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ABSTRACT: We call a projective Calabi-Yau (CY) 3-fold almost generic if it has only isolated
nodes as singularities and the homology classes of all of the exceptional curves in an analytic
small resolution are non-trivial but torsion. Such a Calabi-Yau supports a topologically non-
trivial flat B-field and the corresponding A-model topological string partition function encodes
a torsion refinement of the Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the smooth deformation. Our goal in
this paper is to find new examples of almost generic CY 3-folds, using both conifold transitions
as well as the integral structure of the periods of the mirrors. In this way we explicitly
construct two quintic CY 3-folds with Zs-torsion, two octics with Zs-torsion and deduce the
existence of a complete intersection X g q) C P‘;’7172727373 with Zs-torsion. Via mirror symmetry,
the examples give new geometric interpretations to several AESZ Calabi-Yau operators. The
mirror periods of the almost generic X(g¢) with non-trivial B-field topology are annihilated
by an irrational Picard-Fuchs operator. We describe how the usual integral structure of the
periods has to be modified and in all of the cases we calculate the monodromies around the
singular points to verify integrality. Additional points of maximally unipotent monodromy
in the moduli spaces lead us to find several more examples of smooth or almost generic CY
3-folds and to conjecture new twisted derived equivalences. We integrate the holomorphic
anomaly equations and extract the torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to varying
genus. For our construction of the almost generic octic CY 3-folds, we also give a short
introduction to the subject of hypermatrices and hyperdeterminants.
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1 Introduction

The calculation of genus zero Gromov-Witten invariants of the quintic Calabi-Yau threefold
using mirror symmetry in [1] gave rise to a rich and beautiful interplay between string theory
and mathematics, the consequences of which still appear far from exhausted. The genus zero
calculation has been quickly generalized to other Calabi-Yau threefolds [2-5]. Subsequently,
using the holomorphic anomaly equations derived in [6, 7] has in many cases allowed to obtain
results to relatively high genus [8-11].

Certain singular Calabi-Yau varieties can support a flat but topologically non-trivial B-
field that regularizes the string worldsheet theory and obstructs deformations that remove
the singularities [12, 13]. The A-model topological string partition function depends on the
topology of the B-field and it has more recently been observed [14-16] that the partition
functions for different choices of the topology encode a torsion refinement of the Gopakumar-
Vafa invariants [17, 18] of the smooth deformation of the underlying geometry.

For the examples considered in [13-16], the phenomenon arises when a projective Calabi-
Yau threefold X has isolated nodal singularities and, given any complex analytic small reso-
lution X of X , every exceptional curve represents a non-trivial torsion class in Hg()A( , 7). We
will refer to such geometries as almost generic Calabi- Yau threefolds (AGCY-3). We refer to

B(X) = Tors H*(X,7) ~ Tors Hy(X,Z), (1.1)

as the torsion of the geometry, where the second isomorphism in (1.1) follows from the uni-
versal coefficient theorem. The torsion is independent of the choice of small resolution X up
to isomorphism. The precise definition will be formulated in Section 2 where we also review
some of the relevant geometric background.

The name “almost generic” is motivated by the fact that an AGCY-3 X always has
a smooth deformation X and never admits a small resolution that is projective or Kahler.
This will also be elaborated on in Section 2. Almost generic Calabi-Yau threefolds therefore
correspond to a special sublocus in the moduli space of complex structures on the Calabi-Yau



X where the geometry is not generic enough to be smooth but at the same time not singular

enough to admit a projective small resolution. !

It has been argued in [14-16], building on [13], that the possible topologies of flat B-
fields on an AGCY-3 X are in one-to-one correspondence with elements o € B(X). In the
following, we will denote by (X, a) an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X together with a
choice of B-field topology a € B(X). We call the tuple (X, «) a Calabi- Yau background. The
B-field stabilizes the geometry in the sense that the nodes that support a non-trivial B-field
holonomy are protected against deformation and the string worldsheet theory is expected to
be regular.

Examples of almost generic Calabi-Yau threefolds have been obtained in [14] by con-
sidering relative moduli spaces of line bundles on genus one fibered Calabi-Yau threefolds,
using results from [21]. Due to the fibration structure, the complex dimension by(X) of the
corresponding stringy Kahler moduli is at least two. On the other hand, examples with one-
dimensional moduli spaces, i.e. by(X) = 1, have been obtained in [13, 15, 16] by considering
Calabi-Yau double covers of P3 that are ramified over symmetric determinantal octic sur-
faces. The torus fibered examples studied in [14], and subsequently in [22], exhibit torsion
B(X) = Zy with N = 2,...,5. 2 The symmetric determinantal double covers that have been
constructed in [13, 15, 16] yield examples with torsion B(X) = Zs.

This naturally leads to the question if there exist AGCY-3 X with ba(X) = 1 that are
not double covers and/or have torsion B(X) = Zy with N > 2.

In this paper we will show that the response in both cases is positive. To this end, we will
construct almost generic nodal quintic Calabi-Yau threefolds X, X5 with torsion Zs, almost
generic nodal octics X3, Xy with torsion Z3 and we will argue that there exists an almost
generic Calabi-Yau threefold X5, that is a degeneration of a smooth complete intersection
X(6,6) C P‘;’71,272,373, with torsion Zs. The geometries are summarized in Table 1. In each of
these examples we will use mirror symmetry and integrate the holomorphic anomaly equations
in order to calculate the corresponding torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants.

Our construction of the geometries X, for a = 1,...,4 makes use of conifold transitions
between Calabi-Yau threefolds, in the spirit of [23-25]. Such transitions have already been
used to study the properties of almost generic Calabi-Yau double covers of P? [15]. By
identifying the dual transitions under mirror symmetry, we can extract the Picard-Fuchs
operators that annihilate the periods of the mirrors of the Calabi-Yau backgrounds (X,, a).
This allows us to calculate the topological string free energies at genus ¢ = 0,1 and by
integrating the holomorphic anomaly equations we obtain results up to varying genus g > 2.
On the other hand, we deduce the existence of the almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X5
by first constructing an irrational differential operator, using a certain Hadamard product,

1We exclude nodes that are resolved by exceptional curves that are homologically trivial because they do not
lead to interesting physical effects and can always be removed by a complex structure deformation. From the

perspective of M-theory such nodes lead to localised uncharged matter, as has also been discussed in [19, 20].
2We will always write Zy = Z/NZ.



and then deducing the topological invariants of a geometric interpretation by studying the
monodromies of the corresponding periods.

Providing new geometric interpretations for such differential operators is in fact one of
the motivations for our work. The genus zero topological string free energy associated to the
Calabi-Yau background (X, ) is related to the variation of Hodge structure of the mirror
Calabi-Yau W,. The periods of the holomorphic 3-form on W, are annihilated by a differential

3 Differential operators that have certain

operator, the so-called Picard-Fuchs operator.
characteristic properties of such Picard-Fuchs operators are called Calabi-Yau operators [26,
27]. A large number of Calabi-Yau operators have been constructed independently of an
underlying geometry, see for example [26-29], and in many cases a geometric realization is
still not known. The operators that have been constructed in [28] are referred to as AESZ
operators, while more operators can be found in the corresponding online database [30]. In
some of the cases, it is clear that the operator does not admit an integral period basis that
is compatible with the usual expressions for the prepotential in terms of the topological
invariants of a smooth Calabi-Yau X with by(X) = 1. * Using a modified expression for the
integral structure, that will be discussed in Section 3.2, for cases when X is almost generic
and carries a flat but topologically non-trivial B-field, we will resolve this puzzle and provide

a new geometric interpretation for several Calabi-Yau operators.

In cases where the torsion is Zs, the modified structure of the periods also allows to
understand the underlying integrality and to give a geometric interpretation to certain Picard-
Fuchs operators with irrational coefficients. Inhomogeneous irrational Picard-Fuchs operators,
related to open topological strings, have appeared in the literature already in [31-33]. More
generally, the integrality properties of irrational Picard-Fuchs operators have subsequently
been studied for example in [34-36]. ° However, a clear enumerative interpretation in the
homogeneous case, that also extends to higher genus, has long been missing. One such
interpretation was provided in [14], where an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold that is
torus fibered and exhibits Zs-torsion has been constructed, building on the study of genus one
fibrations with 5-sections in [38]. In that example, the periods of the mirror are annihilated by
a system of Picard-Fuchs operators with coefficients in Q[\/g] Nevertheless, the corresponding
torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants turned out to be integral.

3For cases with by (X) > 1 one has to consider Picard-Fuchs ideals that are generated by multiple operators
but we are focusing on examples with b2(X) = 1.

“This is because the coefficient of the term ¢(3)/(27i)%, that can often be fixed by demanding that the
imaginary part of the monodromy around the nearest conifold point vanishes, is positive and can therefore
not be the Euler characteristic of a smooth Calabi-Yau with Picard rank one. We observe this for the mirror
periods of our examples (Y2, [1]2), (X3, [£1]3) and (Y4, [1]2), with the respective Picard-Fuchs operators being
AESZ 225%, AESZ 199 and 4.70", see Appendix B.4, B.5 and B.8.

®As was pointed out to us by Johannes Walcher, after we have presented our results at the workshop
“The Arithmetic of Calabi-Yau Manifolds” in Mainz 2025, March 17-28, examples of irrational Picard-Fuchs
operators with coefficients in Q[\/g] have also been presented by him in previous talks and will be discussed
in [37]. To our knowledge, both the interpretation of the integral structure and the concrete examples are
different from the one discussed in Section 6.



We describe the, to our knowledge, first example of an irrational Picard-Fuchs operator
in one variable that admits such an interpretation. We argue that it corresponds to the
mirror of an almost generic degeneration of the Calabi-Yau threefold X4 6) C P‘;’71’272’373 with
Zs-torsion and a non-trivial B-field topology. This allows us to find a basis of periods that
has integral monodromies around all singular points in the moduli space. We also show the
integrality of the Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for genus g = 0,1,2 and check the
modified expression for the constant map contributions at genus g = 2.

In all of our examples, the complex structure moduli space of the mirror exhibits a second
limit point of maximally unipotent monodromy (MUM-point). In each case this admits an
interpretation as being mirror to another Calabi-Yau background. In some cases the dual
Calabi-Yau is smooth while in others it is almost generic and carries itself a non-trivial B-
field topology. © We denote the geometries that are associated to a second limit point in
the moduli space obtained from X, for a = 1,...,4 respectively by Y,, a = 1,...,4. Their
properties are also summarized in Table 1. D-brane transport between the path is known
to imply equivalences of the associated categories of topological B-branes. This leads us to

conjecture the following twisted derived equivalences

~

DY(X1,[1]2) ~ DP(Y1), DP(Xa,[1]2) =~ Db(Ya,[1]s),

. N — 1.2
D'(X3, [£1]3) ~ D"(Y3), D"(Xy,[£1]3) ~ D*(Ya, [1]2), 2

where by [k]n we denote the equivalence class of k in Zy. A brief introduction to twisted
sheaves can be found, for example, in [15, Section 4.4] but will not be necessary for the
remainder of this paper.

A further motivation of our work is that one might ask if almost generic degenerations
are an exception that only occurs for special Calabi-Yau threefold. This is of course closely
related to the question whether torus fibrations and double covers are somehow privileged in
this regard. With our construction of almost generic Calabi-Yau quintics we provide evidence
for the idea that almost generic degenerations are, in fact, generic and that for any given
Calabi-Yau threefold with a sufficiently large number of complex structure parameters one
can expect that there exists a multitude of almost generic degeneration loci in the moduli
space.

Finally, the fact that the nodes in an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold can be protected
against deformations by a non-trivial B-field topology means that the Calabi-Yau background
(X, «) deforms in a moduli space of its own. The corresponding string vacua form a corner
of the string landscape that is largely unexplored. In particular, the fact that the B-field
effectively reduces the number of complex structure moduli without increasing the number of
Kaéahler moduli has potential phenomenological interest. However, exploring these questions
will be beyond the scope of this work.

5The properties of the geometries Y, for a = 1,...,4 can again be inferred by following sequences of flops
and conifold transitions. We have decided to omit this somewhat tedious discussion as the properties can also
be deduced from the integral periods.



~ ~ ~ ~

CYX | v | #S |x(X)|B(X)| AESZ X X(X) | b

Xy | 5| 54 | 92 | Zy | 203(B.1) X Cc P —200 | 50
i [38] 0 -92 202 (B.16) Y] —92 | 80
Xy | 5| 48 | -104 | Zo | 222 (B.28) X Cc P! —200 | 50

Y, 2 96 -104 | Zp | 225% (BA42) | Xg CPliiq4 | —296 | 44

ik kit

Xy | 2] 104 | -88 | Zz | 199 (B.53) | Xg CPLiii, | —296 | 44

syt

Y |34] 0 -88 194 (B.68) Ys —88 | 76
Xy | 2] 100 -96 Zs 350 (B.81) | Xg CPly 14 | —296 | 44

syt

Y, 2 | 100 -96 Zy | 470* (B96) | X CP 14 | —296 | 44

sty

X5 | 1]30+20| -20 | Zs (6.1) X6 CPY 19033 | —120 | 22

Table 1. The different almost generic or smooth Calabi-Yau threefolds that appear in our examples,
together with some of the relevant topological invariants. Here x is the triple intersection number
k= J-J-J of the smooth deformation X while b = J-c(TX). For the Picard-Fuchs operators we list
the AESZ number, except for the cases X4, for which the operator can be found in the database [30],
and X5 for which the operator is irrational and we construct it in Section 6. The * indicates that 225*
and 4.70* are obtained via pullback along a two-to-one covering map from the operators 225 and 4.70.

We recently learned about work in progress that, among other things, also discusses an
example of an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X with bo(X) = 1 and Zs-torsion [39]. To
our knowledge, the example is different from the ones discussed in this paper and provides a
geometric interpretation for yet another AESZ operator. We thank the authors for informing
us about their work and for coordinating our submissions.

Outline The outline of this work is as follows. In Section 2.1, we will first review some
relevant geometric background and then introduce the notion of an almost generic Calabi-
Yau threefold. In Section 2.2 we then outline our general strategy to construct examples of
almost generic type by using conifold transitions, starting with Calabi-Yau threefolds that are
complete intersections in products of projective spaces. In Section 3 we review the properties
of the topological string A-model on a Calabi-Yau background (X,«) and of the B-model
on the mirror Calabi-Yau W,. In particular, in Section 3.2 we discuss the modified integral
structure of the periods, generalizing previous results from [15, 16]. Our first class of exam-
ples, leading to the almost generic quintics X7, X2 as well as the dual geometries Y7, Y5, is
discussed in Section 4. The second class of examples, containing the almost generic octics
X3, X4 and their dual geometries Y3, Yy, is constructed in Section 5. In Section 5.1 we give
a brief introduction to the subject of hyperdeterminants. The example X5 is discussed in
Section 6. The construction of the propagators, that are used to integrate the holomorphic
anomaly equations, as well as the BCOV ring are reviewed in Appendix A. While the B-model
data and the Zs-refined invariants for X5 are discussed directly in Section 6, the correspond-
ing expressions for the examples X,,Y, for a = 1,...,4 are collected in Appendix B. The



corresponding torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants are collected in Appendix C.
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2 Geometric preliminaries

In this section we will first review some basic properties of projective threefolds with isolated
nodes and introduce the notion of an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold. We then discuss
how conifold transitions can be used in order to generate examples.

2.1 Almost generic Calabi-Yau threefolds

Locally, a threefold nodal singularity, also known as threefold ordinary double point or conifold
singularity, takes the form

V={w—-zw=0}cC*. (2.1)

In order to remove the singularity, one can either deform the defining equations to be uv—zw =
€ for some € # 0 — we will refer to this as a smoothing — or consider the resolutions

V=Bly_._yV, V' =BlyeyoyV, (2.2)

that are in fact isomorphic to each other and related by the Atiyah flop.

Since V is isomorphic to V' over the complement of a subset of codimension greater than
one — in this case over the complement of the origin u = v = z = w = 0 — it is called a small
resolution. This 1mphes that the canonical class is unaffected by the blowup and Kp ~ 0.
Moreover, since V is obtained from V by blowing up along a divisor, we know that Vs
quasi-projective. 7

Consider now a projective Calabi-Yau threefold X which contains at most isolated nodes
as singularities. Let us denote the set of nodes by S C X and their number by #S. Around
each of the nodes p € S one can choose an open neighborhood and perform an analytic

change of coordinates to obtain the geometry (2.1). This implies that there exist 2#5 small

"Recall that a projective variety is necessarily compact and a quasi-projective variety can be embedded as
a locally closed subset into a projective variety.



resolutions p : X — X where X is a complex manifold. However, such a small resolution X
is, in general, neither projective nor Kéahler.

Let us fix any choice X and denote the exceptional curves by C, = p~!(p) for p € S. A
theorem by Werner [40] states that X admits some projective small resolution if and only if
the homology classes [C)] € H,(X,Q) are non-trivial for all p € S. ® Note that, since the
exceptional curves are holomorphic, the fact that one of them represents a class that is trivial
in Hg()? ,Q) also implies that there can not exist a Kéahler form on X.

The situation where the homology classes of all of the exceptional curves are trivial in
Hg()? ,Q) corresponds to the case where X is Q-factorial, meaning that

rk C1(X)/Pic(X) = 0. (2.3)

Here C1(X) and Pic(X) are respectively the groups of Weil divisors and Cartier divisors, in
each case taken modulo principal divisors. A nice introduction to Q-factoriality and, more
generally, singularities of Calabi-Yau threefolds can be found in [19, 20] but the details won’t
be necessary for our applications.

We will be interested in the situation where X is Q-factorial but the homology classes of all
of the exceptional are non-trivial in Hs ()/(> ,Z). In other words, we want all of the exceptional
curves to represent non-trivial torsion classes. We therefore introduce the following definition
of an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold:

Definition 2.1. We say that a projective Calabi-Yau threefold X is “almost generic” if
1. X has isolated nodes S C X as singularities and is smooth everywhere else,

2. and given any analytic small resolution p : X - X, the homology class of the exceptional
curve [p~Y(p)] € Ha(X,Z) is non-trivial and torsion for allp € S.

Since an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold is Q-factorial, it always admits a smoothing
as a consequence of [42, Theorem 1.3]. In the following we will denote by X a smooth
deformation of an almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X. The Euler characteristic of X is
related to that of X via

X =X +2(#5). (2.4)

~

Let us point out that the quantity x(X) appears to be an invariant among the MUM-
points in a given moduli space. In our first example, that is discussed in Section 4, we
have a MUM-point at z = 0 that corresponds on the A-model side to a nodal quintic X3
with #S = 54 nodes and the Euler characteristic of the generic smooth quintic is of course
X()Z' 1) = —200. The moduli space contains a second MUM-point at z = oo which corresponds
on the A-model side to a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold Y; with Euler characteristic x(Y1) =
—200 4 2 - 54 = —92. The same type of relations hold for our other examples as well, as can
be seen in Table 1.

8For a recent english translation of [40] see [41] with the relevant result being Theorem 11.2.



2.2 Finding examples with conifold transitions

To obtain the nodal quintics X7, Xo and the nodal octics X3, X4, we use conifold transitions
from smooth Calabi-Yau threefolds )?; fora=1,...,4, following the strategy laid out in [16].
In all of these cases )?; is a complete intersection in a product of projective spaces (so-called
CICYs, introduced in [43, 44]).

o~ o~

XI‘ .......................... > X
@ conifold “
. transition
Kihler non-Kihler
small small
resolution resolution
"
partial smoothing "
D G it ----> Xy  mmmmmmm----- > X,
smoothing
Figure 1. The conifold transitions used to construct the geometries X, for a =1,...,4.

We always proceed in the following three steps:

1. We start with a smooth Calabi-Yau 3-fold X, ~, with the homology group of curves being
Hy (X!, 7) ~ Z™ x B(X®), (2.5)

where B(X'Crb) = Tors Hg()?é, Z) is some finite Abelian group. We conjecture that B()?;)
is trivial in all of our examples. To simplify the exposition we will make this assumption
in the rest of the paper. However, our results do not rely on this conjecture. If B ()? B!
should be non-trivial, the only consequence would be that statements about the torsion
of curves should be interpreted in the homology modulo B(X, o).

2. We then show that X’; is a small resolution of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold X that has isolated
nodal singularities S}, C X, that fall into two sets

Sr = gnAyenB (2.6)

We refer to the corresponding nodes as being of Type A and Type B. We will denote
the exceptional curve in X that resolves the node p € S, by C, C X;. In all of our
examples, the nodal Calabi-Yau X} admits a smooth deformation X,.

3. We show that X also admits a partial smoothing X, that preserves the subset st Sy
of the nodes. Using a Mayer-Vietoris argument, analogous to the one used in the proof



of [16, Proposition 3.3], one can then show that for any analytic small resolution X'a of
X, one has

Hy(Xa,7) = Ha(X3,Z)/({ [Cp), p € SEP}) . (2.7)

As a result, we find that the exceptional curves in any small resolution )?a of X,
represent non-trivial torsion classes in homology and X, does not admit any Kéahler

small resolution.
The relation between the geometries is summarized in Figure 1.

Existence of partial smoothing Let us briefly explain the existence of a deformation X,
of X[ that removes only the nodes of Type B. In all of our examples, the exceptional curves
that resolve the nodes S5 satisfy a relation in homology

D apCy] =0€ Hy(X}, Z), (2.8)
pesy®

with all coefficients a, # 0. We denote by Yz an analytic variety that is obtained by small
resolving only the nodes of Type A, SZ’A C X.. Any of the 9#5:" choices will work for us.
We can then apply the results from [45-48], as summarized for example in the introduction
of [49], to conclude that there exists a smoothing X, of X . After contracting the remaining
exceptional curves we then obtain the almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X,,.

To be clear, this argument allows us to conclude the existence of the Calabi-Yau X, and
to deduce its relevant properties. We will not identify the explicit deformations of the defining
equations that remove the nodes of Type B while preserving those of Type A, as has been
possible in the case of symmetric determinantal double octics, studied in [16]. It would be
very interesting to identify the explicit form of the defining equations of the geometries X,
but we will leave this question for future work.

Torsion of partial smoothing Given the homology classes of the exceptional curves C),
for p € S[rl’B, it is easy to calculate the torsion of X,. For the moment, let r = ba(X}). In all
of our examples the lattice

([, p e SpPY) € Ho(X},2) = 7 (2.9)

has rank r — 1, and is generated by elements ¥; = (0,v;1,...,v;,—1) fori=1,...,7 — 1. As
a result, the homology of X, takes the form

Hy(X,,Z) =7 x B(X,), B(X,)=2Zn, (2.10)
with the order of torsion being

V11 -e. Ulp—1
N=det| : - . (2.11)

Ur—1,1 -+ Up—1r—1



3 Topological strings and mirror symmetry

We now discuss the topological string A-model on a background (X, «), where X is an almost
generic Calabi-Yau threefold and « € B(X) the topology of the flat B-field, as well as the
B-model on the corresponding mirror Calabi-Yau W,,.

We will denote by p : X — X some choice of small resolution of X , the choice of which
doesn’t matter but will be kept fixed throughout the discussion. The set of nodes in X will
be denoted by S C X and C), for p € S is the exceptional curve over the node p. The smooth
deformation of X will be denoted by X. We will assume that Hg()z ,Z) = Z and that the
torsion of X is

B(X) =Tors H(X,Z) = Zy , (3.1)

for some N > 1. The class «a can then be represented by an integer k € {0,...,N — 1} and
we denote the equivalence class by a = [k]ny € Zy. Note that the case N = 1 corresponds to
the usual situation where X = X is already a smooth projective Calabi-Yau threefold.

We will assume that the B-field stabilizes all of the nodes, i.e. ged(k,N) = 1. The
reason is that “unstable nodes”, by which we mean nodes that are resolved by exceptional
curves which have a trivial B-field holonomy, can always be removed by a complex structure
deformation and do not affect the A-model topological string partition function.

3.1 Topologically non-trivial B-fields and torsion refined GV-invariants

Since a singular Calabi-Yau is not a manifold, the notion of the Kéahler cone is no longer well-
defined. However, it can be naturally replaced by the cone of ample divisors. This is because
of Kleiman’s criterion, which states that a line bundle on a projective scheme is ample if and
only if the degree on every non-zero element in the closure of the cone of effective curves is
positive. In all of our examples, the cone of ample divisors is one-dimensional and we denote
the generator by J € Pic(X). In a slight abuse of terminology, we still refer to wx =t J as
the complexified Kéahler form on X and call ¢ the complexified Kihler parameter. ?

We denote by ngp.
with complexified Ké&hler parameter ¢. It was observed in [14], and subsequently in [15, 16],

(t,[k]n, A\) the A-model topological string partition function on (X, [k]x)

that the usual expansion of the topological string partition function in terms of Gopakumar-
Vafa invariants [17, 18] has to be modified if k£ # 0. For general k, it takes the form

X g ndm mA 2-29 2mikmp o i
log Zigy. (6 (Kln. ) = 3D 3> - [sin <7>] RIS (32)

g>0m>1d>1 p=0

in terms of the so-called torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants ng’p ez. v

9The corresponding metric can be obtained by performing an infinitesimal smoothing and applying the
Calabi-Yau theorem.

10The appearance of the phase in the context of smooth Calabi-Yau threefolds with torsion was also remarked
in [50]. At genus zero it has been pointed out for singular Calabi-Yau threefolds in [13] and, in the smooth
case, was applied in [51, 52].

— 10 —



The physical derivation of this modification rests on the claim that the effective super-
gravity associated to the M-theory compactification on X exhibits a

GM:HW%Hw@@ﬂUD:UmeN (3.3)
gauge symmetry and the five dimensional BPS-particles carry charges
(d,[p|n) € Hy(X,Z) =Z x Zy . (3.4)

As has been pointed out in [16], the relation of the homology groups under conifold transitions,
that we use to construct the geometries X, for a = 1,...,4, directly translates to a physics
proof of (3.3).

The original argument from [17, 18] then carries over with the only modification being
that the invariants carry an additional label that keeps track of the torsion charge. We
refer to [14-16] for more details, also on the mathematical definition of the torsion refined
invariants.

It was pointed out in [14] that the topological string partition function does not distin-
guish the choices [k]ny and [—k]x for a. This is related to the phenomenon, further discussed
in [15, 16], that M-theory on X appears to “see” all of the small resolutions simultaneously.
This has already been observed for the non-compact conifold in [53]. It is useful to keep this
in mind since it will also explain several factors of two that appear later on in our discussion.

3.2 The B-model at genus zero

Let us now assume that the Calabi-Yau background (X, [k]y) is mirror to a Calabi-Yau
background (W, Bx), where Wy, is a projective Calabi-Yau threefold and ) represents the
B-field topology on W) and takes values in some suitable group. The question of whether
or not W}, is smooth and whether 8 is non-trivial are of course very interesting but we will
assume that this does not affect the calculation of the periods. ! We will therefore forget
about S and will sometimes just talk about Wy as the mirror of (X, [k]x).

The Kahler potential that is associated to the special Kahler structure on the complex
structure moduli space Mg of W}, takes the form

aK@a:i/ QAQ, (3.5)
Wy,

in terms of the holomorphic 3-form €2, which is a section of the Kéhler line bundle £. A
rescaling Q — e/(*)Q, in terms of a holomorphic function f(z) on M., therefore corresponds
to a Kéhler transformation

K(2,2) = K(2,2) — f(2) — f(2). (3.6)

"There is certainly a lot to be understood here, for example what happens if the B-field topology on Wy
obstructs certain deformations. This is beyond the scope of our paper but we hope to come back to this
question in future work.
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The Weil-Petersson metric on the moduli space is then given by G,z = 3,0: K.

We will now assume that the limit z — 0 corresponds to a point of maximally unipotent
monodromy (MUM-point) that is mirror to the large volume limit ¢ — ico on (X, [k]x). One
can then choose a basis of rational 3-cycles on W} such that the corresponding periods of
Q(z) take the form

@o(2)
0(2)log(2) + w1(2)
wo(2)log(2)? + 2w (2) log(z) + wa(2) ’
wo(2)log(2)? + 3w (2)log(2)? + 3wa(2)log(z) + w3 (2)

'(z) = (3.7)

in terms of locally analytic functions wy(z) = 1+ O(z) and w;(z) = O(z) for i = 1,2,3. We
refer to w(z) as the fundamental period and it is a section of L.

As a consequence of Griffiths transversality, the holomorphic 3-form — and therefore also
the periods — are annihilated by the so-called Picard-Fuchs operator

4
D=> pi(2)0', 0=20,. (3.8)
i=0
The coefficients p;(z), i = 0,...,4 are polynomials in z. The Picard-Fuchs operator can be

reconstructed from the fundamental period wg(z) by making an ansatz for D and solving
D’{IJQ(Z) = 0.

For a suitable choice of coordinate z, the mirror map that relates this to the complexified
Kéhler parameter t of (X, [k]x) is given by

t(z) = % <log(z) + Zég;) . (3.9)

The mirror map can be inverted around z = 0 to obtain the inverse mirror map z(t).

One can then choose an integral symplectic basis of 3-cycles
Al B e Hs(W,,Z), A'.-B;=-B;-Al=¢%, 1,J=01, (3.10)

such that the corresponding vector of periods takes the form
- 1
= ([ 20, [ a6)=ne) (Vero -ore ar@. g.o) . G
By Al N

in terms of a prepotential F'(t). The appearance of the factor of N has first been observed
in [15, 16], for N = 2, and we generalize the results here for arbitrary N.
As was also discussed in [15, 16], generalizing the well known results for N = 1 from [1-3],
the prepotential F'(t) takes the form
b 1 1

K g .
Ft)= -2+ —t° + ——t + = —— O(e>™ty 3.12
O =-5 T3 T am s mpe t O (3:12)
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Here k is the triple intersection number of the smooth deformation X of X and the coefficient
of the constant term takes the form

L%J ik 2rikq
e=x(X)C3) - n, [Lig (J"z‘vq) + Lis (e— N )} . (3.13)
q=1
Here we define n, for ¢ =1,...,[N/2] as
ng = #{p e SI[Cp] € {laln, [-aln}} - (3.14)

The geometric interpretation of the coefficient b is not yet understood, except when X
is smooth, i.e. N = 1, in which case b = J - co(T'X). More generally, we observe that in all
of the examples that have been considered in [15, 16] and in this paper it takes values b € Z.

The coefficient o € %Z can often be fixed from integrality of the monodromy matrices. '?
The Yukawa coupling C,,, = fW QA 03Q) is related to the prepotential via
C... = —wo(2)?RF(t). (3.15)

It is a rational function in z and a section of £2 ® Sym? (T* M),

3.3 Higher genus free energies and holomorphic anomaly equations

The B-model genus g topological string free energy F,(z, z) is a section of L2729, To be inde-
pendent of the choice of Kéhler gauge, one can introduce Fy(t,t) = wo(2)*2F,(z, 2)|
We refer to the quantities F,(¢) that one obtains in the holomorphic limit

z—z(t)"
Fg(t) = El_ig;oFg(ti) ’ (316)

as the A-model topological string free energies. They are related to the topological string
partition function in (3.2) via

log Zisp. (t, (K], A) = D N2 Fy(t). (3.17)
g=>0

The genus zero free energies are already holomorphic and the prepotential (3.12) can be
identified with F'(t) = —Fy(t). In the holomorphic limit, the derivative of the Kéhler potential
and the Weil-Petersson metric respectively become

K, —» —0,logwy(z), G,z — 0,t. (3.18)

12 As for some of our examples, it can happen that there is a second MUM-point in the moduli space that
is related via mirror symmetry to an ordinary smooth Calabi-Yau threefold. In those cases the Gamma-class
formula, see e.g. [54], can be used to determine an integral basis of periods around that point and numerical
analytic continuation yields a corresponding basis around z = 0.
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The genus one free energy satisfies the holomorphic anomaly equation [6]

8282-F1(275) = %szzczgz - (% — 1) ng, (319)

in terms of C%Z* = 2K C5::G**G#*. Recall from Section 2 that the Euler characteristic of the
small resolution can also be expressed as x(X) = x(X) + 2(#5). The necessary modification
for the number of nodes #5S # 0 has been first observed in [14].

Integrating (3.19), and using the boundary behaviour of F; gives the ansatz

1 X 1
Fi(z,2) =— 5 (4 — %) K — 3 log det Gz + log | f1(2)]?, (3.20)
in terms of the ambiguity
fiz) = B T AT (3.21)

Here b = I% J - ¢2(TX), in terms of a primitive ample divisor .J on X, and the coefficients
¢; € Z depend on the number of vector- and hypermultiplets that become massless at the
sublocus in moduli space {A; =0} C Mg [55].

The free energies at genus g > 2 satisfy similar holomorphic anomaly equations [7]

1 K
0:F4(2,2) = 50252 <D2Dz}'g_1(z,2) + Zszh(z,Z)Dz}'g_h(z,Z)> . (3.22)
h=1

The integration of these equations using a set of propagators, the BCOV ring and the poly-
nomial structure of the topological string free energies is described in Appendix A.

3.4 Boundary conditions

Integrating the holomorphic anomaly equations (3.22) determines F, in terms of the free
energies at lower genus Fy, ¢’ < g up to an integration constant fy(z) that is referred to as
the holomorphic ambiguity.

In all of our examples, the discriminant polynomial takes the form

nc NnHC
A=Ay ] ake, (3.23)

i=1 i=1
where nc + npc is the degree of A and the loci {AZC =0} fori=1,...,nc are all conifold
points while the loci {A?C =0} for i = 1,...,ngc are all hyperconifold points. In fact,

the only examples where nyc # 0 are (X3, [£1]3) and the dual Calabi-Yau Y3. In that case
nuc = 1 and we find one hyperconifold point in the moduli space where an S3/Zy appears to
shrink inside the mirror.
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Also, in our examples the point at z = oo is always another MUM-point. The correspond-
ing local expansion is related to that around z = 0 by a coordinate and Kahler transformation

1 1
Z2X —, Wy wa07 fK X JP) (324)
v V€2

€1

for some ey, es € N. For reasons that will become clear in a moment, we call p = e /es the
regulator. The holomorphic ambiguity then takes the form

|_2(9 1)J

fg(Z)zz( +Z AHC -+ Z by 2" (3.25)
=1

The lower and the upper bound of the last sum are respectively determined by the regularity
of the genus g > 2 free energies in a large volume limit. The numerator pic fori=1,...,n¢
is a polynomial of degree (deg AY)2972 — 1 and is fixed by the gap condition at AY = 0 that
we will discuss in a moment. On the other hand, the numerator pHC fort=1,...,ngc is
a polynomial of degree (deg AZ-HC)Q 1 _ 1. There does not appear to be an ordlnary gap at
the hyperconifold points and therefore we fix the p?c, just like the coefficients b,, by using
additional boundary conditions and the Castelnuovo vanishing condition.

Before we discuss the gap condition, let us briefly recall that the monodromy around a
conifold point always takes the form

Mg =1dgyy —mET56T, meN, Tezt, (3.26)

where ¥ is a primitive 3-cycle in the mirror W}, that shrinks at the conifold point, in the basis
A’ Bj from (3.10), and the symplectic intersection form ¥ is given by

0 010
1
Y= 0 00 . (3.27)
-1 0 00
0 -100

The coefficient m here is identical to the exponent ¢; that appears in (3.21) for the corre-
sponding discriminant component.
The so-called gap condition, first described in [9, 56], amounts to the conjecture that

(—1)9_1329 m

29(29 _ 2) 2g9—2 + O(t(c)) ) (328)

Fg(tC) =

where t. is a local flat coordinate around this conifold point. The coefficient in (3.28), for
m = 1, has been determined in [57]. A correct choice for . is the analytic continuation of the
period U - ﬁ, normalized by a regular period that takes value 1 at the conifold point. More
details on the choice of normalization can be found in [9, 58].
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One additional boundary condition (in fact two, given that we have two MUM-points) is
provided by the generic expression for the constant term of Fy(t),

2
3] (3.29)

The necessary modification in the case N = 2 has first been explained in [15] and the argument
directly generalizes to arbitrary N.

Finally, we can use the Castelnuovo vanishing property, which states that for a given
degree d € N there exists a maximal genus gpax(d) such that ng’p = 01if g > gmax(d). The
existence of such a bound in the unrefined case has been proven, using the relation with
Gromov-Witten invariants, in [59]. On the other hand, concrete bounds for some geometries,
again in the unrefined case, have been proven in [10, 60]. Instead of using a concrete bound, we
will make the common simplifying assumption that if for some (d, p, g) we find that n;“’ =0,
then n;l}p =0 for all ¢’ > g.

4 Almost generic nodal quintics with Z,-torsion

In this section we use conifold transitions, as described in Section 2.2, to construct almost
generic quintic Calabi-Yau threefolds X; and X5 that respectively have 54 and 48 isolated
nodal singularities. In both cases the torsion is B(X;) = B(X3) = Zs.

The corresponding geometries )/5{ and )?5, which are the starting points of the conifold
transitions, are CICY 6675 and CICY 6989 from the classification [43, 44]. The corresponding
configuration matrices are

pi111110]"" p11110]"
- P21110001 N P2(11001
Xr— Xr— 4.1
! P2l001101 ’ 2 PO 0201 ’ (4.1)
PO0O00T 1| PHOOO T 1] .

where the superscript indicates h'! and h*! of the geometry, while the subscript is the Euler
characteristic.

4.1 Porteous’ formula

Before discussing the geometries, let us briefly recall some properties of the degeneracy loci
of bundle maps and Porteous’ formula.

Consider vector bundles £, F on a variety V of respective rank e and f and a map
¢ : &€ — F. We denote the vanishing locus of (k+1) x (k+1) minors of a matrix representation
of ¢ by My(¢). The expected codimension of M (¢) in V is (e — k)(f — k) and if the actual
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codimension of My (¢) matches the expected codimension then the cohomology class [M(¢)]
is given by Porteous’ formula. This is in particular the case if all of the entries of the matrix
representation of ¢ are sections of globally generated line bundles on V.

Denoting by cg, ¢q, ... the Chern classes of F /&, Porteous’ formula states that

Cf—k Cf—k+1 """ Cetf—2k—1
My =des | © T (42)

Cf—e+1 Cf—et2 " Cf—k

To illustrate this, let us consider an f X e matrix B such that the entries of the i-th row
are sections of a line bundle L; on some space W. We can interpret this as a bundle map

f
B: 0% DL, 4.3
w
=1

that we denote by the same symbol in a slight abuse of notation. Let us assume for example
that f = 2 and e = 3. Then the degeneracy locus M;(B) = {corank B = 1} has expected
codimension 2 and Porteous’ formula implies that it represents the cohomology class

[Ml (B)] = 01(L1)2 + Cl(Ll)Cl(Lg) + 01(L2)2 . (4.4)

4.2 The geometry of X' and X*

In order to understand the geometry of )?{ and )?5 it will be useful to interpret them as
a special case of a slightly more general construction and consider instead the complete
intersection inside V = P* x P? x P? x IP? that is associated to the configuration matrix

P4ay1 a12 asy azz2 asy ags 0
P21 1 0 0 0 01
P2lo0 0 1 1 0 0 1|’
P20 0 0 O 1 11

(4.5)

with a; ; € N. The corresponding complete intersection will be a Calabi-Yau threefold if the
sum of all a; ; equals 5. One can easily check, for example using CohomCalg [61, 62], that
only two cases lead to a Calabi-Yau threefold with h'"! = 4, namely

(1,1,1,1,1,0) for X,

> 4.6
(1,1,2,0,1,0) for X3. (46)

(a1,1,01,2,02,1,a22,031,032) = {

For now, let us leave the choice for a; ; open and only assume that Hg()A( TZ) =174 13

13 As already mentioned in Section 2, we conjecture that Hg()?’r7 Z) is torsion free. This mostly allows us to
simplify our notation without affecting our results in any essential way.
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We introduce homogeneous coordinates
[1:...ca5] €PY) [upiugzug) €P?, [upvgius] €PEL wy o we i ws] € P2, (4.7)
and write the defining equations as
X" ={Bi(z1,...,25)(ur,uz,u3)" = Ba(z1,...,x5)(v1,v,03)T

o (45)
= Bs(x1,...,75) (w1, wa, w3)T =0, Z A;jruivjwy =0 p C V.
irj, k=1

Here By, By, B3 are 2 x 3 matrices with entries that are generic homogeneous polynomials in
[1 :...: x5], with the degree of the entries in the j-th row of B; being a; j, while A; ;1 € C
are generic complex coefficients.

We denote by m; : V. — P, for i = 1,...,4 and ¥ = (4, 2,2, 2), the projection to the i-th
factor of V and write

JZ:TF:(HZ)‘)?r, Zzl,,4, (49)

where H; is a generic hyperplane divisor in P". We define the degree of a curve C' C X7 as
(dlv"'7d4) = Oﬁ(']17"j7=]4)'
Let us denote by BZ-[J ] the matrix that is obtained from B; by omitting the j-th column
and define the singular quintic
3
XT=0 3 (~1)*R A, det By () det BY (x) det BY () = 0 p < P*. (4.10)
ij k=1
We also define the surfaces S; = M (B;) = {corank B;(z) = 1} C P*, which by (4.4) have
respective degrees

deg S; = ail + a; 1042 + aiz . (4.11)

We then see that (4.10) is the special quintic that contains all three surfaces S;, i = 1,2, 3.
Note that if for some i € {1,2,3} one has a;1 = a;2 = 0 then S; = () but this will not be the
case of interest to us. On the other hand, we can safely assume that My(B;) = (.

The restriction of 71 to X* induces a birational morphism

X' X' (4.12)

To see this, consider first p € X ' corresponding to coordinates I, u, v, w, and assume that
p # S1USyUS3. It is easy to check that if, for example, the matrix By has full rank one has

Biii=0 < [ug:up:ug) = |det BIY: —det B : det BIY| . (4.13)

This implies that & € X and that 7 is an isomorphism away from S; U S3 U S3. On the other
hand, if p € S1 U S5 U S3 it is clear that again ¥ € X".

The threefold X™ has isolated nodal singularities that are resolved by the map 7 : Xt -
X*. There are two different types of nodes in X" and for each of the two one can further
distinguish three situations.
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Nodes of Type B The nodes that we denote of Type B; for ¢ = 1,2,3 arise at the
intersection S; NSy, for i # j # k. We denote the set of these nodes by

StBi = {corank B; = corank B, = 1}, i,5,k € {1,2,3}, i#j#k, (4.14)
and the number of nodes S™Pi is
ng, =(deg S;j)(deg Si) = (ail +aj1a52 + aig) (ail + ap10k2 + (1%2) . (4.15)

Since these loci are determined by the simultaneous vanishing of the minors det B][-l] and

det B,[C” for [ = 1,2,3 it is clear that these points lie on X*. The degrees of the exceptional
curves C), in X" that resolve these nodes are

(0,0,1,1) for p € S™B1 |
(J1,...,J1)NCp =< (0,1,0,1) for p € SVB2, (4.16)
(0,1,1,0) for p € VB3,

Nodes of Type A On the other hand, the nodes that we call of Type A; for i = 1,2,3 are
respectively located on the surface S;, away from the intersections. We will first describe the
nodes p € S™A1 of Type A such that p € S} and p # S U S3. Since the matrices By and B
have full rank over such a point, there are unique points [v1 : vo : v3] and [wy : we : w3] over
p such that

By (p)7 = B3(p)wW = 0. (4.17)
If p is a generic point on S then
3
Bl (p)ﬁ = Z Ai7j,ku,~vjwk = 0, (4.18)
i,5,k=1

determines a unique point [uy : ug : ug] € P2. However, if the linear conditions (4.18) on @
are not independent, which is the case when the rank of the matrix

Bi1a Bii2 Bi13
~ B2 B2 B3
Bl — 3 34y 3 34y 3 34y , (4‘19)
> Avjrvjwr >0 Agjrvjwr D0 Asjpvjwe

jk=1 jk=1 k=1

drops by two, the solutions to (4.18) span a rational curve inside P2. The multiplicity of these
points, as well as the corresponding expressions for the nodes of Type As and Ag, are listed
in Table 2.
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Type Ay, resolved by curves of degree (0,1,0,0) € Ho(X",Z) ~ Z*

Sr’Al :71‘({ corankél = 2} N {BQ . (Ul,UQ,Ug)T = B3 - (’wl,ZUg,’wg)T = 6}) ,

Bi1 Bi12 Bi13
B B2 Bi22 Bia3
1= 3 3 3 )
> Avjrvjwr >0 Agjrvjwe D0 Asjrvjwe
Jk=1 =1 jk=1

na, = (a%,l +aia12 + a%,z) (az1a22 + agrass +2(az1 + azp) (as1 + as2))

2 2
+ara12 (a1 + a12) (a1 + aso +as1 +as2) + ai aj -

Type As, resolved by curves of degree (0,0,1,0) € Ho(X*,Z) ~ Z*

Sr’A2 :71‘({ corank ég = 2} N {Bl . (ul,UQ,U3)T == Bg . (’wl,ZUg,ZU3)T = 6}) s

By 11 Bs 12 Bs13
B By o B3 22 Bsos
2= 3 3 3 )
Yo Aipuiwy Y Ajspuiwy Y Az puiwg
i1 i1 i1

na, = (a3 + az1a22 + a3,) (a1,1012 + agaas2 + 2 (a11 + a12) (a1 + asz2))

2 2
+ag1a22 (az1 + azz2) (a11 +a12 +ag1 +as2) +az 035

Type Agj, resolved by curves of degree (0,0,0,1) € Ho(X*,Z) ~ Z*

SrAs =m({ corank Eg =2}Nn{B;- (ul,UQ,U3)T = By - ("U177}277}3)T = 6})7

B3 B3 B33
By = B3 B3 B33
3= 3 3 3 ’
Z Aivj,luivj Z Ai,j,2ui"Uj Z Ai,j73uivj
1,7=1 i,j=1 ij=1

NA; = (a%,l +asz1a32 + a%,g) (a1,1a12 + agqa22 + 2 (a1, + a12) (a1 + azz2))

2 9
+as a3z (azy +asz2) (a11 +a12 +az1 +az2) +a31035-

Table 2. The nodes of Type A; in X*, their locations S™* and multiplicities na, for i = 1,2, 3.
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4.3 Almost generic quintic threefolds X; and X,

In order to obtain the geometries X; and X5, we start with the corresponding quintic three-
folds X from (4.10) and deform the equation such that we preserve only the nodes of Type
A while smoothing the nodes of Type B. Using (2.11), and

011
det [ 101 | =2, (4.20)
110

we see that the resulting torsion is B(X;) = B(X2) = Zs. The existence of such a deformation
has been explained in Section 2.2 and relies on the fact that in both cases ng; > 1 for all
i = 1,2,3. This implies that the homology classes of the corresponding exceptional curves
satisfy a relation (2.8) with non-zero coefficients.

The quintic X; with 54 nodes Let us first specialize to the values
(a11,a1,2,a21,a22,a31,a32) = (1,1,1,1,1,0). (4.21)
With standard methods one can calculate
RN XY =4, RPNXD) =35, x(XD)=-62, (4.22)

as well as CQ(TX{) - (J1, J2, J3,Js) = (50,36,36,24). Using (4.15) and Table 2, we find that
the numbers of nodes in X7 are

na, =22, na, =22, np, =10, np, =9, np,=3, np,=3. (4.23)

After the transition, we find that the exceptional curves resolving the remaining #S5 = 54
nodes all represent the same non-trivial 2-torsion class in Ho(X1,Z) = Z X Zs.

The quintic X5 with 48 nodes Our second examples corresponds to the choice
(a11,a12,a21,a22,a31,a32) = (1,1,2,0,1,0), (4.24)
corresponding to the topological invariants
RUL(XE) =4, RPN(XE) =37, y(X5)=—66, (4.25)

as well as CQ(T)?E) - (J1, J2, I3, Jy) = (50, 36,24, 24). Using again (4.15) and Table 2, we find
that the numbers of nodes in X3 are

na, =19, na, =20, na, =9, np, =12, np,=3, np,=4. (4.26)

After the transition, we find that the exceptional curves resolving the remaining #S = 48
nodes all represent the same non-trivial 2-torsion class in Ho(X2,Z) = Z X Zs.
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4.4 Mirror symmetry and the conifold transitions X* — (X, [1]2)

We now want to find the fundamental periods of the mirrors of the Calabi-Yau backgrounds
(Xa,[1]2) for @ = 1,2. To this end, we find a limit that is mirror to the transition X’; —
(Xa,[1]2). The behaviour of the flat coordinates in this limit allows us to deduce the presence
of the flat but topologically non-trvial B-field. We will first discuss the transitition )?{ —
(X1, [1]2) in detail and then provide the corresponding expressions for (X, [1]2).

The transition XI — (X1,[1]2) Using the techniques from [2, 3, 63] we can easily write
down the fundamental period of the mirror of X7. It takes the form

: n+ 0\ (n+B\ (n4l3\ (1 +ils+ 1),
= (ama)= 3 < l 1> ( z 2> ( z 3)%” 422 (4.27)
n,l1,l2,l5>0 1 2 3 1Haolls!

Let us first find the values for 21, 29, 23 that are mirror to points at which we can perform
a conifold transition from )?{ to X;. We can focus on the slice of the moduli space where
z1 = 29 = z3 = z. Taking also the limit v — 0 and using the Frobenius method, we obtain
the relevant logarithmic period

. (ll+12+lg+p)' I+l +l+:| 1 < z >
=1 0 R A 1 : 4.28
f(Z) Pl—H>%Jl1712§7l'4:>0 r [ (ll + p)'l2'l3' ¥ 1—-3z % 1—2z ( )

From this we can conclude that, in the limit v — 0, the complexified volume of the exceptional
curves C), that resolve the nodes p € X" is given by

te for pe STt

1 z
, te(2) = —1 . 4.29
2t, for p € S{’B ) omi o <1 - 2z> (4.29)

Volc(Cp) = {

Recall that we want to smoothen the nodes of Type B and therefore we want the com-
plexified volume of the curves C,, for p € S to be trivial. Since the B-field holonomy is only
defined up to shifts by integers, this amounts to the condition 2t, € Z. We thus find two
points that allow for the desired conifold transition,

1
lim t.(z) =0, limt.(z)= 3 (4.30)

z—1/3 z—1

In the limit z — 1/3 the complexified volume of all of the exceptional curves vanishes and
therefore we can perform a conifold transition from Xj to the generic smooth quintic Calabi-
Yau X;. Indeed, we can perform a suitably regularized limit of the mirror fundamental period

and find
-, 1_ 5
lim (1— 32)@5{1 (( 3Z> w,z,z,z)
z—1/3 z

5n)!
=> E 7))5 w" =1+ 120w + 113400w? + O(w?) .
n:
n>0

(4.31)
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This is of course nothing but the fundamental period of the mirror quintic [1].

In the second limit, z — 1, we observe that the complexified volume of the exceptional
curves that resolve nodes of Type B is again trivial. However, the curves C), for p € Si’A, that
resolve nodes of Type A, measure a non-trivial B-field holonomy 1/2 that prevents us from
deforming those nodes as well. Note that the holonomy of 1/2 is precisely compatible with
the fact that, after the transition to X , the homology class of the curves becomes 2-torsion.

Taking again the regularized limit we find the corresponding mirror fundamental period

: 2 (1-32\°
lim(1 — 3z)w; ! W,2,2,%2
z—1 z (432)

=1 + 88w? + 1728w® + 99576w* + 4104000w® + O(w®).

This is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 203 (B.1). We can therefore interpret
this operator as annihilating the periods of the mirror of the almost generic nodal quintic X3
that is equipped with a flat but topologically non-trivial B-field [1]y € B(X7).

The transition )?5 — (Xa2,[1]2) The mirror transition of the conifold transition )25 —
(X2, [1]2) can be understood in a completely analogous fashion. The fundamental period of
the mirror of X3 takes the form

T

X
@, 2(v, 21, 22, 23)

n4+0\>/2n+1\ (n+13\ (2n\ (L +la+13) . 4 1 (4.33)
= Z — "t
n 11”2!13! =23

l l l
n,l1,l2,13>0 ! 2 3

Again we find that in the limit z — 1/3 this can be regularized to yield the fundamental
period of the generic mirror quintic

-, 1— 5
1i1%>3(1 — 32)o 2 << Z3Z> w,z,z,z) =1+ 120w + 113400w? + O(w®).  (4.34)
z—

However, in the limit z — 1 we obtain the fundamental period

: b 1—32\°
lim(1 —32)wy ' | — W, 2,2, 2
Z—1 z (4.35)

=1 + 8w + 504w? + 36800w> 4 3518200w* + 365275008w® + O(w’),

that is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 222 (B.28). We can therefore interpret

this as corresponding to the mirror of the Calabi-Yau background (Xs, [1]5). 4

14%We have introduced an additional sign for w in the transition in order to directly reproduce AESZ 222.
At the level of the torsion refined GV-invariants, the only consequence is that the Zs-charges of curves of odd
degree in X are flipped.
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5 Almost generic nodal octics with Zs-torsion

Our second type of examples are almost generic octic hypersurfaces X3 and X4 in IP’le’L 4
They respectively have 104 and 100 isolated nodes and in both cases the torsion is

B(X3) = B(Xy) = Z3. (5.1)

The geometries are again obtained by using conifold transitions from certain CICY Calabi-
Yau threefolds X, a = 3,4 as described in Section 2.2.

Now the geometries Xg and )?i are CICY 7242 and CICY 7237 from the classification [43,
44]. The corresponding configuration matrices take the form
3,39
P110 011

- 1,1) for a=
Xi=|P001 111 , (al,ag):{(’) or a =3,

(5.2)
P31 1 ay az 00 (2,0) for a=4.

—72

In order to understand the geometry behind the conifold transition, it will be useful to first
familiarize ourself with the concept of hyperdeterminants.

5.1 Hyperdeterminants from projective duals

We start by considering the Veronese embedding of X = P! in P?, given by
. ml 2 . . 2, .2
ve: PP =P vy [xy o xe] e (2] xxe s 23] (5.3)

The projective dual variety XV is the subvariety in the dual projective space that consists
of the hyperplanes that are tangent to a smooth point of X. Concretely, we denote the
homogeneous coordinates on the dual projective space by [a; : ag : az] € P? such that the
intersection of the corresponding hyperplane with X is

I={a12? + apzi29 +azz3 =0} C X . (5.4)

The hyperplane is tangent to X if the quadric is degenerate, i.e. the intersection (5.4) consists
of a single point or X itself. After rewriting

I={zTAz =0} C X, A:(aZ}Z “Zf) , (5.5)

we can identify XV as the symmetric determinantal variety
XY ={detA=0} cC P2. (5.6)
The construction generalizes and gives a definition of the determinant of a symmetric (n +

1) x (n + 1) matrices as the defining equation of the projective dual variety of the Veronese
(n+1)(n+2) _1

embedding of P in P 2
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The determinant of a general (n+1) x (n+ 1) matrix can similarly be defined in terms of
the Segre embedding of P" x P™ into P(+1)*=1 For example, let X = P! x P! with respective
homogeneous coordinates [z7 : z2] and [y : y2] and consider the Segre embedding

o [ry i we) X [y1 :ya] = [T1y1 : T1Y2  Toys ¢ oY) € PP (5.7)

Denoting the homogeneous coordinates on the dual P? by [a1 : ag : ag : ay) the intersection of
the corresponding hyperplane with X is given by

I={jTAZ=0}CX, A::<“1%>, (5.8)
as aq

and the projective dual variety again takes the form XV = {det A =0} C P3.

If A has full rank then I is just a rational curve since the projection to any of the P!
factors of X is a bijection. On the other hand, if the rank of A drops to one, then I consists
of two rational curves that intersect transversely in a point. To see this, note that when T is
the up to scale unique (right) zero-eigenvector of A then the condition on ¢ is trivial while
for generic & we again have a bijective projection to the first P! factor of X.

Hypermatrices and hyperdeterminants In the case of an (n + 1) x (m + 1) matrix,
with n # m, the analogous construction using the Segre embedding of P" x P™ leads to a
projective dual variety that is not a hypersurface and therefore the determinant of a non-
square matrix can be defined to be 1. However, when applied to the Segre embedding of more
general products PF x ... x P*_ the defining equation of the projective dual variety leads to
the concept of hyperdeterminants of (k1 + 1) x ... x (k. + 1) hypermatrices.

One refers to the dimensions (k1 + 1) x ... x (k. + 1) as the format of the corresponding
hypermatrix. In the following we will denote by Det A the hyperdeterminant of a hypermatrix
A and reserve det A for the case when A is of format m x m.

Hyperdeterminants of format 2 x 2 x 2 have first appeared in the work of Cayley [64]
and for general format they have been systematically introduced over a century later in [65]
(for a nice review see also [66]). While the determinant of an n X m matrix is non-trivial
only if n = m, [65, Theorem 1.3] states that more generally the hyperdeterminant of format
(k1 x 1) x ... x (k. + 1) is non-trivial if and only if

k<Y ki (59)
i#]
forall j =1,...,r. The degree of the hyperdeterminant of format 2 x n x n as a homogeneous
polynomial in the entries of the hypermatrix is given by 2n(n — 1).
A hypermatrix A of format (k1 +1) x ... X (k, + 1) can be interpreted as a multilinear

map fa : CFHl x .. x CF*+l — C. Tt is called degenerate if there exist non-zero vectors
20 e Ckitl § =1,...,r such that

M(ﬂQHWﬂF%@fWDP”jm>:0, (5.10)
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foralli=1,...,r and § = Ckit1. The set of all such tuples Z®, i =1,...,r in P x ... x Pk

is called the kernel K(A) and [65, Proposition 1.1] states that (A) is non-empty if and only

if the hyperdeterminant Det A of A vanishes. The hypermatrix A[n, m| of format (k; + 1) x
X (kp—14+1) X (kpy1 +1) x ... x (ky + 1) with entries

Aln,mliy, i, = A (5.11)

U1 ey, My 1yeenylr—1 9

is called the m-th slice in the n-th direction of A.

While a general method to calculate hyperdeterminants in terms of a so-called Cayley-
Koszul complex has been developed in [65], again building on earlier work by Cayley, it is
sometimes possible to calculate hyperdeterminants using the so-called Schlafli trick. In the
case of a hypermatrix A of format 2 X n X n, one introduces an auxiliary variable X and
defines the n x n matrix

A=zA[1,1] + A[1,2]. (5.12)
The hyperdeterminant of A is then the discriminant of the polynomial det Ain z.

Hyperdeterminants of format 2 x 2 x 2 As an example, consider the Segre embedding
o : Pl x P! x P! < P7 corresponding to a hypermatrix A of format 2 x 2 x 2. We denote the
homogeneous coordinates on the factors of X = P! x P! x P! respectively by [p1 : pa], [z1 : 23]
and [y1 : y2]. The entries A,;; of A provide homogeneous coordinates on the dual projective
space and the intersection of the corresponding hyperplane with X takes the form

I={fa@ 2§ =0} CX, [faB&0) =) Acijpswit- (5.13)
872‘7-]‘
The Schléfli trick for the case n = 2 gives the hyperdeterminant
Det A :AiQ,QA%,Ll —2A121A122A21 24211 — 2411241224221 A21.1
+4A112A4121 429224211 —2A11,1 412242224211 + A?,2,1A§,1,2

2 2 2 2
+ AT 1904501 + A1 114500 — 241124121421 24221 (5.14)
+4A111A122A42 124201 —2A111 41214212422
— 2411141124221 4229 .

We observe, that this is the determinant of the symmetric 2 x 2 matrix A, with entries

Aij = Z Sgn(al)sgn(Q)Ai,al(1),02(1)Aj,01(2),02(2), (5.15)

01,02€852

where S is the group of permutations of {1,2}, such that

2
Det A= > []sen(or) Y sen(02)sgn(03)Aj oy 1),05(1) Aoy (i)0a(2),05(2) - (5.16)

01€852i=1 02,03€S52
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We can equally interpret Det A = 0 as the condition for the intersection

Iy = ZALiniyj = ZAZiniyj =0 C Pl X Pl , (5.17)
.3 .3
to degenerate. To see this, let us define
@ 9) =Y Arijuy;, k=12, (5.18)
4,3

The variety I4 is singular at a point if and only if f; = fo = 0 and

Oy J1 Ona 1 Oy, f1 Oy f1
rank ! ER <1 5.19
<8x1f2 8x2f2 8y1f2 ay2f2> ( )

The latter condition just means that there exists p € P! such that

Z Apajory; =0, Z Apipprri =0, a,b=1,2. (5.20)
k. ki

Therefore a point in P! x P! is a singular point on I, if and only if the determinant of the
hypermatrix Ay ; ; vanishes.

Degeneration loci in the space of 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatrices As was discussed for
example in [67], the space M of 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatrices contains subspaces V, V¢ygp of
respective codimensions 1 and 3 such that

0€Vesp CVCM. (5.21)

The subset V C M consists of the matrices with vanishing hyperdeterminant while Vg is
the set of singular points of V. Depending on the choice for A, the variety I4 then takes the
following form

2 points for A € M\V,
1 point for A € V\Veusp
Iy = 5.22
A P! for A € Veusp\{0}, ( )

Pl x P! for A=0.

Let us introduce the divisors J; = {x; =0} and Jy = {y; = 0} on P! x P! and denote
the degree of a curve C' by (di,dz) = (J1,J2) - C. For hypermatrices A € Vusp\{0} we can
then further distinguish the following three cases, that we refer to as Type A;, i = 1,2, 3:

1. The degeneration of Type A; corresponds to

A1 A2 Ao Az,l,z) _1

5.23
Ar21 A122 Aol Ao (5.23)

rank (A[l,l] A[1,2]) = rank <

Then there exists a unique point & € P! for which the conditions on € P! vanish
identically. It is also clear that this is the only point & for which a solution ¥ exists and
one finds that T4 ~ P! is a rational curve of degree (0, 1).
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2. Similarly, the degeneration of Type Ay corresponds to

A1 A1 Ao A2,2,1> _1
- M

5.24
Ar12 A1 As12 Aszoo (5.24)

rank (A[l,l]T A[1,2]T> = rank (

and we find that I4 ~ P! is a rational curve of degree (1,0).

3. Type A3 corresponds to

A1 A2 A1 Ao
k ( A[2,1] A]2,2] ) = k o T - - =1 5.25
e ( [2,1] Al2, ]) e <A2,1,1 As12 Ao A2,2,2) 7 (5.25)

such that there exists a linear combination of the two defining equations of I4 that
vanishes identically. Without loss of generality we can assume that neither of the
equations vanishes itself identically and in that case I4 is a rational curve

IA = Z Al,i,jxiyj =0 = Z Ag,i,jl‘iyj =0 C ]P)l X ]P)l s (5.26)

.3 .3
of degree (1,1).

Restricting to subspaces As our notation suggests, we have already understood concep-
tually how the nodes of Type A will arise. However, in order to get the nodes of Type B we
have to go one step further.

Let m > 2 and consider a hypermatrix A of format 2 x (m + 1) x (m + 1) as well as two
ordinary matrices B and C' of respective format (m + 1) x (m — 1) and (m — 1) x (m + 1).
We can then define a complete intersection

m—+1 m—+1
I = Z Al,i,jl‘z‘yj = Z A27i7j$iyj = 0, rB = C:lj: 0 Cc P x ]P)m, (5.27)
t,j=1 i,j=1

where ¥ and gy are respective homogeneous coordinates on the first and second factor of
P™ x P™,

If the entries of A, B and C are chosen to be sufficiently generic, then the set [ will
consist of two points. On the other hand, if the matrices B and C have full rank, then we
can solve the equations

{ZB=Cy=0}~P! x P!, (5.28)

and translate the problem again into the form (5.17) for some 2 x 2 x 2 hypermatrix A that
depends on the entries of A, B and C. In this way, after staring at the resulting expression
for a sufficient amount of time, we find that in the space M of matrices A, B,C, the locus
where I degenerates is given by

{detA=0)C M, (5.29)
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where A is now the 2 x 2 matrix

Ai,j = Z Sg"(al)Sg"(U2)Ai,al(1),02( 7,01(2),02( H B01(2+7’ ),r 7”0’2(2+T) (Z) . (530)

01,02€Sm+1

We say that (A, B,C) € M is a degeneration of Type A; if B and C have full rank but A
is degenerate of Type A;. Let us denote the loci where the rank of B and C' drops respectively
by Mp and M¢ in M. From Section 4.1 we recall that the codimension of both Mp and M¢
is three. If we keep A fixed with generic entries, then we can assume that both Mg and M¢
intersect the locus where Type A degenerations occur only in codimension > 4.

We say that a degeneration of I is of Type By if A, B, C correspond to a generic point of
Mp, such that the rank of B drops to m — 2. Similarly, we say that a degeneration is of Type
By if A, B,C correspond to a generic point of My, such that the rank of C drops to m — 2.

Let us introduce again divisors J; = {x1 = 0} and J» = {y1 = 0} on P™ x P™ and
denote the degree of a curve C by (dy,d) = (J1,J2) - C. For degenerations of Type B we
then find that I is a curve of the following degree:

(2,1) for I of Type B,

] = o
(1, J2) { (1,2) for I of Type B, o

5.2 The geometry of X' and X*

We will now apply the discussion from Section 5.1 to the CICY Calabi-Yau threefolds X’é
with @ = 3,4 from (5.2). Denote by &, %, Z the homogeneous coordinates on P3 x P3 x P3. In
both cases the defining equations can then be written as

o L = 3
X' = Z Ay iy = Z Agijriy; =0, TB(2) =C(2)y=0 p C (Pg) , (5.32)
7] 1 7] 1

where Ay ;; € C are the entries of a generic 2 x 4 x 4 hypermatrix A, B(z) is a 4 x 2
matrix and C(z) is a 2 x 4 matrix. The entries of the k-th column of B(z) are homogeneous
polynomials of degree ay in z, with ag, K = 1,2 as in (5.2), while the entries of C(z) are all
linear homogeneous polynomials in z.

From the discussion at the end of Section 5.1, we know that there exists a morphism
P Xr - X', where X" is a double cover of P3 that is ramified over the octic surface
{det A =0} C P?in terms of the symmetric matrix A; ; with entries

2
Aij = Z sgn(01)sgn(02) A; o (1),00 (1) Aj,o1(2),02(2) H Bg (241)r(2)Cr oy (240 (2) - (5.33)

01,02€854 r=1

Concretely, we can construct X' as a hypersurface

{detA_O}C]P11114 (534)

syt
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The degenerations of Type A; and Type B; discussed in Section 5.1 correspond to nodes
of the surface {det A = 0} and therefore also to nodes of the double cover X*. In order to
deduce the number of the nodes of each type, we will take a shortcut and use the Gopakumar-
Vafa invariants of X - for a = 3,4 that can easily be calculated using standard techniques e.g.
from [3].

We denote the divisors on X' that are inherited from the hyperplane classes of the three
P3 factors respectively by Ji,Ja, J3, and the degree of a curve C' C Xt by (di,da,ds) =
C - (Jy,J2,J3). The genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa invariants for ds = 0 are then as follows:

ngt®0dy =01 2 ngh®0dy =01 2

fr. =0 80| g, [B=0 280 (5.35)
1 | 28 484 1 | 24 488
2 | 0 40 2 | 0 40

Comparing again with the discussion in Section 5.1, we deduce that the numbers ny;, np; of
nodes of Type A and B are

(28, 28, 48, 4, 4) for ):(3 ,

5.36
(28, 24, 48, 4, 8) for XJ. (5-36)

(nAunAQanAga nBlant) = {

Using a random choice of coefficients we have verified numerically that )??f and )?i indeed
both have 112 isolated nodes, and that np, + np, of them correspond to the points where
B(C) or C(z) has rank 1.

5.3 Almost generic octic threefolds X3 and Xy

To obtain the geometries X3 and X4 we start again with the corresponding octic threefolds
X! from (4.10) and deform the equation such that we preserve only the nodes of Type A
while smoothing the nodes of Type B. Using (2.11), and

21
det =3 5.37
o(22) s o

we see that the resulting torsion is B(X3) = B(Xy) = Z3. The existence of such a deformation
follows again from the discussion in Section 2.2 and the fact that in both cases np, and ng,
are greater than one.

The number of nodes of the different types was given in (5.36). After the transition we
find that the remaining number of nodes of Type A in X3 and X} is respectively 104 and 100.
The exceptional curves resolving each of these nodes represent a non-trivial 3-torsion class in
Hy(X,,7) = 7 x Zs.

5.4 Mirror symmetry and the conifold transitions X — (X, [+1]3)

As in Section 2.2, we will now find a limit in the complex structure moduli space of the mirror
of X! that is dual to the transition X} — (X,, [£1]3) for a = 3,4. We will first discuss the
transition for X3 and then state the corresponding results for Xjy.
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The transition )??f — (X3, [£1]3) Using again the techniques from [2, 3, 63] we obtain the
fundamental period of the mirror of X35, which takes the form

e L4\ (n+ 0\ (n+1)> .
=z = 3 (111 2> < L 1) < Iy 2) Al (5.38)

n,l1,l2>0

We denote the three single-logarithmic periods by
wi,; = wologz; + O(z,v), i=1,2,3, (5.39)

and observe that they satisfy

1 (41
w1,1/wo =log z1 + 229 Z e zlllzé2 + O(z3), (5.40)
lLb+1\ L
l1,12>0
1 (1 +1)\?
wi,2/wo =log 2o + 22 Z (e zlllzé2 + O(z3). (5.41)
Lo lh1+1 l1

We focus on the slice 21 = 29 = z and in the limit v — 0 one obtains

1 1w +wip 1 4z
t = = —1 _— ] . 42
2 2mi2 wo EE— omi ° <(1 +v1- 42)2> (5:42)

In the limit v — 0, the complexified volume of a curve of degree (d,ds,0) is therefore given
by (di + d2)te(z). This means that the exceptional curve C), that resolves a node p € X" has
complexified volume

te for pe SuA1 U SHA2
Volg(Cp) = ¢ 2t, for p € SAs , (5.43)
3t, for p e SmB1y SmB2

where ™4 and S™Bi respectively denote the subsets of nodes of Type A; and B; in X3.

In order to perform the conifold transition from X3 to X3 we want to smoothen the nodes
of Type B and therefore need to take a limit where 3t.(z) € Z. The two relevant limits are
therefore

1
lim t.(2) =0, limt.(z)=—=. 5.44
lim (=) =0, i te(z) = (544

In the first limit, z — 1/4, we observe that t.(z) — 0. Therefore the complexified volume
of all of the exceptional curves is zero and we can deform away all of the nodes in X3, leading
to a conifold transition from X3 to the generic smooth octic X3 C P%,LLIA' At the level of
the fundamental period, this corresponds to the regularized limit

2r (1 —4z2)*
lim v1—4z w()](?’ (%w, z, z>
z—1/4 z

(5.45)

8n)!
3y %wn — 1+ 1680w + 3243240002 + O(w?),
n>0 '
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which is indeed the fundamental period of the mirror of )Z'g.

Taking on the other hand the limit z — 1, we observe that only the complexified volume
along the curves that resolve the nodes of Type B is trivial. The other exceptional curves mea-
sure a non-trivial B-field holonomy of +1/3 and the nodes of Type A are therefore protected
against deformation. The mirror fundamental period that one obtains after the transition
can be obtained by taking the limit

gr (1 —4z2)*
lim v1 — 4z wg% <%w,z,z>
z—1 z (546)

=1+ 15w + 567w? + 28113uw® + O(w?),

and is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 199 (B.53). We can therefore inter-
pret this operator as annihilating the periods of the mirror of the Calabi-Yau background
(X3, [£1]3).

The transition X’Aﬁ — (X4, [*1]3) The mirror transition of the conifold transition X’Aﬁ —
(X4, [£1]3) can again be understood in a completely analogous fashion. The fundamental
period of the mirror of X} takes the form

el on + 1 L2/l +1\2 /2
w§4(v,21,Z2,Z3) e T 1rh " zlllzézv". (5.47)
Iy la Iy n

In the limit z — 1/4 this can be regularized to yield the fundamental period of the generic
mirror octic

. g (1 —42)* 2 3
111}1/4 1 —4zw, s WAz = 1+ 1680w + 32432400w” 4+ O(w”) . (5.48)
z—

However, in the limit z — 1 we obtain the fundamental period

gr (1 —4z2)*
lim v/1 — 4z wg(‘* <¥w, z, z)
z—1 z

=1 + 24w + 1944w? + 232800w? + 34133400w* + 5649061824w° + O(w®) ,

(5.49)

that is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 350 (B.81). We can therefore interpret
this as corresponding to the mirror of the Calabi-Yau background (X4, [£1]3).

6 A degeneration of X6 with 50 nodes and Zs-torsion

Our final example, the almost generic Calabi-Yau threefold X5 with torsion B(X5) = Z5, will
not be constructed by following a conifold transition. Instead, we will deduce the existence of
this Q-factorial degeneration of the generic complete intersection X g ¢) C ]P’?71’272,373, as well
as its properties, directly from an irrational Picard-Fuchs operator.
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Using vy = —%(11 + 5\/3), which are the roots of the monic polynomial A=v241lv— 1,
the Picard-Fuchs operator takes the form

D_ =D+ zv_DE,
DA =20" — 42 (5 + 360 + 1016% + 1300° + 626")
+ 22 (660 + 24220 + 318167 + 7466° — 3736")
— 2502° (304 + 4020 — 6096 — 14826° — 247¢")
— 500z" (18850 + 693400 + 845896* + 304980° — 76260")
— 4727187502 (1 + 0)*, (6.1)
DE =2 (5 + 260 + 590 + 666°)
— 22z (5880 + 204460 + 26183¢* + 54780° — 27399")
+10002> (843 + 11196 — 1673¢% — 40926° — 6826")
+2502" (418100 + 15379900 + 1876229¢> + 6764786° — 1691366")
+ 52425312502 (1 + 6)*.

As usual, § = z0,. A corresponding operator D, is obtained by exchanging v_ with vy.. The
discriminant polynomial of the operator (6.1) is given by

A(z) = AjAsAy, Aj=1- ", i=1,23, (6.2)

Zc,i
in terms of the points

1
125°

Zc,1 =

1
2o = =0 (5 H11VE) | 2o =

- = (123 + 55\/5) , (6.3)

N =

and the Riemann symbol is as follows:

0 ze1 2¢2 Ze,3 00
0O 0 O

0 1
01 1 1 1 (6.4)
01 1 1 1
02 2 2 1

All three points z.; for ¢ = 1,2, 3 are conifold points and we will later show that the point at
z = oo is related by a Zo-symmetry of the moduli space to the point z = 0. Before that, let
us first explain how we obtained this operator.

6.1 Constructing the irrational differential operator

Consider first the Grassmanian Gr(2,5), denote the tautological bundle by S and write O(1) =
detSV. The vanishing locus of a generic section of O(1)®® is a genus one curve and the
restriction of O(1) induces a polarization of degree 5. The curve can equivalently be obtained
as the vanishing locus of the 4 x 4 Pfaffians of a 5 x 5 skew-symmetric matrix with entries
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that are linear polynomials in the homogeneous coordinates on P*. For more details see for
example [38].
Using conifold transitions, as described in [25], one finds that the mirror family of elliptic

curves takes the form

y? =2® — 3 (1 — 120+ 140* + 120° +v") z
2 2 3 4 (65)
+2(1+0%) (1 —18v+ 7T40* + 180° + ) .

Comparing with the results from [68] one can see that this curve has a 5-torsion point. The

fundamental period takes the form '°

-2 () (1)

and is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator
D=0%—v(3+110+110%) —v*(1 +0)?, 0 =1d,. (6.7)

The discriminant polynomial is given by A = v2 + 11v — 1 and there are four points of

maximally unipotent monodromy

1
vo =0, vi:—§(11i5\/5), Voo = 00 (6.8)
We want to expand around v_ and to this end introduce the coordinate
1 1
u=———=—(@v—v_). (6.9)

5v/5 v

The transformed Picard-Fuchs operator then takes the form
D_ = 25107 —u (69 + 2510 + 25107 — 2v_) (11 + 3v_) + 2514 (1 + 0)* (2 — 11v_) , (6.10)
in terms of 8 = ud, and the leading terms of the corresponding regular period are
@ (u) =14uB+v_)+u®(20 — 5v_) +u® (145 + 80v_) + O(u?). (6.11)

Let us denote the coefficients of @_ by ay,, n € N such that @_(u) = >, 5 azu”. We have
checked to order 300 that a,, € Z[v_].
We now take the Hadamard product of @w_(u) with itself and define

w_(z) = Za%z". (6.12)

n>0

This is the fundamental period that is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator (6.1). Again,
we observe that the coefficients take values a? € Z[v_].

5Tn [69] this has also been obtained from a localization calculation of the sphere partition function of a
non-Abelian gauged linear sigma model that flows to a non-linear sigma model on the complete intersection
curve in Gr(2,5).

6Note that conifold points have maximally unipotent monodromy for Calabi-Yau 1-folds.
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6.2 Integral basis and monodromies

Using a basis of solutions (3.7) that is annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator (6.1), we

2mit

obtain the flat coordinate (3.9) and in terms of ¢ = e“™" we find that the inverted mirror map

takes the form
2(q) = q— ¢* (32 — 6v_) + ¢> (345 — 805v_) — ¢* (11650 — 77220v_) + O(q°). (6.13)

We have verified to order 300 that the coefficients take values in Z[v_].

We now want to assume that there is a basis of solutions that takes the form (3.11), (3.12)
for some values NV, k, 0, b and that has integral monodromy around all of the singular points.
The monodromy matrices can be calculated using numerical analytic continuation and we
denote the monodromy around z = 2.1 by MCJ. It turns out that this is only real if we set

e = —4.7490038227443091059086866245 . . . . (6.14)

The resulting matrix then takes the form

1 00 0
N 5(14x N —5b) 10 (14x N—5b)?2
2 2
Mgy =| % 01 s(laAN st | - (6.15)
®NZ 24Kk N2
0 00 1

One immediately sees that the only possible values for (N, k) are (1,1), (1,5), (1,25) and
(5,1). However, if we assume that N = 1 then we do not know how to interpret the value for
€. Therefore we fix N =5 and k = 1. We then observe that the value (6.14) can be written
as (3.13),

e =¢(3) (X(X) +2(m + o))

2mi 4mi

—ny (Li3(€%) + Lig(e_T)> ey (Lig(e%) 4 Lig(e_T)) 7 (6.16)

with x(X) = —120, n; = 30 and na = 20. The Euler characteristic x = —120 and the triple
intersection number x = 1 can be recognized as being those of the complete intersection

X66) CPl12233- (6.17)

We therefore propose that the Picard-Fuchs operator (6.1) can be interpreted as annihilating
the periods of the mirror of a Q-factorial degeneration X of X(g¢) with n1 +mng = 50 isolated
nodes that carries a Zs B-field. Moreover, we claim that there is an analytic small resolution
p: X — X such that Hg()? ,Z) = 7 x Zs and the exceptional curves resolving 30 of the nodes
represent the class (0, [1]5) while 20 nodes are resolved by exceptional curves that represent
the class (0, [2]5).
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We also fix 0 = —1/2 and b = 14 such that the corresponding basis of periods (3.11)
takes the form
25 + St + 25 + O(q)

2t 7
i —7 ~3tg 0@

IT = wy (6.18)

~ U=

Performing the numerical analytic continuation to the remaining singular points in the moduli
space, we then obtain the monodromy matrices

1-510 0 1000 —19 —40 40 —20
01 -5-1 0 100 10 21 —20 10
MTl00 1 0 |0 YT —tot0 |0 9T [ —10—20 21 —10 |
00 5 1 0 001 —20 —40 40 -—-19
—99 —400 400 —280 81 45 50 —55
70 281 —280 196 —60 —39 —30 35
Mc,g = , M=
—25 —100 101 —70 6 0 21 —20
—100 —400 400 —-279 80 40 55 =39
(6.19)
They satisfy the topological relation
MirMciMcooMcesMp=1. (6.20)

It turns out that the point z = oo is a second point of maximally unipotent monodromy.
After changing coordinates

1
— — (123455 5)
v 250( +55V5

ISEEE

: (6.21)

one obtains an operator that annihilates the periods I'(v) = vIl(v). Numerical analytic
continuation shows that

_ 1 — 1 1
M(v) = —T1H | — (123 +55V5) — 6.22
)= 7 <250 (123-+ 55v5) v> ’ (6.22)
in terms of the transfer matrix 7" and the K&hler transformation fx given by
520 —20 14
— — 1 1
T = 0 Z 0 Z , fxk = —. (6.23)
0-4 5 - 51/3 (123 — 55v/5) ¥
420 —20 15

Since det T = 1, we conclude that I’ (v) is an integral basis around v = 0 and therefore this
point should admit the same geometric interpretation as z = 0. In other words, the moduli
space is Zg symmetric.
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We observe that the matrix

T =TMg = 8 , (6.24)

satisfies T2 = 1, which is again just a consequence of the topology of the corresponding paths.

6.3 Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants

ng? la=1 2 3 4

g = 0[13454 169457024 5716649675230 286377027842279920
1 | 60 8139096 991240932000 123239826623645330
2 | 1 58028 50804486175 20596996668558428

ng*d =1 2 3 4

g = 0]13400 169458200 5716649623300 286377027845065300
1 | 80 8137840 991241024060 123239826616365525
2 | 0 58450 50804421105 20596996676934280

ng*?d =1 2 3 4

g = 0[13425 169457400 5716649653725 286377027843293700
1 | 70 8138660 991240969240 123239826620972450
2 | 0 58200 50804460270 20596996671667570

Table 3. Some Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the almost generic Calabi-Yau 3-fold X5.

Let us now calculate the torsion refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants. The coefficients of
—log(A;)/12, i = 1,2,3 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are

Cl = C3 = 1, Cy = 10, (625)

and we choose the propagator ambiguities to be

2
Siz:__v hzzzov h§:0>
z
 2—140z + 6102* — 30750z + 10v_z (3 — 523z + 3410022) 6.96
= 4Z2A1A2A3 ’ ( ’ )
2—200z + 525002° — 38125002* + 10v_z (2 — 580002% + 42281252°)
= 16ZA1A3 ’
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The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 then takes the form

1
14400(A1 A A)
—154675565687502° + 14292394027812502° — 784008731171875002
+18176322187500000002° + v_ (—24 + 1602022 — 6227945422 + 111517502002 (6.27)
—14470901509002 + 1715370910312502° — 158505072547500002°

+86947900659765625027 — 201578502011718750002%)]

fa=

5 [3768 — 8985242 + 590755782% — 10712003502 + 1248826638002*

In this way we obtain the topological string free energies on (X5, [+1]5) for genus g = 0,1, 2.
The free energies on (X5, [£2]5) are obtained by replacing v_ with v;, as has first been
observed in [14]. The corresponding free energies for the generic smooth complete intersection
X(6,6) are easily obtained as well and have also been calculated for example in [9]. Combining
the information from all of these free energies, and using (3.2), we can then extract the
Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants. Some of the invariants are listed in Table 3.

7 Outlook

By using relatively elementary geometric constructions, we have obtained several new almost
geometric Calabi-Yau threefolds, as well as some new smooth geometries, and deduced the
existence of twisted derived equivalences between them. Above all, we hope to have convinced
the reader that such geometries — as well as the corresponding string compactifications — are
both interesting to study and pose a vast number of open questions that want to be explored.
Let us briefly outline some of the interesting problems that will hopefully be addressed in
future work.

Although we have shown the existence of the geometries X,, with a = 1,...,4 using
conifold transitions, we have not been able to identify explicit defining equations. This is in
contrast to the examples in [16], where both the geometries X and X admitted a description
in terms of symmetric determinantal double covers. At the beginning of the work on this
paper, we had hoped to find an analogous construction also for the hyperdeterminantal double
covers discussed in Section 5. Unfortunately, we have so far been unable to realize this idea.
It would be very interesting to explicitly construct the deformations of our geometries X'
that remove the nodes of Type B while preserving those of Type A.

Similarly, it would be very interesting to find realizations of the worldsheet theories of
strings propagating in the Calabi-Yau backgrounds (X, ) using gauged linear sigma models
(GLSM). In the context of symmetric determinantal double covers, such a GLSM description is
also closely related to the interpretation of (X, @) in terms of non-commutative geometry [15,
16, 70]. The relation to non-commutative resolutions is another subject that we have not
touched on in this paper and that would be interesting to explore in the future.

The integral structure of the mirror periods, described in Section 3.2, depends on a
choice of values b and o. In the smooth case, that is N = 1, it is possible to use the Gamma
class [54, 71-74] to determine an integral basis of periods on the mirror in terms of the
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topological invariants of X. This fixes b and the ambiguity in ¢ is only related to the change
to a symplectic basis. For Calabi-Yau backgrounds (X, «) it should be possible to find a
generalization of this.

The example X5 discussed in Section 6 relied on taking the regular period of the mirror
of a degree 5-polarized genus one curve, at the conifold point that is closest to the large
volume limit. In [14] it was observed that after fibering the curve over a surface, the conifold
point induces a MUM-point in the stringy Kéhler moduli space of the genus one fibered
threefold that is associated with the relative Jacobian fibration together with a non-trivial B-
field topology. The fibers of the Jacobian are sextic curves in ]P’%7273. Note that the Hadamard
product of the fundamental period of the mirror of this sextic curve with itself is precisely the
fundamental period of the mirror of X ). We have verified that applying the construction
from Section 6 to families of degree N-polarized curves, for N < 5, one obtains a Picard-Fuchs
operator that is associated to an almost degeneration of X5y with torsion B(X) = Zy. This
suggests that every torsion that can be realized by taking the relative Jacobian of a genus
one fibration with an N-section is also realized for a degeneration of X(g¢). It would be very
interesting to understand this phenomenon and in particular to find the explicit geometries.
One hint is perhaps given by the observation that the Hadamard products can be interpreted
as periods of fiber products of elliptic surfaces, see for example [75-78].

Whether or not a given smooth Calabi-Yau threefold exhibits a conifold transition to an
almost generic geometry can be deduced from the genus zero Gopakumar-Vafa invariants, as
is also illustrated in our examples in Section 5. In order to find new almost generic Calabi-
Yau threefolds, a brute force approach that one can take is therefore to just scan over a set
of geometries and use the Gopakumar-Vafa invariants to identify interesting examples. For
CICY Calabi-Yau threefolds with A" < 9, the genus zero invariants have for example been
calculated in [79]. More generally, and this is perhaps the most ambitious question to answer,
it would be interesting to know what are the possible torsion groups that can appear in the
set of all almost generic Calabi-Yau threefolds.

A The BCOV ring

We will now review the construction of the propagators, the BCOV ring and the polynomial
structure of the topological string free energies observed in [80, 81] that allows us to integrate
the holomorphic anomaly equations (3.22).

Let us first collect some useful relations. The Christoffel symbols that are associated to
the Weil-Petersson metric on Mg are given by

i, = G¥%0:0.0.K, TZ =G70.0:0:K . (A1)

z

To illustrate, the action of the covariant derivatives D,, Dz on a section

sz e (T*MCS)I,O ® (T*MCS)O,I ® L£m ®Z”’ (A2)
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takes the following form
D.V.s =0,V =T Vs + m(0.K)V.z, D3iViz=0:Ve: —T'5Vez +n(0:K)Vez.  (A3)

Using the fact that the connection is metric compatible, i.e. (9, +T'Z,) G** = 0, one can
check that

D.CZ* = (9, + 2T%, — 2K.) CZ* = 0. (A.4)

In order to integrate the holomorphic anomaly equations (3.22), one first introduces the
so-called propagators S%%, 5% and S that satisfy the relations

0:57 =C%*, 0:5° =G5, 0:5=G,:5%. (A.5)
They are sections of £L72 ® Sym*® ((TMcs)l’()). The Christoffel symbols satisfy [7]
O.T%, = 2, — CCns. (A.6)
This can be integrated with respect to z to yield

T2, = 2K, — C...8% + 57 (A7)

Y7

in terms of K, = 0,K and an ambiguity s, that, at least in all known examples, can be
chosen to be a rational function in z. Calculating now

0:D.S% =0 (0,87 + 217 S% — 2K, §%)
= (9, + 2T7, — 2K,) CZ% + 2(0:T2,) S — 2G2S (A.8)
=20.8% — 0; (C...S75%)

and integrating with respect to 0; gives the relation

D,S% =287 — C,,,5878% + hZ* . (A.9)

z

Z,, can also be chosen to

Here hZ* is another ambiguity that, at least for suitable choices of s
be a rational function in z. Analogous calculations for D,S%, D,S and D, K, complete the
BCOV ring with the relations

D.S* =28 — C,..5°8% + h**K, + h? ,
1 1
D,S =— 5CZZZSZLS’Z + §h§ZKZKZ +h:K, + h,, (A.10)
Dsz = - Ksz - szzsz + szzszsz + hzz 5

in terms of further ambiguities hZ, h, and h,.
As was observed in [81], it is useful to introduce the shifted propagators

§#=8% §°=8"_S5¥K, S5=8-S5K,+ %SKK : (A.11)
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In terms of the shifted propagators, the BCOV ring takes the form
8.5% =C,,.5% 8% + 287 — 257 5% 4 h**,
9,57 =C,,,58%*5% + 28 — s.8% — h,. 8% + h?,

~ 1 - - (A.12)
0,5 ZECZZZSZSZ —h,,S*+h,,
asz :Ksz - szzgzsz + szsz - szzgz + hzz .
The equation (3.19) can be rewritten and integrated to obtain
1., = X
0.F1(2,7) = 305 (% - 1) Kot 0.01(2). (A13)
The holomorphic anomaly equations for genus g > 2 (3.22) can be expressed as
-1
oF, 0F, 1 oF, 1 3

= — K, ~g + _Ksz—~g =-|D.D.Fy1+ Dz]:th]: —h | > (A14)

95 8s* 2 8s 2 ( ! h; !

together with 0F,;/0K, = 0. The equation can be integrated after calculating the right-hand
side of (A.14) and collecting the terms with the same order in K.

The entire anti-holomorphic dependence of the free energies is then absorbed in the
propagators gzz, 5% and S. Moreover, if one associates to these propagators respective
weights 1,2, 3, one can show that the genus g free energy F, for g > 2 is a polynomial in
the propagators of weight 3g — 3 with coefficients that are rational functions in z [80, 81].
The term of weight zero in F, is called the holomorphic ambiguity f,(z) and has to be
determined, for example, using the behavior of F; at boundaries of the moduli space and
known Gopakumar-Vafa invariants, as described in Section 3.4.

Finally, let us summarize the behavior of the ambiguities under Kéahler transformations

K, — K, —0.log fr(2), wo(z) = fx(2)wo(2), (A.15)
that has been worked out in [15, Appendix B]. The propagator ambiguities transform as

st st +20:log fie, I = fPRE L B = fi (WD + R0 og fie)

-2 1 2z 2 z z (A16)
hy, =fg | h.+ §hz (0;1og fr)*+ hZ0. log fr )y huw — hay + 85,0, log fi

while the transformation of the shifted propagators themselves is given by

8 o f25, 80 o i (87 - 8008 S )
) (A.17)
(0108 1?57

N —

§o p2 <5 — %0, 1og f(2) +
The holomorphic ambiguities fy(z) for g > 1 transform as

fi = f1i+ <1 - %) log fic,  fos2 = [r 2 foa. (A.18)
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B B-model data, integral period bases and monodromies

B.1 Almost generic quintic X; with 54 nodes and torsion B(X;) = Z»

The geometry X; C P has been constructed in Section 4 and is an almost generic quintic with
54 isolated nodes and torsion B(X7) = Zs. The relevant topological invariants are listed in
Table 1. The periods of the mirror of (X7, [1]3) are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator
AESZ 203,

Dx, =250" — 5w (10 + 536 + 866° + 4996°)
+ 16w? (—2200 — 110200 — 1977667 — 131836° + 16496*)
+ 64w® (6540 + 515400 + 1420956* + 1620000° + 395216%) (B.1)
— 38912w" (174 + 10196 + 24496% + 28606° + 13706")
+ 23658496w° (1 + 0)*, 6 = wd, .

The fundamental period has been obtained in (4.32) and the leading terms are
w (w) = 1 4 88w? + 1728w® + 99576w? + 41040000 4+ O(w?), (B.2)
The discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A;As in terms of
Ay =1—Tlw+32w?, Ay=1+32w, (B.3)

and we denote the singular points by

Wet = 6%1 (71 — 17\/ﬁ) , Wes = 6%1 (71 n 17\/1—7) . wes = —3%, (B.4)

The Riemann symbol that is associated to the operator (B.1) is as follows:

0 we,1 We2 We3 00

00 0 0 1
01 1 1 1 (B.5)
01 1 1 1
02 2 2 1

One can see that the points wy;, ¢ = 1,2, 3 all correspond to conifold singularities while w = 0
and w = oo are both MUM-points.
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are

w(q) = q — 24> — 275¢° — 4288¢* — 95386¢° + O(¢°) (B.6)

in terms of ¢ = ™. Since the triple intersection number of the smooth quintic is kK = 5, we
find that the correctly normalized Yukawa coupling takes the form

5 — 152w
w3(1 + 32w) (1 — Tlw + 32w?)

Covwnw = (B.7)
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Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=2, k=5, x(X;)=-200, n;=>54, (B.8)
and fixing b = 22 and o = 0, we obtain the integral basis of periods

11i¢(3
543 4 Uy — B 4 o (g)

—3t> + 5 + O(q)
1

iy, = wi ! (w) (B.9)

&~ NI

In order to verify the choice for b and o we use numerical analytic continuation and
calculate the monodromies around the singular points as well as the continuation to the
second MUM-point at w = co. We denote the monodromies around the points w = 0,
w = we; and w = oo respectively by Mrr, Mc,; and Mc; for i = 1,2,3. All of the paths
are based at the point w = i and follow a lasso around the singularity in counterclockwise
direction with the corresponding action on the period vector being Ty, — MTix,.

The resulting matrices are

1-2 7 5 1 000 1 000
01 —=5-=5 0 100 —-201016
oo 10 |0 YT [ c1010] 0 TP [ 250120 |
00 2 1 0 001 0 001
(B.10)
-5 —6 12 —6 -5 —4 5 —1
3 4 —6 3 —55 —34 37 14
MC,S = s Mr = s
-3-3 7 -3 —67 —41 45 17
-3 -3 6 -2 -3 -3 4 -2
and satisfy the topological relation
McsMirMcMc oMy =1d. (B.11)

The transfer matrix, that connects the basis (B.9) to the basis of periods (B.24) that will be
introduced in Appendix B.2, takes the form

-50 0 4
Iy, = %Tﬁxl, T = g i :‘11 _02 (B.12)
-10 0 1
The coefficients of —log(A;)/12, i = 1,2 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are
c1=1, =3, (B.13)
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and we choose the propagator ambiguities to be

o 32 wo _ 3. gu_g . _ 645415280+ 37504w?
ww 17w’ Y 68 1 " T 2312w2 A, ’

83205 — 5591864w — 20949504w? + 832751616w3 — 449511424w*

N 10690688wA ‘

w

(B.14)
ho

The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is

1

 14149440(A1A5)2 (
+16936021857280w* — 1748458176512w° + 17052514406891521°
—1574813915152384w" + 363341348339712w®) .

fa 3990346 — 316218805w — 10021700027w? + 657164169760w>

(B.15)

Some of the resulting Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 8 are listed in
Table 4.

B.2 Smooth Calabi-Yau threefold Y; dual to (Xi,[1]2)

The Calabi-Yau threefold Y7 is smooth and we conjecture it to be twisted derived equivalent
to (X1, [1]2). The relevant topological invariants are listed in Table 1.
The mirror periods (B.18) are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 202,

Dy, =3616" — 19v (114 + 7790 + 20896° + 26200° + 13706")
— 0% (25384 4 952660 + 1067796 + 39166 — 395216%)
+ 8v? (3876 + 176136 + 296676 + 197796° + 16496")
— 800t (1 + ) (456 + 13780 + 141167 + 4996%) + 128000° (1 + 6)*, 6 = v, .

(B.16)

This is obtained from the operator AESZ 203 (B.1) by performing a coordinate and Kéahler
transformation

1 1

The corresponding fundamental period can be written as

2 2
== 2 (06 G)
l1,l2,n>0 ! ! 2 (B.18)

=14 6v + 1420% 4 49200 + 205326v" + O(v°),

and the discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A;As in terms of
A =1-Tlv+320%, Ay=1+uw. (B.19)
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are

v(q) = q — 17¢% + 52¢° — 447¢* — 11351¢° + O(¢%) , (B.20)
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in terms of ¢ = €*™. The Yukawa coupling takes the form

2(19 — 200)
Copw = . B.21
YT 3 (1 + ) (1 — Tl + 3202) (B-21)
One can check that this is related to (B.7) via
ow\®
Covw = f]z( <a_> Cwww . (B22)
v w—1/(32v)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=1, k=38, b=80, x(Y1)=-92, (B.23)
and fixing 0 = 0 gives an integral basis of periods
23i¢(3
W43 4 105 1—0§7§§ )+ 0(q)
— — 2 —_—
My, = @ (v) 1987+ K +0(q) (B.24)
t
This is related to the basis (B.9) via the transfer matrix (B.12).
The coefficients of —log(A;)/12, i = 1,2 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are
c1 = 1, Cy = 3. (B.25)
and we choose the propagator ambiguities to be
o o 36 w_ 3.3 hv—ﬁ h 361 — 152100 + 7336v?
ST A T 57802 A} ’ (B.26)
0859 — 4066170 + 209424v% + 1116768403 — 5104464v* '
v 1336336vA '
The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is then given by
1
= 338388 — 469331120 + 16262545020° — 533587090
T2 = 3537360(, g2 ( v Y Y
4 5 6 (B.27)
+16539083845v™ + 20536380305v° — 10021700027v

~1011900176007 + 40861143040 .

One can check that (B.26) and (B.27) are respectively obtained from (B.14) and (B.15) by
applying the coordinate and Kahler transformation as described in Appendix A. Some of the
resulting Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 8 are listed in Table 5.
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B.3 Almost generic quintic X, with 48 nodes and torsion B(X3) = Z»

The geometry X, C P4 has been constructed in Section 4 and is an almost generic quintic with
48 isolated nodes and torsion B(X2) = Zg. As usual, the relevant topological invariants are
listed in Table 1. The periods of the mirror of (Xg, [1]2) are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs
operator AESZ 222,

D =1250" — 25w (40 + 3106 + 9096° + 11986° + 2578¢")
+ 5w? (—200 + 1546100 + 90361560* + 17049866° + 6144130")
+ 128w® (1460280 + 86389500 + 1765225807 + 145804290° + 43436930*)  (B.28)
+ 4096w (214540 4 206368060 + 66274116* + 82547200° + 2970217¢*)
+ 4552916992w° (1 + 20)*, 6 = wd,, .

The leading terms of the fundamental period are
w2 (w) = 1 4 8w + 504w? + 36800w® + 3518200w* 4 365275008w® + O(ws).  (B.29)
The discriminant polynomial takes the form
A =1-107Tw — 8192w?, (B.30)

and we denote the singular points by

107 — 51v/17 107 4 51/17
Wl = ———o—, We2 = — o (B.31)
’ 16384 ’ 16384
The Riemann symbol that is associated to the operator (B.1) is as follows:

0 we1 Weo 00
00 0 1/2
01 1 1/2 (B.32)
01 1 1/2
02 2 1/2

One can see that the points wy ;, ¢ = 1,2 both correspond to conifold singularities while w = 0
and w = oo are both MUM-points.
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are

w(q) = q — 30¢> — 507¢> + 15896¢" — 864690¢° + O(q°), (B.33)

2mit and the correctly normalized Yukawa coupling takes the form

5 + 64w

in terms of g = ¢

C = . B.34
U w3 (1 — 107w — 8192w?) (B:34)

Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=2, k=5, x(X3)=-200, ns=48, (B.35)
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and fixing b = 34 and o = 0, we obtain the integral basis of periods

8i((3
33 4 10 - D) 4 0(g)

3

=32+ 42 + O(q)
1

Tx, = @ 2 (w) (B.36)

S+~ N

In order to verify the choice for b and o we use again numerical analytic continuation.
We choose the paths as in Appendix B.1 and denoting the monodromy matrices around the
points 0, co and we; respectively by Mpr, My and Mc; for ¢ = 1,2. The resulting matrices

are
1-2 9 5 1 000
01 —5-5 0 100
Mir = Mg =
Tloo0 1 0|0 YT 1010 |
00 2 1 0 001
(B.37)
—-2-39 -3 21 0 =2
1 2 -3 1 10 2 —4
Mco = M; =
@27l 114 1| YT 102 -3
—-1-13 0 11-10
They satisfy the relation
McoMprMca M = —1d, (B.38)

with the sign apparently being a consequence of the orbifold singularity of the moduli space.
The transfer matrix, that connects the basis (B.36) to the basis of periods (B.50) that
will be introduced in Appendix B.2, takes the form

-10 01
0 1-11
1 1-20
—-10 0 2

. 1 -
My, = 55-TTx,. T= (B.39)

The coefficients of —log(A)/12 in the genus one free energy (3.20) is ¢; = 1 and we
choose the propagator ambiguities to be
321 45

Sww:_ﬁa7 w :@Uh thO, (B40)
o 2(3581 + 234496w) 2(21233 4 1361850w + 1048576w?) '
v 289wA o 83521A '
The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is
=——— (1282901 — 286296173w — 5645077728w>
fr =sgmimone v v (B.41)

42444748352000w® + 93682510856192w* — 146308060938240w5) .

Some of the resulting Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 2 are listed in
Table 6.
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B.4 Almost generic octic Y, with torsion B(Y2) = Zy, dual to (X, [1]2)

The Calabi-Yau threefold Y C IP"1{1717174 is an almost generic octic with 96 isolated nodes and
torsion B(Ya) = Za. We conjecture (Y2, [1]2) to be twisted derived equivalent to (Xa, [1]2).
The relevant topological invariants are listed in Table 1.

The mirror periods are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 225, 7

Dy, =496" — v* (614656 + 65730560 + 300303366° + 267438086 — 185126896")
— 256v" (2401 — 22485144846 — 103575853500 + 203135119566°
—8298629499¢") — 13743895347200° (728835313 + 29108846080
+431953215060° + 29108846086° + 60338713¢*)
— 167772160° (755776703 + 21001234386 — 634082166°
+93065167866° — 39768111430*) — 16056752206178365420339200v'°(1 + 0)*

(B.42)

where § = v0,. This is obtained from the operator AESZ 222 (B.28) by performing a
coordinate and Kahler transformation

w:2T1U2, fK:%. (B.43)
The leading terms of the corresponding fundamental period are
wy? (v) =1 + 784v? + 32268960 + 204139072000° + O(v®), (B.44)
and the discriminant polynomial takes the form
A =1+ 27392v% — 5368709120% . (B.45)
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are
v(q) = q — 6816¢> + 151598640¢° — 5204580617728¢" 4+ O(q°). (B.46)
The Yukawa coupling takes the form
2
Covo = v3 (1 + 37(;9;v263854??é}820912v4) ' (B.47)
One can check that this is related to (B.34) via
Coww = fi <a—w>3cwww : (B.48)
v ws1/(22102)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=2, k=2, x(Y3)=-92, (B.49)

17Strictly speaking, this operator is obtained from AESZ 225 by pullback along a two-to-one covering map.
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and fixing b = 10 as well as o = 1/2 gives an integral basis of periods

10i¢(3
243 4 514 19€B) 1 0(g)
—t? + 3t + 2 + O(q)
1/2
t

Iy, = @2 (v) (B.50)

This is related to the basis (B.36) via the transfer matrix (B.39).
The coefficients of —log(A)/12 in the genus one free energy (3.20) is ¢; = 1 and we
choose the propagator ambiguities to be

, 21 vo_ 1474560 5 8 (1 + 16003202 + 14831058944v*)
So T T g7y e T TTggg U e T 28902 ’ B51)
. 147456002 o 16 (1 — 1059342002 — 275724894208v* + 71495743596134400°)
vTo989 7 YT 83521vA '
The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is then given by
1
=—— (34065 + 4574341350402 + 2503422312448000v*
f2 = geamagons ( + vt v
—12122712112568991744v°% — 1289363338040399057911808v° (B.52)

+121 166573664799014285916241921;10) .

One can check that (B.51) and (B.52) are respectively obtained from (B.40) and (B.41) by
applying the coordinate and Kahler transformation as described in Appendix A. Some of the
resulting Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 2 are listed in Table 7.

B.5 Almost generic octic X35 with 104 nodes and torsion B(X3) =Z3

The geometry X3 C ]1”‘1171’171,4 has been constructed in Section 5 and is an almost generic octic
with 104 isolated nodes and torsion B(X3) = Zs. The relevant topological invariants are
again listed in Table 1.

The mirror periods of (X3, [£1]3) are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 199,

Dx, =60" — w (15 + 886 + 2006° + 2246° + 2656")
+ 6w” (468 + 27180 + 60116* + 6386¢° + 43250")
— 18w (4824 + 374220 + 1023616 + 1164780° + 620150*) (B.53)
+ 12393w* (200 + 11406 + 26866 + 30926° + 14656")
—17065161w° (1 + 6)*, 6 = wd,, .

The fundamental period of the mirror of (X3, [+1]3) has been obtained in (5.46) and the
leading terms are

w3 (w) = 14 15w + 567w? + 28113w® + 1584279w* + 96217065w® + O(ws).  (B.54)
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The discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A;As in terms of
A1=1-8lw, Asy=1-—w, (B.55)
and we denote the singular points by

1
We,1 = ﬁ s We,2 = 1. (B.56)

The Riemann symbol that is associated to the operator (B.53) is as follows:

0 we1 weo 00

00 0 1
01/2 1 1 (B.57)
01/2 1 1
01 2 1

We therefore see that w2 is a conifold point, while w, 1 has the characteristic properties of a
hyperconifold point where a cycle S%/Zy shrinks in the mirror. The points w = 0 and w = oo
are both MUM-points.

The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are

w(g) = q — 28¢% + 282¢° — 100¢* — 909¢° + O (), (B.58)

2mit

in terms of ¢ = e“™ and the Yukawa coupling takes the form

2(1 — 51w)

Cuww = W (1 —w)(1 —8lw)?’ (B.59)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), and the invariants
N=3, k=2, 0=0, b=4, x(X)=-296, n; =104, (B.60)
we obtain the basis of periods
2+ L+ 20 4 0(g)
ﬁXs = wg(f’(w) —t* + 1%% +0(q) (B.61)

~ Wl

Again we perform numerical analytic continuations to verify that this basis is indeed
integral. We choose the paths as in Appendix B.1 and denoting the monodromy matrices
around the points 0, co and w,; respectively by My, M and Mc; for i = 1,2. We find that
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the matrices are given by

1-3 4 3 -10 00
01 —3-2 0100
M — M =
BR=1o0 1 0 |2 79 12-10]"
00 3 1 -20 0 1
(B.62)
1 0 00 -1 -3 4 -3
0 1 00 0 1 -3 2
Mg = , M=
—25-2010 —26 —56 37 —34
—-20 -16 01 —22 =50 37 —33
They satisfy again the topological relation
MirMciMcoMp = 1d. (B.63)

The transfer matrix, that connects the basis (B.61) to the basis of periods (B.77) that
will be introduced in Appendix B.6, takes the form

-5-400
= 1 ~ -3 4 —45
-1-100

The coefficients of —log(A;)/12, i = 1,2 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are
Ccl = 7, Cy = 1. (B.65)

We choose the propagator ambiguities to be

Sﬁwz—%, hﬁw:%, hY =0,
5318w 243w’ 25— 366w + 243w (B.66)
v 3wZA1Ay ’ wo 36wA,

The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is

=— (26425 — 3125191w + 84786042w>
2160A1 A3 ( (B.67)

—164847798w” + 89052453w” — 5845851w”) .

f2

Some of the resulting Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 7 are listed in
Table 8.

— 51 —



B.6 Smooth Calabi-Yau threefold Y3 dual to (X3, [£1]3)

The Calabi-Yau threefold Y3, constructed in Section 5, is smooth and we conjecture it to be
twisted derived equivalent to (X3, [£1]3). The relevant topological invariants are listed in
Table 1.

The periods of the mirror of Y3 are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 194,

Dy, =2890" — 17v (119 + 8166 + 22000% + 27686° + 14656*)
+ 20* (15300 + 659266 + 1250176° + 1315820° + 620156")
— 54v® (1700 + 74460 + 128036 + 109146° + 43256*)
+ 7290 (168 + 7000 + 11186° + 8366° + 2650") — 59049v° (1 + 6)*

(B.68)

with § = v9,. This is obtained from the operator AESZ 199 (B.53) by performing a coordinate
and Kéahler transformation

R T
_8111)7 K_i\/gv'

(B.69)

The fundamental period takes the form

A= 2 (566

l1,l2,n>0
=1+ Tv 4 183v* + 72250° + O(v?). (B.71)

The discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A;As in terms of
A =1-8lv, As=1-w. (B.72)
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are
v(q) = q — 20¢% + 94¢> — 1036¢" — 16091¢° + O(¢°), (B.73)

in terms of ¢ = e*™. The Yukawa coupling takes the form

Covo = — (12(_1;1;)2(?’1 ik (B.74)
One can check that this is related to (B.59) via
Coww = [i <a_w>30www : (B.75)
v w—1/(81v)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=1, k=34, b=176, x(¥3)=—88, (B.76)

— 52 —



and fixing o = 0 gives an integral basis of periods

114¢(3
1743 4 19y LKG) 4 o(q)

s

—172 + ¥ 4+ O(q)

Ty, = wg®(v) | (B.77)
t
This is related to the basis (B.61) via the transfer matrix (B.64).
The coefficients of —log(A;)/12, i = 1,2 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are
Ccl = 1, Cy = 7. (B.78)
and we choose the propagator ambiguities to be
v 1 vV 3 v 2
va:_;7 hy" =v7,  hy = —v",
b _6(—4+9v) _ —1+4 124y — 83702 (B.79)
v 'UAlAQ ’ v 4A1 '

The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is then given by

1
o (—11 + 135730 — 203515807 + 847860420°

CT20A2A, (B.80)
—253140471v" + 1733744250°) .

One can check that (B.79) and (B.80) are respectively obtained from (B.66) and (B.67) by
applying the coordinate and Kéhler transformation as described in Appendix A. Some of the
resulting Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 7 are listed in Table 9.

B.7 Almost generic octic X; with 100 nodes and torsion B(X,) = Z3

The geometry X, C P‘ll71717174 has been constructed in Section 5 and is an almost generic octic
with 100 isolated nodes and torsion B(X4) = Zs3. The relevant topological invariants are
again listed in Table 1.

The mirror periods of (X4, [£1]3) are annihilated by the Picard-Fuchs operator AESZ 350,

Dx, =0 — w (24 + 1846 + 5456° + 7226° + 2896*)
+ 24w? (468 + 26400 + 486167 + 27346° + 2149*)
+ 576w (126 + 12960 + 425267 + 51846% + 13916*)
+ 746496w? (1 4-20)*, 6 = w0, .

(B.81)

The fundamental period of the mirror of (X3, [+1]3) has been obtained in (5.49) and the
leading terms are

w(w) = 1 4 24w 4 1944w? + 232800w> + 34133400w* 4 5649061824w° + O(w®). (B.82)
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The discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A;As in terms of
Ay =1—-256w, Ay=1-—8lw, (B.83)

and we denote the singular points by

1 1

= = . B.84

Yel = o567 2T 81 (B.84)
The Riemann symbol that is associated to the operator (B.81) is as follows:

0 We1 wep 00

00 0 1/2

01 1 1/2 (B.85)

01 1 1/2

02 2 1/2

We see that wc;, i = 1,2 are both conifold points while w = 0 and w = oo are both MUM-
points.

The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are

w(q) = q — 88¢% + 4980¢° — 282064¢" + 12865650¢° + O(¢°) , (B.86)

2mit

in terms of ¢ = e“™, and the Yukawa coupling takes the form

Cuwe = w3(1 —2 (811;10—)%1111) 256w) (B-87)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), and the invariants
N=3, k=2, o0=0, b=20, x(X)=-296, ni=100, (B.88)
we obtain the basis of periods
3+ 5t — BB 4 0(g)
fix, = o) |00 (B.59)

S+~ W

Again we perform numerical analytic continuations to verify that this basis is indeed
integral. We choose the paths as in Appendix B.1 and denoting the monodromy matrices
around the points 0, co and w,; respectively by My, M and Mc; for i = 1,2. We find that
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the matrices are given by

1-3 8 3 1 000
01 —3-2 0100
M — M =
BR=1oo0 1 0 |2 7% 1010 |~
00 3 1 0 001
(B.90)
-3 -480 3 5 —4 1
0 100 0-1 3 -2
Mco = My =
@271 9 250 | 11 1 -1
-2 -241 2 4 -3 1
They satisfy the relation
MygMciMc oMy = —1d . (B.91)

We have observed the sign already for (Xs,[+1]2) in (B.38) and it is again related to a Zo
orbifold singularity in the moduli space.

The transfer matrix, that connects the basis (B.89) to the basis of periods (B.104) that
will be introduced in Appendix B.8, takes the form

~1-120

. 1 . 1111

iy, = ——  THy,, T= . B.92

T 98B 0 1 -21 (B.92)
~1-2 20

The coefficients of —log(A;)/12, i = 1,2 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are
cl = 1, Cy = 2. (B93)

We choose the propagator ambiguities to be

91

Sgw:—gza hy =0, hy=0,

L2 (4 — 693w + 44064w?) 32— 8301w+ 48203102 + 223048807 (D9
v 25w A1 Ay T 1250wA Ay '

The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is

1
= (5754 — 3810575w + 868299560w> — 79347971520w°
9000(A1A)? ( (B.95)

+2726503856640w" — 19759378857984w”) .

f2

Some of the resulting Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 2 are listed in
Table 10.
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B.8 Almost generic octic Y, with 100 nodes and torsion B(Y;) = Zo

The Calabi-Yau threefold Y, C ]P"ll71717174 is an almost generic octic with 100 isolated nodes and
torsion B(Y4) = Za. We conjecture (Yy, [1]2) to be twisted derived equivalent to (X4, [£1]3).
The relevant topological invariants are listed in Table 1.

The Picard-Fuchs operator that annihilates the periods is related by a two-to-one covering
map to operator 4.70 in the database [30]. It takes the form

Dy, =6" — 2560v° (321 + 18926 + 57500% + 48046° — 13916*)
+ 113246208v" (279 + 11106 + 21626% — 23066° + 1076")
+ 125241246351360° (63 + 2886 + 4186* + 2886° — 2896*)
+ 664832635991501045760° (1 4+ )1, 6 =09, .

(B.96)

This is obtained from the operator AESZ 350 (B.81) by performing a coordinate and Kéhler
transformation

W= s K= 1281\/% . (B.97)
The leading terms of the corresponding fundamental period are
wat(v) =1 + 513602 + 98870544v* + 29003707968000° + O(v?), (B.98)
and the discriminant polynomial takes the form A = A1AsA3A4 with
A1 =1-256v, Ay=1+256v, Ag=1—14dv, As=1+ 14dv. (B.99)
The leading terms of the inverted mirror map are
v(q) = q — 20000¢> + 631687216¢° — 24706844960256¢" + O(q°). (B.100)
The Yukawa coupling takes the form
2
Coo = v3(1 — 1441))5 Erl ;53)1(118?226@)(1 + 256v) (B-101)
One can check that this is related to (B.87) via
Covs = f2 <8_w>3 Cuww . (B.102)
dv w—r1/(2162492)
Using (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), together with the invariants
N=2, w=2, x(Yi)=-96, (B.103)
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and fixing b = —2 as well as 0 = 1/2 gives an integral basis of periods

243 - Tt + 272?;&3) +0(q)
. S . )
Ty, = @ (v) ) ) o (@ (B.104)

t

This is related to the basis (B.89) via the transfer matrix (B.92).
The coefficients of —1log(A;)/12 in the genus one free energy (3.20) are

61262:2, 63264:1,

(B.105)
and we choose the propagator ambiguities to be
I S (1 — 6259202 + 115511132160%)
Svv = 50 ’ v T Y Vv T 251}2A1A2A3A4 ) (B 106)
oo g, — L 114250207 — 1044507525120 + 21374506043965440° '
v v 625’0A1A2A3A4
The holomorphic ambiguity at genus g = 2 is then given by
1
= 851 — 62334336002 + 96299049287680v*
S = 500051 As Ba ) ( v Y
—55939773199967846400° + 1303186533895737704448000° (B.107)

—10446020573853278255248834561}10) .
One can check that (B.106) and (B.107) are respectively obtained from (B.94) and (B.95) by

applying the coordinate and Kahler transformation as described in Appendix A. Some of the
resulting Zso-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants up to genus g = 2 are listed in Table 11.
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C Gopakumar-Vafa invariants

Zo-charge 0:

ngm+e 0 5=0 1 2
g=0ldn=1 1444 304658 158606552

1 3 304592 1860732685 6064955360224

2 4 267570 37739424984 435854072807610

3 4 4293 —7830072 1578222789291

4 5 23976 —3764690858 122738714371292

5 5 648 —1541025 —958991871380

6 5 0 —17172 650496672

7 7 2436736 1438165906657  —67598754138919396

8 8 |—835174680 968826151718392 —12650516382161084226

Zg-charge 1:

ngmtol 5=0 1 2
g=0ldn =1 1431 304592 158599823

1 3 304658 1860698940 6064954339976

2 4 267180 37739562916 435854066830640

3 4 4332 —7833678 1578223373584

4 5 25274 —3764640892 122738716243958

5 5 452 —1538100 —958992660120

6 5 10 —17328 650458578

7 7 2437264 1438164754468  —67598754038521354

8 8 |—835222320 968826139252733 —12650516383922218924

Table 4. Some Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the nodal quintic Calabi-Yau 3-fold X;.

ng=to 5=0 1 2 3
g=0[dn =1| 226 1404 17030 293738
1 4 1 1444 258932 24277736

2 7 324 793866 248716386 39631543454

3 9 4332 17924450 10102180988 2609846475293
4 10 —6 356360 1706381078 1219805719268
5 12 |—6993 188368868 498019451760 358127114449608
6 13 2034 7890152 179503623998 304240706452288
7 14 | =852 —355248 57096033755 263447849158200
8 14 —18 3390 —39744 15250273652

Table 5. Some Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the smooth Calabi-Yau 3-fold Y;.
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nd?ld=1 2 3 4 5 6

g = 0] 1472 305314 158617728 121234592208 114652980455616 124124873404229616
1|0 0 303936 1860664521 6064948752704 15573649525019620
2 | 0 0 0 267582 37739440512 435854054403178

ndtld=1 2 3 4 5 6

g = 0] 1403 303936 158588647 121232937792 114652908432009 124124868713792334
1 | 0 0 305314 1860767104 6064960947496 15573650208266880
2 10 0 0 267168 37739547388 435854085235072

Table 6. Some Zs-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the nodal quintic Calabi-Yau 3-fold Xs.

nd?ld=1 2 3 4 5

g = 0|14752 64427360 711860273440 11596527868780512 233938237312624658400
1 | 0 18432 10732175296 902646121253184 50712027457008177856
2 1 0 576 —8275872 6249814150960  2700746768622436448

nd'la=1 2 3 4 5

g = 0[14752 64407552 711860273440 11596528156012800 233938237312624658400
1 | 0 22880 10732175296 902645971452672 50712027457008177856
2 | 0 288  —8275872 6249853126784  2700746768622436448

Table 7. Some Zsy-refined Gopakumar-Vafa invariants of the nodal octic Calabi-Yau 3-fold Y5.
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