natural projection of Zo C Y x Y to the first factor.

By [BM15, Theorem 5.1], the fiber Ff*d(y) is a Schubert variety of P, indexed by the

permutation zf*d = Zay, Sn—1 = tinSn—1. Thus it is of dimension E(zf*d) = l(tin) — 1.

dim Z5 < dim Yy +dimI'? ,(y) < dimY + £(t;p) — 1 =dim X —2+2(n — i) — 1 — 1,
dim Z; = dim Mo 2(P,med) — 1 = expdim Mo 2(X,d) —2=dim X +2(n —i) — 1 — 2,

resulting in a contradiction 0 = dim Zs — dim Z; < —1. ]
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.2. Note that {PD([X,])}, is the dual basis of {“}, with
respect to the Poincaré pairing. Write PD([X,]) = 27 ay§?. Using the projection formula,

Suw = PD([XU])Ufw:/ L*(Zaz;ﬂ)ub*aw:/ > ato? Ul(to").
x5 (7]

[X]

Note 14 (t*0™) = 1, (1*0? UEY) = 0¥ U PD([X]) = 0% Uo®—1. The permutation u varies in
Sy, with u(n) # 1. Hence,

S atoTUot = (o) 4 Y (o)
Y

n(n)=1
We have
ErH "= (e, " PD([Xu))i5.a€ "
w,d
= ) (€ PD([Xu)osef + D, (€€ PD([Xu))5s,a8 g
w<wosp—1 w<woSp—1,d#0

By Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.11, there are no g¢%terms in the second sum
whenever d,—1 > 2. By the divisor axiom in Gromov-Witten theory, for d # 0 we have

(€77, € PD([Xo]))55,0 = J4 €7 (€ 32, a5€M)02.a-
For d,,—1 = 1, by Proposition 4.5, we have

/ﬁsr (&, Za%ﬂé&’dqd
d Y

:/a“’”(a“LJ(fs*Ll7 E aﬁa“’Uas" 1 (I;g”dq —/fs’“ @ 1 E ay Yo gt ggnoqn 1
d

Y
:/0.3r<o_uUO_Sn—1aza}YUO.’YUasn—1>§grqud_/gsréqdyqn_lqn_l/ Za o) Ugsn
d ~ d Fen]
:<UST,UUUJS”_1,(Jw)v+ Z bn(Un)v>5§f‘dqd—/fsrfsqd,qn_ﬂ”_l/ o U Z b 077
_ d [Fen]
n(n)=1 n(n)=1

={c*", c" Uo*-1 (o) >§§dq _/dé-sr5qd7qn1qn—16u,w

The last equality holds by noting f[ Fe, oY (™Y =0 (since u(n) # 1) and

(o, 0" Uo™ 1, (o) >0F§d—z<‘73ra‘7ﬁ OSd_Z "—0

u
for any permutation n with 7(n) = 1. Indeed, by the quantum Monk’s formula for F/,,

U <,_1 4 and for w € S, N;Ur’% # 0 only if @ <? @ = ut,, for some a (since d,,—1 = 1).

i) If @ < wpsp—1, then w < @ < wpsp—1, i.e. w(n) # 1;
i) If @ € wosp—1, i.e. u(n) =1, then w(n) = tte,(n) = a(a) # a(n) = 1.
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Thus the sum vanishes for any n with n(n) = 1.
For d # 0 with d,_1 = 0, by Proposition 4.6, we have

r J— ™ n— F’fl
/d £ (en, 3 0PN g = / o (0,3 alo Utk g
Y

y d
r Fe, d
= <US 70,u’ (Uw)v + Z b”](o-n)v>0737dq
n(n)=1
= (0", 0", (0") ) 50"
The last equality holds again by noting (o°", o", (qu)v>g gn dqd = 0 unless u <% w, implying
w(n) # 1. Hence, we are done. O

Remark 4.12. The arquments i) and ii) in the above proof say that for any u,w € S, and
any a, k, the hypothesis u <, 1 Wtgy <Z w implies w(n) # 1, i.e. w < woSp—1.

5. QUANTUM SCHUBERT POLYNOMIALS FOR X

This section is devoted to a proof of Theorem 1.6, namely for any w, the quantum
Schubert polynomial &%, of Fomin, Gelfand and Postnikov represents the pullback Schubert
class €%, under the canonical ring isomorphism in Theorem 1.2.

Recall
Qab = Qaqa+1- " qp—1 for 1<a<b<mn.

5.1. Quantum Schubert polynomials. The classical Schubert polynomials were
introduced by Lascoux and Schiitzenberger [LS82] by using the divided difference
operators J; of Bernstein, Gelfand and Gelfand [BGGT73]. Precisely, for
f = fl@1, -+ ,2n) € Z[z] and w € Sy, denote wf = f(wy-1(1), " ,Ty-1()). Then
Oif = L=%L ¢ Z[z], and the classical Schubert polynomials &, (x) are recursively

Ti—Tit1

defined by
(5.1) Gy, = x?_lxg_Q c Ty and Gy, = 0,6, whenever {((ws;)={((w)— 1.
The following were shown in [LS82].
(1) ®(0") = [Sy(x)] under the canonical ring isomorphism ® in Proposition 2.1.
(2) {e%1 6222 .. -e?n__ll }ogz‘jgj form a Z-basis of Z[x].

Therefore, we have the linear expansion &, = Zail,,,iwle}Ie?Q~-e?n__11. In [FGP9T7],

Fomin, Gelfand and Postnikov introduced the quantum Schubert polynomial

(5.2) &%= ai i, ELEL Bl

tn—1"
They also showed ®,(c%) = [&%,], under the canonical ring isomorphism [GK95, CF95,Ki96]
(53) q)q : QH*(F&%Z) — Z[xh o, Tny g1yttt 7Qn—1]/(E?a T 7E7711)
Recall the (quantum) r-Bruhat order <, (resp. <) defined in Equation (2.2) (resp.

Equation (2.3)). The following is the quantum Monk’s formula on the level of polynomials,
proved in the first half of [FGP97, Theorem 7.1].
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Proposition 5.1 (Quantum Monk’s formula). For u € S, and 1 <r < n, in Z[x| we have

GCSITG?L — (9U1 4+t 557")6% = Z GZtab + Z qckGZtck.

u<rutap u<tut oy
Lemma 5.2. Letu,w € S, and1 <a <b<n.

(1) u<utyy if and only if u(a) < w(b) and for any a < ¢ < b, we have u(c) ¢ [u(a),u(d)].
(2) u<utgy if and only if u(a) > u(b) and for any a < ¢ < b, we have u(c) € [u(b),u(a)].

Proof. Note l(tqa) = 2b — 2a — 1. The statement follows from a direct counting of the
number of inversions, which defines the length of a permutation. O

The next proposition is a special case of the second half of [FGP97, Theorem 7.1], with
a slightly more precise description than that in loc. cit.; see also [LOTRZ25, Theorem 4].
This special case will play a crucial role in our proof of Theorem 1.6. A permutation w € S,
is said to have a descent at the k-th position if w(k + 1) < w(k).

Proposition 5.3 (Transition equation). Let w € Sy, \ {id}. Denote by i the last descent
position of w. Take the mazimal j with w(j) < w(i). Then u := wt;; satisfies u < w, and
we have

Sh=m®l+ > Syt D S, — D @Sy,

u<utpg u<9utp; u<dut;p

Proof. It follows directly from the definition that ¢ < j and that for any i < ¢ < j,
u(e) = w(ec) < w(j) = u(i) (where the inequality holds since i is the last descent position).
Thus u < w by Lemma 5.2 (1).

By Proposition 5.1, we compare the two quantum Monk’s formulas

(r1 + 22+ +21)8] = Z 63% + Z quGZtck;

u<j—1utqp u<d utey
_ q q
(@1t az - +a)8G = Y &L+ Y S,
u<;utqp u<luter,

Notice that if c <i—1 < i < k, then u<§71utck implies u<?utck. Therefore the difference
between the quantum parts of the two products occurs exactly when either k = i in the
first product or ¢ = 7 in the second product. Hence, the quantum part of the statement
follows.

For the classical part, the same argument applies once we show that u < ut;;, implies
b = j. Indeed, assume u < uty for some b # j. Then w(j) = u(i) < u(b) = w(b) by
Lemma 5.2. Since i is the last descent position of w, it follows that j < b. Furthermore, we
have u(j) = w(i) < w(b) = wu(b), since j is maximal with respect to w(j) < w(i). But then
we would have i < j < b and u(i) < u(j) < u(b), contradicting u < ut; by Lemma 5.2. 0O

Lemma 5.4. Let w € S, \ {id} with w(n) # 1. Then all the permutations v occurring on
the right hand side of the formula of &%, in Proposition 5.3 satisfy v(n) # 1.
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Proof. With the same notation as in Proposition 5.3, if v = u = wt;;, then u(n) > u(j) >
u(i) > 1. If v = uty;, then v(n) = u(n) # 1 by noting i < n. It remains to discuss the case
v = ut;. Since u <? ut;, by Lemma 5.2, u(k) < u(i) = w(j), so k < j since i is the last
descent position. In particular, k # n. Thus, v(n) = u(n) # 1. O

Definition 5.5. For u,w € S, we say v < w if and only if
(U(u), —u(n), —u(n —1),---, —u(1)) < (((w), —w(n), —w(n —1),---, —w(l))
with respect to the lexicographic order. This defines a total order < on S,.

Lemma 5.6. Let w € Sy, \ {id}. Then all the permutations occurring on the right hand
side of the formula of &%, in Proposition 5.3 are strictly smaller than w with the order <.

Proof. Let u be as in Proposition 5.3. Then u < w since ¢(u) = ¢(w) — 1. For u < uty;,
we have ¢(w) = l(utp;) = {(u) + 1. By Lemma 5.2, we have w(j) = u(i) < u(j) = utn;(j).
Combining this with the property w(a) = u(a) = utp;(a) for a > j, we obtain wutp; < w.
Permutations in the quantum part are all of length smaller than ¢(w), and hence are strictly
smaller than w with respect to the total order <. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. To achieve our aim, we first show that the pullback Schubert
classes £ admit exactly the same transition equations in the quantum cohomology QH*(X)
as that for &7, on the level of polynomials.

Proposition 5.7. With the same notation as in Proposition 5.3, in QH*(X) we have
€ =mig"+ Y €M Yy @€ = ) g

u<utp; u<dutp; u<qut;g

Proof. Recall w = ut;; and that 7 is the last descent of w, so i <n —1 and z; = £% — %1,
where £°0 := 0. We compare the two quantum Monk-Chevalley formulas

D DR S E D DI e D DR S

u<j_1ulab SWosn—1  u<?_jut., with k<n u<utan <! utanten <woSn—1
S; u utqp Ut Uutant . u
g ! *5 - § 5 @+ E 5 Gk + E 5 N Qen, — z,n—lQn—1§ .
U< Ut qp SWOSH—1 u<luter, with k<n u<utan < utanten <wosn—1

The classical part follows from the same argument as in Proposition 5.3, where the
constraint utp; < wgs,—1 is redundant by Lemma 5.4. Again note that if c <i—1 < i < k,
then u <§-’71 uter, implies u <g uter. Therefore the difference between the quantum parts of
the two quantum products occurs exactly when either £ = ¢ in the first product or ¢ =7 in
the second product. The k& = i part in the first product is exactly the second sum in the
equation for £“ in the statement. It remains to show that the rest is given by the ¢ = ¢
part of £% % £" together with ¢;,,—1¢,—1£", namely to show

(54) Y &gy = > &g+ > grlantin gy — 8in—1Gn—1€".

u<dut;p u<<qut;p with k<n u<utan<gutantm§w08n—1



QUANTUM SCHUBERT CALCULUS FOR SMOOTH SCHUBERT DIVISORS OF FY¢, 27

Denote by RHS (resp. LHS) the right (resp. left) hand side of the above equation to prove.

(1) Case i = n — 1. Then j = n, the sum on the LHS is empty (otherwise we would
have u <% ut;, = ut,—1, = w, contradicting v < w), and the first sum on the RHS
is empty as well. The constraints

U < Utgn <! utgntin

imply @ = n — 1 by Lemma 5.2. (Otherwise, a < n — 1 =4, then utq, (i) = u(i) <

u(a) = utyn(n), a contradiction.) Then we have utqpti, = u, which automatically

satisfies u < wgs,_1 by Lemma 5.4. Hence, RHS = 0+ &%¢,_1 —&%q,—1 = 0 = LHS.
(2) Case i <n —1. Then §;,—1 = 0.

For uw <% ut;; on the LHS, we have k # j since u < ut;; = w. By Lemma 5.2,
w(k) = w(k) < u(i) = w(j). Since i is the last descent, we have k£ < j. In
particular, k£ < n, thus the LHS is equal to the first sum of the RHS. It remains to
show that the second sum on the RHS is zero. Suppose we have u < utg, <;-1 Ulgntin.
By the choice of 7,7, u also has no descent after :. We also note that j is the
minimal integer greater than i that satisfies u(i) < u(j). These two properties will
be used over and over again in the following argument. If i < a < n — 1, then
u(n — 1) € [u(a),u(n)], contradicting Lemma 5.2. Therefore, either a = n — 1 or
a <i. Ifa=n—1, by Lemma 5.2, we have u(n — 1) = uty,(n) < ute,(i) = u(i),
so j = n. Then uty,(n — 1) = u(n) = u(y) > u(i) = utey(i). Then uten(n —1) ¢
[utan(n), uten(i)], contradicting Lemma 5.2. If a = ¢, then from w < ut,, and
Lemma 5.2, we have j = n. Then utg,(n — 1) = u(n — 1) < u(i) = uten(n),
80 Utgn(n — 1) ¢ [uten(n),ute,(i)], contradicting Lemma 5.2. If a < 4, then by
Lemma 5.2, we have utq,(n — 1) = u(n — 1) < u(a) = uten(n), so utgn(n — 1) ¢
[utan(n), uten(i)], contradicting Lemma 5.2. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By (the proof of) Theorem 1.2, the canonical ring isomorphism
\I/q : QH*(Xv Z) — Z[ﬂl’l, Ty 41, 7qn*1] /(E{L7 Ty AT?—DE'ZL:%)'

satisfies Wy(€%) = [z1 + @9 + -+ + ;] for 1 < i < n — 1. Thus ¥ (&) = [S3)] holds for
w = id and for w € S,, with £(w) = 1 (all of which satisfy w < wps,—1).

By (2.1), w < wys,—1 holds if and only if w(n) # 1. By Proposition 5.7, Lemma 5.4
and Lemma 5.6, every £ with w(n) # 1 can be written as a Z[g|-linear combination of
classes £V with v < w and v(n) # 1. By Proposition 5.3, &, can also be written as exactly
the same Z[qg|-linear combination of &} on the level of polynomials. Hence, the statement
follows immediately from induction on the totally ordered subset ({w}w<wgs, 15 <)- O

Statement on conflict of interest. The authors have no competing interests to declare
that are relevant to the content of this article.

Statement on Data availability. The authors do not use any data source in this article.



28 CHANGZHENG LI, JJAYU SONG, RUI XIONG, AND MINGZHI YANG

REFERENCES

[ALP92] E. Akyildiz, A. Lascoux and P. Pragacz, Cohomology of Schubert subvarieties of GLn/P, J.
Differential Geom. 35 (1992), no. 3, 511-519.

[AS95] A. Astashkevich, V. Sadov, Quantum cohomology of partial flag manifolds Fy,...,,, Comm. Math.
Phys. 170 (1995), no. 3, 503-528.

[BGGT3] LN. Bernstein, I.M. Gelfand, and S.I. Gelfand, Schubert cells, and the cohomology of the spaces
G/P, Uspehi Mat. Nauk 28 (1973), no. 3(171), 3-26.

[BB05] A. Bjorner, F. Brenti, Combinatorics of Cozeter groups, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 231.
Springer, New York, 2005.

[Bo53] A. Borel, Sur la cohomologie des espaces fibrés principaux et des espaces homogenes des groupes de
Lie compacts, Ann. of Math.(2) 57(1953), 115-207.

[BGP25] S. C. Billey, Y. Gao, and B. Pawlowski, Introduction to the Cohomology of the Flag Variety, arXiv:
math.CO/2506.21064, 2025.

[BCMP13] A.S. Buch, P.-E. Chaput, L.C. Mihalcea and N. Perrin, Finiteness of cominuscule gquantum
K -theory, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 46 (2013), no. 3, 477-494 (2013).

[BM15] A.S. Buch and L.C. Mihalcea, Curve neighborhoods of Schubert varieties, J. Differential Geom. 99
(2015), no. 2, 255-283.

[BeFa97] K. Behrend and B. Fantechi, The intrinsic normal cone, Invent. Math. 128 (1997), 45-88.

[BM96] K. Behrend, Yu. Manin. Stacks of stable maps and Gromov-Witten invariants. Duke Math. J. 85
(1996), no. 1, 1-60.

[BCKO8] A. Bertram, I. Ciocan-Fontanine and B. Kim, Gromov-Witten invariants for abelian and
nonabelian quotients, J. Algebraic Geom. 17 (2008), no. 2, 275-294.

[Chow22] C.H. Chow, On D. Peterson’s presentation of quantum cohomology of G/P, arXiv:
math.AG/2210.17382, 2022.

[CF95] 1. Ciocan-Fontanine, Quantum cohomology of flag varieties, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1995, no.
6, 263-277.

[CF99] I. Ciocan-Fontanine, On quantum cohomology rings of partial flag varieties, Duke Math. J. 98 (1999),
no. 3, 485-524.

[CGOT] T. Coates and A. Givental, Quantum Riemann-Roch, Lefschetz and Serre, Ann. of Math. (2) 165
(2007), no. 1, 15-53.

[CK99] D. A. Cox, and S. Katz, Mirror symmetry and algebraic geometry, Mathematical Surveys and
Monographs, 68. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1999.

[DMRO7] M. Develin, J. L. Martin and V. Reiner, Classification of Ding’s Schubert varieties: finer rook
equivalence, Canad. J. Math. 59 (2007), no. 1, 36-62.

[DY24] A. St. Dizier and A. Yong, Presenting the cohomology of a Schubert variety: proof of the minimality
conjecture, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 109 (2024), no. 1, Paper No. 12832, 22 pp.

[FGP97] S. Fomin, S. Gelfand and A. Postnikov, Quantum Schubert polynomials, J. Amer. Math. Soc.
10(1997), 565-596.

[FP97] W. Fulton and R. Pandharipande, Notes on stable maps and quantum cohomology, Proc. Sympos.
Pure Math. 62, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997.

[FW04] W. Fulton, C. Woodward, On the quantum product of Schubert classes, J. Algebraic Geom. 13
(2004), no. 4, 641-661.

[GI] S. Galkin and H. Iritani, Quantum ring and quantum Lefschetz, in preparation; for preliminary notes,
see https://www.math.kyoto-u.ac.jp/ iritani/research.html.

[GGI16] S. Galkin, V. Golyshev and H. Iritani. Gamma classes and quantum cohomology of Fano manifolds:
gamma conjectures. Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), no. 11, 2005-2077.

[GLLX25] S. Galkin, N. C. Leung, C. Li and R. Xiong, A-D-E diagrams, Hodge-Tate hyperplane sections
and semisimple quantum cohomology, arXivimath.AG/2509.01101, 2025.

[GRO2] V. Gasharov and V. Reiner, Cohomology of smooth Schubert varieties in partial flag manifolds, J.
London Math. Soc. (2) 66 (2002), no. 3, 550-562.

[Gi96] A. Givental, Equivariant Gromov- Witten invariants, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1996, no. 13, 613—
663.



QUANTUM SCHUBERT CALCULUS FOR SMOOTH SCHUBERT DIVISORS OF FY¢, 29

[Gi97] A.B. Givental, Stationary phase integrals, quantum Toda lattices, flag manifolds and the mirror
conjecture, in: Topics in Singularity Theory: V.I. Arnold’s 60th Anniversary Collection, in: Amer.
Math. Soc. Transl. (2), vol. 180, 1997, pp. 103-116.

[GK95] A. Givental, B. Kim, Quantum cohomology of flag manifolds and Toda lattices, Comm. Math. Phys.
168 (1995), no. 3, 609-641.

[HKLS24] J. Hu, H.-Z. Ke, C. Li and L. Song, On the quantum cohomology of blow-ups of four-dimensional
quadrics, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 40(2024), no.1, 313-328.

[HKLS25] J. Hu, H.-Z. Ke, C. Li and L. Song, Mirror symmetry for certain blowups of Grassmannians, to
appear in Tran. Amer. Math. Soc.; arXiv: math.AG/2502.13545, 2025.

[HKLS26] J. Hu, H. Z. Ke, C. Li and Z. Su. Gamma conjecture II via global Gamma-I, arxiv:
math.AG/2606.07418.

[Ki96] B. Kim, On equivariant quantum cohomology, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1996, no. 17, 841-851.

[Ki99a] B. Kim, Quantum hyperplane section theorem for homogeneous spaces, Acta Math. 183 (1999), no.
1, 71-99.

[Ki99b] B. Kim, Quantum cohomology of flag manifolds G/B and quantum Toda lattices, Ann. of Math. (2)
149 (1999), no. 1, 129-148.

[LS82] A. Lascoux and M. P. Schiitzenberger, Polynéomes de Schubert, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 294(1982),
447-450.

[LOTRZ25] T. Le, S. Ouyang, L. Tao, J. Restivo and A. Zhang, Quantum bumpless pipe dreams, Forum
Math. Sigma 13 (2025), Paper No. €28, 21.

[LL17] N.C. Leung and C. Li, An update of quantum cohomology of homogeneous varieties, Adv. Lect. Math.
(ALM), 37, International Press, Somerville, MA, 2017, 211-235.

[LRY25] C. Li, K. Rietsch and M. Yang, An anticanonical perspective on G /P Schubert varieties, arXiv:
math.AG/2506.18388, 2025.

[LRY] C. Li, K. Rietsch and M. Yang, A Peterson program for general Schubert varieties and mirror
symmetry, in preparation.

[MS19] L. Mihalcea and R. M. Shifler, Fquivariant quantum cohomology of the odd symplectic Grassmannian,
Math. Z. 291 (2019), no. 3-4, 1569-1603.

[Pecl3] C. Pech, Quantum cohomology of the odd symplectic Grassmannian of lines, J. Algebra 375 (2013),
188-215.

[Pet97] D. Peterson, Quantum cohomology of G/P, in: Lecture Course, Spring Term, M.I.T, 1997; notes by
J. Lu and K. Rietsch.

[RWY11] V. Reiner, A. Woo and A. Yong, Presenting the cohomology of a Schubert variety, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 1, 521-543.

[Rie03] K. Rietsch, Totally positive Toeplitz matrices and quantum cohomology of partial flag varieties, J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 16 (2003), no. 2, 363-392.

[Rie08] K. Rietsch, A mirror symmetric construction of ¢H7.(G/P)(q), Adv. Math. 217 (2008), no. 6, 2401~
2442.

[RW24] K. Rietsch and L. Williams, A superpotential for Grassmannian Schubert varieties, arXiv:
math.AG/2409.00734, 2024.

[ST97] B. Siebert and G. Tian. On quantum cohomology rings of Fano manifolds and a formula of Vafa and
Intriligator. Asian J. Math. 1 (1997), no. 4, 679-695.

[Str02] E. Strickland, Lines in G/P, Math. Z., 242(2):227-240, 2002.



30 CHANGZHENG LI, JJAYU SONG, RUI XIONG, AND MINGZHI YANG

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, SUN YAT-SEN UNIVERSITY, GUANGZHOU 510275, P.R. CHINA
Email address: lichangzh@mail.sysu.edu.cn
HETAO INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS AND INTERDISCIPLINARY SCIENCES, SHENZHEN 518045, P.R.

CHINA; SCHOOL OF SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING, THE CHINESE UNIVERSITY OF HONG KONG(SHENZHEN),
SHENZHEN 518172, P.R. CHINA

Email address: songjiayu@himis-sz.cn

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN, ANN ARBOR, MI 48109, USA

Email address: xiongrui@umich.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE UNIVERSITY OF HONG Kong, HoNG KoNg, P.R. CHINA

Email address: yangmzh@hku.hk



