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DOUBLING CONSTRUCTION OF CALABI-YAU THREEFOLDS

MAMORU DOI AND NAOTO YOTSUTANI

Abstract. We give a differential-geometric construction and exampieCalabi-Yau threefolds, at
least one of which isiew Ingredients in our construction aagimissible pairswhich were dealt
with by Kovalev in [15] and further studied by Kovalev and Lie¢16]. An admissible paitX, D)
consists of a three-dimensional compact Kahler manifoldnd a smooth anticanonical3 divisor

D on X. If two admissible pair§ X, D;) and (X2, D5) satisfy thegluing condition we can glue
X1\ D1 andX \ D, together to obtain a Calabi-Yau threefdld. In particular, if(X, D;) and
(X5, Do) are identical to an admissible p&iX , D), then the gluing condition holds automatically,
so that we caralwaysconstruct a Calabi-Yau threefold fromsingle admissible pai(X, D) by
doublingit. Furthermore, we can compute all Betti and Hodge numbfttsearesulting Calabi-Yau
threefolds in the doubling construction.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to give a gluing constructionexamples of Calabi-Yau threefolds.
Before going into details, we recall some historical baokigd behind our gluing construction.

The gluing technique is used in constructing many compaciifoids with a special geometric
structure. In particular, it is effectively used in consting compact manifolds with exceptional
holonomy groups~2 andSpin(7), which are also called compagh- andSpin(7)- manifolds re-
spectively. The first examples of compagt- and Spin(7)- manifolds were obtained by Joyce
using Kummer-type constructions in a series of his papég11,12]. Also, Joyce gave a second
construction of compa&pin(7)-manifolds using compact four-dimensional Kahler orlaifowith
an antiholomorphic involution. These constructions aedaon the resolution of certain singulari-
ties by replacing neighborhoods of singularities with Atype manifolds. Later, Clancy studied in
[5] such compact Kahler orbifolds systematically and ¢artded more new examples of compact
Spin(7)-manifolds using Joyce’s second construction.

On the other hand, Kovalev gave another construction of ectt@,-manifolds in [15]. Begin-
ning with a Fano threefol®l” with a smooth anticanonicdt 3 divisor D, he showed that if we blow
up W along a curve representing - D to obtainX, thenX has an anticanonical divisor isomor-
phic to D (denoted byD again) with the holomorphic normal bundMD/y trivial. ThenX \ D

admits an asymptotically cylindrical Ricci-flat Kahler trie. (We call such(X, D) anadmissible
pair of Fano type) Also, Kovalev proved that if two admissible pair¥ {, D1) and (X2, D2) sat-
isfy a certain condition called thmatching conditionwe can glue togetherX ; \ D;) x S! and
(X2 \ Dg) x S* along their cylindrical ends in&vistedmanner to obtain a compagt,-manifold.
In this construction, Kovalev found many new examples-gfmanifolds using the classification
of Fano threefolds by Mori and Mukadi [20, 21]. Later, Kovaland Lee [[16] found admissible
pairs of another type (which are said todmmissible pairs of non-symplectic ty@ad constructed
new examples of compaci,-manifolds. They used the classification /68 surfaces with a non-
symplectic involution by Nikulin[[2B3].
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In our construction, we begin with two admissible pdis;, D) and (X2, D) as above. Then
each(X; \ D;) x S* has a natural asymptotically cylindrical torsion-fr@e-structurey; .1 using
the existence result of an asymptotically cylindrical Ritat Kahler form onX;\ D;. Now suppose
X1\ D; and X5 \ D, have the samasymptotic modewhich is ensured by theluing condition
defined later. Then as in Kovalev's construction, we can gigether(X; \ D1) x S' and(X3 \
D) x St, but in anontwisted manner to obtaif/r x S*. In short, we glue togetheX; \ D; and
X\ D, along their cylindrical end®; x S x (T'—1,T+1) andDy x S* x (T'—1,T+1), and then
take the product witt$!. Moreover, we can glue together torsion-fi@g-structures to construct a
d-closedGsy-structurepr on Mr x S1. Using the analysis on torsion-fré,-structures, we shall
prove thatpp can be deformed into a torsion-fré&-structure for sufficiently larg&’, so that the
resulting compact manifold/r x S' admits a Riemannian metric with holonomy contained:in
But if M = My is simply-connected, thel/ must have holonom§U(3) according to the Berger-
Simons classification of holonomy groups of Ricci-flat Riemian manifolds. Hence thid/ is a
Calabi-Yau threefold.

For two given admissible paifs{, D1) and(X 5, D), it is difficult to check in general whether
the gluing condition holds or not. However(iK ;, D;) and(X 2, D5) are identical to an admissible
pair (X, D), then the gluing condition holds automatically. Therefar@ canalwaysconstruct a
Calabi-Yau threefold from aingleadmissible pai X, D) by doublingit.

Our doubling construction has another advantage in comgpuetti and Hodge numbers of the
resulting Calabi-Yau threefold&/. To compute Betti numbers @/, it is necessary to find out the
intersection of the images of the homomorphisiy X;, R) — H?(D;,R) fori = 1,2 induced
by the inclusionD; x S* — X, where we denot&’; = X;\ D;. In the doubling construction, the
above two homomorphisms are identical, and the intersectidheir images is the same as each
one.

With this construction, we shall give23 topologically distinct Calabi-Yau threefold§9 exam-
ples from admissible pairs of Fano type afdfrom those of non-symplectic type). Moreovéd,
of the Calabi-Yau threefolds from admissible pairs of ngmpglectic type form mirror pairs2¢
mirror pairs ands self mirrors). In a word, we construct Calabi-Yau threesolthd their mirrors
from K3 surfaces. This construction was previously investigate@drcea and Voisin[[3] using
algebro-geometric methods. Thus, our doubling constsndtiom non-symplectic type can be in-
terpreted as a differential-geometric analogue of the &midoisin construction. Furthermore, the
remaining10 examples from non-symplectic type contain at least one n@mple. See ‘Discus-
sion’ in SectiorL 6.2 for more details. Meanwhil& examples from admissible pairs of Fano type
are essentially the same Calabi-Yau threefolds constiungeKawamata and Namikawa [14] and
later developed by Leé [18] using normal crossing varieti#ence our construction from Fano type
provides a differential-geometric interpretation of Leednstruction[[18].

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is a brief i@\wéG,-structures. In Section 3 we
establish our gluing construction of Calabi-Yau threefoltbm admissible pairs. The rest of the
paper is devoted to constructing examples and computini 8wt Hodge numbers of Calabi-Yau
threefolds obtained in our doubling construction. The esadho is not familiar with analysis can
check Definitior. 3.6 of admissible pairs, go to Section 3.4mehhe gluing theorems are stated, and
then proceed to Section 4, skipping Section 2 and the resectid® 3. In Section 4 we will find
a formula for computing Betti numbers of the resulting Caldu threefoldsM in our doubling
construction. In Section 5, we recall two types of admissitrirs and rewrite the formula given
in Section 4 to obtain formulas of Betti and Hodge numberd6in terms of certain invariants
which characterize admissible pairs. Then the last setistsall data of the Calabi-Yau threefolds
obtained in our construction.
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2. GEOMETRY OF(G3-STRUCTURES

Here we shall recall some basic facts ab6Gltstructures on oriented-manifolds. For more
details, see Joyce’s bodk [13] .
We begin with the definition of/-structures on oriented vector spaces of dimengion

Definition 2.1. Let V be an oriented real vector space of dimensionLet {6',...,07} be an
oriented basis oV. Set
Qo — 612 1 9145 | 16T | 9246 _ 9257 _ 34T _ 9356
(2.1) (A
go=) 6026
i=1
where@”-* = 9" A 67 A --. A O, Define theGL, (V)-orbit spaces
P3(V)={a*po|aeGLi(V)},
Met(V)={a"go|a € GLL(V) }.
We call P3(V) the set ofpositive 3-forms (also called the set ofi,-structuresor associatives-

formg on V. On the other handMet (V) is the set of positive-definite inner products dnwhich
is also a homogeneous space isomorphiGla (V') /SO(V'), whereSO(V) is defined by

SO(V) ={aeGL(V)|a"go=go}.
Now the groupGs is defined as the isotropy of the action®%.(V) (in place of GL, (V")) on
Pg(V) atyo:
Go={aecGL(V)|a"po =0 }.
Then one can show thét, is a compact Lie group of dimensidrl which is a Lie subgroup of
SO(V) [7]. Thus we have a natural projection

(2.2) P3(V) =2 GLL(V)/Gy —= GL,(V)/SO(V) = Met(V) ,

so that each positiva-form (or Go-structure)p € P3(V) defines a positive-definite inner product
g, € Met(V) on V. In particular, [2Z.2) mapsgy to go in (21). Note that bothP3(V') and
Met(V') depend only on the orientation bfand are independent of the choice of an oriented basis
{6',...,07}, and so is the map(2.2). Note also that

dimg P3(V) = dimg GL, (V) — dimg Go = 7% — 14 = 35,

which is the same asimg A%V This implies thatP3 (V') is anopensubset ofA3V. The following
lemma is immediate.
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Lemma 2.2. There exists a constapt. > 0 such that for anyp € P3(V), if ¢ € A3V satisfies
¢ — ¢ly, < pe theng e PA(V).

Remark 2.3. Here is an alternative definition 6f,-structures. But the reader can skip the follow-
ing. LetV be an oriented real vector space of dimensionith orientationy. Let Q € AV* be

a volume form which is positive with respect to the oriematisg. Thenyp € A*V* is a positive
3-form on V" if an inner produciq , given by

LuPp Ny N =6 ga o(u,v) foru,veV

is positive-definite, where, denotes interior product by a vectar € V, from which comes the
name ‘positive form’. Whethegp is a positive3-form depends only on the orientatign, of V,
and is independent of the choice of a positive volume f6kmOne can show that ip is a positive
3-form on(V, po), then there exists a unique positive-definite inner progycsuch that

Lup N\ Ly A =6 gy(u,v)volg, foru,v eV,

wherevol,, is a volume form determined hy,, andpy. The mapy — g, gives [2.2) explicitly.
One can also prove that there exists an othogornal §&sis .., 07} with respect tag,, such that
¢ andg,, are written in the same form gs, andgy in (2.1).

Now we defineZ5-structures on orientet-manifolds.

Definition 2.4. Let M be an oriented-manifold. We definé3(M) — M to be the fiber bundle
whose fiber over: is P3(T*M) C AT M. Theny € C=(A3T*M) is apositive 3-form (also
anassociative3-form or aGq-structurd on M if p € C(P3(M)), i.e., ¢ is a smooth section of
P3(M). If ¢ is aGa-structure on)M, theny induces a Riemannian metrig, since eachp|, for
x € M induces a positive-definite inner prodlggg‘ onT,M. A Gy-structurep on M is said to
be torsion-freeif it is parallel with respect to the induced Riemannian neegr,, i.e., Vg, = 0,
whereV,_ is the Levi-Civita connection of,,.

Lemma 2.5. Letp, be the constant given in LemiB&l. For anyy € P3(M), if g € C®°(A3T* M)
satisfies|g — ¢|loo < ps, theng € P3(M), where|-|| o is measured using the metrjg on M.

The following result is one of the most important results hie geometry of the exceptional
holonomy groupGzs, relating the holonomy contained @&, with the d- andd*-closedness of the
Go-structure.

Theorem 2.6 (Salamon[[2/7], Lemma 11.5) et M be an oriented7-manifold. Lety be aGs-
structure onM and g, the induced Riemannian metric dd. Then the following conditions are
equivalent.

(1) o is atorsion-freeGGo-structure, i.e.,VMp =0.

(2) dp = d x4, ¢ = 0, wherex, is the Hodge star operator induced by.

3) dp = dg o =0, whered;w = — *g4, dxg is the formal adjoint operator of.

(4) The holonomy grouplol(g,) of g, is contained inGs.

3. THE GLUING PROCEDURE

3.1. Compact complex manifolds with an anticanonical divisor. We suppose thaX is a com-
pact complex manifold of dimensian, andD is a smooth irreducible anticanonical divisor &n
We recall some results ihl[6], Sectiod and3.2.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold of dimensiorand D a smooth irreducible
anticanonical divisor onX. Then there exists a local coordinate systgif, (2}, ..., 27 1 wy)}
on X such that

(i) w, is alocal defining function ab onU,, i.e.,D N U,, = {w, = 0}, and
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N dw,, . .
(i) them-forms<}, = o p dzl A--- Adz™ 1 onU, together yield a holomorphic volume
Wey

formQonX = X \ D.

Next we shall see that = X \ D is a cylindrical manifold whose structure is induced frora th
holomorphic normal bundl&’ = N, = to D in X, where the definition of cylindrical manifolds is
given as follows.

Definition 3.2. Let X be a noncompact differentiable manifold of dimensionThenX is called
acylindrical manifoldor amanifold with a cylindrical endf there exists a diffeomorphism : X \
Xo — 2 xRy ={(p,t)|peX,0<t< oo} for some compact submanifolldy of dimension
n with boundaryX = 0Xj. Also, extending smoothly toX so thatt < 0 on X \ X, we callt a
cylindrical parameteron X.

Let (x4, ys) be local coordinates oW, = U, N D, such thatc,, is the restriction ot to V,
andy,, is a coordinate in the fiber direction. Then one can see esitylz A --- Adz™ ! onV,
together yield a holomorphic volume forfty,, which is also called thBoincaé residueof 2 along
D. Let||-|| be the norm of a Hermitian bundle metric &h We can define a cylindrical parameter
onN byt = —1log ||s||* for s € N\ D. Then the local coordinates,,, w,) on X are asymptotic
to the local coordinatege,, y,) on N \ D in the following sense.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a diffeomorphisd from a neighborhood” of the zero section aV
containingt~!(R. ) to a tubular neighborhood df of D in X such that® can be locally written
as

Za = Ta t+ O(|ya|2) = Tq + O(e_t)a

W = Yo + O(‘yayz) = Ya + O(e_t)7
where we multiply alk,, andw,, by a single constant to ensute! (R, ) C V if necessary.

Hence X is a cylindrical manifold with the cylindrical parametewia the diffeomorphismd
given in the above lemma. In particular, whél (X, O) = 0 and N, x is trivial, we have a
useful coordinate system nefr.

Lemma 3.4. Let (X, D) be as in LemmB&Il If H'(X,Ox) = 0 and the normal bundleV, ~
is holomorphically trivial, then there exists an open ndéighhood Up of D and a holomorphic
function w on Up such thatw is a local defining function oD on Up. Also, we may define
the cylindrical parametet with t=1(R,) C Up by writing the fiber coordinate; of ND/Y as

y = exp(—t — /—16).
Proof. We deduce from the short exact sequence
0 Ox [D] [IH?HD
ND/Y =0p

the long exact sequence

T HO(Ya [D]) —»HO(DaND/X) —>H1(77 Ox) —
I [
H°(D,0p)=C 0

Thus there exists a holomorphic sectiore H°(X, [D]) such thats|, = 1 € H°(D,Np, x).

SettingUp = { € X | s(x) # 0 }, we have[D]|;, = Oy,, so that there exists a local defining
functionw of D onUp. ]
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3.2. Admissible pairs and asymptotically cylindrical Ricci-flat K &hler manifolds.

Definition 3.5. Let X be a cylindrical manifold such that : X \ Xo — X x Ry = {(p,t)} is
a corresponding diffeomorphism. ¢f; is a Riemannian metric oR, then it defines a cylindrical
metric gey1 = gx + dt?2 on ¥ x Ry. Then a complete Riemannian mettion X is said to be
asymptotically cylindricalto (X x R, gey1)) if g satisfies

Vi = 9e)|  —0 ast — oo forallj >0

eyl
for some cylindrical metrig.,; = gs + dt?, where we regardegd.,; as a Riemannian metric on
X \ Xy via the diffeomorphismr. Also, we call(X, g) anasymptotically cylindrical manifoldnd
(X x Ry, gey1) theasymptotic modesf (X, g).

Definition 3.6. Let X be a compact Kahler manifold ari@l a divisor onX. Then(X, D) is said to
be anadmissible paiiif the following conditions hold:

(a) X is a compact Kahler manifold,
(b) D is a smooth anticanonical divisor on,
(c) the normal bundléVy, , is trivial, and

(d) X andX = X \ D are simply-connected.

From the above conditions, we see that Lemmak 3.1 and 3.4 sppldmissible pairs. Also,
from conditions (a) and (b), we see thatis a compact Kahler manifold with trivial canonical
bundle. In particular, iidimc X = 3, which case is our main concern, théhmust be ak3
surface (and so cannot be a complex torus). Let us shortlylége The short exact sequence
0 — K% — Ox — Op — 0 induces the long exact sequence

o —>H1(770Y) —>H1(D70D) —>H2(77KY) —
HereH?(X, Ky) is dual toH! (X, O) by the Serre duality an#f (X, Ox) = H,"'(X) vanishes
from 5! (X) = 0. ThusH' (D, Op) = Hy'' (D) also vanishes, so that we haié D) = 0.

Theorem 3.7(Tian-Yau [28], Kovalev[[15], Hein[[8]) Let (X ,w’) be a compact Bhler manifold
andm = dimc X. If (X, D) is an admissible pair, then the following is true.

It follows from LemmaB.Iland3.4, there exist a local coordinate systébip ,, (2L, ..., 2" 1 w))
on a neighborhood/p = U,Up , 0f D and a holomorphic volume forf on X such that
d
(3.1) Q=" Ad A AdzE onUp,.
w

Letxp be the unique Ricci-flat &ler form onD in the Kahler class[w’|,]. Also let(z,,y) be
local coordinates ofV, \ D as in Sectiof8.Iland writey asy = exp(—t — v/—16). Now define
a holomorphic volume forM.,; and a cylindrical Ricci-flat Khler formwey by

d
Qeyt = Ey Adzl A Ade™ ! = (dt + v—1d6) A Qp,
(3:2) o
Ad
wcyl - K/D‘i’% == K/D‘i'dt/\de
Y
Then there exists an asymptotically cylindrical Ricci-Rathler formw on X = X \ D such that

Q= Q1 =d(, w—we =d¢ forsomel and§ with
‘vgwlg = O(e™), (vj — 0(c?) forallj>0and0 < 8 < min{1/2, /A },
eyl

eyl
eyl
where )\, is the first eigenvalue of the Laplaciah, 49> acting onD x St with gp the metric
associated withs p.
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A pair (2, w) consisting of a holomorphic volume forfd and a Ricci-flat Kahler forno on an
m-~dimensional Kahler manifold normalized so that

wm B ( /_1)m2
m! ~ 2m
is called aCalabi-Yau structure The above theorem states that there exists a Calabi-Yacr str

ture (2, w) on X asymptotic to a cylindrical Calabi-Yau structui@.y, wcy1) on Npx \ Difwe
multiply £2 by some constant.

Q A Q (= the volume form

3.3. Gluing admissible pairs. Hereafter we will only consider admissible pairs, D) with dimc X =
3. Also, we will denoteN = N, - andX = X \ D.

3.3.1. The gluing condition.Let (X, w’) be a3-dimensional compact Kahler manifold afl, D)
be an admissible pair. We first define a natural torsion-ffeestructure onX x S*.

It follows from Theoreni 3]7 that there exists a Calabi-Yaudture(Q2,w) on X asymptotic to
a cylindrical Calabi-Yau structuré.y;, wey1) on N \ D, which are written ad (3/1) and (8.2). We
define aGy-structurep on X x S! by

(3.3) @ =wAdf +ImQ,
where¢’ € R/2nZ is a coordinate o' Similarly, we define &-structurep.y on (N \ D) x S*
by
(3.4) Poyl = Weyl A O’ + Im Qeyn.
The Hodge duals ap andy.,1 are computed as
*g, 0 = lcu Aw—ReQAdl,

(3.5) %
>|<g‘Pcyl SOCyl = iwcyl A wcyl - Re Qcyl A d@l

Then we see easily from Theoréml3.7 and equations$ (B 3)-t&b6
¢ = eyt = dE A O+ Tmd( = d,
(3.6) *g, P = ¥y Peyl = (w4 wcyl) Adé — Red( A do’ = dns,
where n =¢&Ad0 +Im¢, 1m2 = (W+ wey1) AE —Re( AdE.

Thusy andy., are both torsion-fre€s-structures, andX x S, o) is asymptotic to (N \ D) x
S, ¢ey1). Note that the cylindrical end of x S! is diffeomorphic to(V \ D) x S ~ D x St x
St xRy = {(24,0,0,1)}.

Next we consider the condition under which we can glue tageiy and X, obtained from
admissible pair{X1, D;) and (X2, D3). For gluing X; and X, to obtain a manifold with an

approximatingGs-structure, we would likg X1, p1) and (X3, ¢2) to have the same asymptotic
model. Thus we put the following

Gluing condition: There exists a diffeomorphisi : D; x S x 81 — Dy x S! x S1
between the cross-sections of the cylindrical ends suc¢h tha

(3.7) Frpa ey = p1ep1 forall T >0,
whereFr : Dy x St x St x (0,2T) — Dy x S x S' x (0,27T) is defined by
FT(SL'1,91,9/1,t) = (F($1,91,9/1),2T — t) for ($1,91,9/1,t) € D; x Sl X Sl X (0, QT).
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Lemma 3.8. Suppose that there exists an isomorphjsmD; — Dy such thatf*xp, = kp,. If
we define a diffeomorphisifi between the cross-sections of the cylindrical ends by

Fr:D; x St x St Dy x St x ST,
w w

(x1,61,07) ——— (22, 02,05) = (f(x1),—601,0")

Then the gluing conditiof3.4) holds, where we change the sign(®f .,; (and also the sign dof2,
correspondingly).

Proof. It follows by a straightforward calculation using (B.2) a@H#). O

Remark 3.9. In the constructions of compa€t-manifolds by Kovalevi[15] and Kovalev-Lee [16],
the mapF : D; x S' x S — Dy x S* x S'is defined by

F('mbelvell) = ($2702705) = (f($1)7 3701) for (.1'1,91,9/1) € Dy x Sl X Sl?

so thatZ” twiststhe twoS! factors. Then in order for the gluing conditidn (3.7) to hdlie isomor-
phismf : D; — D, betweenk 3 surfaces must satisfy

f*"ié = _HlL]? f*K‘ZJ = ’%{7 f*"ié{ = K‘iK7
wherex!, k!, kX are defined by
KD; = I{Z-I, Qp, = I{;] + \/—1/{{{.
Instead, Kovalev and Lee put a weaker condition (which tteltiee matching conditioh
Fled) = —Is{l, frleg) = [w1), file3] = [T,
which is sufficient for the existence ¢gfby the global Torelli theorem oK'3 surfaces. Following
Kovalev's argument in([15], we can weaken the conditjois = 1 in Lemmal3.8 tof*[ks] =

[K1].

3.3.2. ApproximatingG,-structures. Now we shall glueX; x S' and X, x S* under the gluing
condition [3.7). Lep : R — [0, 1] denote a cut-off function

() 1 ifx <0,
xTr) =
p 0 ifz>1,

and definerr : R — [0, 1] by

59 PT(@:p(w—TH):{é or
Setting an approximating Calabi-Yau structfg ., w; ) by
Q= {Qz —d(1 = pr-1)¢ on{t<T —1},
; Q1 +dpr_1G on{t>T -2}

and similarly
o {wi —d(1 - pr_1)& on{t<T—1},
’ Wi eyl +dpr_1&; on{t>1T — 2},
we can define d-closed (but not necessaritly -closed)G»-structurep; 7 on eachX; x S! by
i =wi;T A\ d@g + Im Q7.
Note thaty; 7 satisfies

i on{t < T — 2},
YT =
iyl ON{t>T—1}
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and that
(3.9) |pisr = Pieyil,, =0(T) forall0 < <min{1/2,vX}.

i,cyl

LetleT = {tl <T+ 1} Cc X; anng,T = {tg <T+ 1} C Xo. We glueleT x St and
Xor x StalongDy x SEx {T—1<t; <T+1} xSt C Xy xStandDy x St x {T—1<
ta <T+1} x ST € Xor x S to construct a compagtmanifold My x S! using the gluing map
Fr (more preciserFT = (®g,idg1)o Fro (<I>1‘1, idg1), where®; and®, are the diffeomorphisms
given in Lemmd_313). Also, we can glue togethar; andys 7 to obtain a3-form ¢7 on My. It
follows from Lemmd 26 and(3.9) that there exigts> 0 such thatpr € P3(My x St) for all
T with T' > T,, so that the Hodge star operator= g is well-defined. Thus we can define a

3-form o7 on M7 x S* with d*pr = d*¢r by
1
(3.10) * hp = ko — <§wT ANwr — ReQp A d9'> .

Proposition 3.10. There exist constants,, ;. s independent of’ such that for3 € (0, {1/2,v/A1 })
we have
||7/)THL§ < Ap ks e 7T,

where all norms are measured using,..

Proof. These estimates follow in a straightforward way from Theol217 and equatiori (3.6) by
arguments similar to those inl[6], Section 3.5. O

3.4. Gluing construction of Calabi-Yau threefolds. Here we give the main theorems for con-
structing Calabi-Yau threefolds.

Theorem 3.11. Let (X1,w}) and (Xo,w)) be compact Ehler manifold withdime X; = 3 such
that (X1, D1) and (X2, D) are admissible pairs. Suppose there exists an isomorpfiisi; —
D5 such thatf*xs = k1, Wherek; is the unique Ricci-flat Ehler form onD; in the Kahler class
[w;\Di]. Then we can glue toghetheéf; and X> along their cylindrical ends to obtain a compact
manifold A/. The manifold)/ is a Calabi-Yau threefold, i.eb! (M) = 0 and M admits a Ricci-flat
Kahler metric.

Corollary 3.12. Let (X, D) be an admissible pair witdim¢ X = 3. Then we can glue two copies
of X along their cylindrical ends to obtain a compact manifdll The manifold\/ is a Calabi-Yau
threefold.

Remark 3.13. As stated in Remaik 3.9, the conditighxs = x1 in Theoreni 3.11 can be weakened
to f*[k2] = [k1] using Kovalev’s argument i [15]. But we don't go into detdilere because we
don’t need the weaker condition for getting Corollary 3.4éhi Theoreni 3.71.

Proof of TheorerB.11l We shall prove the existence of a torsion-fil@g-structure onMy x S*
constructed in Sectidn 3.3 for sufficiently large ThenM = My will be the desired Calabi-Yau
threefold according to the following

Lemma 3.14. If M x S admits a torsion-free7,-structure, then)M admits a Ricci-flat khler
metric.

Proof. Since bothX; and X, are simply-connected by Definitidn 8.6 (d), the resultingnifead
M = M7y is also simply-connected. Let us consider a Riemannianicrati)/ x S* with holonomy
contained inGG, which is induced by a torsion-fre@,-structure. Then by the Cheeger-Gromoll
splitting theorem (see e.g. Besse [2], Corollary 6.67) uthigersal Riemannian covering 6 x S*

is isometric to a product Riemannian manifdidx R? with holonomy contained -5 for someyg,
whereN is a simply-connected? — ¢)-manifold andR? has a flat metric. Meanwhile, the natural
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mapM xR — M x S'is also the universal covering. By the uniqueness of theansal covering,
we have a diffeomorphism : M xR — N xRY, so thaty = 1 andN is 6-dimensional. Since the
flat metric onR does not contribute to the holonomy &fx R, N itself has holonomy contained in
G+. But the holonomy group of a simply-connected RiemanGigmanifold is at mossO(6), and
so it must be contained BO(6) N G2 = SU(3). ThusN admits a Ricci-flat Kahler metric.

Now we shall prove thaiV is indeed diffeomorphic td/. For this purpose, we use the classifi-
cation of closed, oriented simply-connecig&dnanifolds by Wall, Jupp and Zhubr (see the website
of the Manifold Atlas Projectg-manifolds: 1-connected [19] for a good overview which utgs
further references). Then we see tiAdtand NV are diffeomorphic if there is an isomorphism be-
tween the cohomology ringd™* (M) and H*(N) preserving the second Stiefel-Whitney classgs
and the first Pontrjagin classgs (the rest of the invariants are completely determined bycite-
mology rings). Such a ring isomorphism is induced by theediffiorphismp : M x R — N x R
via the composition

d)*
H*(N)2 H*(N xR) =2 H*(M xR) 2 H*(M).
This proves thatV is diffeomorphic to), and hencel! admits a Ricci-flat Kahler metric. O

Now it remains to prove the existence of a torsion-ftgestructure onm\/ x S* for sufficiently
largeT'. We recall the following result which reduces the existeoica torsion-free-structure to
the sovlability of a nonlinear partial differential equati

Theorem 3.15(Joyce [13], Theorem 10.3.7) et ¢ be aGs-structure on a comaci-manifold
M’ with dp = 0. Suppose; is a 2-form on A’ with ||dn|/0 < €1, and ) is a 3-form on M’
with d*y = d*¢ and||9)|| -0 < €1, Wheree; is a constant independent of tliemanifold A" with
€1 < p«. Letn satisfy the nonlinear elliptic partial differential equan

(3.11) (dd* +d*d)n = d* (1 + é (dn, <p>gv> P+ xdF(dn).

Here F is a smooth function from the closed ball of radiisn A3T™* M’ to AYT* M’ with F(0) = 0,
and ify, & € C°(A*T*M’) and|x/, |¢| < €1, then we have the quadratic estimates

[F(x) — F(&I < e2[x — &l (Ix] + [€]),
[A(F(x) = FE)I < es {x = &l (x| + €D [d7[ + [V = O (x| + [€]) + [x = L (VX] + IVED}

for some constants,, e3 independent of\/’. Theng = ¢ + dn is a torsion-freeGG,-structure on
M.

To solve [3.111) in our construction, we use the followingigdutheorem based on the analysis of
Kovalev and Singef [17].

Theorem 3.16(Kovalev [15], Theorem 5.34)Let ¢ = ¢7,v = 7 and M’ = My x S! be as
constructed in Sectid®.3.2], with d*yr = d*7 and the estimates in Propositi@al0l Then there
existsTy > 0 such that the following is true.

For eachT" > Ty, there exists a unique smodtformny on My x S* with Inrllze < By ge=PT

and |[nr|| o1 < Cge PT forany 8 € (0,max {1/2,1/A1 }) such thaty = nr satisfies equation
(3.11) whereB, 3 andCj are independent df".

Proof. The assertion is proved in[1L5] wheltX;) = 0 or d(X2) = 0, whered(X ;) is the dimen-
sion of the kernel of; : H?(X;,R) — H?(D;,R) defined in Section 4. This condition applies to
admissible pairs of Fano type, but not to ones of non-syniplgge (see also the proof of Propo-
sition 5.38 in [15] and the remarks after Lemma 2.6in [16],99). However, the above theorem
is still valid in the non-symplectic case, by a direct apatiicn of Kovalev-Singer [17], Proposition
4.2. O
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Applying Theoren{ 3,16 to Theorem 3]15, we see that= o1 + dnr yields a torsion-free
G,-structure oMl x S* for sufficiently largeT”. Combined with LemmB3.14, this completes the
proof of Theorend 3.71. O

Remark 3.17. In the proof of Theorerh 3,11, to solve equatibn (8.11) givedheoreni 3.15 we
may also use Joyce’s bodk |13], Theorem 11.6.1, where we meiéarm bounds of the injectivity
radius and Riemann curvature 8fr x S' from below and above respectively. Obviously, we
have such bounds becau’e and X, are cylindrical manifolds with an asymptotically cylinciai
metric.

4. BETTI NUMBERS OF THE RESULTINGCALABI -YAU THREEFOLDS

We shall compute Betti numbers of the Calabi-Yau threefdlfi®btained in the doubling con-
struction given in Corollarj3.12. Also, we shall see tha Betti numbers of\/ are completely
determined by those of the compact Kahler threefolds

In our doubling construction, we take two copi€¥ ;, D;) of an admissible paifX, D) for
j =12 LetX; = X;\ D;. We consider a homomorphism

(4.1) v+ H(X;,R) — H*(D; x 8',R) = H(D;,R),

where the first map is induced by the embeddingx S' — X; and the second comes from the
Kinneth theorem. Set= d; = d(X ;) = dimg Ker ;. Itis readily seen that

(4.2) dimg Tm¢; = b*(X) — d.

The following formula seems to be well-known for compachli&i threefolds (seé [18], Corollary
8.2).

Proposition 4.1. Let (X ;, D;) be two copies of an admissible pdik, D) for j = 1,2 and letd
be as above. Then the Calabi-Yau threefbldobtained by the doubling construction in Corollary
[BI2lhas Betti numbers
(M)

(4.3) V(M) = ( ) +d,

V(M) =2(b*(X)+23+d—b*(X)).
Also, the Euler characteristig (M) is given by

X(M) =2(x(X) — x(D)).

Proof. Obviously, the second statement holds for our constructidaw we restrict ourselves to
find the second and third Betti numbers /af becauseV/ is simply-connected. Since the normal
bundle N, /x is trivial in our assumption, there is a tubular neighborhég of D; in X ; such
that

(4.4) X;=X;0U; and  X;NU; ~D; xS x Rsy.

Up to a homotopy equivalence; N U; ~ D; x St asUj contracts taD;. Applying the Mayer-
Vietoris theorem to(4]4), we see that

S

(4.5) PX)=0(X)+1 and B3(X)=0}(X)+22+d—b*(X)
(seel[16],(2.10)). We next consider homotopy equivalences
(4.6) M~ X, UXy, XiNXy~DxS

Again, let us apply the Mayer-Vietoris theorem[fa {4.6). iflee obtain the long exact sequence

(4.7 0 —— H°(D) o H?(M) e’ H?(X,) ® H*(X») L H*(D) —---
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Note that the map? in @.17) is given by
v+ fi: H*(X1,R) © H*(X2,R) — H*(D,R),
where
v H*(X;,R) — H?*(D;,R)
are homomorphisms defined [n (#.1) and
f*: H*(Dy,R) — H?(Dy,R)
is the pullback of the identity : Dy = D». Hence we see fromh (4.2) that
dimg Im(e; 4 f*10) = b*(X) — d.
This yields
b?(M) = dimg Ker o? + dimg Im o
= dimg Im §' + dimg Ker(t1 + f*19)
=1+20*(X) — (b*(X) —d) = b*(X) +d,
where we used (4.5) for the last equality. Remark 888X ) = b?(X>) holds for our computation.
To find b*(M), we shall consider a homomorphism
(4.8) 7+ H3(X;,R) — H*(D;,R)
which is induced by the embeddiig N X; — X; combined with
X;NU;j~D; xS* xRy and  H*(D; x S',R) = H*(D;,R).
The reader should be aware of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2(Kovalev-Lee[[16], Lemma 2.6)Let:; and; be homomorphisms defined(@)and
(4.8) respectively. Then we have the orthogonal decomposition

H*(Dj,R) = Tm7; © Im

with respect to the intersection form @i (D;, R) for eachj = 1,2.

In an analogous way to the computatiorbdf)/ ), we apply the Mayer-Vietoris theorem fo (4.6):
(4.9) - HA(X)) ® H?(}Q)‘%QH?(D) S HA(M) ——

—2 - H3(X)) ® H?(Xy) — H*(D) —— - .
Similarly, the maps? is given by
T+ [ H3(X)) @ H¥(Xs) — H*(D).
On one hand, Lemni&2land [4.2) show that
dimg Im 7j = 22 + d — b*(X).
Hence we find that
dimg Ker(r; + f*m) = b*(X1) + b3(X3) — dimg Im(7y + f*72)
=20%(X) — (22 + d — b*(X)).

On the other hand, we have the equality

(4.10)

22 = dimp Im 52 + dimp IIII(Ll + f*LQ)

by combining the well-known result on the cohomology df'a surfaceD with the Mayer-Vietoris
long exact sequence (%.9). Then we have

(4.11) dimg Ker o = dimg Im 6% = 22 — b*(X) + d.
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Thus we find from[(4.70) an@ (4.111) that
b3 (M) = dimg Ker o + dimg Ker (1 + f*m) = 2b%(X).
Substituting the above equation infa (4.5), we obtain tiseri®n. O

Remark 4.3. This formula shows that the topology of the resulting CaMédnil threefolds)M only
depends on the topology of the given compact Kahler thtéef&. Also one can determine the
Hodge diamond of\/ from Propositio 4]1 because we already know tfat = »30 = 1 and
h'0 = h29 = 0 by the well-known result on Calabi-Yau manifolds (se€ [Bpposition 6.2.6).

5. TWO TYPES OF ADMISSIBLE PAIRS

In this section, we will see the construction of admissitdes( X, D) which will be needed for
obtaining Calabi-Yau threefolds in the doubling constiarct There are two types of admissible
pairs. One is said to bef Fano type and the othepf non-symplectic typeWe will give explicit
formulas for topological invariants of the resulting Catxau threefolds from these two types of
admissible pairs. For the definition of admissible pairs, Befinition[3.6.

5.1. Fano type. Admissible pairg X, D) are ingredients in our construction of Calabi-Yau three-
folds and then it is important how to explore appropriate paot Kahler threefoldsY with an
anticanonicalK'3 divisor D € \—Ky\. In [15], Kovalev constructed such pairs from nonsingular
Fano varieties.

Theorem 5.1(Kovalev [15]) LetV be a Fano threefoldD € |— Ky | a K3 surface, and let be
a smooth curve imD representing the self-intersection classiof D. Letw : X --» V be the
blow-up of V" along the curve”'. Taking the proper transform dp under the blow-upwo, we still
denote it byD. Then(X, D) is an admissible pair.

Proof. See[[15], Corollary.43, and also Propositiof.42. O

An admissible paifX, D) given in Theorenfs.l is said to be ofFano typebecause this pair
arises from a Fano threefold. Note thatX itself isnota Fano threefold in this construction.

Proposition 5.2. Let V be a Fano threefold andX, D) an admissible pair of Fano type given
in Theorenf5.1l Let M be the Calabi-Yau threefold constructed from two copie$XofD) by
Corollary[3.121 Then we have

b2(M) =b*(V) +1,

(M) =2(V) - K +24-b*(V)) .
In particular, the cohomology af/ is completely determined by the cohomology of
Proof. Let d be the dimension of the kernel of the homomorphism

v H*(X,R) — H*(D,R)

as in Sectiofl Then note thatl = 0 by the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem whenéveér D) is of
Fano type. Applying the well-known result on the cohomolodlow-ups, one can find that

BX)=HXV)eR and H(X)=H}(V)eR¥Y),
_ 13
whereg(V) = ;(V + 1 is the genus of a Fano threefold (seel[15], (8.52)). Thiggiel

PX)=0(V)+1 and B3(X)=03(V) +29(V).

Substituting this into Propositidf 1], we can show our result. O
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Remark 5.3. We have another method to compute the Euler charactegighi€). In fact, we can
see easily that ifX is the blow-up ofD alongC' then the Euler characteristic &f is given by

X(X) = x(V) = x(C) + x(E)

whereF is the exceptional divisor of the blow-up. Hence we can independently compyte\/)
by

(x(X) —x(D))
(x(V) +x(C) — x(D))

becausd” is _a(CPl-bundIe over the smooth cur¢e. Since the Euler characteristic is also given by
X(M) = Z?jﬁ“‘ M (1) (M), we can check the consistency of our computations.

X(M) =2
2

5.2. Non-symplectic type. In [16], Kovalev and Lee gave a large class of admissiblesgair, D)
from K3 surfaceS with a non-symplectic involutiom. They also used the classification result of
K3 surfaceq S, p) due to Nikulin [22] 23| 24] for obtaining new examples of caupirreducible
Go-manifolds. Next we will give a quick review on this constiioa. For more details, see [16]
Sectiond.

5.2.1. K3 surfaces with a non-symplectic involutiohet S be a K3 surface. Then the vector
spaceH>°(S) is spanned by a holomorphic volume fofi which is unique up to multiplication
of a constant. An automorphismof S is said to benon-symplectidf its action on H29(S) is
nontrivial. We shall consider a non-symplectic involution

P’ =1id and p*Q=-Q.

The intersection form of5 associates a lattice structure, i.e., a free abelian grédimite rank
endowed with a nondegenerate integral bilinear form whsayimmetric. We refer to this lattice as
the K3 lattice. It is crucial that the/(3 lattice has a nice property for a geometrical description of
S. Hence we shall review some fundamental concepts of Idtieery which will be needed later.
Recall that the latticd. is said to behyperbolicif the signature ofL is (1,¢) with ¢ > 0. In
particular, we are interested in the case wheris even i.e., the quadratic form? is 2Z-valued
for anyz € L. We can regard. as a sublattice of.* = Hom(L, Z) by considering the canonical
embedding : L — L* given byi(z)y = (z,y) fory € L*. ThenL is said to beunimodular
if the quotient groupl.* /L is trivial. In general,L*/L is a finite abelian group and is called the
discriminant groupof L. One can see that the cohomology grap(S,Z) of eachk3 surface
S is a unimodular, nondegenerate, even lattice with sigeatirl9). Let H and Eg denote the
hyperbolic plane Iattice{? (1)> and the root lattice associated to the root systenrespectively.
ThenH?(S,Z) is isomorphic to3H ¢ 2(—Eyg). Let us choose anarking¢ : H%(S,Z) — L of
S, that is, a lattice isomorphism. It is clear that the pullbat induces an isometry df with order
2 defined bys o p* o ¢~1. Hence we can consider tievariant sublatticeL”. ThenL is said to be
2-elementaryif the discriminant group of.” is isomorphic toZ2)* for somea € Z.

Theorem 5.4(Nikulin [22],[23,[24]) Let(S, p) be aK 3 surfaceS with a non-symplectic involution
p. Then the deformation class @, p) depends only on the following triplét, a, §) € Z? given by
(i) » =rank L*,
(i) (LP)*/LP = (Zy)", and
0 if y>€Z forall ye (LP)*,

i) o(LP) =
(i) (L) 1 otherwise.
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5.2.2. The cohomology for non-symplectic tyfdeet o be a holomorphic involution o€ P! given
by
o:CP! — CP!, 2 —Z

in the standard local coordinates. l@&tbe the cyclic group of ordet generated by x o. Let X’
be the trivialC P'-bundle overS. Then the grou naturally acts onX’. Taking a pointz in the
fixed locusW = (X’)¢ under the action of/, we denote the stabilizer of asG,. ThenG, is
an endomorphism of the tangent spd¢eX’ which satisfies7, C SL(7,X’). Define the quotient
variety

Z=X')G,

and then the above conditioR, C SL(7,X’) yields that the algebraic variety admits only
Gorenstein quotient singularitie)s [29]. Therefore, thiera crepant resolutiof : X --» Z due to
Roan’s result (se¢ [26], Main theorem).

Let W be the fixed locus o’ under the action ofs as above. We assume th&t is nonempty.
In fact, this condition always holds unle§s a,d) = (10, 10,0), i.e.,.S/p is an Enriques surface.
Then it is known thatV is the disjoint union of some rational curves. ket X --» X' be the
blow-up of X’ = S x CP! along the fixed locu$V. ThenX is simply-connected a&”’ is simply-
connected. Also, the action 6f on X" lifts to the action ofG; on X as follows. Since we have the
isomorphism

X\7 W)= X'\ W,

it suffices to consider the action 6f on a pointz € 7! (W). Settingg - = z for all g € G and
r € 7~ Y(W), we have the lifiG on X. Observe thaf /G = X as the quotient of the variety by
G. Summing up these arguments, we have the following commetdiagram:

¢ mx-t.x
\ \
-3 | 7: crepant
Y ¥ \
G nX —7
wheref (resp. f) is the quotient map with respect ® (resp. ). Taking a non-fixed point
z € CP'\ {0,00}, let us defineD’ = S x { z }, which is aK'3 divisor on X’. SettingD as the
image ofD’ in Z, we still denote byD the proper transform ab underw. Then we can see that

D is isomorphic toS. Furthermore, the normal bundIéD/y is holomorphically trivial. In order
to show(X, D) is an admissible pair, we need the following three lemmastai@valev and Lee

[18].

Lemma 5.5(Kovalev-Lee[16], Propositiod.1). X is a compact Khler threefold. Moreover, there
exists a Khler classjw] € H?(X,R) such that

[5] = [w|p] € H*(D,R)
where[x] is a p-invariant Kahler class onD.

Lemma 5.6 (Kovalev-Lee [16], Lemma.2). X and X = X \ D are simply-connected whenever
(r,a,0) # (10,10,0).

Although the following lemma is also stated in [16]2@2 without a proof, we will prove it here
for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5.7. D is an anticanonical divisor orX .
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Proof. To begin with, we consider the divisdd’ = S x {z} on X’ = S x CP!, wherez ¢
CP'\ {0,00}. Letp; : X' — S andp, : X’ — CP! be the canonical projections. Then we
have the isomorphism

Kxr = p1Ks @ p3Kepr = p3O0cpi(—2),

where we used({s = Og for the second isomorphism. Similarly, we conclude that
[D'] = p3[2] = p30cpr (1)
This yields
Kx ®@[2D'] = Ox:

and hence; (K x’ ® [2D']) = 0. SinceH?(Z, Z) is theG-invariant part ofH?(X’, Z), the pullback
mapf*: H*(Z,7) — H?*(X',Z) is injective. Thus,

ffe1(Kz @ [D]) = c1(Kx: ® [2D']) = 0
impliesc; (Kz @ [D]) = 0. We remark that
(5.1) DN Sing(Z) =10
because € CP! is a non-fixed point ofr. SinceT is a crepant resolution, we have

T Kz = K and 7' [D] (D]
by (51). Hence; (Kz ® [D]) = 0 implies

a(Kx®[D]) =a(TKz o7 [D]) =7 ca(Kz ®[D]) =0.

Now consider the long exact sequence
(5.2) o —= HY(X,05) — H'(X,0%) —> H*(X,Z) —> -+ .

It follows from Lemmag$ 55 and 3.6 that! (X, O) = H*!(X) = 0. Thus the maj; in (5.2) is
injective and s@; (K+ ® [D]) = 0 implies K5 ® [D] = O«. HenceD is an anticanonical divisor
onX. O

Therefore the above constructed pal, D) is an admissible pair, which is said to berafn-
symplectic typexcept the case df, a,d) = (10,10,0). In order to show the main result Proposi-
tion[5.9 in this subsection, we require the following.

Proposition 5.8(Kovalev-Lee[16], Propositiod.3).
(i) WY(X)=b(X)=3+2r—a and A" (X)=1*(X)=22-r—a.
(ii) For the restriction map’ : H?(X,R) — H?(D,R) given by
(5.3) /: H*(X,R) — H?*(D,R), [w] — [w]p],
we havedimp Im ¢/ = 7.

Proposition 5.9. Let (S, p) be aK 3 surface with a non-symplectic involutigrwhich is determined
by aK 3 invariant (r, a, §) up to a deformation. LetX, D) be the admissible pair of non-symplectic
type obtained in the above construction frgs p). Let M denote the Calabi-Yau threefold con-
structed from two copies ¢fX, D) by CorollaryB12} Then the number of possibilities of the3
invariants is75. The number of topological types @k, D) which are distinguished by Betti or
Hodge numbers i64. Moreover, we have

hYY (M) = b*(M) = 5+ 3r — 2a,
h2L(M) = 163 (M) — 1 =65 — 3r — 2a.
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Proof. Recall that we sef = dimp Ker ¢, where
v: H*(X,R) — H?*(D,R)
is a homomorphism in{4l1). As ift.3) in [16], we have
d = dimp Ker ¢ = dimg Ker ¢’ — 1,

where/ : H*(X,R) — H?(D,R) is the restriction map defined in (5.3). Sinteng Im ¢/ = r
by Propositioi 518 (ii), we conclude that

d=0b*(X)—dimgIm/ —1 =" X)—r—1.

Here we used the equality®(X) = 0 given by Propositior2.2 in [16]. Substituting this intd (4]3)
in Propositiof 411, we have

(5.4) {b?(M) — 2N (X) —r — 1,

V(M) =202r* (X)+22 7).

In the above equation, we again uset’(X) = 0 by Proposition2.2 in [16]. Now the result
follows immediately from Proposition 5.8 (i). Remark thair sesult is independent of the integer
J. O

Remark 5.10. We can also compute the Hodge numbers of the resulting Cé#tabithreefolds
using the Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology. [25] for maits. However, Prof. Reidegeld
pointed out in a private communication that there is anotbehnnical problem in the case of non-
symplectic automorphisms of ordar< p < 19. More precisely, the<3 divisors of the compact
Kahler threefolds which they have constructed_inl [25] aréhie p/2-multiple of the anticanonical
class. This implies that a Ricci-flat Kahler form ah = X \ D is not asymptotically cylindrical
but asymptotically conical. Therefore, their examplesdrhasible pairs are not applicable to our
doubling construction. However, this problem does notchffiee method of calculating the Hodge
numbers of the resulting Calabi-Yau threefolds, and so atogous argument of Propositiobn 5.9
will work.
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6. APPENDIX: THE LIST OF THE RESULTINGCALABI -YAU THREEFOLDS

In this section, we list all Calabi-Yau threefolds obtainedorollary[3.12. We have the follow-
ing two choices for constructing Calabi-Yau threefolds

(a) We shall use admissible pairs [edno type From a Fano threefold’, we obtain an ad-
missible pair(X, D) by Theoren{5ll. According to the complete classification af-n
singular Fano threefolds[9, 20,121], there a6 algebraic families with Picard number
1 < p(V) < 10. Then the number of distinct topological types of the raésglCalabi-Yau
threefolds i$H9 (see Tablé.1, and also Figuré.3 where the resulting Calabi-Yau threefolds
are plotted with symbok).

(b) We shall use admissible pairs wdn-symplectic typeStarting from ak'3 surfaceS with
a non-symplectic involutiop, we obtain an admissible p&iX, D) as in Sectio 5]2. Ac-
cording to the classification result @5, p) due to Nikulin [22[ 23, 24], there afi@ algebraic
families. Then the number of distinct topological typestod tesulting Calabi-Yau three-
folds is64. Of these Calabi-Yau threefolds, there is at least one nampie which is not
diffeomorphic to the known ones (see Table, and also Figur&.3 where the resulting
Calabi-Yau threefolds are plotted with symbeland m).

6.1. All possible Calabi-Yau threefolds from Fano type. In Table6.1, we hereby list the details
of the resulting Calabi-Yau threefolds/ from admissible pairs of Fano type. These topological
invariants are computable by Proposital, and further details are left to the reader. In the table
below, p = p(V) denotes the Picard number of the Fano threefoléindh ! = hlt(M), K2t =
h%1(M) denote the Hodge numbers.

Fano threefolds withh = 1 Fano threefolds withy = 2

No iha[% K | WYV | (BN R No. | OO K | (V) | (h h2)
1 - 2 52 (2,128) 18 1 4 22 (3,69)
2 - 4 30 (2,86) 19 2 6 20 (3,67)
3 - 6 20 (2,68) 20 3 8 11 (3,51)
4 - 8 14 (2,58) 21 4 10 10 (3,51)
5 - 10 10 (2,52) 22 5 12 6 (3,45)
6 — 12 7 (2,48) 23 6 12 9 (3,51)
7 — 14 5 (2,46) 24 7 14 5 (3,45)
8 — 16 3 (2,44) 25 8 14 9 (3,53)
9 — 18 2 (2,44) 26 9 16 5 (3,47)
10 — 22 0 (2,44) 27 10 16 3 (3,43)
11 — 8 21 (2,72) 28 11 18 5 (3,49)
12 — 16 10 (2,58) 29 12 20 3 (3,47)
13 — 24 5 (2,56) 30 13 20 2 (3,45)
14 — 32 2 (2,58) 31 14 20 1 (3,43)
15 — 40 0 (2,62) 32 15 22 4 (3,51)
16 — 54 0 (2,76) 33 16 22 2 (3,47)
17 — 64 0 (2,86) 34 17 24 1 (3,47)
35 18 24 2 (3,49)
36 19 26 2 (3,51)
37 | 20 26 0 (3,47)
38 21 28 0 (3,49)
39 22 30 0 (3,51)
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Label 3 1,2
No. in [20] —K5, | h2(V)
10 | 23 30 1 (3,53)
41 | 24 30 0 (3,51)
42 | 25 32 1 (3,55)
43 | 26 34 0 (3,55)
44 | 21 38 0 (3,59)
45 | 28 40 1 (3,63)
46 29 40 0 (3,61) Fano threefolds withy = 4
47 | 30 46 0 (3,67)
48 | 31 46 0 (3,67) No. ihabel —Ky | BY2(V)
49 | 32 48 0 (3,69)
50 33 54 0 (3,75) 22 ; ;g i Eg jg;
51 34 54 0 (3,75) g7 3 20 0 (5’ 19)
52 35 56 0 (3,77) ’
36 69 0 (3.83) 88 4 32 0 (5,51)
89 5 32 0 (5,51)
Fano threefolds withy = 3 3(1) S gg 8 Eg: gg;
92 8 38 0 (5,57)
i:;abel —Ky, | hY2(V) | (RYT R 93 9 | 40 0 (5,59)
T B 3 (@, 48) 94 10 42 0 (5,61)
5 14 3 (4, 40) 95 11 44 0 (5,63)
3 18 3 (4,44) 96 12 46 0 (5,65)
4 18 9 (4,42) 97* — 26 0 (5,45)
5 20 0 (4,40)
6 29 1 (4,44) x) No. 97 was erroneously omitted i [20].
7 24 1 (4,46) See[21] for the correct table.
8 24 0 (4,44)
9 26 3 (4,52)
12 ;g (1) Ej’ gg; Fano threefolds withy > 5
12 2 4.4
S I E h 533 No. | p |—K3|n2(v)|(ntt,n2h)
67 | 14 32 1 (4,54) 98 5 28 0 )
68 15 32 0 (4,52) 99 5 36 0 )
69 16 34 0 (4,54) 100t | 5 36 0 )
70 | 17 36 0 (4,56) 101 6 30 0 )
71 18 36 0 (4,56) 102 7 24 0 )
72 19 38 0 (4,58) 103 8 18 0 )
73| 20 38 0 (4,58) 104 9 12 0 6)
4| 21 38 0 (4,58) 105 | 10 6 0 9)
75 | 22 40 0 (4,60)
76 | 23 42 0 (4,62) 1) This Fano threefold i€ P! x Ss where
T 24 42 0 (4,62) Se is a del Pezzo surface of degr@e
8| 25 44 0 (4,64)
79 | 26 46 0 (4,66)
80 | 27 48 0 (4,68)
81 | 28 48 0 (4,68)
82 | 29 50 0 (4,70)
83 | 30 50 0 (4,70)
84 | 31 52 0 (4,72)

Table6.1. The list of Calabi-Yau threefolds from Fano type
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6.2. All possible Calabi-Yau threefolds from non-symplectic tye. In Table6.2, we hereby list
the details of the resulting Calabi-Yau threefolds from &ible pairs of non-symplectic type.
These Hodge numbers are also computable by Propogiffband further details are left to the
reader. In the table below, there is at lease new example of Calabi-Yau threefolds, which is
listed as the boxed numbéd. We also list the number of the mirror partner for each rasylt
Calabi-Yau threefold in our construction. See Discussiot Sectiori 6.3 below for more details.
The symbol — on the list means that the corresponding Caabithreefold has no mirror partner
in this construction.

K3 surfaces with non-symplectic involutions

K3 invariants| ,, 11 ;91 | Mirror K3invariants| ., , 91, | Mirror
No (r,a,0) (R57, 25) partner No. (r,a,0) (R5 25) partner
1 (2,0,0) (11,59) 3 36 | (18,4,00r1) | (51,3) -
2 | (10,0,0) (35,35) 2 37 (5,5,1) (10,40) 42
3| (18,0,0) (59,11) 1 38 (7,5,1) (16,34) 41
4 (1,1,1) (6,60) 9 39 (9,5,1) (22,28) 40
5 (3,1,1) (12,54) 8 40 | (11,5,1) (28,22) 39
6 (9,1,1) (30, 36) 7 41 | (13,5,1) (34,16) 38
7 (11,1,1) (36, 30) 6 42 | (15,5,1) (40,10) 37
8 | (17,1,1) (54,12) 5 43 | (17,5,1) (46, 4) -
9 | (19,1,1) (60,6) 4 44 (6,6,1) (11,35) 48
10 | (2,2,00r1) | (7,55) 18 45 (8,6,1) (17,29) A7
11 (4,2,1) (13,49) 17 46 | (10,6,00r1) | (23,23) 46
12 (6,2,0) (19, 43) 16 47 | (12,6,1) (29,17) 45
13 (8,2,0) (25,37) 15 48 | (14,6,00r1) | (35,11) 44
14 | (10,2,00r1) | (31,31) 14 49 (16,6,1) (41,5) -
15 (12,2,1) (37,25) 13 50 (7,7,1) (12,30) 53
16 (14,2,0) (43,19) 12 51 (9,7,1) (18,24) 52
17 | (16,2,1) (49,13) 11 52 (11,7,1) (24,18) 51
18 | (18,2,00r1) | (55,7) 10 53 | (13,7,1) (30,12) 50
19 | (20,2,1) (61,1) - 54 | (15,7,1) (36,6) -
20 (3,3,1) (8,50) 27 55 (8,8,1) (13,25) 57
21 (5,3,1) (14, 44) 26 56 | (10,8,00r1) | (19,19) 56
22 (7,3,1) (20, 38) 25 57 | (12,8,1) (25,13) 55
23 (9,3,1) (26,32) 24 58 | (14,8,1) (31,7) -
24 | (11,3,1) (32,26) 23 59 (9,9,1) (14, 20) 60
25 | (13,3,1) (38,20) 22 60 | (11,9,1) (20,14) 59
2 | (15,3,1) (44,14) 21 61 | (13,9,1) (26,8) -
27 | (17,3,1) (50, 8) 20 62 | (10,10,1)% | (15,15) 62
28 | (19,3,1) (56,2) - 63 | (12,10,1) (21,9) -
29 (4,4,1) (9,45) 35 (11,11,1) (16,10) _
30 | (6,4,00r1) | (15,39) 34
31 (8,4,1) (21,33) 33 0) (r,a,d) # (10,10,0) from assumption.
32 | (10,4,00r1) | (27,27) 32
33 | (12,4,1) (33,21) 31
34 | (14,4,00r1) | (39,15) 30
35 | (16,4,1) (45,9) 29

Table6.2. The list of Calabi-Yau threefolds from non-symplecticeyp
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Discussion.The method of constructing Calabi-Yau threefolds and timéirors from K3 surfaces
were originally investigated by Borcea and \Voisin [3], $&ti4, using algebraic geometry. Our
doubling construction is a differential-geometric intexfation of the Borcea-Voisin construction.
Observe that Propositidn $.9 gives the condition that twialia¥au threefolds\/ and M’ should

be a mirror pair, i.e.p?4(M) = h3~P4(M’) for all p,q € {0,1,2,3}. Let M (resp. M’) be

a Calabi-Yau threefold from admissible pairs of non-syroftetype with respect td<3 invariants
(r,a,0) (resp.(r',a’,&")). Thenh?4(M) = h3=P4(M') impliesr+7' = 20, a = o’ by Proposition
[5.9. These relations coincide witi1) in [3], p.723. From these equalities, we can find mirror pairs
in our examples of Calabi-Yau threefolds. In particuldris automatically self-mirror when = 10.
Thus we find 24 mirror pairs and 6 self-mirror Calabi-Yau #icdds in our examples.

6.3. Graphical chart of our examples. Finally we plot the Hodge numbers of the resulting Calabi-
Yau threefolds in Figuré.3. In the following figure, the Calabi-Yau threefolds obtainiom
Fano type (case (a)) are registered as symbahd those from non-symplectic type (case (b)) are
registered as symbel Separately, our new example is denoted by solid squar&igure6.3. We
take the Euler characteristic= 2(h! — h?1) along theX-axis andh!'! + h?! along theY -axis.

We see that all our examples from non-symplectic type a@éaton the integral lattice of the form

(6.1) (X,Y) = (12,26) + m(12,4) + n(—12,4), m,n € Zxo.

In this plot the mirror symmetry is considered as the inaergi: (X,Y) — (—X,Y") with respect
to theY -axis. The set 064 points withn > 0 in (€.J) is u-invariant, and thus the corresponding
Calabi-Yau threefolds have a mirror partner in this set.
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Figure6.3. All resulting Calabi-Yau threefolds
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