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Abstra
t

To do realisti
 model building in type IIB supergravity, it is important to under-

stand how to �x D7-brane positions by the 
hoi
e of �uxes. More generally, F-theory

model building requires the understanding of how �uxes determine the singularity

stru
ture (and hen
e gauge group and matter 
ontent) of the 
ompa
ti�
ation. We

analyse this problem in the simple setting of M-theory on K3×K3. Given a 
ertain

�ux whi
h is 
onsistent with the F-theory limit, we 
an expli
itly derive the positions

at whi
h D7 branes or sta
ks of D7 branes are stabilised. The analysis is based on a

parameterization of the moduli spa
e of type IIB string theory on T 2/Z2 (in
luding

D7-brane positions) in terms of the periods of integral 
y
les of M-theory on K3.
This allows us, in parti
ular, to sele
t a spe
i�
 desired gauge group by the 
hoi
e of

�ux numbers.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2416v1
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1 Introdu
tion

Over the past years, signi�
ant progress in some of the 
entral phenomenologi
al problems

of string theory 
ompa
ti�
ations has been made. These problems in
lude, in parti
ular,

moduli stabilisation, SUSY breaking, in�ation and the possibility of �ne-tuning the 
os-

mologi
al 
onstant in the lands
ape of �ux va
ua. Mu
h of this has been realised most

su

essfully and expli
itly in type IIB Calabi�Yau orientifold models in the supergravity

regime (for reviews, see e.g. [1�5℄). However, obtaining the standard model parti
le spe
-

trum remains di�
ult in this 
ontext, although su

essful lo
al 
onstru
tions exist [6�11℄.

Motivated by the desire to make progress towards a type IIB (or, more generally, F-

theory) derivation of the standard model, the present paper analyses the way in whi
h �uxes

determine D7 brane positions. This is 
entral to weakly 
oupled type IIB models, where D7

brane sta
ks and their interse
tions are responsible for non-Abelian gauge symmetries and


harged matter. We approa
h su
h 
ompa
ti�
ations from the F-theory perspe
tive [12,13℄,

where the value of the type IIB dilaton is en
oded in the 
omplex stru
ture of a torus

atta
hed to every point of the type IIB manifold. D7 branes are 
hara
terised by the

degeneration lo
i of this torus �bration and non-Abelian gauge symmetries arise if the

degeneration is so bad that the 8d 
ompa
t spa
e develops a singularity. Su
h singularities

are asso
iated with the shrinking of M-theory 
y
les, whi
h is easy to ensure by the �ux


hoi
e. In addition, in weakly 
oupled situations, the periods of M-theory 
y
les measure

the relative positions of D7 branes.

Working in the simple setting of F-theory on K3×K3 (whi
h 
orresponds to type IIB

on K3 × T 2/Z2), we are able to demonstrate how �uxes stabilise D7 branes or sta
ks of

D7 branes in a 
ompletely expli
it fashion. This allows us to sele
t a spe
i�
 desired gauge

group by the 
hoi
e of �ux numbers. As explained above, this is the same pro
edure re-

quired for the �ux stabilisation of non-Abelian gauge symmetries in the (non-perturbative)

F-theory 
ontext, whi
h has re
ently attra
ted signi�
ant attention in the 
ontext of GUT

model building [6, 7, 14�16℄. We therefore expe
t that straightforward generalisations of

our methods will be useful both for more 
ompli
ated D7 brane models as well as for their

non-perturbative F-theory 
ousins.

Moduli stabilisation by �uxes in M-theory on K3 × K3 has been studied extensively

in the past, espe
ially in relation with the type IIB dual (see, e.g. [17�19℄). In our work

we derive the �ux potential for the geometri
 moduli from dimensional redu
tion. We

express it in a form manifestly invariant under the SO(3) symmetry of the K3 moduli

spa
e. In this form, it is immediate to see how the minimisation 
ondition is translated

into a 
ondition on �uxes and on geometri
 data of the two K3's. We �nd all Minkowski

minima, both supersymmetri
 and non-supersymmetri
. An analogous expli
it sear
h for

(supersymmetri
) �ux va
ua has been reported in [20℄. Our results are more general sin
e

we do not restri
t ourselves to attra
tive K3 surfa
es, where a maximal number of integral

2-
y
les are holomorphi
.

1

1

At a te
hni
al level, this means that only a dis
rete set of values are allowed for the various 
omplex
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Our analysis of moduli stabilisation is also more expli
it than the previous works on

K3×K3, sin
e we use a parameterisation of D7-brane motion by the size of integral two-


y
les, as derived in [21℄. Thus, at least in the weak 
oupling limit, we have a simple

geometri
 interpretation for every integral basis 
y
le. Using the 
hoi
e of �ux numbers,

this gives us full 
ontrol over the positions of 4 O7 planes and 16 D7 branes moving on a

CP
1
base (
orresponding to type IIB on T 2/Z2).

Our te
hniques 
an be used to study the stabilisation of all the gauge groups that 
an

be realised by F-theory on K3. It turns out that tadpole 
an
ellation is very restri
tive

and allows only very spe
ial �ux 
hoi
es.

We begin our analysis in Se
tion 2 with a derivation of theK3×K3 �ux potential, whi
h

losely follows the generi
 Calabi-Yau derivation of [22�24℄. We emphasise the fa
t that,

due to the hyper-Kähler stru
ture of K3, its geometri
 moduli spa
e 
an be visualised by

the motion of a three-plane in the 22-dimensional spa
e of homology 
lasses of two-
y
les.

This three-plane is spanned by the real and imaginary parts of the holomorphi
 2-form and

by the Kähler form. The resulting SO(3) symmetry of the geometri
 moduli is manifest

in the expression for the s
alar potential we arrive at. The three-dimensional theory also

has a number of gauge �elds, and the �ux indu
es mass terms for some of them, whi
h

we derive expli
itly. This breaking of gauge symmetries 
an be understood in the dual

type IIB pi
ture as the gauging of some shift symmetry in the �ux ba
kground.

In Se
tion 3 we analyse the minima of the above �ux potential. To preserve four-

dimensional Poin
aré invarian
e, we 
onsider 4-form �uxes that belong to H2(K3) ⊗
H2(K3). A �ux of this form gives rise to a linear map between the spa
es of two-
y
les of

the two K3's: integrating the �ux on a 2-
y
le of one K3 we get a 2-form on the other K3
(whi
h is Poin
aré dual to a 2-
y
le). Minkowski va
ua arise if the �ux maps the three-

planes determining the metri
 of the K3's onto ea
h other. We derive the 
onditions the

�ux matrix has to satisfy in order for two su
h planes to exist and to be 
ompletely �xed

by the 
hoi
e of �uxes. Furthermore, we 
larify the more restri
tive 
onditions under whi
h

the plane determined by the �ux is 
onsistent with the F-theory limit. In this 
ase, the

plane 
annot be �xed 
ompletely. The un�xed moduli 
orrespond to Wilson lines around

the S1
of the type IIB model whi
h de
ompa
ti�es in the F-theory limit. These degrees

of freedom are not part of the moduli spa
e of type IIB 
ompa
ti�ed to four dimensions,

as they 
hara
terise the (unphysi
al) 
onstant ba
kground value of one 
omponent of the

four-dimensional ve
tor �elds. In fa
t, the 
orresponding propagating degrees of freedom

be
ome part of the four-dimensional ve
tor �elds (see [25℄ for a 
omprehensive analysis of

the duality map between the 4d �elds of M-theory on K3×K3 and type IIB string theory

on K3× T 2/Z2).

The main point of our paper, the expli
it stabilisation of D-brane positions, is the

subje
t of Se
tion 4. After re
alling the parameterisation of D7-brane motion in terms of

M-theory 
y
les derived in [21℄, we provide expli
it examples of �ux matri
es whi
h �x

stru
ture moduli. There is then also only a very restri
ted set of �uxes whi
h are suitable for stabilising

su
h points.

4



situations with gauge symmetries SO(8)4, SO(8)3 × SO(6) and SO(8)3 × SO(4)× SU(2).
In all 
ases we also �x the 
omplex stru
ture moduli of the lower K3. The �rst 
ase


orresponds to the orientifold, where 4 D7 branes lie on top of ea
h O7 plane. In the

se
ond 
ase, one D7 brane is moved away from an O plane. Finally, in the third 
ase, a

sta
k of two D7 branes is separated from one of the O planes. In these examples almost all

the Kähler moduli (whi
h 
orrespond to deformations of the lower K3 and do not a�e
t

the positions of the D7 branes) are not stabilised. When one of them is stabilised, a Kähler

modulus of the upper K3 is stabilised, too. As mentioned before, this 
orresponds to some

gauge �eld be
oming massive. To 
larify this point, we present two examples where one

of the D7 branes is �xed at a 
ertain distan
e from its O plane: In the �rst example,

one further Kähler modulus is �xed, breaking the U(1) gauge group. This phenomenon

of gauging by �uxes is 
ommon in �ux 
ompa
ti�
ations [26�29℄. In the se
ond example,

we stabilise the single D7 brane without �xing further Kähler moduli and hen
e without

gauge symmetry breaking. We also provide an example where almost all moduli are �xed.

In this 
ase, only the �bre volume of F-theory, the volume moduli of the two K3s, and
three metri
 moduli of the lower K3 remain undetermined.

Se
tion 5 
ontains a brief dis
ussion of supersymmetry. Generi
ally, we obtain N = 0
va
ua of no-s
ale type. For spe
i�
, non-generi
 
hoi
es of the �ux matrix, we �nd three-

dimensional N = 2 or N = 4 supersymmetry. To determine the amount of surviving

supersymmetry, it su�
es to know the eigenvalues of the �ux matrix restri
ted to the two

three-planes.

After summarizing our main results in Se
tion 6, we 
olle
t some te
hni
al issues in

the appendi
es. Appendix A 
ontains some basi
 de�nitions 
on
erning the geometry of

K3, Appendix B gives the �ux potential in terms of the two superpotentials of M-theory


ompa
ti�
ations. Some fa
ts about self-adjoint operators on spa
es with inde�nite metri


are 
olle
ted in Appendix C. Finally, Appendix D supplies some further details 
on
erning

the F-theory limit, espe
ially the way in whi
h 
ertain M-theory moduli are lost in the

F-theory limit.

2 K3 Flux Potential

In this 
hapter we 
ompa
tify M-theory to three dimensions on K3 × K3 and analyse

the e�e
ts of four-form �ux. The main new points of our presentation are the following:

We maintain a manifest SO(3) × SO(3) symmetry of the moduli spa
e of K3 × K3 in

the 
al
ulation of the potential in Se
tion 2.2. Furthermore, we expli
itly derive the �ux-

indu
ed masses for the ve
tor �elds arising from the three-form C3 in Se
tion 2.3.

5



2.1 M-Theory on K3 × K3

The 
ompa
ti�
ation of M-theory on a generi
 four-fold is des
ribed in detail in [22℄.

Here we spe
ialise to the 
ase of K3 × K3. To distinguish the two K3's, we write the


ompa
ti�
ation manifold as K3 × K̃3. Correspondingly, all quantities related to the

se
ond K3 will have a tilde.

The relevant M-theory bosoni
 a
tion is [30℄

S
M

=
2π

ℓ9M

{∫
d

11x
√−g

(
R− 1

2
|F4|2

)
− 1

6

∫
C3 ∧ F4 ∧ F4

}

+

(
2π

ℓ3M

)(∫
C3 ∧ I8(R) +

∫
d

11x
√−g J8(R)

)
,

(2.1)

where ℓM is the eleven-dimensional Plan
k length, F4 = dC3, and I8(R) and J8(R) are

polynomials of degree 4 in the 
urvature tensor [31, 32℄. When we 
ompa
tify on K3 ×
K̃3, we obtain a three-dimensional theory with eight super
harges, i.e. N = 4 in three

dimensions. This 
an be inferred from the fa
t that ea
h K3 has holonomy group SU(2)
and 
orrespondingly two invariant spinors.

Let us analyse the geometri
 moduli. K3 is a hyper-Kähler manifold: its metri
 is

de�ned by three two-forms ωi inH2(K3) plus the overall s
ale. H2(K3) is a 22-dimensional

ve
tor spa
e equipped with a natural s
alar produ
t,

2

v · w ≡
∫

K3

v ∧ w ∀ v, w ∈ H2(K3) , (2.2)

whi
h has signature (3, 19), i.e. there are three positive-norm dire
tions. The three ve
tors

ωi de�ning the metri
 must have positive norm and be orthogonal to ea
h other. Hen
e

they 
an be normalised a

ording to ωi · ωj = δij. The Kähler form and holomorphi


two-form and 
an then be given as

j =
√
2ν ω3 , ω = ω1 + iω2 . (2.3)

This de�nition is not unique: we have an S2
of possible 
omplex stru
tures and asso
iated

Kähler forms. Ea
h of them de�nes the same metri
, whi
h is then invariant under the

SO(3) that rotates the ωi's.

The motion in moduli spa
e 
an now be visualised as the motion of the three-plane

Σ spanned by the ωi's, whi
h is 
hara
terised by the deformations of the ωi preserving

orthonormality. The 
orresponding δωi are in the subspa
e orthogonal to Σ, whi
h is 19-

dimensional. Together with the volume, this gives 3 · 19 + 1 = 58 s
alars in the moduli

spa
e of one K3. The same parameterisation 
an be used for the se
ond K3, where the

2

Throughout this work, we freely identify forms, their 
ohomology 
lasses, the Poin
aré-dual 
y
les and

their homology 
lasses.
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orresponding s
alars are ν̃ and the 
omponents of δω̃j. Altogether one �nds 58+58 = 116

s
alars from the metri
 on K3 × K̃3. Furthermore, sin
e K3 has no harmoni
 one-forms,

there are no 3d ve
tors 
oming from the metri
.

2.2 The S
alar Potential

We now allow for an expe
tation value for the �eld strength F4 of the form

〈F4〉 ≡ G4 = GIΛηI ∧ η̃Λ , (2.4)

where {ηI , η̃Λ} (with I,Λ = 1, ..., 22) is an integral basis of H2(K3) × H2(K̃3). The �ux

satis�es a (Dira
) quantisation 
ondition

3

: ℓ−3
M GIΛ ∈ Z. In the following, we will always

denote this type of �ux by G4 while the generi
 four-form �eld strength will be F4.

The �ux potential for the moduli is found by redu
ing the M-theory a
tion. In the

presen
e of �uxes, the solution to the equations of motion is a warped produ
t of a Calabi�

Yau fourfold and a three-dimensional non-
ompa
t spa
e [19, 22, 34℄. In the following, we

negle
t ba
krea
tion and work with the undeformed Calabi�Yau spa
e K3 × K̃3 as the

internal manifold. The underlying assumption is that, in analogy to [34℄, for any zero-

energy minimum of the unwarped potential a 
orresponding zero-energy warped solution

will always exist. After Weyl res
aling, the potential is given by [24℄

V =
4π

ℓ9M

1

4V3



∫

K3× fK3

d

8ξ
√
g(8)|G4|2 −

ℓ6M
12

χ


 , (2.5)

where χ is the Euler number of the 
ompa
t manifold. For K3× K̃3, it is χ = 242 = 576.
Given our previous dis
ussion of K3 moduli spa
e, we expe
t that (2.5) will be invariant

under SO(3)× SO(3) rotations on
e we express the metri
 in terms of ωi and ω̃j.

In the absen
e of spa
etime-�lling M2 branes, the 
an
ellation of M2-brane-
harge on
the 
ompa
t manifold K3× K̃3 requires [22℄

1

2 ℓ6M

∫
G4 ∧G4 =

χ

24
. (2.6)

This allows us to express the se
ond term in (2.5) through the �ux. It is 
onvenient to set

ℓM = 1 and to introdu
e a volume-independent potential V0 by writing V = 2π
V3 V0. Here

V = νν̃ is the volume of K3 × K̃3. Our result now reads

V0 =
1

2

∫

K3× fK3

(G4 ∧ ∗G4 −G4 ∧G4) , (2.7)

3

The pre
ise quantisation 
ondition for a generi
 fourfold Y is ℓ−3

M [G4]− p1

4
∈ H4(Y,Z), where p1 is the

�rst Pontryagin 
lass [33℄. Sin
e

p1

2
is even for Y = K3×K3, the quantisation 
ondition be
omes simply

ℓ−3

M [G4] ∈ H4(Y,Z).

7



with G4 given by (2.4).

On K3, ea
h ηI 
an be split into a sum of two ve
tors, parallel and perpendi
ular to

the 3-plane Σ:

ηI =
∑

i

(ηI · ωi)ωi + P[ηI ] = η
‖
I + η⊥I . (2.8)

Here P is the proje
tor on the subspa
e orthogonal to Σ. The �rst term, whi
h 
orresponds

to the proje
tion on Σ, has been given in a more expli
it form using the orthonormal basis

ωi of the Σ plane for later 
onvenien
e. The two terms of (2.8) represent a selfdual and an

anti-selfdual two-form [23℄, allowing us to write the Hodge dual of a basis ve
tor as

∗K3 ηI = η
‖
I − η⊥I . (2.9)

The same applies to K̃3.
If we insert (2.4) and (2.8) into the expression (2.7) for V0 and we use the relation (2.9)

for the a
tion of the Hodge ∗, we �nd

V0 = −
{
η
‖
I · η

‖
J

((
GIΛη̃Λ

)⊥ ·
(
GJΣη̃Σ

)⊥)

+
((

ηIG
IΛ
)⊥ ·

(
ηJG

JΣ
)⊥)

η̃
‖
Λ · η̃‖Σ

}
.

(2.10)

Sin
e

η
‖
I · η

‖
J =

∑

i

(ηI · ωi) (ηJ · ωi) , (2.11)

we 
an write V0 as

V0 = −
{∑

i

P̃[GIΛ (ηI · ωi) η̃Λ] · P̃[GJΣ (ηJ · ωi) η̃Σ]

+
∑

j

P[GIΛ (η̃Λ · ω̃j) ηI ] · P[GJΣ (ηΣ · ω̃j) ηJ ]

}
.

(2.12)

To write it in a more 
ompa
t form, we de�ne two natural homomorphisms G :
H2(K̃3) → H2(K3) and Ga : H2(K3) → H2(K̃3) by

G ṽ =

∫

fK3

G4 ∧ ṽ = (GIΛM̃ΛΣṽ
Σ) ηI , Gav =

∫

K3

G4 ∧ v = (vJMJIG
IΛ)η̃Λ . (2.13)

where v = vJηJ ∈ H2(K3), ṽ = ṽΣη̃Σ ∈ H2(K̃3) and MIJ , M̃ΛΣ represent the metri
s in

the bases ηI , η̃Λ. The operator G
a
is the adjoint of G, i.e. (v ·Gṽ) = (Gav, ṽ). The matrix


omponents of these operators are GI
Σ ≡ GIΛM̃ΛΣ and (Ga)ΣI ≡

(
GT
)ΣJ

MJI .

8



The moduli potential is then given by

V = −2π

V3

(∑

i

∥∥∥P̃[Gaωi]
∥∥∥
2

+
∑

j

∥∥∥P[G ω̃j]
∥∥∥
2
)

. (2.14)

As expe
ted, it is symmetri
 under SO(3) rotation of the ωi's and of the ω̃i's
4

.

This potential is positive de�nite sin
e the metri
s for H2(K̃3) and H2(K3) de�ned in

(2.2) are negative de�nite on the subspa
e orthogonal to the ωi's and the ω̃i's. We note

also that the volumes of the two K3's are �at dire
tions parameterizing the degenera
y of

the absolute minimum of the potential, in whi
h V = 0.
We 
an also rewrite this potential expressing the proje
tors through the ω's:

V =
2π

(νν̃)3

(
−
∑

i

‖Gaωi‖2 −
∑

j

‖G ω̃j‖2 + 2
∑

i,j

(ω̃j ·Gaωi)(ωi ·G ω̃j)

)
. (2.15)

This is again manifestly symmetri
 under SO(3) rotations. The potential 
an also be ex-

pressed in terms of two superpotentials (see Appendix B). We will not need this formulation

in the following.

In (2.4) we have only 
onsidered �uxes G4 with two legs on ea
h K3. More generally

the �ux 
ould be of this form:

〈F4〉 = G4 + Gρ+ G̃ρ̃ , (2.16)

where ρ and ρ̃ are the volume forms on K3 and K̃3.5 To obtain the general potential, we

need to 
ompute ∗ 〈F4〉. Using our previous result for ∗G4 and the Hodge duals

∗ρ =
ν̃

ν
ρ̃ and ∗ ρ̃ =

ν

ν̃
ρ (2.17)

of ρ and ρ̃, we �nd

V
new

=
π

(νν̃)3

∫

K3× fK3

(F4 ∧ ∗F4 − F4 ∧ F4)

=
2π

(νν̃)3

{
V0 +

1

2
G2

(
ν̃

ν

)
+

1

2
G̃2
(ν
ν̃

)
− GG̃

}
.

(2.18)

With the substitutions V = νν̃ and ξ =
√

eν
ν
, the potential 
an be 
on
isely written as

V
new

=
2π

V3

{
V0 +

1

2

(
G ξ − G̃ 1

ξ

)2
}

. (2.19)

4

The proje
tors P and P̃ are obviously symmetri
 as they proje
t onto the spa
e orthogonal to all the

ωi's.
5

The normalisation is

∫
K3

ρ =
∫

fK3
ρ̃ = 1.
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This potential is still positive de�nite and has minima at points where it vanishes, but it

now has only one unavoidable �at dire
tion, the overall volume of K3× K̃3. The ratio of

the volumes is �xed at ξ2 = G̃/G.

2.3 Gauge Symmetry Breaking by Flux

In our 
ontext, F-theory emerges from the duality between M-theory on K3×K̃3, with K̃3
being ellipti
ally �bred, and type IIB on K3× T 2/Z2 × S1

. The F-theory limit 
onsists

in taking the �bre volume to zero on the M-theory side, and in taking the radius of the

S1
to in�nity on the type IIB side (see Se
tion 3.2 for the details of this limit). Before

analysing the e�e
t of gauge symmetry breaking by �uxes, we re
all the di�erent origins

of four-dimensional gauge �elds in type IIB and in F-theory.

Type IIB theory on K3 × T 2/Z2 
ontains 16 ve
tors from gauge theories living on D7

branes and 4 ve
tors from the redu
tion of B2 and C2 along one-
y
les of T
2/Z2. In three

dimensions, one then has 20 three-dimensional gauge �elds and 20 s
alars 
orresponding

to Wilson lines along the S1
. In the F-theory limit, these s
alars 
ombine with the ve
tors

to give the required 20 four-dimensional ve
tor �elds.

In M-theory on K3 × K̃3, ve
tors arise from the redu
tion of the three-form C3 along

two-
y
les in K3 or K̃3. Sin
e we are in three dimensions we have the freedom to dualise

some of these ve
tors, treating them as three-dimensional s
alars. To mat
h the type IIB

des
ription, the 
orre
t 
hoi
e is to treat only the �elds 
oming from the redu
tion of

C3 on two-
y
les of K̃3 as ve
tors

6

. This redu
tion gives 22 ve
tors in three dimensions.

However, sin
e K̃3 is ellipti
ally �bred, there are two distinguished two-
y
les: the base

and the �bre. They require a spe
ial treatment in the F-theory limit and, as a result,

three-dimensional ve
tors arising from these two 
y
les do not be
ome four-dimensional

gauge �elds in the F-theory limit. Instead, one of them 
orresponds to the type IIB metri


with one leg on the S1
, while the other is related to C4 with three legs on T 2/Z2×S1

[25℄.

We will not 
onsider these two ve
tors in the following and fo
us on the remaining 20

three-dimensional ve
tors asso
iated with the redu
tion of C3 on generi
 two-
y
les of K̃3.
Ea
h of these ve
tors absorbs a three-dimensional s
alar (
orresponding to a Wilson

line degree of freedom on the type IIB side) to be
ome a four-dimensional ve
tor. These

20 s
alars 
ome from the metri
 moduli spa
e of K̃3. More pre
isely, 18 arise from the

variations δω̃3 of the Kähler form in dire
tions orthogonal to the three-plane and to the

base-�bre subspa
e

7

. The two remaining s
alars 
ome from variations δω̃1 and δω̃2 of the

6

A simple intuitive argument for this 
hoi
e 
an be given by 
omparing the seven-dimensional theories


oming from M-theory on K̃3 and type IIB on T 2/Z2×S1
. In M-theory, we have seven-dimensional ve
tors

asso
iated with two-
y
les stret
hed between the pairs of degeneration lo
i of the �bre (whi
h 
hara
terise

D7 branes). In type IIB, the 
orresponding ve
tors 
ome dire
tly from the D7-brane world-volume theories.

The fa
t that they are asso
iated with branes rather than with pairs of branes is simply a matter of basis


hoi
e in the spa
e of U(1)s.
7

For an ellipti
ally �bred K̃3, two dire
tions of the three-plane are orthogonal to base and �bre subspa
e,
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holomorphi
 two-form whi
h lie in the base-�bre subspa
e and are orthogonal to ω̃3. For

a detailed analysis of the mat
hing of �elds on both sides of the duality, see [25℄.

Given these preliminaries, it is now intuitively 
lear why F-theory �ux generi
ally breaks

gauge symmetries: The �ux indu
es a potential for the metri
 moduli, making them mas-

sive. This applies, in parti
ular, to those moduli whi
h be
ome ve
tor degrees of freedom

in four dimensions. Hen
e, the full four-dimensional ve
tor be
omes massive by Lorentz

invarian
e

8

.

To derive the ve
tor mass term expli
itly, we begin by writing C3 in the form

C3 = CI
1 ∧ ηI + C̃Σ

1 ∧ η̃Σ + C�ux

3 . (2.20)

Here ηI and η̃Σ are basis two-forms on the K3 fa
tors, CI
1 and C̃Σ

1 are one-form �elds in

three dimensions, and C�ux

3 is the 
ontribution responsible for the four-form �ux (whi
h is

only lo
ally de�ned). As before, the �ux is given by G4 = GIΣηI ∧ η̃Σ = dC�ux

3 .

In the redu
tion of the a
tion, the

∫
|F4|2 term leads to the �ux term

∫
|G4|2 (whi
h is

irrelevant for our present dis
ussion) and to kineti
 terms for CI
1 and C̃Σ

1 . The metri
 for

the kineti
 terms is given by

∫

K3× fK3

ηI ∧ ∗8ηJ = ν̃

∫

K3

(
η
‖
I ∧ η

‖
J − η⊥I ∧ η⊥J

)
= ν̃ gIJ , (2.21)

∫

K3× fK3

η̃Λ ∧ ∗8η̃Σ = ν

∫

fK3

(
η̃
‖
Λ ∧ η̃

‖
Σ − η̃⊥Λ ∧ η̃⊥Σ

)
= ν g̃ΛΣ . (2.22)

We have split o� the volume dependen
e, so that gIJ and g̃ΛΣ are dimensionless. Note

that these metri
s are positive de�nite sin
e the subspa
e orthogonal to the three-plane

has negative-de�nite metri
. Note also that there is no kineti
 mixing between the CI
1 and

the C̃Σ
1 sin
e

∫
ηI ∧ ∗8η̃Σ = 0.

We now turn to the Chern�Simons term

∫
C3 ∧ F4 ∧ F4. Evaluating this term with

C3 of the form (2.20), we see that the 
ontribution

∫
C�ux

3 ∧ F4 ∧ F4 vanishes: C�ux

3 has

three legs on K3 × K̃3, so F4 ∧ F4 would need to have three legs on R1,2
and �ve legs on

K3× K̃3. This is, however, in
onsistent with (2.20). The other 
ontributions give

∫
C3 ∧ F4 ∧ F4 =

∫

R1,2

2GIΣ

(
CI

1dC̃
Σ
1 + C̃Σ

1 dC
I
1

)
. (2.23)

while ω̃3 has a 
omponent along the base-�bre subspa
e. This explains the above number of independent

variations as 18 = 22− (3 +2− 1). The variation of ω̃3 within the base-�bre subspa
e 
orresponds to part

of the metri
 in the F-theory limit.

8

Correspondingly in type IIB, putting two-form �ux on 
ertain 
y
les of wrapped D7 branes breaks the

gauge symmetry of the brane [26�29℄.
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Thus, the �ux matrixGIΣ = MIJG
JΛM̃ΛΣ 
ouples CI

1 and C̃Σ
1 . (Note that �ux proportional

to the volume forms of K3 and K̃3 would, in addition, lead to 
ouplings ∼ CI
1dC

J
1 and

∼ C̃Σ
1 dC̃

Λ
1 .)

We have now arrived at the three-dimensional e�e
tive a
tion

S
(3)
C =

∫

R1,2

{
ν̃gIJ dC

I
1 ∧ ∗dCJ

1 + νg̃ΛΣ dC̃
Λ
1 ∧ ∗dC̃Σ

1

+
2

3
GIΛ

(
CI

1 ∧ dC̃Λ
1 + C̃Λ

1 ∧ dCI
1

)}
.

(2.24)

As explained before, only the ve
tors C̃Σ
1 be
ome four-dimensional ve
tors in the F-theory

limit [25℄. It is 
onvenient to dualise the remaining ve
tors CI
1 , repla
ing them by s
alars

CI
0 . To this end, we turn the equation of motion,

d

(
∗dCI

1 +
2

3

1

ν̃
gIJGJΣdC̃

Σ
1

)
= 0 , (2.25)

into a Bian
hi identity by de�ning CI
0 through

∗dCI
1 +

2

3

1

ν̃
gIJGJΣC̃

Σ
1 = dCI

0 . (2.26)

It follows that the CI
0 have to transform non-trivially under the gauge transformations of

the C̃Σ
1 :

C̃Σ
1 −→ C̃Σ

1 + dΛΣ
0 , CI

0 −→ CI
0 +

2

3

1

ν̃
gIJGJΣΛ

Σ
0 . (2.27)

In other words, the ve
tors C̃Σ
1 gauge shift symmetries of the s
alars CI

0 , with the 
harges

determined by the �ux.

The equation of motion of CI
0 follows formally from ddCI

1 = 0, the Bian
hi identity of

CI
1 . Sin
e ∗∗ = −1 on R1,2

, we �nd

0 = ddCI
1 = −d ∗ ∗dCI

1 = d ∗
(
dCI

0 −
2

3

1

ν̃
gIJGJΣC̃

Σ
1

)
. (2.28)

We now want to �nd a gauge invariant a
tion from whi
h this equation of motion 
an be

derived. Su
h an a
tion is given by

Sdual

C =

∫

R1,2

d

3x
√−g3

{
ν
∣∣∣dC̃Σ

1

∣∣∣
2

+ ν̃

∣∣∣∣dCI
0 −

2

3

1

ν̃
gIJGJΣC̃

Σ
1

∣∣∣∣
2
}

. (2.29)

The 
orresponding Einstein-Hilbert term has the usual volume prefa
tor and 
an be

brought to 
anoni
al form by a Weyl res
aling of the three-dimensional metri
. This gives

12



the kineti
 term of the ve
tors a prefa
tor (νν̃)ν, whi
h we 
an absorb in a rede�nition of

C̃Σ
1 . The resulting mass matrix has the form

m2
ΣΛ ∼ 1

(νν̃)3
GIΣGJΛg

IJ , (2.30)

whi
h is positive semide�nite sin
e gIJ is a positive de�nite metri
. The number of gauge

�elds whi
h be
ome massive is determined by the rank of the �ux matrix. Comparing with

Eq. (2.14), we see that the masses are of the same order as the masses of the �ux stabilised

geometri
 moduli. This 
on�rms the intuitive idea put forward at the beginning of this

se
tion: The ve
tors C̃Σ
1 and some geometri
 moduli are 
ombined in the F-theory limit

to produ
e four-dimensional ve
tors. For this to work in the presen
e of �uxes, both the

three-dimensional ve
tors and s
alars need to have the same �ux-indu
ed masses.

3 Moduli Stabilisation

In this se
tion we turn to the �ux stabilisation of moduli. First, we will analyse under whi
h


onditions the potential (2.14) has minima at V = 0, and whether there are �at dire
tions.

Then we will see whi
h restri
tions we have to impose in order to map the M-theory

situation to F-theory, and dis
uss possible impli
ations for gauge symmetry breaking.

Let us �rst 
omment on the �ux 
omponents whi
h are proportional to the volume

forms. In what follows, we do not 
onsider these 
omponents, in other words, we set

G = G̃ = 0. The reason is that we want to end up with a Lorentz-invariant four-dimensional

theory. By going through the M-theory/F-theory duality expli
itly, one 
an see that this

requires that the �ux needs to have exa
tly one leg in the �bre torus and hen
e two legs

along ea
h K3. Thus, we 
an without loss of generality use a �ux in the form of Eq. (2.4),

and the asso
iated potential (2.14).

3.1 Minkowski Minima

Clearly, the potential (2.14) 
annot stabilise the volumes ν and ν̃. They are runaway

dire
tions in general, and �at dire
tions exa
tly if the term in bra
kets vanishes. This term

is a sum of positive de�nite terms, so ea
h of these must vanish if we want to realise a

minimum with vanishing energy. Sin
e ea
h term 
ontains a proje
tion onto the subspa
e

orthogonal to the three-planes spanned by the ωi's and ω̃i's, the bra
ket 
learly vanishes

if and only if the �ux homomorphisms map the three-planes into ea
h other, though not

ne
essarily bije
tively:

G Σ̃ ⊂ Σ , GaΣ ⊂ Σ̃ . (3.1)

Note that what is required is not merely the existen
e of three-dimensional subspa
es whi
h

are mapped to ea
h other, but that both subspa
es are positive-norm. If the metri
s were

13



positive de�nite, this 
ondition would be trivial sin
e any real matrix 
an be diagonalised

by 
hoosing appropriate bases in H2(K3) and H2
(
K̃3
)
.

We will now show that the 
onditions (3.1) are equivalent to the 
onditions that the

map GaG is diagonalisable and all its eigenvalues are real and non-negative

9

.

Let us assume that there exist two three-planes Σ and Σ̃ su
h that the relations (3.1)

hold. The 
ohomology groups 
an be de
omposed into orthogonal subspa
es, H2(K3) =

Σ⊕R and H2
(
K̃3
)
= Σ̃⊕ R̃, su
h that the metri
 (2.2) de�ned by the wedge produ
t is

positive (negative) de�nite on Σ and Σ̃ (R and R̃). The 
onditions (3.1) imply that G and

Ga
are blo
k-diagonal, i.e. we also have GR̃ ⊂ R and GaR ⊂ R̃. It is then obvious that

the selfadjoint operator GaG obeys

10

GaGΣ̃ ⊂ Σ̃ . (3.2)

As ea
h blo
k is selfadjoint relative to de�nite metri
s, GaG is diagonalisable with real and

non-negative eigenvalues.

We now show that the 
onverse also holds. Assume that GaG is diagonalisable with

non-negative eigenvalues

11

. This de�nes a de
omposition of H2(K̃3) in Σ̃ ⊕ R̃, where Σ̃
is the three-dimensional subspa
e given by the eigenve
tors with positive norm. The fa
t

that GaG maps Σ̃ into itself implies that G maps positive norm ve
tors into positive norm

ve
tors: Indeed, give ẽ ∈ Σ,

(Gẽ ·Gẽ) = (GaGẽ · ẽ) ≥ 0 , (3.3)

If GaG|
eΣ is invertible (non-zero eigenvalues in Σ̃), then we 
an de�ne Σ as the image of

G|
eΣ. The fa
t that Σ̃ is invariant under GaG implies that the image of Ga|Σ is Σ̃ and (3.1)

is proved. The 
ase in whi
h GaG has non-trivial kernel does not present any 
ompli
ation.

Sin
e the kernel of GaG 
oin
ides with the kernel of G 12

, the image of G|
eΣ is no more

three dimensional. One then de�nes Σ as the image of G|
eΣ plus the positive norm ve
tors

in the kernel of Ga
.

To summarise, the 
onditions (3.1) are equivalent to the 
ondition that GaG is diago-

nalisable and all its eigenvalues are real and non-negative. In this 
ase (see Appendix C)

9

Note that GaG maps H2

(
K̃3
)
onto itself, so it makes sense to speak of eigenvalues and eigenve
tors.

Note also, however, that although GaG is a selfadjoint operator, this does not imply that its eigenvalues

are real sin
e the metri
 is inde�nite. We have 
olle
ted some fa
ts about linear algebra on spa
es with

inde�nite metri
 in Appendix C.

10

Similarly GGa
obeys GGaΣ ⊂ Σ.

11

In this 
ase, be
ause of the non-degenera
y of the inner produ
t, there alway exists a basis of non-null

eigenve
tors.

12

Sin
e G and Ga
are adjoint to ea
h other, there is an orthogonal de
omposition H2(K3) = ImG ⊕

KerGa
. Take ẽ ∈ KerGaG; sin
e Gẽ is both in ImG and in KerGa

, it is the zero ve
tor, proving that

ẽ ∈ KerG.
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the matri
es for GaG, G and Ga
take the form

(GaG)d = diag
(
a21, a

2
2, a

2
3, b

2
1, . . . , b

2
19

)
Gd = Ga

d = diag(a1, a2, a3, b1, . . . , b19) (3.4)

in appropriate bases, where a2i are the eigenvalues of G
aG relative to positive norm eigen-

ve
tors, while b2c are relative to negative norm eigenve
tors.

Finally, we want to see whether there are �at dire
tions. The potential has a �at

dire
tion, if there are in�nitesimally di�erent positions of the three-planes Σ̃,Σ whi
h

give Minkowski minima. Given a �ux (su
h that GaG is diagonalizable with positive

eigenvalues), the minima 
orrespond to Σ̃ (Σ) generated by the positive norm eigenve
tors

of GaG (GGa
). If all the eigenvalues are di�erent from ea
h other, there 
an be only

three positive norm eigenve
tors, and the minimum is isolated. If a positive norm and a

negative norm eigenve
tor have the same eigenvalue, e.g. a1 = b1, then a �at dire
tion

arises: Any three-dimensional spa
e spanned by ṽa2 , ṽa3 and ṽ′a1 = ṽa1 + ǫ ũb1 (ǫ ≪ 1) will

give a di�erent Σ̃ that still satis�es the 
onditions (3.1). It is easy to see that an analogous

�at dire
tion develops for Σ. Note that if some ai are degenerate then the rotation of the

ve
tors does not move the three-planes.

This shows that �at dire
tions of the potential are absent if and only if the sets of

eigenvalues {a2i } and {b2a} are pairwise distin
t.

3.2 F-Theory Limit

We are interested in stabilising points in the moduli spa
e ofK3×K̃3 whi
h 
an be mapped

to F-theory. This means we require that K̃3 is an ellipti
 �bration over a base CP1
, and

that the �bre volume vanishes.

The �rst requirement means that K̃3 needs to have two elements B̃ (the base) and F̃
(the �bre) in the Pi
ard group, i.e. two integral (1,1)-
y
les, whose interse
tion matrix is

(
−2 1
1 0

)
. (3.5)

Note that by a 
hange of basis from

(
B̃, F̃

)
to

(
B̃ + F̃ , F̃

)
, this interse
tion matrix is

equivalent to one U blo
k in the general form (A.1) of the metri
 in an integral basis.

As (1,1)-
y
les, B̃ and F̃ must be orthogonal to the holomorphi
 two-form. In our


ase this means that the Σ̃ plane has a two-dimensional subspa
e orthogonal orthogonal to〈
B̃, F̃

〉
. This subspa
e is spanned by the real and imaginary part of the holomorphi
 two-

form ω̃ = ω̃1+ iω̃2. On the other hand,

〈
B̃, F̃

〉

ontains the third positive-norm dire
tion,

so ω̃3 
annot be also orthogonal to

〈
B̃, F̃

〉
. For the following dis
ussion it is 
onvenient to

15




onsider dire
tly the Kähler form j̃ instead of ν̃ and ω̃3 separately. The Kähler form 
an

be parametrised as

j̃ = bB̃ + fF̃ + caũa , (3.6)

where ũa is an orthonormal basis (i.e. ũa · ũb = −δab) of the spa
e orthogonal to F̃ , B̃ and

ω̃. This is the most general form of j̃ for an ellipti
ally �bred K̃3.

Now we turn to the se
ond requirement: the �bre must have vanishing volume. This

is what is 
alled the F-theory limit. For the Kähler form (3.6), we �nd the volumes of the

�bre and the base to be

13

ρ
(
F̃
)
= j̃ · F̃ = b , ρ

(
B̃
)
= j̃ · B̃ = f − 2b . (3.7)

Hen
e, the F-theory limit involves b → 0, and in this limit, the base volume will be given

by f . On the other hand, the volume of the entire K̃3 is

1

2
j̃ · j̃ = b (f − b)− 1

2
caca . (3.8)

This volume is required to be positive, so we get a bound on the ca,

1

2
caca < b (f − b) . (3.9)

Thus, in the F-theory limit we have to take the ca to zero at least as fast as

√
b. On
e the

limit is taken, the volume of K̃3 vanishes and the Kähler form is given by

j̃ = fF̃ , (3.10)

regardless of the initial value of the ca. Note that the 
onstraint (3.9) is 
onsistent with

the intuitive pi
ture of the �bre torus shrinking simultaneously in both dire
tions: The ca

measure the volume of 
y
les whi
h have one leg in the �bre and one in the base, so they

shrink like the square root of the �bre volume b.
The Kähler moduli spa
e is redu
ed in the F-theory limit: We lose not only the dire
tion

along whi
h we take the limit, but also all transverse dire
tions ex
ept for the base volume

f , whi
h be
omes the single Kähler modulus of the torus orbifold. In the duality to type

IIB on K3 × T 2/Z2 × S1
, the ca parametrise Wilson lines of the gauge �elds along the

13

More generally the volume of a two-
y
le C2 is given by the proje
tion on the three-plane Σ, multiplied

by the K3 volume:

ρ (C2) = ν1/2

√√√√
3∑

i=1

(ωi · C2)2 = ν1/2‖C2|Σ‖ .
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S1
as long as the �bre volume is �nite. In the F-theory limit, whi
h 
orresponds to the

radius of the S1
going to in�nity, the Wilson lines disappear from the moduli spa
e. The

propapagating degrees of freedom related to them 
ombine with the three-dimensional

ve
tors from the three-form C3 redu
ed along two-
y
les of K̃3 to form four-dimensional

ve
tors (
f. Se
tion 2.3, see also [25℄).

From this perspe
tive, we see that it is important not to �x the modulus 
ontrolling the

size of the �bre. In fa
t, if we leave it un�xed, we have a line in the M-theory moduli spa
e


orresponding to this �at dire
tion of the potential. Of this line, only the point at in�nity

(b = 0) 
orresponds to F-theory. This limit is singular in the sense that the F-theory point

is not stri
tly speaking in the moduli spa
e of K̃3, but on its boundary. As we show in

Appendix D, this point is at in�nite distan
e from every other point in the moduli spa
e

of j̃, and it a
tually 
orresponds to the de
ompa
ti�
ation limit in type IIB.

To see whi
h �uxes are 
ompatible with this limit, we �rst note that there must be

no �ux along either B̃ or F̃ be
ause Lorentz invarian
e of the four-dimensional theory

requires that the �ux must have exa
tly one leg along the �bre. This means that in a basis

of H2
(
K̃3
)

onsisting of B̃, F̃ and orthogonal forms, the �ux matrix must be of the form

GIΣ =



0 0
.

.

.

.

.

.

*0 0


 . (3.11)

This leads to a GaG with two rows and 
olumns of zeroes,

GaG =




0 0 . . . 0
0 0 . . . 0
.

.

.

.

.

.

*0 0


 , (3.12)

hen
e the dire
tion along whi
h we take the F-theory limit is automati
ally �at.

To dis
uss the matrix form of G, it is 
onvenient to 
hoose an equivalent basis for

H2(K3), i.e. a basis 
ontaining B and F and 20 orthogonal ve
tors. We then restri
t to

�uxes of the type

GIΣ =



0 0
0 0

0

0 GIΛ
F-th


 , (3.13)

although this is not the most general form. Here, GIΣ
F-th

is a 20× 20 matrix whi
h we will

also 
all GIΣ
for simpli
ity.
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4 Brane Lo
alisation

One of our aims is to �nd a �ux that �xes a given 
on�guration of branes. The results

obtained so far allow us to do that: As we will review in the next subse
tion, the positions

of the D7 branes are en
oded in the 
omplex stru
ture ω̃ = ω̃1 + iω̃2 of K̃3 [21℄. This


an be understood as follows: We 
an �nd 
ertain 
y
les whi
h measure the distan
e

between branes. A given brane 
on�guration 
an thus be 
hara
terised by the volumes

of su
h 
y
les. Most relevant for the low-energy theory is the question whether there are

brane sta
ks (
orresponding to gauge enhan
ement) whi
h is signalled by the vanishing

of interbrane 
y
les. So 
hoosing a given brane 
on�guration determines a set of integral


y
les whi
h are to shrink, i.e. whi
h should be orthogonal to the 
omplex stru
ture

14

. We

want to �nd what is the �ux that �xes su
h a 
omplex stru
ture.

The �ux needs to satisfy some 
onstraints: It must be integral and it must satisfy

the tadpole 
an
ellation 
ondition (2.6). The �rst 
ondition means that the entries of the

�ux matrix GIΣ
in a basis of integral 
y
les must be integers. The tadpole 
an
ellation


ondition translates into a 
ondition on the tra
e of GaG,

trGaG = trGTMGM̃ = 48 . (4.1)

Of 
ourse, we also require that the �ux gives Minkowski minima, i.e. GaG needs to have

only non-negative eigenvalues. These 
onditions turn out to be rather restri
tive, and a

s
an of all 20 × 20-matri
es is 
omputationally beyond our rea
h. Fortunately, the blo
k-

diagonal stru
ture alluded to above allows us to restri
t to smaller submatri
es of size 2×2
or 3× 3, where an exhaustive s
an is feasible.

4.1 D-Brane Positions and Complex Stru
ture

In the weak 
oupling limit, in whi
h the F-theory ba
kground 
an be des
ribed by per-

turbative type IIB theory, the 
omplex stru
ture deformations of the upper K3 have an

interpretation in terms of the movement of D-branes and O-planes on CP1
[13℄. From the

perspe
tive of the ellipti
ally �bred K̃3, D-branes and O-planes are points on the CP
1

base where the T 2
�bre degenerates. The positions of these points are en
oded in the


omplex stru
ture of K̃3: The 18 
omplex stru
ture deformations

15

spe
ify the 16 D-brane

positions, the 
omplex stru
ture of T 2/Z2 ∼ CP1
, and the value of the 
omplex dilaton.

The map between the two des
riptions is worked out in detail in [21℄. In the following, we

summarise the basi
 results.

When several D-branes 
oin
ide, the K̃3 surfa
e develops singularities whi
h re�e
t the


orresponding gauge enhan
ement [35�40℄. These singularities 
an also be seen to arise

14

These are 
y
les with one leg in the base and one in the �bre and whi
h are orthogonal to ω̃3 on
e we

take the F-theory limit (3.10).

15

These are the deformations of ω̃1 and ω̃2 in the spa
e orthogonal to F̃ and B̃.
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when the volume of 
ertain 
y
les shrinks to zero:

∫

γi

ω̃ =

∫

fK3

γi ∧ ω̃ = γi · ω̃ −→ 0 . (4.2)

Note that these 
y
les have one leg on the base and and one leg on the �bre torus, so

γi · j̃ = 0 16

. Hen
e their volume is given by

√
ν̃ |γi · ω̃|. If the γi are integral 
y
les (for

the stru
ture of integral 
y
les on K3 see Appendix A) with self-interse
tion −2, their
shrinking produ
es a singularity that 
orresponds to a gauge enhan
ement. Sin
e these


y
les 
an be thought of as measuring distan
es between branes, this is equivalent to D-

branes that are 
oin
iding. The Cartan matrix that displays the gauge enhan
ement is

given by the interse
tion matrix of the shrinking γi.
Let us 
onsider an SO(8)4 point at whi
h K̃3 degenerates to T 4/Z2. From the D-brane

perspe
tive this 
orresponds to putting four D-branes on ea
h of the four O-planes. In

terms of the basis given in Appendix A, the 
omplex stru
ture of K̃3 is given by

ω̃SO(8)4 =
1

2
(α + Ue2 + Sβ − USe1) . (4.3)

For the sake of brevity we have introdu
ed

17

α ≡ 2
(
e1 + e1 +W 1

I EI

)
, β ≡ 2(e2 + e2 +W 2

I EI) , (4.4)

where

W 1 =

(
04,

1

2

4

, 04,
1

2

4
)

and W 2 =
(
1, 07, 1, 07

)
(4.5)

des
ribe the mixing of 
y
les from the U and E8 blo
ks. Note that they 
an be interpreted

as Wilson lines, breaking E8 × E8 to SO(8)4 in the duality to heteroti
 string theory.

The 
y
les that are dual to the forms ei, α and β are shown in Figure 1. The parameter U
des
ribes the positions of the four O-planes, whi
h is equivalent to the 
omplex stru
ture of

the T 2
in type IIB before orientifolding. The dilaton, whi
h is 
onstant in this 
on�guration,

is given by the 
omplex stru
ture of the �bre torus, S.
One 
an 
he
k that the 
y
les whi
h have vanishing periods at an SO(8)4 point span

the latti
e D4
4. They are given by

A B C D

1 E7 −E8 −E15 + E16 −e2 − E1 + E2 e2 + E9 − E10

2 E6 −E7 −E14 + E15 −E2 + E3 E10 −E11

3 −e1 − E5 −E6 e1 + E13 + E14 −E3 + E4 E11 −E12

4 E5 −E6 −E13 + E14 −E3 −E4 E11 + E12.

(4.6)

16

Sin
e we are interested in the F-theory limit, we will only 
onsider va
ua 
orresponding to j̃ being in

the blo
k

〈
F̃ , B̃

〉
.

17

Note that although ei, e
i
, EI , α and β are forms on K̃3, we omit the tildes to avoid unne
essary

notational 
lutter.
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1e

e
2

αβ

C

D B

A

Figure 1: For an SO(8)4 
on�guration, the two degrees of freedom of the O-planes and the

dilaton are en
oded in 
y
les that surround two of the four blo
ks in the CP1
base and wrap

an arbitrary dire
tion in the �bre torus. The four SO(8) blo
ks are denoted by A,B,C and D.

The four 
y
les displayed here form a basis that is dual to the four forms ei, α and β. Note
that we also have indi
ated the �bre part of ea
h 
y
le.

These 
y
les 
an be 
onstru
ted geometri
ally. Their proje
tions to the base CP1


onne
t the D-branes and are displayed for one blo
k in Figure 2.

3

2 1

4

(a)

2 1

4

3

(b)

Figure 2: (a) The assignment between the geometri
ally 
onstru
ted 
y
les between D-branes

and the 
y
les that are given in the table above. This assignment is the same for ea
h of

the four SO(8) blo
ks. The 
ross marks the position of the O plane, grey dots denote the

D7 branes. Due to the �bre involution in the O-plane monodromy, 
y
les 3 and 4 do not

interse
t. (b) The 
orresponding gauge enhan
ement: The 
y
les be
ome the nodes of the

Dykin diagram, lines are drawn for interse
tions.

We 
an now move away from the SO(8)4 
on�guration by rotating ω̃. A 
onvenient

parameterisation is given by

ω̃ =
1

2

(
α + Ue2 + Sβ −

(
US − z2

)
e1 + 2ÊIzI

)
, (4.7)
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with shifted E8 × E8 blo
k ve
tors ÊI = EI +W 1
I e1 +W 2

I e2. Expli
itly, they are

Ê1 = E1 + e2, ÊI = EI , I = 2..4, 10..12 ,

Ê9 = E9 + e2, ÊJ = EJ + e1/2, J = 5..8, 13..16 .
(4.8)

The ÊI are orthogonal to α and β and still satisfy ÊI · ÊJ = −δIJ . Using Table (4.6) and

Figure 2, one 
an show [21℄ that the zI are the positions of the branes relative to their

respe
tive O-planes in the double 
over of CP
1 ≃ T 2/Z2.

Now we 
an dedu
e the brane positions and the gauge enhan
ement from a given

expansion of the holomorphi
 two-form ω̃ (whi
h is equivalent to knowing the 
omplex

stru
ture of K̃3). We 
an either mat
h any expansion of ω̃ in the basis given in Appendix A

to (4.7), or we 
an 
ompute the interse
tion numbers between ω̃ and the 
y
les given in

Table 4.6 to �nd the periods of the 
y
les of K̃3. In this way we obtain the value of the

dilaton and the D-brane and O-plane positions. Note that 
ontrary to the basis given by

α, β, e1, e2 and the 
y
les in Table (4.6), the basis we used in the expansion (4.7) is not an

integral basis (as the ÊI are half-integral).

4.2 Fixing D7-brane Con�gurations by Fluxes

We are now ready to outline a systemati
 pro
edure for 
hoosing a �ux whi
h �xes a

given D7-brane gauge group. In parti
ular, we will be interested in non-Abelian gauge

enhan
ement. The Cartan matrix of the underlying Lie-Algebra is given by the interse
tion

matrix of the latti
e of shrinking two-
y
les. Thus, we need to understand whi
h �uxes

make a parti
ular subspa
e of two-
y
les shrink. We will take these 
y
les as part of

the basis orthogonal to

〈
B̃, F̃

〉
dis
ussed at the end of Se
tion 3. Then we 
onsider the

orthogonal latti
e, i.e. the latti
e made up of (integral) 
y
les orthogonal to the shrinking

ones (and to

〈
B̃, F̃

〉
). Choosing an integral basis for this latti
e 
ompletes the basis of


y
les of H2(K̃3) orthogonal to
〈
B̃, F̃

〉
. Note that in this basis the metri
 on H2(K̃3) is

blo
k-diagonal, with a negative de�nite blo
k for the subspa
e of shrinking 
y
les. We also


hoose a basis of integral 
y
les of H2(K3) su
h that the metri
 has two blo
ks with the

same dimensions as on the K̃3 side.

In this basis it is easy to write down a �ux that �xes ω̃ orthogonal to the shrinking


y
les: It 
an be taken to have the blo
k-diagonal form

18

(
G⊥

Gshk

)
. (4.9)

Thus, when diagonalising GaG, the positive norm eigenve
tors are in the �rst blo
k and

hen
e orthogonal to the shrinking 
y
les.

18

A
tually, it is enough that GaG is of this form.
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One has �nally to 
he
k whether there are more shrinking 
y
les than those we imposed.

4.3 Fixing an SO(8)4 Point

In this se
tion, we will follow the pro
edure des
ribed in the previous se
tion to 
onstru
t

a �ux that �xes the F-theory moduli 
orresponding to four D7 branes on top of ea
h O7

plane. This SO(8)4 
on�guration is realised when there are sixteen shrinking 
y
les whose

interse
tion matrix is D4
4. These shrinking 
y
les are given by the four blo
ks A,B,C,D as

de�ned in (4.6). The basis of the orthogonal latti
e is given by α, e1, β, e2 (see Eq. (4.4)).
Sin
e the only nonvanishing interse
tions in this set are α · e1 = β · e2 = 2, the interse
tion
matrix is

M̃ =




0 2
2 0

0 2
2 0

D4
4




. (4.10)

For K3 we 
hoose the same basis. Note that we are ignoring the U blo
k spanned by base

and �bre.

Then we take the 20× 20 �ux matrix with respe
t to these bases to be

GIΛ =




G1

G2

016


 , (4.11)

where G1 and G2 are 2×2 blo
ks (whi
h form the G⊥ of (4.9)) and the zero blo
k is 16×16
(Gshk of (4.9)). If G1 and G2 satisfy the 
ondition to have minima, then one ω̃j is �xed

along the spa
e 〈α, e1〉, while the other is �xed in the spa
e 〈β, e2〉. This immediately gives

a 
omplex stru
ture ω̃ that is orthogonal to the D4
4 blo
ks A,B,C,D and hen
e realises

an SO(8)4 point.
An expli
it example of an integral �ux that satis�es the tadpole 
an
ellation 
ondition

(trGaG = 48) and �xes an SO(8)4 point is given by:

G1 =

(
1 1
1 1

)
, G2 =

(
1 1
1 3

)
. (4.12)

The 
orresponding blo
ks for GaG are

(GaG)1 =

(
8 8
8 8

)
, (GaG)2 =

(
16 24
8 16

)
, (4.13)

and the 
orresponding eigenvalues are

λ
eω1

= 16 , λũ1
= 0 , λ

eω2
= 8(2 +

√
3) , λũ4

= 8(2−
√
3) . (4.14)
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We see that their sum is pre
isely 48, as required by tadpole 
an
ellation, and that they

are all non-negative, as required by the minimum 
ondition. Moreover, the ones 
orre-

sponding to positive norm eigenve
tors are di�erent from those relative to negative norm

eigenve
tors, as required by the stabilisation 
ondition.

The positive norm eigenve
tors of the two matri
es give ω̃1, ω̃2:

ω̃1 =
α

2
+

e1
2
, ω̃2 = 31/4

β

2
+

1

31/4
e2
2
. (4.15)

From the 
omparison of ω̃ = ω̃1 + iω̃2 with the general form (4.7), we see that indeed the


omplex stru
ture is �xed at a (non-integral) point where zI = 0, and that the 
omplex

stru
tures of base and �bre are given by

U =
1

4
√
3
i , S =

4
√
3 i . (4.16)

Sin
e S is the type IIB axiodilaton, we have stabilised the string 
oupling at a moder-

ately small value of 3−1/4 ∼= 0.76. However, we 
an probably realise smaller 
oupling by


onsidering generi
 4× 4 matri
es rather than the 2× 2 blo
k stru
ture of Eq. (4.11).

This �ux �xes also the deformations of ω1 and ω2. On the other hand, ω3 and ω̃3 are

eigenve
tors of GGa
and GaG relative to zero eigenvalues. Then their deformation along

all negative eigenve
tors relative to zero eigenvalues are left un�xed. In type IIB, this


orresponds to leaving un�xed Kähler moduli of K3 × T 2/Z2, while �xing the 
omplex

stru
ture and the D7-brane positions. The un�xed deformations of ω̃3 
orrespond to gauge

�elds in type IIB that remain massless [25℄. In the studied 
ase, two of the 19 × 2 defor-

mations of ω3 and ω̃3, the ones along ũ4, are �xed (as λũ4
= 8(2 −

√
3) is di�erent from

zero). Fixing a deformation of ω̃3 
orresponds to giving a mass to the 
orresponding gauge

�eld in type IIB dual. In fa
t, this �ux 
orresponds to the type IIB �ux that makes one

four-dimensional ve
tor massive [26�29℄. One 
an see this also from the M-theory point of

view: One three-dimensional ve
tor gets a mass from �uxes. This ve
tor 
ombines with

the deformation of ω̃3 to give a four-dimensional massive ve
tor.

Finally we note that the lower K3 is generi
ally non-singular, as ω3 will generi
ally not

be orthogonal to the E8 blo
k 
y
les.

As a se
ond example we will reprodu
e one of the solutions given in [20℄ by using our

methods. As it is dis
ussed there, attra
tive K3 surfa
es are 
lassi�ed in terms of a matrix

Q =

(
p · p p · q
p · q q · q

)
, (4.17)

in whi
h p and q are integral two-forms. The holomorphi
 two-form of K̃3 is then given by

ω̃ = p̃+ τ q̃ . (4.18)
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Of the 13 pairs of attra
tive K3's given in [20℄, we will dis
uss the one de�ned by

Q =

(
8 4
4 8

)
, Q̃ =

(
4 2
2 4

)
. (4.19)

This pair has the advantage that both K3's have an orientifold interpretation whi
h means

that we 
an expand p̃ and q̃ in terms of e1 , e2, α and β (and similarly, for the lower K3,
p and q in terms of e′1 , e′2, α

′
and β ′

). Clearly, there are many ways to do this whi
h


orrespond to di�erent embeddings of the latti
e spanned by p and q into the latti
e

spanned by e1 , e2, α and β. We make the following 
hoi
e:

p =e′1 + 2α′ + 2β ′ , p̃ =e1 + α + β ,

q =e′2 + 2β ′ , q̃ =e2 + β .
(4.20)

A

ording to [20℄, stabilization at this point o

urs through the �ux

G =
1

2

(
γω ∧ ω̃ + γ ω ∧ ω̃

)
(4.21)

with γ = 1 + i√
3
. In the basis given by α, e1, β, e2 and α′, e′1, β

′, e′2, the �ux matrix reads

GIΛ =




2 2 2 0
1 1 1 0
0 0 2 2
−1 −1 0 1


 . (4.22)

The positive norm eigenve
tors of GaG are given by ω̃1 = (1, 1, 1
2
,−1

2
) and ω̃2 =

(0, 0, 1, 1). Res
aling the se
ond one so that they both have the same norm, we arrive

at ω̃ = ω̃1 + i
√
3
2
ω̃2. This is pre
isely the same result as what one obtains from inserting

(4.20) into (4.18).

The eigenvalues of GaG are λ
eω1

= λ
eω2

= 24, λũ1
= λũ2

= 0. In the last se
tion we will

see that this 
orresponds to an N = 1 (4d) va
uum. Moreover, in this 
ase all the Kähler

moduli of both K3's are left un�xed by �uxes, as all the eigenvalues ba are equal to zero.

4.4 Moving Branes by Fluxes

Now we want to see how to 
hange the �ux (4.11), with G1 and G2 given by (4.12), to �x a

di�erent D7-brane 
on�guration in whi
h some D7 branes have been moved away from the

orientifold planes. In parti
ular, we will �nd �uxes that �x 
on�gurations where we move

one or two branes o� one of the sta
ks, breaking one SO(8) to SO(6) or SO(4)× SU(2).
In the following we will 
onsider only the C-blo
k. The 
y
les belonging to blo
ks A,B,D
will remain shrunk.
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SO(8)3 × SO(6)

Moving one D7 brane from one sta
k in type IIB 
orresponds to blowing up one of the

4 
y
les of this blo
k. For the �rst example, 
onsider the 
omplex stru
ture determined

by (4.7) with z1 = d and al other zI = 0. One 
an 
he
k that all 
y
les given in Table 4.6

ex
ept C1 remain orthogonal to ω̃. Looking at Figure 2, it is 
lear that this means we

have moved one D-brane away from the O-plane, as 
laimed. Thus SO(8) is broken to

SO(6). At the same time the 
y
les that remain shrunk in blo
k C have an interse
tion

matrix that is equivalent to minus the Cartan matrix of SO(6). This means that we have

e�e
tively 
rossed out the �rst line and the �rst 
olumn of the Cartan matrix of SO(8) by
removing C1 from the set of shrunk 
y
les:




−2 1 0 0
1 −2 1 1
0 1 −2 0
0 1 0 −2


 −→



−2 1 1
1 −2 0
1 0 −2


 . (4.23)

We want an integral basis in whi
h shrunk and blown-up 
y
les do not interse
t ea
h other.

To a
hieve this we keep the shrunk 
y
les C2, C3, C4 and instead of C1 we take the integral


y
le 2Ê1 = 2 (e2 + E1) (see (4.8)) to des
ribe the brane motion in blo
k C. We �nd the

interse
tion matrix




−4 0 0 0
0 −2 1 1
0 1 −2 0
0 1 0 −2


 . (4.24)

We 
hoose an analogous basis for the lower K3.

The basis α, e1, β, e2, 2Ê1, C2, C3, C4, A, B,D, is the one that gives the �ux matrix the

blo
k-diagonal form (4.9), with the shrinking 
y
les given by C2, C3, C4, A, B,D and the

orthogonal ones by α, e1, β, e2, 2Ê1. Su
h a blo
k-diagonal �ux matrix generally gives ω̃ a


omponent along Ê1. An example is given by:

GIΛ =




1 1
1 1

1 1 0
1 3 1
0 1 0

015




. (4.25)

where the 3× 3 blo
k is with respe
t to the 
y
les β, e2, 2Ê1 for both K3's. From the type

IIB perspe
tive, we are also turning on �uxes on the D7 branes.
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GaG satis�es the tadpole 
an
ellation 
ondition. The eigenvalues 
orresponding to the

�rst blo
k are the same as in Eq. (4.14), the ones in the se
ond blo
k are

λ
eω2

= 24.6 , λũ2
= 5.5 , λũ4

= 1.9 . (4.26)

They are all positive and di�erent from ea
h other. The positive norm eigenve
tors give

ω̃1 and ω̃2:

ω̃1 =
α

2
+

e1
2

, ω̃2 = 0.9
β

2
+ 1.3

e2
2
+ 0.3 Ê1 . (4.27)

The 
orresponding ω̃ is orthogonal the S2

y
les with interse
tion matrix SO(6)×SO(8)3,

but it is not orthogonal to the 
y
le 2Ê1 whi
h is now blown up, at a volume ρ
(
2Ê1

)
=

0.6
√
ν̃. This 
orresponds to the motion of one D7 brane away from the orientifold plane

of blo
k C. Note that again the 
oupling is moderately weak, g = 1/1.61 = 0.6.
We also note that, with respe
t to our SO(8)4-example, we have �xed one more defor-

mation of ω3 and one of ω̃3. The stabilisation of the extra ω̃3 deformation is the signal of a

mass for the gauge �eld on the D7 brane that has been moved. This mass is explained in

type IIB by the fa
t that D7 �uxes gauge some shift symmetries by ve
tors on the branes.

Sin
e the U(1) on the brane is broken, the resulting gauge group is SO(8)3×SO(6) [26�29℄.

SO(8)3 × SO(6) × U(1)

In the example studied above, we have given a �ux that �xes the desired brane 
on�gura-

tion. Moreover it �xes one further deformation of ω3 and one of ω̃3, with respe
t to the

SO(8)4 example presented before. This is related to the fa
t that the rank of the 3 × 3
blo
k has been in
reased to 3; so we get two negative norm eigenve
tors with non-zero

eigenvalues. But we 
an 
hoose a di�erent �ux, su
h that the number of negative norm

eigenve
tors relative to non-zero eigenvalues does not 
hange with respe
t to the SO(8)4


ase:

GIΛ =




1 1
1 1

1 1 0
1 3 1
0 0 0

015




, (4.28)

where the 3× 3 blo
k is still with respe
t to the 
y
les β, e2, 2Ê1.

Again, GaG satis�es the tadpole 
an
ellation 
ondition. The eigenvalues relative to the

�rst blo
k are the same as in Eq. (4.14). The eigenvalues of the se
ond blo
k are

λ
eω2

= 27.3 , λũ2
= 4.7 , λũ4

= 0 . (4.29)
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They are all non-negative and di�erent from ea
h other. The positive norm eigenve
tors

give ω̃1 and ω̃2:

ω̃1 =
α

2
+

e1
2

, ω̃2 = 0.8
β

2
+ 1.4

e2
2
+ 0.3 Ê1 . (4.30)

As before, the 
orresponding ω̃ is orthogonal the S2

y
les with interse
tion matrix SO(6)×

SO(8)3, but it is not orthogonal to the 
y
le 2Ê1 whi
h is now blown up, at a volume

ρ
(
2Ê1

)
= 0.6

√
ν̃. Again, one D7 brane is moved from the orientifold plane of blo
k C.

In this 
ase, we do not break any further U(1). In fa
t, the �ux we turned on 
ontributes
to the gauging of an isometry that has been gauged also in the SO(8)4 
ase. This 
an be

easily understood in the M-theory 
ontext, where the relevant gauge �eld is one of the C̃Λ
1µ.

SO(8)3 × SO(4) × SU(2)

As a further example, let us 
hoose z1 = z2 = d and all other zI = 0. We now �nd that

ω̃ · C2 = d. For all other 
y
les in Table (4.6) the interse
tion with ω̃ still vanishes, so

we have blown up a di�erent 
y
le than in the previous examples. From the assignment

between 
y
les and forms it is 
lear that we have moved two branes away from the O-plane.

As C1 remains shrunk, these branes are on top of ea
h other. From the type IIB perspe
tive,

we thus expe
t the gauge symmetry SO(4) × SU(2). Examining the interse
tion matrix

of the shrunk 
y
les C1, C3 and C4 we indeed �nd a diagonal matrix with entries −2.
This happens be
ause we have blown up the 
y
le C2 and thus deleted the se
ond row and

se
ond 
olumn from the Cartan matrix of SO(8):




−2 1 0 0
1 −2 1 1
0 1 −2 0
0 1 0 −2


 −→



−2 0 0
0 −2 0
0 0 −2


 . (4.31)

The result is minus the Cartan matrix of SO(4)×SU(2), as expe
ted. As before, we need a

basis of integral 
y
les in whi
h shrunk and blown-up 
y
les do not interse
t. To 
onstru
t

it, we repla
e the 
y
le C2 with the 
y
le Ê1 + Ê2 = e2 + E1 + E2. It has self-interse
tion

−2, so that the interse
tion matrix in the new basis of 
y
les whi
h we use for D-brane

motion in the C blo
k is




−2 0 0 0
0 −2 0 0
0 0 −2 0
0 0 0 −2


 . (4.32)
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In this basis, a �ux that stabilises the desired gauge group is given by:

GIΛ =




1 1
1 1

1 1 1
1 3 1
1 1 2

0




, (4.33)

where now the 3 × 3 blo
k is with respe
t to the 
y
les β, e2, Ê1 + Ê2. The eigenvalues


orresponding to this blo
k are:

λ
eω2

= 19.6 , λũ2
= 11.2 , λũ4

= 1.2 . (4.34)

They are all positive and di�erent from ea
h other. ω̃1 and ω̃2 are given by:

ω̃1 =
α

2
+

e1
2
, ω̃2 = 1.5

β

2
+ 0.8

e2
2
− 0.3

(
Ê1 + Ê2

)
. (4.35)

The 
orresponding ω̃ is orthogonal the S2

y
les with interse
tion matrix SO(4)×SU(2)×

SO(8)3, but it is not orthogonal to the 
y
le Ê1 + Ê2 whi
h is now blown up.

Also in this example, we have �xed one further deformation of ω3 and one of ω̃3. This

in parti
ular breaks the gauge group on the two D7 branes from U(2) to SU(2).

4.5 Fixing almost all Moduli

In the previous examples we have 
onsidered �uxes that stabilise the D7-brane positions

and part of the metri
 moduli of K3, while leaving some geometri
 moduli un�xed. This

was due to the large amount of zero eigenvalues of GaG. In what follows, we will present

an example of an integral �ux that satis�es the tadpole 
an
ellation 
ondition and �xes

almost all geometri
 moduli. The remaining unstabilised moduli are the size of the �ber

in K̃3, as pres
ribed by the F-theory limit, three deformations of Σ, and the two volumes

of K3 and K̃3.
To write down the �ux we will 
hoose two di�erent bases of integral 
y
les in H2(K3)

and in H2(K̃3). The se
ond one is the same as in the example SO(8)4, while for H2(K3)
we 
hoose an integral basis with interse
tion matrix




0 1
1 0

0 1
1 0

0 1
1 0

D4
4




. (4.36)
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In these bases, we 
hoose the �ux matrix to be

GIΛ =




1 −1
−1 1

1 −1
−1 1

G4
(4)




. (4.37)

where

G(4) =




−1 −1 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0


 . (4.38)

This �ux satis�es trGaG = 8 + 8 + 4 × 8 = 48. Moreover, the G(4) blo
ks have

eigenvalues equal to 2, while the 2 × 2 blo
ks have eigenvalues equal to 0 for the positive

norm eigenve
tors and 8 for the negative norm eigenve
tors. In the next se
tion, we will see

that the resulting minimum is supersymmetri
 (N = 2 in 4d). The eigenvalues relative to

positive norm eigenve
tors are su
h that all moduli are �xed apart from the deformations

of the ωi's and the ω̃j's in the �rst U-blo
k

19

.

5 SUSY Va
ua

Finally, we want to study the question of supersymmetri
 va
ua. This question has been

analysed for M-theory on a generi
 eight-dimensional manifold in [19, 22℄. In the presen
e

of �uxes a supersymmetri
 solution is a warped produ
t of R1,2
and some internal manifold

whi
h is 
onformally Calabi�Yau [22℄. The �ux G4 must be primitive (J ∧ G4 = 0) and
of Hodge type (2, 2) with respe
t to the Kähler form and the 
omplex stru
ture of the un-

derlying Calabi�Yau

20

. Given a metri
 with SU(4) holonomy, there is only one asso
iated

Kähler form J and one holomorphi
 four-form Ω. Moreover there are only two invariant

Majorana�Weyl spinors, whi
h implies N = 2 supersymmetry in the three-dimensional

theory.

In our 
ase, K3 ×K3 has holonomy SU(2) × SU(2). As we have seen previously, for

ea
h K3 fa
tor, the metri
 is invariant under the SO(3) that rotates the ωi's. This means

that, given the metri
 of K3×K3, there is an S2 × S2
of possible 
omplex stru
tures and

asso
iated Kähler forms. Moreover, the holonomy SU(2)×SU(2) implies that the number

of globally de�ned Majorana�Weyl spinors is four, 
orresponding to N = 4 supersymmetry

in three dimensions. The R-symmetry is the SO(4) ≃ SO(3)×SO(3) that rotates the four
real spinors and the 
orresponding S2 × S2

of 
omplex stru
tures. When this symmetry is

19

This is a singular example, as now the lower K3 is singular.

20

In the following, all the quantities of the internal manifold are relative to the unwarped Calabi�Yau

metri
.
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broken to the SO(2) whi
h rotates the real and imaginary part of Ω, then we have N = 2
supersymmetry. On the other hand, if it is 
ompletely broken we have N = 0.

A minimum is supersymmetri
 if we 
an asso
iate with the metri
 a Kähler form J and

a 
omplex stru
ture Ω, su
h that G4 is primitive and of Hodge-type (2,2). This means that

there must be a 
hoi
e of ωi and ω̃j, let us say J =
√
2ν ω3 +

√
2ν̃ ω̃3 and Ω = ω ∧ ω̃ (with

ω = ω1 + iω2 and ω̃ = ω̃1 + iω̃2), su
h that G4 ∧ J = 0 and G4 ∧ Ω = G4 ∧ Ω̄ = 0. In our

formalism, this is equivalent to:

• Primitivity, G4 ∧ J = 0 :

G ω̃3 = 0 , Gaω3 = 0 . (5.1)

In terms of the eigenvalues of GaG this means a3 = 0. We see that the primitivity


ondition translates to the existen
e of a non-trivial kernel of GaG|
eΣ and GGa|Σ.

The ve
tors in the kernels make the Kähler form.

• G4 = G
(2,2)
4 :

0 = (ω ·Gω̃) = a1 − a2 . (5.2)

This means a1 = a2 ≡ a.

To summarise, the ne
essary and su�
ient 
ondition for the �ux to preserve susy in

the minimum is that G (when restri
ted to the blo
k Σ̃,Σ) takes the form

G
∣∣

eΣ
=



a

a
0


 . (5.3)

For a = 0, the SO(4) R-symmetry is unbroken and the minimum preserves all the N = 4
supersymmetries. For a 6= 0, only an SO(2) subgroup of the R-symmetry is preserved and

we have N = 2 supersymmetries in three dimensions.

We note that in the 
ase of �uxes whi
h are 
ompatible with the F-theory limit, the


ondition a3 = 0 is always satis�ed and so one has simply to 
he
k that the other two

eigenvalues are equal to ea
h other or possibly zero.

6 Con
lusions

In this paper, we have analysed in detail the stabilisation of D7-brane 
on�gurations by

�uxes. To do that we have used the F-theory language, i.e. we have studied the stabilisation

problem in M-theory and then mapped the results to type IIB.

We studied the stabilization of D7/O7 
on�gurations on K3 × T 2/Z2. The O7 planes

and the D7 branes are wrapped on K3 and lo
alised on T 2/Z2; in parti
ular, the O-planes

sit at the four singularities of T 2/Z2. The D7 moduli are the positions of the D7 branes on
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T 2/Z2. The M-theory dual of this ba
kground is given by the 
ompa
ti�
ation on K3×K3
(in the F-theory limit), where the se
ond K3 is ellipti
ally �bred.

Our aim was to analyse the moduli stabilisation, in this ba
kground, by integral three-

form 
losed string �uxes and by D7 worldvolume two-form �uxes, using F-theory language.

The type IIB geometri
 and D7 moduli are all mapped to M-theory geometri
 moduli.

Three-form and two-form �uxes are both mapped to four-form �uxes.

We have 
onsidered M-theory on K3 × K3 and derived the four-form �ux generated

potential for the geometri
 moduli in the Se
tion 2. We have expressed it in terms of the

three orthogonal ve
tors of H2(K3) that determine the metri
 of K3. Furthermore, we

expli
tly found the �ux-indu
ed mass terms for the ve
tor �elds 
oming from the three-

form �eld. In the Se
tion 3 we have worked out in detail the moduli stabilisation, �nding

the geometri
 
onditions for a �ux to minimise the potential: It must map the three-plane

of one K3 to the three-plane of the other K3 and ba
k. Using the duality, we 
an map the

stabilised point found in M-theory moduli spa
e to a point in type IIB moduli spa
e. In

this way we 
an see whi
h D7 
on�guration is stabilised by a parti
ular �ux.

The M-theory �uxes dual to Poin
aré-symmetry-preserving type IIB �uxes do not sta-

bilise the size of the �bre. So we always have a �at dire
tion in the M-theory moduli spa
e.

Of this line, only one point 
orresponds to a four dimensional va
uum, the one asso
iated

with zero �bre size. We have veri�ed that it is at in�nite distan
e from any other point in

the moduli spa
e. The F-theory limit 
onsists in going to this spe
i�
 point along the �at

dire
tion. We have des
ribed this limit in detail in Se
tion 3.2. In parti
ular, we have seen

whi
h moduli disappear from the M-theory moduli spa
e when we take the F-theory limit.

In Se
tion 4 we have studied some examples. First, we have reviewed the map between

the D7 moduli and the dual M-theory geometri
 dual moduli worked out in [21℄. This

map enabled us to outline an expli
it pro
edure to �nd a �ux that stabilises a desired

gauge group via its pattern of shrinking 
y
les. Using this pro
edure, we have shown a

�ux that stabilises 4 D7 branes on top of ea
h O-plane. Then we have found whi
h �uxes

we have to turn on to modify this 
on�guration and move one or two branes away from

one O-plane. This 
hanges the gauge group in type IIB. Correspondingly, the �ux �xes a

di�erent singularity in the upper K3, i.e. some 
y
les are blown up.

In the examples we have also 
he
ked whether there are some stabilised Kähler moduli

of the lower K3. When this is the 
ase, some Kähler moduli of the upper K3 are stabilised
too. These are mapped to the fourth 
omponents of four-dimensional ve
tor �elds [25℄.

The 
orresponding three-dimensional s
alars a
quire a mass sin
e they are stabilised. The


orresponding three-dimensional ve
tors also be
ome massive (see Se
tion 2.3). So we


on
luded that the resulting four-dimensional ve
tors a
quire a mass. This result mat
hes

with what was found in [26,27℄, studying dire
tly type IIB onK3×T 2/Z2 (see also [28,29℄).

At the end of Se
tion 4, we have reported one further example. We have presented a

�ux that stabilises almost all the moduli, showing that a general F-theory �ux would �x

almost all the moduli (ex
ept one Kähler modulus in the lower K3, that 
orresponds to
the �bre size in the upper K3).
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In the last se
tion we have 
onsidered the sypersymmetry 
onditions on the set of the

four-dimensional Minkowski va
ua we have studied. In general supersymmetry is 
om-

pletely broken, but under some 
onditions, the N = 1 or even N = 2 supersymmetry

in four dimensions 
an be preserved. We have found these 
onditions using an eleven-

dimensional approa
h.

In this work we have studied a parti
ular example, K3×K3, in whi
h we have 
omplete


ontrol over D7-brane stabilisation by �uxes. This is due to the simpli
ity of the eight

dimensional manifold. Our �nal goal is to reprodu
e the results found in this paper using

more 
ompli
ated CY fourfolds, in whi
h the D7 
on�gurations in
lude also interse
ting

branes. A �rst step would be to 
onsider some Voisin�Bor
ea manifold, modding out

K3×K3 by a freely a
ting involution. This breaks the SO(3) symmetry of K3 and gives a

unique 
omplex stru
ture to the fourfold. Starting from su
h examples, we hope to further

develop our intuition for geometri
 moduli stabilisation in F-theory and eventually move

forward to generi
 four-folds.
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A Latti
e of Integral Cy
les of K3

The s
alar produ
t de�ned in (2.2), or equivalently, the 
ounting of oriented interse
tion

numbers of 2-
y
les gives us a natural symmetri
 bilinear form on H2(K3,Z). It 
an be

shown [37℄ that with this s
alar produ
t, H2(K3,Z) is an even self-dual latti
e of signature

(3, 19). By the 
lassi�
ation of even self-dual latti
es we know that we may 
hoose a basis

for H2(K3,Z) su
h that the inner produ
t is 
hara
terised by the matrix

U ⊕ U ⊕ U ⊕ (−E8)⊕ (−E8) , (A.1)

where

U =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (A.2)

and E8 denotes the Cartan matrix of E8.

Any ve
tor in the latti
e of integral 
y
les of an ellipti
ally �bredK3 
an now be written

as

D = piei + pjej + qIEI , (A.3)

where i, j run from one to three and I, J from 1 to 16. The pi as well as the pi are all

integers. The E⊕2
8 latti
e is spanned by qI ful�lling

∑
I=1..8 qI = 2Z,

∑
I=9..16 qI = 2Z.

In ea
h of the two E8 blo
ks, the 
oe�
ients furthermore have to be all integer or all

half-integer. The only nonvanishing inner produ
ts among the ve
tors in this expansion

are

EI ·EJ = −δIJ , ei · ej = δij . (A.4)

B The Potential in Terms of W and W̌

For 
ompleteness, we also give the �ux indu
ed s
alar potential in terms of two superpo-

tentials. For a CY4, it reads [24℄

V =
eK

V3
Gαβ̄DαWDβ̄W +

1

V4

(
1

2
Ǧmn∂mW̌∂nW̌ − W̌ 2

)
. (B.1)

Here K = − ln
∫
CY4

Ω ∧ Ω and W and W̌ are given by

W =

∫

CY4

Ω ∧G4 , W̌ =
1

4

∫

CY4

J ∧ J ∧G4 . (B.2)
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The 
omplex stru
ture moduli are labelled by α = 1, . . . , h3,1
, while m = 1, . . . , h1,1


ounts

the Kähler moduli.

For K3×K3, we get a similar but not identi
al form. Note �st that the above potential

depends on h1,1 + 2h3,1
real moduli. This is the dimension of the metri
 moduli spa
e of a

CY4. But it is not the 
ase for K3× K̃3, whose moduli spa
e has dimension

2× 58 = 2
(
3(h1,1(K3)− 1) + 1

)
. (B.3)

The moduli are the volume and the deformations of the ωi's that are orthogonal to all the

ωi's and whose number is then h2(K3)− 3 = h1,1 − 1. On the other hand ,

h1,1
(
K3 × K̃3

)
+ 2h3,1

(
K3 × K̃3

)

= 2
(
h1,1(K3) + 2h2,0(K3)h1,1(K3)

)
= 2× 60 .

(B.4)

This is again a re�e
tion of the fa
t that for K3, only the three-plane itself is geometri-


ally meaningful: The two �missing� moduli 
orrespond to the rotation of j into real and

imaginary parts of ω.
By an expli
it 
omputation one 
an get the new form of the potential:

V = VG3,1
+ VG2,2

=
eK

V3
Gαβ̄
(0)DαWDβ̄W +

1

V4

(
1

2
Ǧmn∂mW̌∂nW̌

2 − W̌ 2

)
.

(B.5)

The se
ond term, VG2,2
is the same as for the CY4 (note thatm = 1, ..., h1,1(K3)+h1,1(K̃3)).

The only di�eren
e is in VG3,1
: In the CY4 
ase it is given by the integral of G3,1 ∧ G1,3,

where the subs
ript denotes the Hodge de
omposition. In that 
ase it is also equal to the

primitive part G
(0)
3,1 ∧ G

(0)
1,3, sin
e G3,1 is automati
ally primitive. On K3 × K̃3, it is not

primitive and one must remove from G3,1 the pie
e proportional to J . This is what the

metri
 G(0) does. It is given by

G(0) =


 −

R

K3
χα∧χ̄β̄

R

K3
ω∧ω̄

−
R

gK3
χ̃ρ∧ ¯̃χσ̄

R

gK3
eω∧ēω


 , (B.6)

where {χα} is a basis for (1,1)-forms orthogonal to ω3.

The supersymmetry 
ondition for the va
ua 
an be written in terms of these two su-

perpotentials. In this 
ase they assume the standard form (see for example [18, 23, 24℄)

DαW = 0 , W = 0 , ∂mW̌ = 0 . (B.7)

The �rst two 
onditions say that the G4 is a (2,2)-form, while the last one implies G4 is

primitive.
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C Linear Algebra on Spa
es with Inde�nite Metri


Sin
e some of the usual theorems about eigenvalues and eigenve
tors of self-adjoint oper-

ators do not 
arry over to the 
ase of an inde�nite s
alar produ
t, we 
olle
t some useful

fa
ts in this appendix (see also [41℄). We 
onsider a real ve
tor spa
e Ṽ equipped with

a non-degenerate s
alar produ
t (ṽ · w̃) of signature (n,m), where n < m and n refers to

positive norm. In the 
ase we are interested in, Ṽ = H2
(
K̃3
)
and the signature is (3, 19).

Let A be an endomorphism of Ṽ whi
h is selfadjoint with respe
t to this s
alar produ
t.

We denote the set of eigenvalues of A by {λi}. Sin
e the eigenvalues are the roots of the
real 
hara
teristi
 polynomial, they are either real or 
ome in 
omplex 
onjugate pairs.

We 
onsider the 
omplexi�
ation ṼC of Ṽ , su
h that the s
alar produ
t involves 
omplex


onjugation of the �rst entry.

In ṼC, A has n +m eigenvalues. Note that a self-adjoint operator A is not ne
essarily

diagonalisable in a spa
e with inde�nite metri
. However, this problem only o

urs if

there exists a zero-norm eigenve
tor relative to a degenerate eigenvalue [42℄. We will not


onsider this non-generi
 
ase. Then A is diagonalizable in ṼC with eigenve
tors given by

{ei}. From the selfadjointness, we have

(
λ̄i − λj

)
(ei · ej) = 0 . (C.1)

Sin
e the metri
 is inde�nite, (ei · ei) = 0 does not imply ei = 0, so that not all eigenvalues
need to be real.

If there exist one non-real eigenvalue λ with eigenve
tor e, then λ̄ is also an eigen-

value.The 
orresponding eigenve
tor is ē. Equation (C.1) tells us that e and ē are null. In
the 
ase we are 
onsidering, λ is non-degenerate. Then, the non-degenera
y of the inner

produ
t implies (ē, e) 6= 0. With these ve
tor we 
an 
onstru
t two real ve
tors

ṽ+ = e+ ē , ṽ− = −i (e− ē) (C.2)

that have opposite norm. Then, ṽ± generate a subspa
e of the original real spa
e Ṽ ,
su
h that the s
alar produ
t on this subspa
e is of signature (1, 1). One 
an de�ne the

orthogonal 
omplement of this subspa
e in Ṽ and look for the next 
omplex eigenvalue

and the 
orresponding 2 × 2 blo
k. There 
an be at most n of these 2 × 2 blo
ks. Then

there are at least m− n real eigenvalues.

We 
on
lude that the 
anoni
al form of a generi
 matrix A selfadjoint with respe
t to a

inde�nite inner produ
t with signature (n,m) is blo
k diagonal, with n 2×2 blo
k relative
to subspa
es of signature (1, 1) and a positive de�nite (m − n)-diagonal blo
k21. Ve
tors

belonging to di�erent blo
ks are orthogonal to ea
h other.

Let us 
on
entrate on a 2 × 2 blo
k. We 
hoose a basis su
h that the metri
 has the

matrix form

M̃ =

(
0 1
1 0

)
. (C.3)

21

A matrix selfadjoint with respe
t to a de�nite metri
 is positive de�nite
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The selfadjointness 
ondition on A is AM̃ = M̃ AT
, implying that

A =

(
a b
c a

)
. (C.4)

With a transformation that leaves M̃ invariant, A 
an be brought to the 
anoni
al form

22

A′ =

(
a b
b a

)
or A′ =

(
a −b
b a

)
. (C.5)

If we now 
hange basis with the matrix P = 1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, then M and A go to:

M̃ =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, A′ =

(
λ1 0
0 λ2

)
or A′ =

(
a b
−b a

)
. (C.6)

Let us now spe
ialise to the 
ase of A = GaG, i.e. V is another ve
tor spa
e, equipped

with a s
alar produ
t of the same signature, and G is a map from Ṽ to V . Ga
denotes

its adjoint with respe
t to these s
alar produ
ts, i.e. (v,Gṽ) = (Gav, ṽ) (where ṽ ∈ Ṽ and

v ∈ V ). Clearly, the 
omposition GaG is a selfadjoint map from Ṽ to itself.

We want to determine the 
anoni
al form for G. It will be of the same stru
ture of

A, with n 2 × 2 blo
ks of signature (1, 1) and a diagonal part relative to a metri
 in the

form −1m−n. The diagonal part will be simply given by the square root of the diagonal

blo
k of A. Regarding the 2× 2 blo
ks, we �nd that both 
anoni
al forms 
an be written

as A′ = gag with a �square root� matrix g. Sin
e A is of the form GaG, the eigenvalues

λ1, λ2 in (C.6) must be either both positive or both negative. We 
onsider these two 
ases

separately. The 
anoni
al forms for g are

g =

(√
λ1 0
0

√
λ2

)
, g =

(
0

√
|λ2|√

|λ1| 0

)
, g =

(
γ δ
−δ γ

)
, (C.7)

where in the last matrix we have de�ned γ and δ su
h that α = γ2 − δ2 and β = 2γδ.
Then, the matrix of G 
an be brought with a 
hange of basis into the form:

Gd =




g1
.

.

.

gn √
λ1

.

.

. √
λn−m




. (C.8)

22

If b, c are either both zero or both non-zero. Otherwise, the matrix is of the form we said before: It

has a degenerate real eigenvalue relative to a zero norm eigenve
tor.
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If we 
all the matrix of the 
hange of basis P̃ , then we 
an summarise our results as:

P̃−1GaGP̃ = Ga
dGd , P̃ TM̃P̃ = M (C.9)

where M is the diagonal matrix given by n 2 × 2 blo
ks (+1,−1) and an m − n blo
k

(−1, ...,−1).

We now show that there exists a 
hange of basis in the spa
e V su
h that the matrix

of G 
an be brought to the form Gd, i.e. there exists a matrix P su
h that

P−1GP̃ = Gd . (C.10)

This matrix is given by P ≡ Ga−1P̃Ga
d. Let us 
he
k that:

P−1GP̃ = Ga
d
−1P̃−1GaGP̃ = Ga

d
−1Ga

dGd = Gd (C.11)

Moreover, we obtain the relations:

P̃−1GaP = Ga
d P−1GGaP = GdG

a
d P TMP = M . (C.12)

Only in the 
ase of all eigenvalues being positive do we get a fully diagonal form for G,
otherwise we have non-diagonal 2× 2 blo
ks.

Returning to the potential (and to the K3 
ase where n = 3 and m = 19), we see that
if GaG is diagonalizable with non-negative eigenvalues, then G and Ga


an be brought

to the same diagonal form Gd with respe
t to bases made up of three positive norm and

nineteen negative norm ve
tors. This means that the minimum 
ondition (3.1) is satis�ed.

The 
onverse is also true: If the 
ondition (3.1) is satis�ed, then G and Ga

an be brought

to a diagonal form by 
hanges of bases and so GaG be
omes diagonal with non-negative

entries.

D F-Theory Point in the Kähler Moduli Spa
e

Let us �x two dire
tions of the three-plane Σ̃ to form the holomorphi
 two-form, let us

say ω̃ = ω̃1 + iω̃2, so j̃ =
√
2ν ω̃3. We are left with 20 moduli: the 19 δω̃m

2 deformations

of ω̃3 and the volume ν̃. These remaining 20 moduli 
an be parametrised with the 20

deformations of j̃ in H1,1(K̃3):

j̃ = bB̃ + fF̃ + caũa , with ũa a basis ⊥
〈
F̃ , B̃, ω̃1, ω̃2

〉
. (D.1)

So we are essentially left with the Kähler moduli spa
e.

The metri
 on this moduli spa
e is (i, j run over {b, f, ca})

gij = −∂i∂j log

(∫
j̃ ∧ j̃

)
= −∂i∂j log (2 b(f − b)− caca) . (D.2)
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We want to use this metri
 to 
ompute the distan
e between one general point of the

moduli spa
e and a point 
orresponding to the F-theory limit. As dis
ussed in Se
tion 3.2,

b and f give the volumes of �bre and base, and the F-theory limit involves b → 0 while

respe
ting the bound (3.9). We will 
onsider a 
urve parameterised by ǫ,

b = b0ǫ
2 , f = 
onst. , ca = ca0ǫ , (D.3)

where ca0c
a
0 = 2αb (f − b) and α ∈ [0, 1) parameterises the degree to whi
h the bound is

saturated. Note that the parameterisation (D.1) is simple, but not ex
eedingly 
onvenient.

In parti
ular, one might worry that the volume of K̃3 vanishes in the limit of α → 1, even
though base and �bre volume stay �nite. However, before that limit is rea
hed, one 
an

reparameterise the basis 
y
les su
h that the new ca are again zero, while f is now smaller

than before. The limit α → 1 is then the same as ǫ → 0.
The metri
 distan
e of the F-theory point from any other point (ǫ0) is given by

∫ 0

ǫ0
ds,

where

ds =

√
gijẊ iẊj dǫ . (D.4)

X i
are b, f, ca and Ẋ i

are the derivatives of X i
with respe
t to ǫ. By expli
it 
al
ulation,

one 
an show that all terms in the sum under the square root are of order ǫ−2
in the limit

ǫ → 0, times some �nite 
oe�
ient. Hen
e, the metri
 distan
e from any �nite point ǫ0 to
ǫ = 0 is

0∫

ǫ0

ds =

0∫

ǫ0

dǫ

ǫ
· (term �nite for ǫ → 0) , (D.5)

i.e. it diverges logarithmi
ally.
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